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pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  Papers 
and  Correspondence  relative  to  the  absconding  of  Adjouri  from  Manchester,  leaving 
krge  debts  owing  to  the  merchants  of  that  city," — {Mr.  BaxUy)  . .  , ,      887 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bevenue  OfElcers  Disabilities  Removal  Bill  [Bill  76]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair."— (i/r.  ifonifc)  ..  ..  ..  ..889 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "this  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,)— msteBd  thereof. 

After  debate.  Question  put, ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  79,  Noes  47 ;  Majority  32. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Thursday.    . 


Military  at  Elections  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  95]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [I2th  May],  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," — (The  Earl 
of  Mayo,) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :" 
— Debate  resumed,  . .  . .  . .  . .     410 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  55,  Noes  96; 
Majority  41 :— Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to  : — Ban  put  off  for  six  months. 


1?ABLE  OF  COOTfflrtfi. 

[JuHe  SO.]  Pa^e 

Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis)  Bill  [Bill  105]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [nth  June],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 
Bentinek,) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion : " — Debate  resumed,  . ,  . .  , .     419 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived  .'—Words  added : — Main 
Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  Bill  [BUI  147]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  •  •  •  •     419 

,     After  short  debate,  Bill  eofmdered  in  Committee. 

Bill  reported ;  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  203]  ;  re^oommitted  for 
Thursday. 

Bristol  Wbit — Moved, 

**  That  Mr«  Speaker  do  iune  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  oat  a  new 
Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Citisen  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  William  Miles,  esqnire,  whose  Election  has  been  determined 
to  he  Toid," — (Jifr,  Noel)  . .  . .  . .  •  •     420 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  Writ  for  the  Citj  of  Bristol  he  not  issaed  till  seyen  days  after  the  eyidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Bristol  Election  Petition  has  been  printed," — 
(Mr.  Bass.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  prc^osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Labouehere.) 

Moved,  "That  the  Bepott  of  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  be  read," — 

{Itr.  Ayrton.) 
Report  of  Committee  [25th  Jane]  tead. 
After  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

Fairs    (Metropolis)    Bill— Onlln*^  {Sir  James  Fer^son^  Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome 

Hardy) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  205]  • .  . .     423 

CoObt  ot  Session  (Scotland)  [Salabibs] — 
Considered  in  Committee : — Resolation  to  be  reported  TtMnorrow  .  •  •  •     423 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULt  1. 
Natt— Naval  Chaplainb— Question,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox    424 

Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System)  Bill  [Bill  44]— 

After  short  debate.  Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discharged : — ^Bill  with- 
drawn . •  • .  c  •  . •  . .     425 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  Bill  [BiU  80]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [Idth  May],  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was,  to  leaye  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upcm  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 
Walpole) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 
— Debate  resumed  ..  . .  . .  . .     426 

After  long  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided:  Ayes  198,  Noes  140  ; 
Majority  58 : — Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :^Bill  read  a  second  titte, 
and  committed  for  Wednesday  22nd  July. 


[M^  1.1  Paf0 

Libel  BJU  [BiU  3]-^ 
Order  for  Committee  read^  and  iMkarged :— Bill  mthdrawn  . .     471 


Ubel  Cireland)  BiU  [BUI  199]— 

Bill  eonsid&red  in  Ck>mmittee     • .  • .  • ,  , ,     471 

After  abort  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reporM,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

General  Police  and  Improrement  (ScotUnd)  Act  Amendment  vm—Ordend 

(  The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  Jamee  Fergut$on) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  tim^  [Bill  206]     472 

Indorsing  of  WarrantinBill— ^M^rmi  {Sir  Jamee  Fergmeon,  Mr,  Se^reiary  OoiKofne 

Hwrdy) ;  preeented^  and  read  the  <lnt  time  [Bill  208]  . .  . .     472 

LORDS,  THTTRSDAT,  JULY  2. 

ABTBEDOriAK  EXFBDITIOir — YOTE  OF  ThAKXS  TO  HeB  MaJBSTT'B  EoBOXS — 

Besolutiona  moved,  **  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Lieutenant 
General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.O.B.,  and  to  the  Offioeri,  l^QO^CommissiQned 
Officers,  and  Men  of  Her  ]\Icgest]r*s  Land  and  Sea  Forces  engaged  in  the 
Expedition  into  Abyssinia," — ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)         . .  •  •     473 

After  debate,  Itesolutions  a^e$d  to^ 

Boundary  Bffl  (No.  170)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  . ,  .  •  495 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  House  to  be  again  in  Committee  on  lioniay 
next. 

COMMONS,   THUESDAT,   JULY   2. 

High    Sheriff   fob   thb   East  BiDnre  of  YoBxsEntB^-Question^  Admiral 
Buncombe;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy  . .  • .     615 

TuATT  OF  CoHXBBCB  WITH  AuBTBii.— .Question,  Mr.  Layard ;   Answer*  Mr. 

E.  C.  Egerton  • .  . .  . .  ,  •     515 

MiLTTABT  EinoHTs  OF  WiimsoB— -QuestioD,  Mrt  Eyk3m ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 

thome  Hardy  ..  ..  ..  ..     516 

Pabish  Mobtuabies — Question,  Mr.  Goddard;  Answer,  Lord  R.  Montagu      . .     516 

WoBKSHop   REGuiAnojjr    Act    (1867)— Questions,    Mr.  Powell,    Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy      . .  . .  . .     517 

Abht — Abtilleby  Pbactioe  at  Pobtshottth — Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  , .  . .     517 

Post  Office— Mails  to  the  West  Indies — Question,  Mr.  Grayes ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  • .     519 

Ejecthekts    Svspevsioe    (iBELAim)   Bill— Question^  Mr.  Kennedy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Disraeli    ,.  .,  .,  ..  .,     519 

Abht — ^Ehplothent  of  Old  Solddebs — Question,  Sir  Harry  Yemey ;  Answers, 

Sir  John  Pakington,  Lord  John  Manners  , .  . .     520 

CoBBUTT    Pbactiges    AT    Eleotions    Bill— Qucstion,    Mr.    Darby    Griffith; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  . ,  . .  . .  . ,     520 

Abht  Estdcaies — Question,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington       . .     521 

Natt — Captaiks  oh  THE  Resbbted  List— Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Hay  . .  . .  . .  . .     521 

AETSsnriAK  Expeditiok— Yote  of  Thakxb  to  Heb  Majestt's  Foboes  . .     522 

Resolutions  moved,  "  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  Lieutenant 
General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B.,  and  to  the  Officers,  Non- Commissioned 
Officers,  and  Men  of  Her  Majesty's  Land  and  Sea  Forces  engaged  in  the 
Expedition  into  Abyssinia," — {Mr,  Dieraelt)  . .  . .     522 

After  short  debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to. 


TABLE  OP  COirrENTB. 
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SvppLT^Order  for  Committee  read;  Uotion  made,  and  Question  propoaed« 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :"— 

Jbbigaiion  Wobkb  in  Iitdia — MonoN  vob  ak  Addbess — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  any  further 
Despatches,  Telegrams,  and  Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  and  the 
Government  of  India  respecting  the  proposed  purchase  of  the  works  of  the  East  India 
Irrigation  Company,  or  the  advance  of  fimds  for  the  works  theretf  since  July  16, 1867," 
— (Ifr.  j9(mvme,)--iDstead  thereof  ..  ..  ••529 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :" — ^After  short  debate,  AmendmoDt,  by  leare,  unthdratvn, 

Uain    Question,  '*That  Ur.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'    put,    and 
agreed  to. 

SXTFPLY — ^Nayt  Esiimatss — ameidered  in  Committee  . .  585 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £182,364,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the  Offloers  and  the  Contingent 
Expenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in  ooune  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  81  st  day  of  March  1869." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £176,064,  Ac.,"— 
{Mr.Ltuk:) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £163,926,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Coast  Guard  Service,  the  Charges  for  the  Royal  Naval  Coast 
Volunteers,  and  for  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  8 1st  day  of  March  1869  "  . .  . .       530 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £143,926,  Ao," — 
{Admiral  Ertkine  :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  . .       643 

(3.)  £63,565,  Scientific  Departments. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £823,562,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  and  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1869  "      . .  . .  . .  . .       543 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£823,062,  Ac,  "-—{Mr.  jSomtida:)— After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn : — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BesolutionB  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;   Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

BegiBtration  {re-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill! 67]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chair," — {Mr,  Secretary  Gathome  Hardy)  . .  . .     661 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


L0ED8,  FRIDAY,  JULY  3. 

PuBLio  BxraiKESs — Ministerial  Explanation  {The  JSarl  of  Malmesbury ;)— Debate 

thereon  ..  ..  ..  ..  ,,571 

SoxjTH  Africa — Motion  fob  a  Papee — 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Oopies  of  Circular 
Despatch  of  dOth  January  1868  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  relative  to 
the  Consecration  of  a  Colonial  Bishop  in  Soath  Africa,  and  of  a  Despatch  of  Slst  March 
on  the  same  Subject, — (The  Earl  of  Camoarvon)        ..  ..  .,587 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agre^  to. 


TABLE  OP  OONISNTS. 

[M^  3.]  Pa^e 

CompulBory  Church  Bates  Abolition  Bill  (No.  144)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Hoiue  do  now  resolye  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 
Bm,'*^{TheEarlBusseir)     ..  ..  ..  ..694 

After  short  debatOi  Motion  agreed  to;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made :  The  Eeport  thereof  to  be  receired  on  Thursdaff  next ; 
and  Bill  to  }>e  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  211.) 

COMMONS,  FKIDAY.  JULY  3. 

CemaTTEB    of   Cottkgil    on   Educahok— Bxpobts  of   1868 — Question,  Mr. 

Powell ;   Answer,  Lord  Eobert  Montagu     . .  . .  . .     608 

AsicT — NoK-CoifBATAirr  Officbbs — Question,   Captain  YiTian;    Answer,   Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     608 

Mxdioo-Legal  Liqxtibies — Question,  Mr.  Clire ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy        . .     609 

Cattle  Plaoue — EnrnsBPEST  nr   Austbia — Question,  Mr.  Moffatt;   Answer, 

Lord  Stanley  . .  . .  . .  . .     609 

Sheriff  of  the  Conrnr  of  Yobs — Question,  Yisoount  Milton;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  . .     609 

GoYBBNMENT  OF  Ikdia — Quostiou,  Mr.  Otway;  Answer,  Sir  S.  Northcote       . .     610 

Metropolitan     Foreign     Cattle     Market    (re-eommitted)    Bill 

[Bill  139J— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [26th  June],  '*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair;''  and 

which  Amendment  was, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'That"  to  the  end  of  the  QaestioDi  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  proposal  to  pau  a  permanent  law,  requiring  that  in  order  to  prevent  the 
introdoction  of  the  Cattle  Plague  into  this  Gountry  firom  abroad,  all  foreign  cattle  and 
other  animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed  spot, 
and  shall  not  be  remoTod  thenoe  alive,  ought  not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposinff  lend  restrictions  on  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Elingdom,  •— (Jfr.  Milner  ^'6«0f»,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question: '' — Debate  remmed  . .  . .  . .     610 

After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now 

adjourned,^' — (^Mr»  JBeadlam :) — The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  79,  Noes  224 ; 

Majority  146. 
Question  again  proposed :  and,  after  further  short  debate,  Debate  further 

(u^'ottmed  till  To-morrow. 

SuppLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

FoBcra  IN  Nbw  Z£alai7D— Observations,  Yisoount  Enfield;  Reply,  Mr. 
Disraeli : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .     640 

SooTLAND — Middle  Class  Schools— Observations,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Beply, 
The  Lord  Advocate : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .     644 

Cabeless  Use  of  Lucifbk  Matches — Observations,  Mr.  Henniker-Major   . .     654 

Ibelaih) — Wbits  of  Ebbob  in  Cbiminal  Cases — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  'Hhis  House  doth  agree  with  the  Resolution  passed  by  this  House  on  the  19th  day 
of  NoTember  1689,  and  doth  re-afflrm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for  the  reversal  of  a  Judg- 
ment in  Misdemeanor,  Felony,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  subject,  and  ought  to  be 
granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  not  an  act  of  Grace  or  Favour  which  may  be  denied  or 
granted  at  Pleasure," — {Sir  Colman  0*i^A/«?i,)— instead  thereof    . .  .  .      655 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question:" — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Kavt — I^aval  Medals — Observations,  Captain  Mackinnon;  Reply,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .  . .     667 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

YOL.   CXCXU.      [ZSZBD  SZBIES.]  [  c  ] 
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SUPPLY — c<msid0r$d  in  Oommlttee— Orra  SsBvioa  ERDCiTia. 

([q  the  CommiUee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £87,615,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  som  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  vear  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869, 
for  the  Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam "  . .  . .        668 

Moved t  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leaTe  to  sit  again," — (^Mr, 
Henri/  B,  Sheridan ;) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  item  of  £6,000,  for  the  Envoy  and 
Chief  Superintendent  in  China,  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £2,000," — {Colonel  Sykes  :) 
—  Af^er  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  witidraton. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the  Item  of  £500,  for  Salary  of  the  Vice  Consul 
at  Taku,  be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote," — {Colonel  Sykes,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeediog  £36,814,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1869, 
for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad  "  674 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £33,814,  4c.,"— (Ifr.  Lu§k,) 
— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(3*)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,950,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wfil  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1869,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Allowances  of  Governors,  Ac,  and  for  other  Expenses  in  certain  Colonies  "      675 

Movedt  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— {/StV 
William  OalXwey :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  %oiihdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(4.)  £3,072,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena. 
(50  £9,231,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Emigration. 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;   Committee  to  Bit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

Bristol  Writ — Moved, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new 
Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Citizen  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  City  of 
Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  William  Miles,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  determined 
to  be  void," — {Mr,  NeviUe-OrenvilU)  ..  •       ..  ..      675 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *<  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  no  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of  Bristol  until  seven  days  after  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Election  Committee  for  that  city  shall  have  been  in  the  hands  of  Members," 
— {Mr.  BasSj) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  udt^i- 

draum. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  6. 
NoYA  SooTrA.—PETinoK8— Motion  foe  aw  Addksss — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the  Purpose  of  examining  the 
Causes  of  the  alleged  Dissatlsfiaction,  with  a  View  to  their  Removal," — {The  Lord 
Campbell)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      579 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Boundary  Bill  (No.  170)— 

House  again  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  . .  . .     710 

The  Amendment  moved  on  Thursday  last  {Earl  Beauohamp)  (hy  Leave  of  the 

Committee)  withdraum : — Bill  rsporUd,  without  Amendment. 
An  Amendment  moved,  Clause  4,  after  ("  Salisbury  ")  insert  (*•  South  Shields,") 

— {The  Lord  EaveMworth,) 
After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?    their  Lordships  divided  ;  Contents  9,  Not- 

Contents  27 ;  Majority  18  x-^Resohed  in  the  Negative  : — Bill  to  be  read  3* 

To-morrow. 

List  of  Contents  and  Not-Contents  ■    . .  . .  , .     714 
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ParliaRMbitary  Boftami'-BApreMntation  of  the  People  (Beot- 

land)  Bill  (No.  192)-. 

Amendments  reported  (aeoording  to  Order)      . .  .  •  • .     715 

After  short  debate,  further  Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow  ; 
and  to  be  prinUd,  as  amended.  (No.  220.) 
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Public  BsPABtimnn — Question,  Mr.  Parry  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  716 

lIsTBOPOLis — Htde   Pabk  Ivpboybmbnts— Questiou,   Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  ..  ..716 

IssulKd — Irish  Reooros — Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  . .     717 

Metropolis — Finsburt  Pars — Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite      . .     717 

TuRXET — ^Railways — Question,  Viscount  Enfield;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley       . .     718 

AxxT  —  Windsor   Catalrt    Barracks— Question,   Colonel   Leslie  ;    Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     718 

Arict — Arttt.leby  Pragzigb  at  Doysr,  &c. — Question^  Major  Ditkson ;  Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .     719 

Electric  Telboraphs  Bill— Question,  Colonel  French ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  . .     720 

Begistration  Bill  [Bill  190]— 

Motfed, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (ifr.  Oathome  Hardy)    720 
After  short  debate.  Bill  read  a  third  time,  9XLdpMS$d, 

Zilection    Petitions    and    Corrupt    FractioeB    at    Elections 

(re-eommiteed)  Bill    [BiU  63]— 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee  [Progre$9  25th  Juns]  722 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Thm*day. 

Supply  —  Order  for  Committee  read ;   Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  *'— 

The  New  ZEALAirn  Medal — Observations,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .     760 

Arict — Warlike  Stores— RMOLunoir — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  <*  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "in  order  to  ensure  economy  in  our  Expenditure  on  Warlike  Stores,  it  is 
adrisable  to  have  an  annual  Statement  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  showing 
the  quantity  and  value  of  each  description  of  Stores  in  the  possession  of  the  Troops, 
or  in  the  Arsenals  and  Storehouses,  the  quantity  issued  and  consumed  during  each 
year,  and  the  replacements  in  consequence  of  a  change  of  pattern  or  of  the  ordinary 
annual  consumption;  that  in  order  to  prevent  the  manufacture  of  Warlike  Stores 
becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in  tiie  hands  of  the  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the  articles  required  for  Military  purposes 
from  the  private  trade ;  and  to  ensure  accuracy  of  accounts,  eeoflomy  of  production, 
and  fiur  comparison  of  Government  with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing  Departments 
shall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the  Government  purchasing  the  articles  required  at 
remunerative  prices,  to  be  provided  from  Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  Establishments  (whether  for  buildings,  plant,  or  working  capital,)  being 
provided  by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners," — 
{Major  ^fuon,)— instead  thereof     • .  . .  . .  760 

Question  proposed*   "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:'*— 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  .-—Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow, 
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Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and  County  Down  Bailway  Com- 
panies Bill  [Bill  201]  — 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
JRxchequer)       . .  . .  . .  . .  , .     781 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday, 

Registration  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  (The  Earl  of  Mayo)  . .  , .  . .     782 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration  in  Ireland,  ordered  {The  Earl  of  Mayo, 

Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  ;   presented,  and  read  the  first  time 

[Bill  213.] 

Public   Departments  Payments  "BXXl^Or^red  (Mr,  SelaUr-Booth,  Mr,   Secretary 

OaJthome  Hardy)  \  preserUed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  212]  . .  . .      783 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  7. 
West  Indies  Bill  (No.  135)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— ( The  Duke  of  Buekingham)         . .     784 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
tnitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  on  Thursday  next. 

Parliamentary  Reform  —  Representation  of  the  People  (Ire- 
land) Bin  (No.  176)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, 
read  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     800 

After  short  debate.  House  in  Committee;  Bill  reported,  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Registration  Bill  (No.  218)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Heading  read  . .  . .     803 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

Parliamentary  Reform— Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) BiU  (No.  220)— 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with  the  Amendments        . .  . .     803 

Moved,  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  add  the  following  clause  : — 

'*  That  the  Boundaries  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  shall,  until  otherwise  directed  bj  Parliament, 
be  those  specified  in  Schedule  (K.)  hereunto  annexed/' — (  The  Lord  Redesdale,) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  Their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  13,  Not- 
Contents  53  ;  Majority  40: — Resolved  in  the  Negative:— BiML  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 
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Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .     812 

Public  Schools  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  135]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  2Zrd  June"]  . .  . .     812 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday, 

Ireland — Compulsoht  Prbsentkbiits— Question,  Colonel  Frenoh;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .  •  . .  . .     827 
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IbelaitD'—Bailwats— Question,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer         . .  . .  . .  . .     847 

Mines  AsseSBment  [recommitted)  Bill  [Bill  127]— 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee      . .  . .  . .  . .     848 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  he  considered 
upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed,    [BiU  221 .] 

Promissory  Oaths  Bill  (Lords)  [Bill  113]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  . .  . .     868 

After  short  debate,  Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,   with  an  Amendment;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

Government  of  India  Act  Amendment  BiU  [Bill  91]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee      . .  . .  . .  . .     858 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;    to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Conflrmation  BiH^ Ordered  {Sir  James  Fer- 

guseon,  Mr,  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy)  ;  presented,  And  read  the  first  time  [Bill  223]  863 

Sanitary  Act  (1866)   Amendment  Bill — Ordered  {Mr,  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy, 
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Her  Rotal  Highness  the  Pbincess  op  Wales — Addbess  to  the  Queen — 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  to  congratulate  Her 
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cerns the  domestic  Happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  Her  Family/'— { 7*A«  Lord  Privy 
Seal)  •  •  . .  •  •  .  •  •  •     865 

After  short  debate,  agreed  to,  Nemine  Dissentiente  : — And  the  said  Address 
Ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Stares. 

Sm  Robert  Napier — Messaoe  fbom  the  Qtteen — delivered  ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)    866 
Ordered,  That  the  said  Message  be  taken  into  consideration  To-morrow. 
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After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed 
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Oomptildory  (Jhtirch  Bates  Abolition  Bill  (No.  21 1)— 
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Bill  returned  from  the  Commons,  with  several  of  the  Amendments  made  hj  the  Lords 
agreed  to ;  oertain  Amendments  agreed  to,  with  Amendments ;  and  One  Aitafendment 
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Amendments,  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  taken  into  Oonsidermtion  To-morrow,    (No.  235.) 

DiBtrict  ChiiTch  Tithes  Act  Amendment  Bill  [n,i.,']~'Presented  {The  Lord  Bishop 

of  Oxford)  ;  read  1*  (No.  236)  ..  ..  ..  ..     904 
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BsPBBSBlTTATIOir  OF  TBS  FsOPLE,  1867,  ACT — ThS  LoDGEB  FsAKCHISB — SXAHPEB 
V,   THE   OyEBSEEBS   OP   SlTNDEBLAVI) — 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — [Mr.  Candlish)  . .     904 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 
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Abxt — MiLiTABT  ExpEin)mTKB — Question,  Captain  Vivian  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
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AsBEssMEi^T  OF  Bailway  Pbopbbtt   ut   Sootlakd— Question,  Colonel  Sykes  ; 
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Question,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington         . .  . .     912 

Ireland— Begulation  of  Ibish  Pbisoks — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Ailswer, 

The  Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..912 

Pbdcabt  EnucATioN  (Ibbland)— Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ;   Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     913 

Pbincess  of  Wales— Motion  for  an  Address  to  the  Queeit  {Mr,  Dieraeh)       . .     918 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Addresi  be  presented  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  congratulate  Her  Ma- 
jesty on  the  PrinoesB  of  Wales  hariog  happily  given  birth  to  a  Prinoess,  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  of  our  fiselings  of  devoted  loyalty  and  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's  Person 
and  Family,— (Ifr.  Disraeli,) 

Besolution  agreed  to,  Nemine  Ooniraddcente. 

Sib  Bobebt  Napieb— Message  from  Heb  Majesty  brought  vp  . .     914 

Committee  thereupon  To-morrow, 

Election  Petitions  aitd  Cobbxtpt  Pbaotices  at  ELEonoirs  Bill — 
Ministerial  Statement  (Mr.  DieraeK  :)^ShoH;  ddbat6  thefeoii  . .     9 1'5 
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Parliamentary  Beflbrm— Beparesaiitotioii  of  tlM  People  (Boot- 
land)  BiU  [BiU  SU]— 

Lords  AmendmenU  eoni*der$d 

AmendmentB,  as  &r  as  the  Amendment  in  page  24»  line  83,  agreed  to. 

Page  24»  line  82,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time : — Amendment  proposed,  to  add 

to  the  nid  Amendment  the  words  **  after  the  expiration  of  the  present  year  and :" — rUr. 

M*Lartn :) — Qnestion  put,  "  That  those  words  oe  there  added  :** — The  House  divicUd; 

Ayes  124,  Noes  104 ;  Majority  20 :— Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Several  other  Amendments  agreed  to : — One  disagreed  to. 
Committee  appomUd,  **  to  dnw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing 

to  the  Amendment  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed  : " — List  of  Uie  Committee       .  • 

Beason  for  disagreeing  to  Lords  Amendment  reported,  and  agreed  to : — To  be 
oommunioated  to  The  Lords. 

SuPFLT — Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  *' — 

Arxt — ^The  Horse  GuAHDs^-Motion  fbr  Papers  (Mr.  Darly  Griffith) 

kaa — PaoMonoKs  nr  xsn  Coldsibbax  Gvabss — Observations,  Sir  P.  O'Brien 

AbmT— CoiTTBOLLBR-nr-CHISF — ExSOLTTTION — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTO  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
w(Mrds  **  the  Controller  in  Chief  should  be  an  Under  Secretary  of  State ;  and  that  the 
audit  of  the  War  Office  accounts  should  be  entirely  independent  of  the  War  Office,"— 
(CofoiM/ /tfrvw,)— instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  *' — After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  witkdraum. 

Abvt — Tba^vellino  AxLOWANCE^-^-Observations,  Sir  Eobert  Anstmther 

AucT — Ikcsease  of  Militabt  fxPENDiruRE — Observations,   The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  ;  Beply,  Sir  John  Pakington 

KuQ  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee— Abmt  Esthojis. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question   pro-    Page 

posed.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoeediog 

£1^91.400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty 

(in  addition  to  the  sum  of  £200,000 

already   yoted  on  acooant),   towards 

defraying  the  Charge  for  Military  Store 

DeMrtment,  for  the  supply  and  repair 

of  narlike  and  other  Stores,  including 

Manu&cturing    Departments,    which 

will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 

the  let  day  of  April  1868  to  the  dlst 

day  of  March,  1869,  inclusive  **         . .       959 
After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and 

Qaestion  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding  £1,247,958,  &o.,*' —  {Major 

Anson  .*)  —  The  Committee  divided; 

Ayes  31,  Noes  100  ;  Majority  69. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(2.)  £119,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Military  Education. 
(3.)  £93,600,  to  complete  the  sum  fbr 

Surreys. —  After  short  debate,  Vote 

agreed  to  . .  . .       962 

(4.)  £102.700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Miscellaneous  Services.^  After  short 

debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .       965 

(5.)  £154,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Administration  of  the  Army. —  After 

short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .       966 

After  short  dehatei  Eesolutiona  to  be  reported  Ih-morrow ;   Committee  to 
sit  again  To-morrow. 


(6.)  £13,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Rewards  for  Distinguished  Service. 

(7.)  £30,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pay  of  General  Officers. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £389,800» 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition 
to  the  sum  of  £81,000  already  Toted 
on  account),  towards  defraying  the 
Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and 
Retired  Officers,  and  Half  Pay,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  3l8t 
day  of  March  1869,  inclusive  " 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

(8.)  £98,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Widows'  Pensions,  ^c. 

(9.)  £11,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £15,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hospitals. 

(II.)  £839,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Out  Pensions. 

(12.)  £97,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £8,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Militia,  Yeomanry,  Cavalry,  and  Vo- 
lunteer Corps. 
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Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  &c.  Bill  [BUI  149]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"— (i/r.  Qathome  Hardy)  . .  . .  . .     968 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  ^*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Gommittee/'— (Co<<m«2  William  Stuart,) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question :'' — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  wtthdraum. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,''  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee :— Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  JULY  10. 

Irish     CniTBOH     Commission  —  Question,    Lord    Dufferin ;     Answer,    Earl 

Stanhope  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     972 

Snt  BoBEHT  Napier — The  Queen's  Message — 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Consideration  of  the  Queen's  Message  of  Yesterday 
read: — Message  read  ..  ..  ..  ..     973 

An  Address  moved  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal) ;  and,  after  short  debate,  agreed  to, 
and  Ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

Business  op  the  House — 

Ordered,  That  the  Kepresentation  of  the  People  (Scotland)  Bill  and  the  Bills 
appointed  for  Third  Reading  be  taken  before  the  Notices  and  the  other 
Oilers  of  the  Day  . .  . .  . .  , .     974 

Parliamentary  Beform— Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) Bin  (No.  235)— 

*  Commons'  Amendments  to  Lords'  Amendments  and  Commons'  Reason  for 
disagreeing  to  One  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order) ;  One  disagreed  to  . .  . .  . .     974 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  disagree  to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Com- 
mons to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in  page  24,  line  32," — (The 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Other  of  the  Commons' Amendments  agreed  to;  and  Lords*  Amendment  to  which  the  Com- 
mons disagree  not  insisted  on ;  and  a  Committee  appointed  to  prepare  Reasons  to  b« 
offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  One  of  the  Amendments  made  by 
the  Commons  to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords  to  the  said  Bill ;  the  Committee 
to  meet  forthwith:  Report  from  Committee  of  a  Reason  prepared  by  them,  read 
and  agreed  to :  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with  the 
Reason. 

Lodgers'  Property  Protection  Bill  (No.  186)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (2i^«  Marquess  Townshend)  . .     976 

After  short  debate,  Order  discharged  :^Bi]\  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Houses  of  Pabliamknt — Thb  Statues  in  Wbstmujsteb  Hall — Question,  Vis- 
count Hardinge  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  :— Short  debate  thereon     978 

CoASTiwo  Tbade  op  France— Addbess  for  a  Paper — 

Moved,  Thht  an  hambie  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  any  Corres- 
pondence that  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Foreign  Office  and  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  ut  Paris,  and  of  any  Communications  from  British  Shipowners,  in  reference 
to  the  Exclusion  of  British  Vessels  from  the  Coasting  Trade  of  France,  and  to  the 
existing  Treaties  between  France  and  Spain  or  any  other  Country  relating  to  that  Trade, 
— ( 2'he  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)       . .  , .  , ,  , ,      ogQ 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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ITniverBity  Elections  (Voting  Bapers)  Bill  (No.  201)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— ( The  Lord  Olmton)  . .     981 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eom- 
mUted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Bill  (No.  228)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)       . .  • .  . .     984 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Thb  Voltthtseb  Review  at  Windsob — Question,  Earl  Spencer ;  Answer,  Lord 

Truro : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .     988 

Hudson's   Bay   Company   Bill  ln.i.J]^Pre$enUd  (The  Duke   of  Buckingham  and 

CAomiiM) ;  read  1*  (No.  244)  ..  ..  ..  ..     993 


COMMONS,  FBIDAT,  JULY  10. 

PooB  Bate  Assbbsmsrt — Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy      999 

Battle  of  Kokiobatz— Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  . .  1000 

SoxTSE  OF  GoxicoNs  ABBANeBifENTS — Questiou,  Mr.  Headlam ;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  . .  . .  . .  . .   1000 

Election  Betitions  and  Corrupt  Fraotices  at  Elections  (re-^om^ 

miUed)  BiU  [Bill  63]- 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee  [Progreee  July  6]  •  •  . .  1001 

After  some  time  spent  therem,  Committee  report  Progress;   to  sit  again 
Ib-^norrow. 

8uPFLT — Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair : " — 

W0BKHOU8B  Dibtabibs  in  iBELAim — B-EsoLunoK — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  QaestioD,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  the  Poor  Law  Oommissionen  of  Ireland  should 
establish  a  minimum  scale  of  dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the  Union  Workhouses 
not  less  than  that  now  in  existence  in  the  Irish  County  Gaols,  and  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  appointed  to  report  on  the  County  Prison  Dietaries,  '  as 
necessary  for  the  preserration  of  the  health  of  the  prisoners/  " — {Mr,  Blake,}— Id." 
stead  thereof        ..  ..  ..  ..  ,,    1020 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  : " — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

GoKBULAji  Coubts  IK  TirBBST  ABD  Egtpt — Observations,  Mr.  Layard ;  Reply, 
Lord  Stanley : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  .  •  . .   1024 

UiriTBBSiTT  Education  in  Ibelaitd — Bbsoltttion — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words* 'in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Catholics,  Presbyterians, and  other  inhabitants 
of  Ireland,  will  not  be  placed  in  a  position  of  equality,  in  reference  to  University  edu- 
cation in  that  country,  with  those  who  are  members  of  the  Established  Church, 
until  all  religious  disabilities  are  removed  from  the  fellowships,  scholarships,  and 
other  honours  and  emoluments  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin/' — (Mr,  FaweeUf) — instead 
thereof  . «  .  •  .  •  . .  . .    1054 

Question   proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:"— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Abblt — ^RoTAL  Gun  Facioby — Motion  fob  a  Committeb —  . ,  1065 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

YOL.  CXOIII.  [zmBD  isebies.]  [    <^    ] 
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Pensioit  TO  Sib  RoBSB^  NAlmcfti^fi^«$£Oi^JP— 
Message  from  Her  Miyesty  eoniidered  in  Cbmtaittee  • .  •  •  1066 

Resolved,  Newine  CantraOieenU,  That  the  annual  tnm  of  Two  Tbocnand  Poanda  bo 
granted  to  Her  Ki^fettj^  oat  of  the  ConaoUdated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Chreat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  to  be  settied  upon  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B., 
and  the  next  sorviTing  Heir  Male  of  hii  Bo(ly,,for  the  term  of  their  nataraLliyea. 
Eesolution  to  be  repox^  upon  Monday  next. 

Bepresentation  of  the  People  (Scotland)  Bill— 

Lords'  Eeason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of  the  Commons*  Amendments  to  Lords^ 

AmiBUdments  considered        . .  . .  • .  . .   1067 

After  short  Rebate,  Resolved,  That  thii  Hooee  doth  not  inaiat  upon  the  Amendment 
made  by  tnii  Houae  to  tiie  Amendment  made  by  their  Lordahipe,  to  whioh  The  Lorda 
have  disagreed. 

Danube  Works   Loan  Bill— Roiolntion  reported  >—B\Xi  ordered  (Mr.  Dodson,  Lord 

Stanley,  Mr,  Sclater-Booth) ;  presented,  and  read  the  flrat  time  [Bill  227]  •  •       1067 

DGIitia  Fay  BiUr-Ordered  {Mr.   Dodson,  Sir  John  Pakinifton,   Mr.  ScUUer-Boolh) ; 

i^e«tfn^^,  and  read  the  flrai  time      ..  ..  ..  ..       1067 

Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (Ko.  3)  Bill— 

Ordered  (Mr.  Schier-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) ;  presented,  and  read  the  firat  time 

[BUI  229]  ..  ..  ..  •.  ..       1067 

Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Chnrcli,  Loadon,.  Bill— Qrd^r^  {Mr,  BenHnek,  Mir. 

Crawford,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) ;  presented,  and  read  the  flrat  time  [Bill  228]    . .      1067 

LORDS,  SATURDAT,  JTJLT  11. 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  having  gone  through  the  BosineM  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate—  House  adjourned. 

LORDS.  MONDAY,  JTJLT  13. 

Pbiyate  Bills — Railway  Bills— Ivcbbasb  of  Rates— RssoLunoir — 

Moved,  to  reaolTO,  That  no  Railwaj  Bill  th^t.proposea  to  inoreaae  the  Rates  now  pajable 
on  the  Oonreyanoe  of  Gooda  or  Paaaengera  ahall  be  read  a  Seoond  time  until  a  apeoial 
Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Subjeot  ahaU  hare  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
ihe  Boiue,"''{The  Lord  Taunton)  ..  ..  ..    1067 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Bevexitie  OttLcen  DlsabllitU^s  Bexnoval  Bill  (No.  204)— 

Moved,  <<  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2%"— (27^  Lord  AHnger)  . .   1078 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2*  acoordingly,  and  oom- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Heb  Rotal  I{i6HN£8s  tsb  Pbinoess  of  Wales— 
The  Qukbk's  Answer  to  the  Address  of  Thursday  last  [July  9],  reported    . .   1090 

Mabbiaob  Laws  Couicssioir— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanrioarde ;  Answer, 

Lord  ChelitiBford  . .  , .  . .  . .   1090 

liiccleBiastical  Coxmnlssloners  BUI  (No.  221)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*,*'— (7^  Lord  Preeidmi)  ..  1091 

Motion  c^eed  to : — ^Bill  tettd  2*  aoebrdingly,  and  oommitUd  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  oh  SKairsdaif  next. 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  (N6.  212) 

Moved,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  reail  2V*— (2%^  Sdrl  ofKimlorUy)  . .  1093 

Motion  agreed  to  : — ^Bill  read  2*  acoordingly. 

Then  it  was  moved^  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House. 
An  Aiiiendment  moved  to  leave  out  from  ("Bill'*)  to  the  end  of  the  Motion, 

and  insert  ("  be  referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee,")— (2^  ArchMhop  of 

Armagh.) 
After  short  debate.  Amendment  (by  Leaye  of  the  House)  withdrawn  :— Then 

the  Original  Motion  was  agreed  to  ;   and  Bill  committed  to  a^Committee  of 

the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 


V¥V  18.]  f^0 

Oompiilflory  Ohtirch  BatM  ^Itf^t^xi  Bill  (No.  211)— 

Bill  read  d*  (according  to  Orier),  with  the  Amendments     . .  • .     1098 

After  Bh(^ d^^te,  Am.endp^nt  agre^^  to: — Farther  Amendments  made. 
Then  it  was  mavsdf  Vhei  the  JBib  do  pass. 

After  fbrther  short  del>ate,  on  Question  ?  Eesohed  in  the  Affirmative : — Bill 
patUd  accordingly,  and  s^t  to  the  Commons. 

Wert  J^Qdies  BiU  (No.  185)- 

Honse  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)        ..  ..  ..  1101 

Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof  to  he  received  on  Thursday  next ; 
and'TCll  to  he  j^nM,  as  amended.  (No.  249.) 


<    \   .    ,.s. 


Hudson's  Bay  Company  Bill  (No.  244)— 

Mooef,  "  That  the  BUI  he  ^ow  i^  2%"^{The  Duke  of  Buokingiam)  . .  1101 

Motion  qgreeS  ^  :— Bill  r^  Si^  ai^  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Souse  to-marraw. 
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Alliged  C^vsiiTnEs  is  Nibw  Zxalavd — Question,  Mr.  Gor^t  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1108 

IxniA — Baja  Of  ^u^YTBT^i^j^— fQuestiop,  Lord  WilUanpt  Qay;   Answer,  Sir 

Stafibid  JTor^cote  ..  ••  ..    '  ..1104 
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Lord  John  Manners  ..  ..  ..  ..  1105 

PABLiAicEirr — Palaob  of  Wbstminsteb — Qaestion,  Mr.  Cowper;  Answer,  Lord 

John  Manners  ..  ..  :  ..  1105 

Am— SroitiNa  of  Aicvukixioh — Question,  Mr.  Hayter;   Answer,  Sir  John 

Pakington        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 106 

Abict — Hale's  War  Eookets— Question,  Mr.    Otway ;   Answer,   Sir  John 

Pakington       ..  ..  ••  ..  ..   1106 

Sufflt — Order  for  Committee  read;    Motion   made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Sneaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Natt — Ibok^Clad  Elebt — Ohservations,  Captain  Mackinnon  . .   1 107 

Nayt — FxjTUBE  CoNSTETJonoN  OF  Ships — Resolutiok — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  a  aoientiflo  inquiry  be  instituted,  to  take  into  consideration  the  leading 
oharaoteristics  thfti  should  be  adopted  in  the  future  construction  of  the  vessels  of  the 
NaTj,"— (Jfr.  iS««/y,>— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..1111 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 
After  dehate.   Question  put:— The  House  divided;   Ayes  47,  Noes  37; 

Majority  10. 

Vaeoovteb's  IsLAjrn  asd  Beiush  Coluicbia — Question,  Yisoount  Milton ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  •  •  1140 

Main  Question,   '*  That  Mr.    Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,   and 
agreed  to. 

Fbutcbss  of  Wales  —  Hsb  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  [9th  July], 
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Original  QuoBtion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(6.)  £564.237,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

New  Works,    Buildings,    Machinery, 

and  Repairs.  —  After    short   debate. 

Vote  agreed  to         ,, 
(7.)  £78,164,  Medicines,  Medical  Stores, 

dec. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  £20,365,  Martial  Law. 
(9.)  £175,800,  Nayal  Miscellaneous  Ser- 

Tices.  —  After    short    debate,    Vote 

agreed  to 
(10.)  £500,166,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Half-pay,  Ac.  Nary  and  Royal  Ida- 

rines. 
(11.)  £400,447,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Military  Pensions  and  Allowances. 
(12.)  £123,498,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Civil  Pensions  and  Allowances. 
(13.)  £200,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Freight  of  Ships. 
(14.)  £42,079,  Greenwich  Hospital  and 

Schools.— After  short  debate,  Vote 

agreed  to. 


(I.)  £87,179,    Victualling    Yards    and 

Transport  Establishments    at  Home 
and  Abroad. 
(2.)  £64,824,  Medical  Estoblishments  at 

Home  and  Abroad. 
(3.)  £20,709,  Marine  Divisions. 
(4.)  £592,908,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Naval  Stores,  Ac.— After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to        ,, 
(5.)  Motion  made,  and   Question  pro- 
posed, "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£742,500,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 

to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Expense  of  Steam  Machinery 

for  Her  Majesty's  Ships  and  Vessels, 

and  for  Payments  to  be  made  for  Ships 

and  Vessels  building  or  to  be  built  by 

Contract,  which  will  come  in  course 

of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 

the  31st  day  of  March  1869  " 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 

a  sum,  not  exceeding  £742,000,  Ac./' 

— (Mr.  Samuda)     . . 
The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayei  59,  Noes 

92 ;  Majority  33. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To'tnorraw  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Sir  Robert  Napier- 
Resolution  from  the  Committee  upon  Her  Majes^s  Message  [9th  July]  reported : — Re- 
solution agreed  to,  Nemine  CotUradieenie  : — BUI  ordered  (ifr,  Dodson,  Mr.  Diiraeli, 
Sir  Stafford  Northeote) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  230] 

BsisTOL  Election— 

Ordered,  That  the  Evidence  taken  before  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  haTing  been  de- 
liTflred,  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  issue  his  Warrant  for  a  New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol 
until  three  days'  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  the  Writ  shall  have  expired, — {Mr,  Bast,) 

Poor  Law  Board  Proviaional  Order  Conflrmation  I^lH— Ordered  (Sir  Mlehael 

HiekS'Beach,  Sir  James  Fergueson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  231] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  14. 

Nbw  Peeb  Intbgditced — Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport  of  that  Part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  called  Ireland,  Major  General 
in  Her  Hiiajesty's  Army,  having  been  created  Viacount  Bridnort  of  the 
United  Kingdom— Was  (in  the  usual  Manner)  introduced. 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  208)— 

House  in  Committee 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  House  to  be  again  in  Committee  on  Friday 
next. 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  &c.  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  224)— 

Moned,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— ( The  Earl  of  Devon) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

District  Ohurch  Tithes  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  236)— 

House  in  Committee 

Amendments  made ;    The  Eeport  thereof  to  be  receired  on  Thursday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  251.) 

Courts  of  Justiciary  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  232)— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"- ( The  Lord  Chancellor) 
Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  n^trsday  next. 
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Election    Petitions    and    Corrupt    Practices   at    Elections 

ire-eommitted)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  lOth  July'}  . .  . .   1166 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon 
Thursday,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

SiTPPLY — Repobt — B^BolutioixB  reported  ..  ..  ..1186 

First  Thirteen  Eesolutions  read  a  second  time,  and  agreed  to. 
Ponrteenth  Resolution  read  a  second  time,  and  re-committed  to  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Supply. 


SuFFLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : " — 

Civil  Sebviob  Estihatbs — Observations,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Reply,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer       . .  . .  . .  . .   1185 

DXPABTMENTS   OF  PuBLIC  HeALTH,  &0. — RbSOLTTTION-— ifOf?tfi, 

''That  it  IB  expedient  that  the  Departments  of  Pablio  Health,  Cattle  Plagae,  and  Qua- 
rantine should  cease  to  exist  as  Establishments,  due  regard  being  had  to  i^  personal  in- 
terests and  to  all  indiyidual  clainu/' — (5tr  J.  Clarke  Jervoiss)        . .  ••1194 

After  short  debate.  Motion  negatived. 

GouBTs  OP  Appeal — ^Assessed  Taxes— Question,  Mr.  Treeby ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  1199 

CncuLAs  Deuvbby   Coxpakt  Airn  the  Commissionaibes  —  Question,  Mr. 
Wyld ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  . .  . .  . .   1200 

Ibelakd — Rotal  Ibish  Academy — Observations,  Mr.  Gregory;  Reply,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1200 

Motion,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Sebvice  Estimates. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


(i-)  £35,609,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

the  Treasury. 
(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question    pro. 
posed,  *<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£28,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81  st  day  of  March  1869, 
for  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and  other 
Secret  Serrices  "    . . 
Hotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £18,000, 
Ac." — {Mr,  Lutk  :)'^ASier  short  de- 
bate. Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdravm. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3)  £56,410,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Home  OfEJoe.  —  After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to       .. 

(4.)  £52,453,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Foreign  Office. — After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to        ,, 

(5.)  £10,990,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Colonial  OfEloe. 
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(6.)  £65,725,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Trade.— After  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..     1203 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,176,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  de- 
fray the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 
1869,  for  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers 
and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and 
other  Expenses "     . .  . .     1206 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and 
Question  proposed, "  That  the  Item  of 
£1,574  6».  2d,  for  Queen's  Plates  to 
be  run  for  in  Ireland,  be  omitted 
from  the  proposed  Vote/'— (ifr.  Lusk)  1207 
After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by 
leave,  withdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £14,927,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Ohief  Secretary,  Ireland,  OfBoet. 
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[9.)  £12,646,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Paymaster  Generars  Office. 
[10.)  £4,186,  to  complete  the  sam  for 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer, <bc. 
[II.)  £22,700,  to  complete  the  snm  for 

Commissioners    of     Her    Majesty's 

Works,  England. — After  short  debate. 

Vote  aareed  to       ,,  .  •     1208 

[12.)  £17,546,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Board  of  Works,  Ireland. 
[13.)  £36,354,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

House  of  Commons   Offices. 
[14.)  £28,585,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

PriTj  Council  Office. 
15.)  £1,918,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

PriTy  Seal  Office. 
1 16.)  £6,407,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Ciyil  Service  Commission. 
[17.)  £25,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department. 
[18.)  £16,958,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 

Revenues,  4c. — After  short  debate, 

Tote  agreed  to        ..  ..     1209 

[19.)  £14,920,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Public  Record  Office. 
[20.)  £140,183,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Poor  Law  Commission. 
[21.)  £30,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Mint. 
[22.)  £13,294,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Copyhold  Indosore  and  Tithe  Com- 
mission. 
[23.)  £7,200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Indosure  and  I>rainage  Acts ;    Im- 
prest Expenses. 
[24.)  £27,961,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

General  Register  Office. 
[25.)  £11,132,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

National  Debt  Office. 
[26.)  £3,429,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  dec. 
[27.)  £2,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Lunacy  Commission. 
[28.)  £1,449,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Registrars  of  Friendly  Societies^ 
[29.)  £12,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Charity  Commission. 
(30.)  £19,071,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Patent  Office,  4c. 
[31.)  £215,909,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Printing  and  Stationery. 
[32.)  £11,867,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Poor  Law  Commission,  Scotland. 
(33.)  £4,608,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

General  Register  Office,  Scotland. 
[34.)  £3,206,  to  complete  the  snm  for 

Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 
[35O  £9,223,  to  complete  the  sum  for 

Fi«h§Qr  Board,  Scotland. 


(36.)  £2,296,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

(37.)  £63,267,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ireland. 

(38.)  £14,722,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Registrar  Office,  Ae,  Ire- 
land. 

(39.)  £250,  Boundary  Surrey^  Ireland. 

(40.)  £1,188,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests, 
Ireland. 

Re-commiUed  Resolution,  reported  this 
day,  read,  as  fblloweth : — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £42,079, 
be  granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  defirmy 
the  Expenses  of  Greenwich  Hospitad 
and  Schools,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  Maroh  1869  **  .  •     1210 

Whereupon — 

(41.)  Resolved,  Thai  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £127,600,  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of 
Greenwich  Hospitid  and  Schools,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1869. 

(42.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £20,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, to  defiray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Compensation 
granted  to  the  Portpatrick  Railway 
Company  in  consequence  of  the  Aban« 
donment  of  Mail  Communication  be- 
tween Donaghadee  and  Portpatrick  "  1210 
Mcvedf  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Prosress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," 
— (&*.  Ne(vle:) — ^After  short  deb^ 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(43.)  £7,500,  Compensation,  Explosion 
at  Clerkenwell. — After  short  debate, 
Vote  offreed  to       . .  ' .  •     1218 

(44.)  £10,000,  Registration  Expenses        1313 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £389,800, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition 
to  the  sum  of  £81,000  already  voted 
on  account),  towards  defhiying  the 
Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and 
RetiNd  Officers,  and  Half  Pay,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  3lst 
day  of  March  1869,  inclusive." 
Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  Tfaf  t 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"'— (C^MdZ 
Jervii,)^^ntf  and  agreed  to. 


BesdlntionB  to  be  reported  To-moirroto  ;  Committee  report  Progr^.;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


again 
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tnial^  Qumdng  Bill^B^iotipn  contidered  in  Committee :— Resolution  ji^ported  .'— 
Bill  ordered  {Ji6r,  {Stephen  Oa»^$  i^**  Adderiey);  preeenUd,  and  rei^  thefirftt'  tiipje 
[Bill2ft0]  '  ••  .•  '  ••  ..^      .  .  -   .        ...^  ,1218 


[ruh  14.1  ^« 

Drainage  and  Jmpravmnmt  of  Lands  (Ireland)  fltt^^Iteiditrtia  (itb.  4)  filll-^ 

Orders  {Mr.  SeUUer^Bcoth,  Ths  Earl  ^  i%«);  pr^mM,  Aid  nad  th«  llrtt  time 
[BiU2dtf]  ..  ••  ..  ..  .,   1218 

OOMMOlra,  WEDWHSDAT,  JULY  15. 

Ibslixb— BoTiL  Ibibh  IxsimTTB — Question^  Sir  Patriok  O'Brien;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gkrtiiome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  1214 

Sale  of  PoisoDB  and  Pharmacy  Act  Axnexiduent  Bill  {Lordt) 

[Bin  181]— 

Bill  &oniid0red  in  Committee  . .  . .  1214 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Bill  ref dried;  ajB  amended,  to  be  considered 
npon  FHday,  and  to  be  prMsd.  [Bui  288.] 

MindB  AflseBBmdnt  Bill  [BiU  821}- 

Mfved,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  taken  into  Consideratioh  **      . .     1220 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the  word  "nbw,"  and  at  the  end  of 

t|ili  Qtibstion  to  add  tiie  words  "  upon  this  day  fbrtbight,''— (Air  Bohert 

CoHiar.) 
After  debate,  Qnestion,  *'That  the  word  'now '  stand  part  6t  tke  Question,'* 

pnt,  and  negaU/oed: — Words  aHed : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 

and   agr0ed  to : — Consideration,   as  amended,   defentd   till   W$diiM9day^ 

29th  July. 

air  ttobeort  STapier'B  Axmully  Bill  [Bill  230]— 

Bill  emmd&red  in  Committee     .  •  •  •  •  •  . .   1226 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOftBS,  tHirASDAT,  JULY  16. 

PniTiTit  Bnxs — Railway  Buls-^Ivcbsass  ov  Ratbs—Stakbikq  Obder — 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  amended  by  inserting  after  Section  3.  the  following 
Section  : — 

SeetioD  4.  That  no  Bill  wUoh  proposes  to  increase  the  Rates  now  payable  on  the  Con- 
Teyanoe  of  Goods  or  Passengers  on  any  Railwav  shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until 
a  Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Sabject,  made  after  the  Bill  has  been 
read  a  First  Time  in  this  House,  shall  hare  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House        . ,   1226 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Order,  as  amended,  be  printed. 

Proxnlsflory  Oaths  Bill  (No.  243)— 

Commons'  Amendments  eoneidered  (according  to  Order)         . .  . .  1227 

After  debate,  Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Ths  Wab  OmoB-*DsPABTMEHT  of  Contbol — Question,  Obserrations,  Earl  De 

Grey  and  Bipon;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Longford :— Short  debate  thereon     1233 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  16. 

Si^h-EoiUm  and  London,   Brighton,  and  South   Coast  Railway  Companies^ 
BiU  {ly  Order)-- 

Lords'  Amendments  considered ;  several  agreed  to ;  and,  after  short  debate, 
<mB  disagreed  to, — (Mr.  Wathin)  ..  ..  ..  1248 

Committee  appokUed,  "to  draw  up  Beasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
Ibr  disi^^reeing  to  i^e  Amendment  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed :" — 
list  of  the  Committee  ..  ..  ..  ..  1250 

BuvPLT — Order  tor  Conmiittee  read ;   Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  "— 

Ptexioir  OF  S.  A.  GoDDASD— Observations,  Itr.  H.  B.  Sheridui  .  •  125 


TABLE  OF  OONTENTB. 
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SvppLT— Order  ibr  OoxamiiiM^-'OonHmud, 
Abicy — ^BoTAL  GxTK  Factobies — ^MonoK  FOB  A  CoMmnsB^ 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaTO  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaeition,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  a  Committee  of  Fire  Members  be  appointed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  to 
inqoire  into  the  following  allegations  : — That  in  1864  the  Bojal  Gun  Factories,  on 
being  applied  to  by  the  Ordnanoe  Select  Committee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper 
^inch  guns  than  those  that  were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in  erroneons  com- 
paratiye  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Conmiittee  decided 
m  &Tonr  of  the  gun  proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories ;  that  a  sample  0-inch 
gan  was  then  made  by  the  Royal  Ghm  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of  which, 
on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of  similar  guns  manufitctured  two  years 
afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable  discrepancies;  and  that  like 
errors  have  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with  regard  to  the  comparatire 
cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  oonyerted  ^ns,  thereby  entailing  a  heayy  and  un- 
necessary  expense  upon  the  country," — (Mayor  J.tiion,)— instead  thereof  , .    1254 

Qnestion  proposed^  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Amendment  moved,  to  add  the  words, 
**  That  Sir  John  Pakington  and  Mi^or  Anson  be  added  to  the  Committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  examining  witnesses,  and  taking  part  in  the  proceedings,  but  without  the  power  of 
TOting,"— (Sajjtotn  Vivian,) 

After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Another  Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  **  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '^a  Committee  of  Seven  Members  be  appointed,  Ao,**—^Major  Afuon)  , ,   1260 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  put,  and  negatived : --^  "WordB  added  :^'Maia  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreei  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Seren  Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  following 
allegations ; — That  in  1864  the  Royal  Gun  Faotories,  on  being  applied  to  by  the  Ordnance 
Select  Committee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper  9-inch  guns  than  those  that  were  being  made 
at  that  time,  sent  in  erroneous  comparatire  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  which  the 
Ordnanoe  Select  Committee  decided  in  friTOur  of  the  gun  proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun 
Factories  ;  that  a  sample  9-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  the 
details  of  the  cost  of  which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of  similar 
guns  manufitctured  two  years  afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable 
discrepancies ;  and  that  like  errors  haye  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with 
re^^urd  to  the  comparatiTO  cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  converted  guns,  thereby  entailing 
a  heavy  and  unnecessary  expense  upon  the  country, — {Major  Anton) 

And,  on  July  18,  Seleot  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee     . .   1261 

BTTBifLY^Resolved,  That  this  House  will  immediateljjr  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  Supply  : — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *^  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :"— 

Abict — SoLDilsBs'  Obphaks — ^MonoK  FOB  AN  Addbbss — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Migesty,  payins  that  She  wUl  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  establi^ed  to  receive  and  educate  the 
Orphan  Daughters  of  Non-conmiissioned  OflBcers  and  Soldiers  of  our  Army," — (CoUmel 
iVorf^,}— instead  thereof  .•  ..  ..  ..1261 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the.  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  Question :"— -After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Arxt — Co2^BOL  Depabticbnt— MoxioK  FOB  Papebs— Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Migesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Oopy  of  the  Draft 
Regulations  for  the  Control  Department  originally  sent  in  by  the  War  OflBce  to  the 
Treasury,  together  with  any  memoranda  thereupon  by  the  Assistant  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  together  with  the  reply  thereto  by  the  Controller  in  Chief," — {Colonel 
/emi,)^instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..  ••   1265 

After  debate.  Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 

part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  , «  1273 
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SuFFiT — Order  fiir  OommiUae— ^onlifmeif. 

Bbibiol  Eleotiov — Question,  Mr.  Seijeani  Chuielee  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  .  •  • .  . .  .  •  . .  1275 

Nauoval  Boabd  07  Edvoatiok  (Ibelavd)— Observations,   Sir  John  Gray  ; 
Beply,  The  Earl  of  Mayo      . .  . .  . .  . .  1276 

liam  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*'   put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — Abut  Esidcaiss— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £389,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the 
sum  of  £81,000  already  YOted  on  aoeoont),  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  Fall 
Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired  Officers,  and  Half  Pay,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  from  the  first  day  of  April  1868  to  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869,  inclusive  "       1278 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrouf,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

IreulHd — Case  op  Micrael  O'Hanlost — Question,  Sir  John  Gray ;   Answer, 

The  Earl  of  Mayo  . .  . .  . .  . .   1280 

^Natubalizatiok  Ain>  ExPATBiAnoK — Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;   Answer, 

Lord  Stanley  •  •  . .  -         . .  . .  1280 

liljEiiiopoiJS — "Ntw  Coubts  of   Justioe— Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .   1281 

IsBLAin>— FsiriAK  PsisoirBBs,  Wabbsn  Aim  CosTEUio— Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart 

Mill ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  . .  . .   1282 

iBELAJn)— Ihbqitaiitt  01  Taxahon — Question,  Mr.  O'Beime;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  1288 

'^sisopoLis — Pabx  Ljjtb — Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite  ..  1288 

DLxpoBXATioir  OF  FoBKiGir  Cattle — Question,  Mr.   Norwood ;   Answer,  Lord 

Stanley : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1284 

^Afpoxntmeitts  Dr  the  Customs,  &o. — Question,  Mr.  A.  Eussell ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  , .  . .  . .   1286 

3xpobtation  of  FoBEiosr  Sheep — Question,  Mr.  Gilpin;  Answer,  Lord  Eobert 

Montagu  ,.  .,  ..  ,.  ..   1287 

3)iBrBiBTnioiT  OF  Tkoops  is  the  Nobth  of  iRELAin)  —  Question,  Sir  Hervey 

Bruce;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..   1287 

I^iBxs  FEOK  Bailwat  Ekqines — Quostiou,  Mr.  Bead ;   Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1287 

CiniE  Blague  Cohfeksatioit — Question,  Mr.  Bead ;   Answer,  Lord  Bobert 

Montagu         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1288 

Po8T  Office — ^Vaitoouver's  IsLAjm — Question,  Viscount  Milton  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1289 

^I^iTfiEET — Embasst  House  at  Thebapia— Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..1289 

VsiBopoLiTAN  FoBEioK  Cattle  Mabbet  Bill  —  Questiou,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1290 

Isbuvd^Babbacss  at  Mullinoab — Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;    Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Mayo  ..      •  ,.  ..  ..   1290 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  (re-eommitud)  Bill  [Bill  139] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [26th  June],  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  ; "  and 
which  Amendment  was — 

VOL.  CXCni.    [thibi)  sebies.]  [  *  ] 
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Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  ^t^^- continued. 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring  that  in  order  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  the  Gattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all  foreign  cattle  and 
other  animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed  spot, 
and  shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive,  ought  not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom," — {Mr,  MUner  Gibson,) — instead  tbereot 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question :  " — Debate  resumed    . .  . .  . .   1291 

After  long  debate,  Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  etmeidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Expiring  Laws  Continnanco  WH-'Ordered  {Mr,  Sdater-Booth,  Mir.  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  Ume  [Bill  241]  . .  , .    1343 

Woods  and  Gkune  Assessment  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Read,  Mr.  Jasper  More) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  242]       ..  ••  ..  ,.    1343 

LORDS,  FEIDAY,  JULY  17. 

Lo2<n)ON|  Briohton,  asd  South   Coast  Bailway  Bill  —  Obser?ation8»  Lord 

Redesdale       • .  . .  . .  . ,  , .   1344 

OoBONATioN  Oath— Addbbss  pob  a  Papsb — 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  ior  a  Oopy  of  the  Oath 
taken  hj  Her  Majesty  at  Her  Coronation  : 

Agreed  to. — {The  Lord  Eedesdale)  . ,  , .  , .   1346 

Abxt — Oegakization   of    the   Eesebyed    Fobces  —  Qaestion,    Lord    Truro; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Longford : — Short  debate  thereon     . .  . .   1360 

The  Blockade  of  Mazatlak — Qaestion,  The  Earl  of  Denbigh ;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Malmesbury  . .  , .  . ,  , ,   1369 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  212)- 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  : — Amendments  made  .  •   1361 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  269.) 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill  (No.  208)— 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  again  in  Committee  on  the  said  Bill,  read  . .  1363 

After  short  debate.  House  again  in  Committee. 

Amendments  made ;  The  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  heprintedf  as  amended.  (No.  270.) 

Larceny  and  Embezzlement  Bill  (No.  246)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%''— (la^  Lord  Chelmford)  . .   1364 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

JCarriages  Validity  (Blakedown)  Bill  [h j.]  —  Pm^f^d  (ne  Lord  LytteUon); 

readl*  (No.271)    ..  •.  ..  ..  ..   1866 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  17. 

Queensland — Polynesian  Islandebs— -Question,  Mr.  W.  E,  Forster;   Answer, 

Mr.  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  , .  1866 

School    Inqttirt  Cohmittee — Question,  Mr.  W,  £.  Forster ;    Answer,  Ur. 

Gathome  Hardy  . .  '    , .  , ,  . ,  1866 

Collection  op   Assessed  Taxes  in  the   South  of  London— Question,  Mr. 

Thomas  Hughes ;    Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  , ,  . .  1867 

SuppLr — Report — Resolution  [July  16]  reported  , ,  , ,  1867 

After  short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to. 
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Election    Petitions    and    Ciorrupt   Practices    at    Elections 

{re^eammiited)  Bill  [BUI  63]— 

Bill  eotmdered  in  Committee  [Ptogress  I4th  Juhf]  . .  . .   1869 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress;   to  sit  again 
To-mamno, 

MonoK  POB  ADJOusmcENT — Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the 

House  this  day,  adjoom  till  Monday  next/' — {Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)     . .   1387 

Natt  —  Gbsenwich  HospiTix — Observations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  ;  Reply, 
Mr.  Da  Cane  : — Debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1387 

Customs  Eztba  Clerks  —  Obseryations,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan;  Beply,  Mr. 
Sdater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  1407 

IsBLAin) — Tenttbe  of  La5d — Question,  Obserrations,  Mr.  O'Beirne;  Beply, 
The  Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..  1411 

Pabuavent  —  Public  Business — Observations,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;    Reply,   Mr. 
Disraeli : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  1419 

Uotion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Poor  BeUef  Bill  (Lorde)  [Bill  186]— 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .  1421 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 

COMMONS,  SATURDAY,  JULY  18. 

CuBTOKB-HousE  Offigebs*  Gbievakoes — Question,  Mr.  Graves ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..1426 

Abxy — Experiments  at  Shoebubyness — Observations,  Mr.  O'Beime;   Reply, 

Sir  John  Pakington  :— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .   1426 

Election    Betitions    and    Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections 

{re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  \*Jth  Jultf\  . .  . .   1439 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  he  printed,  [Bill  243.] 

Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London,  Bill — Head  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee  of  Eight  Members  : — List  of  the  Committee     . .  . .    1458 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land,  &c.  (Ireland)  Wl—OrcUted  (Mr,  Rear  den, 

Mr.  Michael  Basg) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  244]  . .  . .    1458 

Schools  and  Training  Factories  (Ireland)  BUI— Ordered  (Mr.  Rearden,  Mr.  Leader) : 

pre«tfn<«d,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  245]  ..  ..  ..    1459 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  20. 

Abut  op  Abtssikia  (Vote  op  Thawks) — 
The  Lord  Ghancellob  acquainted  the  House,  That  he  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Lieut.-General  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  in  return 
to  the  Thanks  of  this  House  and  to  the  ReBolutions  of  the  2d  Instant, 
communicated  to  him  in  ohedience  to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  said 
2d  Instant :  The  said  Letter  being  read — Was  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table, 
and  to  be  entered  on  the  Journals.  . .  . .  . .   H59 

l^B  Caknino    Statue  —  Question,  Lord  Campbell  j    Answer,    The  Earl  of 

Malmesbury    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   H60 

Pablic  Schools  Bill  (No.  262)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2».''-  ( The  Earl  of  Berly)  ..   1461 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  Uie  Whole  House  on  Thuredag  next. 


TABUS  OF  CONTENTS. 
IJuIy  20.]  Pag$ 

Burials  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  269)— 

Amondmcnts  reported  (aocording  to  Order)      . .  . .  • .   1473 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Bfsiitess  op  the  House — 
Ordered,  That  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Session  the  Bill  or  Bills  which  are 
entered  for  Consideration  on  the  Minntes  of  the  Day  shall  have  the  same 
Precedence  which  Bills  have  on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays  . .  1475 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  20. 

Assessed  Taxes— Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 

Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1475 

Mbtbopolis  —  Inolosure  in  Regent's  Pabx  —  Question,  Mr.  Harvey  Lewis ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  .  •  . .  •  •  1476 

Abmt — MA.NTJFACTT7RE  OF  Hale's  RocKETS'-Question,  Major  Anson;   Answer, 

Sir  John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  . .   1476 

Navy — The  ''Achilles"  and  "Minotatjb" — Question,  Captain  Mackinnon; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Hay  . .  •  •  . .  1477 

Affairs  of  Cetlon — Question,  Mr.  Gorst;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  •  •  1477 

Navy — Ropemakebs  in  Chatham  DooinrASD — QuestioD,  Mr,  Otway ;  Answer, 

Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  . .  . .   1478 

Religious    Pebsecution   in    Spain — Question,   Mr.   Baines ;    Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1478 

Captain  Pim's  Electoral   Address — Question,   Mr.  Neate ;    Answer,  Lord 

Henry  Lennox  . ,  . .  . .  . .   1480 

Navy— Coaling  Her  Majesty's  Smps — Question,  Mr.  H.  Edwards ;  Answer, 

Mr,  Du  Cane  . .  . .  . .  . .   1481 

Monitors  in  the  French  Navy— Question,  Mr.  Seely  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry 

Lennox  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1481 

Ireland — Coroner's  iNauEST  at  Monaghan — Question,  Mr.  Yanoe  ;  Answer, 

The  Earl  of  Mayo  ..  ..  ..  ..   1482 

Ireland— Dietary  in  Workhouses — Question,  Mr.  Cogan  ;  Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  . ,  . .  . .  . .   1482 

A  KMT — Employment  of  Soldiers — Question,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  ;  Answer,  Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  . .  . .  .  •   1483 

Scotland — Parochial  Assessment— Question,   Sir  William  Stirling-Maxwell ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  •  •  . ,  . .   1488 

Metropolis — Flowers   in   the  Public  Pajelxb  •»  Question,   Colonel  North  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  , .  . .  .  •   1484 

Ireland — Queen's  Plates— Question,  General  Dunne;   Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .   1485 

Abyssinian  Expedition — ^Vote  of  Thansb  to  Lord  Napier — 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House,  that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala,  dated  the  18th  day  of  this  instant  July,  acknowledging 
the  Thanks  of  this  House  to  himself  and  other  Offioera  for  the  suocess 
attending  the  Abyssinian  Expedition: — Letter  read  . .  . .   1485 

Begistration  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  213]— 

Order  for  Committee  read         , ,  , ,  , .  . .   1486 

After  short  debate.  Bill  eormdered  in  Committee. 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be  printed.   [Bill  248.] 
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Hetropolitan  Foreigrn  Cattle  Market  {re-oommitted)  Bill  [Bill  139] 

Bill  ^WMu^^i?  in  Committee    [ProgreBs  July  IQ"]  ..  ..1514 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress;   to  sit  again 
npon  Wednesday, 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JDLY  21. 

SoiOh  Hcutem  and  London,  Brighton,  and  South    Coast   Railway  Companies 

BiU-^ 
Commons'  Beasons  for  disagreeing  to  One. of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 

Lordsy  considered  (according  to  Order)  . ,  , .   1548 

Movedf  "  To  insist  upon  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the 

Commons  have  disagreed," — {The  Chairman  of  Committees,) 
After  short  debate,  on   Question?   their  Lordships  (fm(^(^;    Contents  11, 

Not-Contents  30  ;  Majority  19  : — Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  (No.  253)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)        . .  . .  . .   1549 

An  Amendment  made ;  The  Eeport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next. 

FOXBHOBES — MOTIOK  FOB  PapJSBS — 

Mooedf  ''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  to  request  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  be  graciously  pleased  to  order  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House  by  the 
Gommissioiiers  of  Woods  and  Forests,  Copy  of  each  of  the  foUomng  prirately  printed 
Papers;  namely, 

"  Report  on  the  Bight  to  Foreshores  and  the  legal  Decisions  affecting  the  River  Thames 
and  the  Rights  of  the  Gitixens  of  London  from  the  Time  of  Henry  III. ;  by  J.  W.  Pyoroft, 
F.S.A.,  M.R.A.S. ;  Reg.  Sept.  Antiq.  Reg.  Soc.,  pp.  161 :"  [and  other  Papers,]— (7%« 
Duke  of  Bueeleuch)  ..  ..  ..  ..    1550 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Then,  Motion  for  an  Address  for — 

"  Statement  of  all  legal  Proceedings  which  have  been  instituted  by  the  Law  Officers  at 
their  Instance  in  the  Name  of  the  Crown,  or  in  the  Behalf  of  Iler  Majesty,  with 
respect  to  the  alleged  Title  claimed  by  the  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of  the  Sea  or  the 
Foreshores  or  Beds  of  Navigable  Rirers  'against  Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  Indiyiduals 
from  the  1st  Day  of  January  1843  to  the  present  Time :"  [and  other  Particulars,] — 
(The  Duke  of  Buccleuch,) 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Bed  op  the  Sea,  &c. — Motion  for  an  Address  for — 

"Statements:  Of  all  legal  Proceedings  instituted  by  the  T^aw  Officers  or  otherwise  on 
Behalf  of  the  Crown,  with  respect  to  the  Title  of  the  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of 
the  Sea  or  the  Beds  or  Shores  of  Tidal  Navigable  Rivcr.s  against  Corporate  Bodies  or 
Private  Individuals,  from  the  21  st  Day  of  July  1803  up  to  the  dlst  December  1866:" 
[uid  other  Particolars,] — ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)    ,,  . .  . .   1552 

Hotion  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  21. 

NiVT— AnmRiiLTT  CiBCULAiis  ON  Medals  op  1847,  1848,  and  1858 — Question, 
Captain  Mackinnon  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  . .  . .  1553 

IxpRisoKMENT  FOR  GosTS  ON  A  DISMISSED    Chabge — Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart 
Mill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  . ,  , ,  . .   1553 

bDu — ^Furlough   Keoulations — Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther;   Answer, 
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IssiA— Eisi  Ln>u  Retxhtz  Aooouirts — Ootuidtrid  in  CommiUee  . .  1897 

After  long  debate, 

Hesdved,  That  it  appears  by  the  Aoeonnts  laid  before  this  Houie  that  the  total  Reyenue 
of  India  for  the  year  ending  the  Slet  day  of  March  1867  was  £42,193,433 ;  the  total  of 
the  direct  claims  and  demands  upon  the  Rerenue,  including  charges  of  ooUeotion  and 
cost  of  Salt  and  Opium,  was  £7»6d7/»27 ;  the  charges  in  India,  including  Interest  on 
Debt,  and  Public  Works  ordinary,  were  £29,848,640 ;  the  value  of  Stores  supplied  from 
England,  was  £873,363  ;  the  charges  in  England  were  d65,549,345 ;  the  Guaranteed  In« 
lerest  on  the  Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India  and  in  Elngland, 
deducting  net  Traffic  Receipts,  was  £731,049,  making  a  total  charge  for  the  same  year 
of  £44,639,924 ;  and  there  was  an  excess  of  Expenditure  OTer  Income  in  that  year 
amounting  to  £2,517,491. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  TtHnorrow, 

Government  of  India  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  91]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  . .  . .  . .  . .    1870 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill  ho 

discharged,*' — {Sir  Stafford  Northcote.) 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Order  discharged  :— -Bill  mthdrawn. 

Poor  BeUef  Bill  (Lords)  [BiU  186]— 

Bill  ^n«»(^^^(^  in  Committee  ..  ..  ..   1871 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported,  with  Amendments,  and  an 
amended  Title ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrofff, 

West  Indies  Bin  [Bill  124]— 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  . .  . .  . .  1886 

Moved,  To  leare  out  the  words  "as  such  coadjutor,  continue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as 
at  present  as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  and  exercises 
episcopal  functions  therein,  continue  to  receife  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  the  annual 

eiyment  of  two  thousand  pounds  which  has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in  part  by  the 
ishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend  of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  recited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend 
appropriated  to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the 
said  Acts:  Provided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall 
be  made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middle- 
sex,"—(36*.  Huttell  Oumey,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  The 

Lords'  Amendment/' 
After  sliort  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Ikhtnorrow. 

PrisonB  (Ireland)  Bill^^^^^*^  ( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneralfor  Ireland) ; 

j9r«««ne^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  256]  ..  ..  ••   1888 

L0ED8,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 

^ilection  FetitionB  and  Qorrupt  Fraotices  at  Electioiis  Bil^ 

(No.  287)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee  read  .  • '  1 889 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  Amend- 
ments  made ;  and  BUI  to  be  read  3*  lb-morrow, 

mectric  Telegraphs  Bill  (No.  282)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*,"— (2%^  JDuke  of  Montrose)  . .  1 895 

Bill  read  3* :— On  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  do  pass  ?  " 

Moved,  to  insert  in  Clause  8,  line  35,  after  ("  Company")  {"  any  Sum  so 

voted  haying  been  approved  of  as  fair  by  the  Arbitrator  herein-aftor 

named,")— (2i^tf  Lord  Redesdale.) 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  negatived: — "BiOl passed. 

Baby  Fabiong— Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of 

Marlborough    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1896 
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Begistration  (Ireland)  BiU  (No.  281)— 

Oitler  of  iihe  Day  for  fhe  Third  Beading  read  . .  .  •  1897 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3* ;  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  28. 

XTinTED    States— -LiBRotT    Comkitteb   of    Phxladelphia  —  Questions,    Mr. 

Bentinek,  Mr.  M'Cullagh  Torrens;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .   1901 

As3CT — WnoLEDoir   Meethto — Question,    Mr.    Bazley;    Answer,    Sir   John 

Pakington       • .  • .  • .  . .  . .   1902 

AxicT — Mabch  of  Tboops  fbov  Aldbbshot  to  SAin)HX7ssT — Obserrations,  Sir 

John  Pakington  . .  • .  . .  . .   1902 

PnbUc  Schools  Bill  [Bill  135]— 

Lords'  Amendments  considered  . .  . .  1903 

Page  9,  line  10,  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment,*'— {Sir  Stafford  Norihcote.) 

After  short  debate,  the  House  divided;  Ayes  28,  Noes  18;  Majority  10  : — 
Other  Amendments  disagreed  to : — Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Committee  a^ppointed,  *'  to  draw  up  Beasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for 
disagreeing  to  the  Amendments  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed :" 
— lost  of  the  Committee       . .  . .  . .  . .  1908 

Poor  BeUef  BUI  {Lords)  [Bill  186]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered      .  •  .  •  • .  . .  1908 

Clause  (Greater  uniformity  in  treatment  of  casual  poor,)— (Ifr.  IfeaU,)— 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 
Moved,  *'  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
After  short  debate,  Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 
After  further  short  debate,  Amendments  made  :-^Bill  read  the  third  time, 

endjHtssed,  with  Amendments. 


District  Churcli  Tithes  Act  Amendment  Bill  (Lords)  [Bill  246]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     ..  ..  ..  ..1917 
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West  Indies  BiU  [BiU  124]- 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [27th  July] 
proposed  to  be  made  to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  The  West 
Indies  Bill ;  and  which  Amendment  was — 

To  leave  ont  the  words  *<  u  BQch  coadjutor,  oontinue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at 
present  as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex/'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  '*  and  exercises  episcopal 
functions  therein,  continue  to  receive  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  the  annual  payment 
of  two  thousand  pounds  which  has  heen  hitherto  made  to  him  in  part  by  the  Bishop  of 
Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend  of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  recited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  appro- 
priated to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said 
Acts :  Provided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall  be 
made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respeot  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex," 
— {Mr,  Russell  (?tfm0y,>— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  The  Lords  Amendment:" — Debate  resumed  ..  ..1918 

After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  30,  Noes  29  ; 
Ms^ontj  1. 

Lords  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  , .  1421 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
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{re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  63]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  \_Frogre88  1*1  th  July]  . .  . .   1439 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  he  printed,  [Bill  243.] 

Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London,  Bill — Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
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Abut  op  AsYssimA  (Vote  op  Thanks) — 
The  Loan  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House,  That  he  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Lieut. -General  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  G.C.B.,  G. C.S.I. ,  in  return 
to  the  Thanks  of  this  House  and  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  2d  Instant, 
communicated  to  him  in  ohedience  to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  said 
2d  Instant :  The  said  Letter  heing  read — Was  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Tahle, 
and  to  be  entered  on  the  Journals.  . .  . .  . .   H59 

^x  Canning    Static  —  Question,  Lord   Campbell ;    Answer,    The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   H60 

Pablic  Schools  BiU  (No.  262)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"-  ( The  Earl  of  Berhy)  ..    1461 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  ITiureday  next. 
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NEW  PEER  INTRODUCED. 

William  Lord  Brougham  and  Yauz — 
WsB  introdaced  by  tirtue  of  a  special 
Limitation  in  the  Patent  dated  22d 
Harch  I860,  23d  Vict.,  and  sat  first  in 
Ptrliameot  after  tho  Death  of  his  Brother 
Henry  Lord  Brougham  and  Yauz;  and 
took  the  Oath. 

VOL  CXCUI.    [thIBD  SEBZE8.] 


ESTABLISHED    CHURCH     (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  157.) 
{The  Earl  OrwmUe.) 

SECOND  RBADINO. 
DEBATE   RESUMED.      [SECOND  NIOHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  De- 
bate on  the  Amendment  to  the  Motion  for 
the  Second  Reading  read. 

Dehate  restimed  accordingly. 

THE  EARL  OF  CARNARVON  :  My 
Lords,  so  many,  so  Tarious,  and  so 
important  are  the  questions  connected  with 
this  measure,  and  so  many  considera- 
tions of  right  and  statesmanship  enter 
into  it,  that  it  is  impossible  for  anyone 
to  approach  the  subject  without  a  feel- 
ing of  yery  considerable  anxiety.  At  the 
outset  I  must  be  permitted  to  express  my 
regret  that  this  question  should  hare  come 
before  your  Lordships  this  year.  I  am 
bound  to  express  my  regret  both  as  to  the 
period  at  which  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  measure  has  been  brought  before  your 
Lordships.    I  do  not  desire  to  impute  mo- 
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tives  to  anyone  and  I  will  not  therefore 
enter  into   the   recriminations  which    oc- 
cupied a  considerable  pnrt  of  lost  night's 
discussion  ;  at  the  same  time  I  do  regret 
deeply  that  in  a  case  of  this  nature  and  in 
a  question  of  this  vital  magnitude  there 
should  be  anything  like  an  appearance  of 
party  action.     I  think  it  is  unfortunate  for 
parlies  generally  in  this  country,  it  is  un- 
fortunate also  for  individuals,  and,  lastly, 
it  is  unfortunate  for  Ireland  herself;  be- 
cause   Ireland    learns   now,    as    she   has 
learned  on  previous   occasions,   that   she 
apparently  gains  more  by  partizanship  and 
vehemence,  than  she  does  by  fair  argument 
and  reason.    With  regard  to  the  Bill  which 
is  the  immediate  question  before  us,  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  it,  aud  I  thought  that 
the  objections  urged  against  it  last  night 
were  in  many  respects  very  powerful.     It 
is  uncertain   and   irregular   in  its  opera- 
tion, and  though  I  am  not  prepared  to  go 
as  far  as  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey)  and  suppose  it  pos- 
sible that  by  a  series  of  continual  renewals 
this  Bill  might  be  made  to   destroy  the 
Irish  Church  inch  by  inch,  yet  it  must  be 
admitted   on     all    hands   that   assuming, 
for  the    sake   of  present    argument,  the 
object   of  the   promoters  to  be   fair  and 
reasonable,   the    Bill    is   not   a   satisfac- 
tory mode  of  compassing  that  object,  and 
that  to  a  certain   extent  it  cripples  for 
the  time  being  the    organization   of   the 
Irish  Church.     I  conceive,  however,  that 
I  am  relieved  from  entering  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  particular  clauses  of  this  Bill 
by  the  statement  which  has  been  made  on 
both   sides   of   the   House.     It  has  been 
affirmed  in  the  broadest  language,  both  by 
my   noble   Friend   opposite   (the   Earl  of 
Clarendon)  and  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  that  this  Bill  is  not  to 
be  considered  in  reference  to  its  details,  its 
technicalities,  and  its  clauses,  but  that  its 
real  object  and  intention  are  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.     Now  we 
enter  on  that  ground  more  fairly  than  on 
any  other   into   a  controversy  upon  this 
subject,  and  it  is  the  ground  upon  which  I, 
for  one,  own  that  I  should  wish  to  discuss 
the  question.     There  are  a   great  many 
persons  who  believe  that  the  disestablish- 
ment of   the   Irish  Church  will  prove    a 
panacea  for  all  the  evils  of  Ireland.      I 
take  the  liberty  of  expressing  great  doubt 
as  to  that.     Wo   admit  that  Ireland  is  in 
an    unsatisfactory    condition,    and  I  fear 
that  the  evil  goes  much  deeper  than  these 
persons  suppose.  After  700  years  of  rule — 
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after  nearly  seventy  years  of  ParliameQ- 
tary  Government,  Ireland  still  remains 
disaffected  to  us,  and  in  any  great  national 
emergency  she  and  her  resources  mast  be 
deducted  from  the  estimate  of  our  national 
strength.  From  time  to  time,  indeed, 
there  have  been  gleams  of  a  brighter  pros- 
pect— hopes  of  a  coming  reign  of  content- 
ment and  order.  Such  was  the  Accession 
of  her  present  Majesty,  when  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  the  other  there  was  a 
universal  outburst  of  loyalty.  Such  again 
was  the  time  when  O'Connell's  case  came 
before  this  House  for  trial.  O'Connell's 
course  had  arrayed  against  him  even  in  this 
House  all  the  political  passions  and  preja- 
dices  of  the  time  ;  but  this  House  rose 
superior  to  passions  and  prejudices  and  bj 
its  decision  O'Connell  became  free.  Men 
said  then  that  it  was  the  triumph  of 
O'Connell ;  but  the  truth  was  that  it  was 
the  triumph  of  English  justice.  From  that 
moment  O'Connell's  cause  never  proapered; 
his  influence  was  broken,  and  again  the 
hope  was  entertained  that  Ireland  might 
be  reconciled  to  our  rule.  Such  once 
more  was  the  time  of  the  Irish  famine, 
when  not  so  much  English  justice  aa  Eng- 
lish charity  and  munificence  were  poured 
forth  in  an  unstinted  stream.  And  now 
once  more  we  hope  for  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion ;  and  we  are  told  that  when  the 
Irish  Church  is  disestablished,  existing 
evils  and  grievances  will  disappear,  and 
Ireland  will  be  reconciled  to  us.  Mj 
Lords,  I  hope  against  hope ;  I  am  not 
so  sanguine  as  to  share  this  opinion,  and 
I  feel  bound  to  say  that  when  once  the 
Irish  Church  is  disposed  of,  your  last  poli- 
tical card  of  this  kind  will  be  played  oat, 
and  you  will  stand  in  this  controversy 
face  to  face  with,  if  possible,  still  larger 
and  graver  social  questions. 

I  listened  attentively  to  all  the  dif- 
ferent objections  which  were  urged  last 
night  against  this  measure.  With  some 
I  agree  —  with  others  I  disagree.  I 
heard  the  arguments  founded  upon  the 
compact  supposed  to  have  been  entered 
into  by  Parliament  on  this  subject  at  dif- 
ferent times,  and  upon  the  Articles  of 
Union,  the  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation 
Act,  and  the  Church  Temporalities  Act ; 
but  I  have  learut  this  truth,  and  many  of 
your  Lordships  have  learnt  it  too — that 
Parliamentary  securities,  Parliamentary 
professions.  Parliamentary  (so-called)  com- 
pacts are  of  very  little  value  indeed  when 
once  the  balance  of  politicaf  power  is  re- 
versed.    I  heard  also  the  objection-^and  I 
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admii  its  full  foroe^that  whmi  the  Imh 
Ch«reh   \b  diMetablisbed  great  hardship 
will  resalt  to  all  those  Protestants,  mem- 
Wrs  of  the  Charch,  who  are  scattered  in 
different  parts  of  Ireland  in  the  thick  of 
a  Roman   Catholic  population,  and    who 
hare  aeitled  there  in  the  belief — almost 
upon  the  faith— of  the  existence  of   the 
Establiahed  Charch.  I  think  that  hardship 
is  andeniable.     Again,  I  heard  the  argu- 
ment* that  bj  this  measure  jou  may — I 
will  not  say  *' alienate,"  because  I   hope 
and  beliere  that  to  be  impossible,  but  may 
— tend  to  alienate  that  part  of  the  popula- 
tioQ  which   is   so  true  and   loyal  to  this 
conntry.      That    argument  —  and    many 
other  ailments   of  the  same   nature  — 
really  justify   the    remark    of    a    distin- 
gaiahed  Member   of   the  Opposition  (Sir 
George  Grey)   three  or   four  years   ago 
— that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Choreh    was  tantamount  to  a  rerolution. 
Lastly,  I  heard  the  argument  hinted  at — 
thoagh  not,  perhaps,  brought  out  quite  so 
plainly  as  it  deserved — namely,  that  the 
Ultramontane  tendency,  both  in  this  coun- 
try and  abroad,  is  on  the  increase  ;  that, 
as    the    most   liberal-minded    men    must 
admit,  this  Ultramontane  tendency  is  not 
friendly  to  civil  government  and  constitu- 
tional liberty  ;  and  that  by  disestablishing 
the  Irish  Church  you  are,  if  not  advanc- 
ing  that  tendency,   at  all   events  favour- 
ing it.     These  were   some  of,  if  not  the 
main  objections  as  they  struck  mo  during 
the  course  of  last  night's  debate.     I  say 
once  more   I   regret   that    this    measure 
iliould  have  come  before  your  Lordships, 
li  is  not  my  intention  to  impute  motives 
and  find  fault  with  those  who  have  brought 
forward  this  measure.     It  involves  grave 
qaeitions  of  the  highest  constitutional  im- 
port; tbe  responsibility  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward rests  with  its  promoters,  and  they  and 
their  own  consciences  must  be  the  judges. 
But  we  i)ave  reached  a  stage  in  this  con- 
troTeriy  when   we,  and    particularly  any 
one  of  your  Lordships  who,  like  myself, 
»AB  the  misfortune  to  stand  rather  with- 
<^i>t  the  lines  of  each  of  the  two  great  par- 
^|o«  at  this  moment,  most  seriously  con- 
sider our  present   condition.      There  are 
1*0  poiots  of  view   from   which  I  have 
looked  at  this  question.     I  have  looked  at 
the  qoettion  itself  aud  I  have  looked  at 
the  position  in  which  it  is  placed.     The 
position  is  doubtless  in  a  great  measure 
oviog  to    noble   Lords   and    right    hon. 
Oontlemen  now  in  Opposition.     But  the 
poiitioo  is  also  due  in  a  great  measure— to 
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my  mind  in  a  much  greater  measure— to 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  fit  to  adopt.  My  Lords, 
allow  me  to  state  briefly  what  the  facts  are 
as  they  present  themselves  to  those  who 
stand  somewhat  without  the  actual  sphere 
of  party  polities  at  this  moment.  I  cannot 
forget  the  promise  which,  on  the  retirement 
of  my  noble  Friend  not  now  in  the  House 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  and  the  formation  of 
the  present  Government,  was  then  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  its  head.  It 
was  a  promise  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  supporters  of  a  truly  Conserva- 
tive policy  ;  it  was  a  promise  to  the  House 
of  Commons  of  a  "  truly  Liberal  policy ;" 
and  of  all  the  questions  which  either  a 
Conservative  or  a  Liberal  policy,  or  both 
combined,  would  comprehend,  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  admitted  to  stand 
in  the  very  van.  My  Lords,  how  was  that 
promise  redeemed  ?  Before  long  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  (the  Earl 
of  Mayo)  redeemed  that  promise  by  a 
speech  which  in  point  of  length  and  co- 
piousness left  nothing  to  be  desired.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  quote  his  words  ;  I  am 
simply  giving  now  the  impression  which 
that  speech  left  on  my  mind,  and  I  believe 
on  the  mind  of  every  impartial  reader.  In 
that  speech  my  noble  Friend,  after  stating 
what  had  been  the  past  and  what  was  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  went  on  to 
intimate,  I  think  in  the  plainest  language, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  endow  a  Itoman  Catholic 
University  —a  University,  I  say,  endowed 
at  tbe  public  cost,  but  emancipated  from 
all  public  control.  He  went  on  further 
to  say  that  it  was  desirable  to  promote 
the  cause  of  religious  equality,  and  with 
that  view  he  proposed  a  process  of  *'  level- 
ling up."  Now,  the  interpretation  which 
was  placed  on  those  promises  was  cer- 
tainly not  such  as  to  satisfy  either  party. 
Both  were  discontented.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  not  attracted  by  the  pro- 
gramme ;  the  Irish  Protestants  heard  it 
with  dismay,  and  I  think  reasonably  with 
dismay,  because,  if  words  have  any  mean- 
ing, those  words  were  in  direct  contradic- 
tion to  almost  everything  which  had  ever 
fallen  from  that  side  of  tho  House  before. 
But  a  few  weeks  passed  and  a  change  took 
place.  The  Roman  Catholic  University 
was  abandoned  ;  religious  equality  was  ei- 
plained  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself  to 
mean  simply  that  religious  position  and 
st(Uu8  in  the  eye  of  the  law  which  is  en- 
joyed by  every  religious  denomination  not 
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only  in  Ireland  but  in  England  ;  and  the 
process  of  '*  leTelling  up"  was  reduced  to 
this,  that  the  stattu,  or  the  salary,  or  the 
position — I  know  not  what — of  the  Roman 
Catholic  chaplainsof  prisons  and  workhouses 
in  Ireland  was  to  bo  improved.    Mj  Lords, 
this  was  not  all.     It  is  not  much  more  than 
two    or    three   weeks  since    we   read   the 
account  in  the  newspapers  of  a  deputation 
from  the  North   of  Ireland,  consisting  of 
all   that  party   whom,  without   offence,  I 
may  call — for  associated  with  their  history 
are  many  great  and  honourable  traditions 
«— the  Orange  party,  who  waited  upon  the 
Prime  Minister.     They  laid  down  a  pro- 
gramme with  three  distinct  points.     First 
of  all,  that  no  alteration  should   be  made 
in  the  status  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  ;  secondly,  that  there  should  be  an 
increase    of   the    Begium    Bonum ;    and 
thirdly,  that  under  no  pretence  and  for  no 
conceivable  reason  should  any  money  be 
allowed  or  any  provision  made  from  the 
public  funds  for  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  Ireland.     And  the  answer  which 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  gave  was  ac- 
knowledged by   the  noble  Marquess  who 
headed  that  deputation  to  be  in  ail  respects 
satisfactory .     My  Lords,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's answer  was  not  confined  to  words — 
it  went  on  to  political  acts  ;   and,  subse- 
quently, we  have  heard  with  every  form  of 
reiteration,  over  and  over  again, the  one  and 
self-same  cry  that  the  Church  was  in  dan- 
ger.    Now,  my  Lords,  that  is  a  cry  which 
has  been  heard  before  in  this  country,  and 
which  may  be  heard  again  ;  but  I  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  it  is  a  cry  which  is 
warranted  by  nothing  short  of  the  greatest 
and  the  direst  political  necessity.     It  is  a 
cry,  moreover,  which  I  think  is  only  politic 
for  those  politicians  to  use  who  are  satis- 
fied that  the  country  can  trust  and  confide 
in  what  they  say.    But,  my  Lords,  if  there 
is  one  single  act  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  I  feel  compelled  to  condemn 
more  strongly  than  another  it  is  the  course 
which  they  have  taken  in  binding  up  by 
every  possible  tie  the  fortunes  of  the  JBng- 
lish  and  Irish  Churches.     I  conceive  there 
is   nothing  more   wanton,   nothing    more 
reckless — I  go  further  and  I  say  nothing 
more  criminal — than  such   a  proceeding. 
Hy  Lords,  there  is  no  sort  of  analogy  be- 
tween the  circumstances  and  condition  of 
the  two  Churches.      They  are  both  it  is 
true  Churches  professing   the  same   doc- 
trine, Churches  connected  hy  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, Churches  under  the  same  organi- 
jsation  and  discipline ;  but  they  are  wholly 
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distlDct  in  the  circumstances  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  exist.   My  Lords, 
it  is  most  disagreeable  and  painful  to  draw 
a  contrast  between  two  such  Churches,  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  drive  me  to  do 
it.     What  is  the  position  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  Year  by  year  she  has  expanded  ; 
year  by  year  she  is  building  more  churches, 
opening   more  schools,  carrying    her  spi- 
ritual ministrations  lower  and  lower  down 
among  the  masses  of  ignorance  and  poverty 
and  crime  in  our  own  population,  spread- 
ing far  and  wide  her  missionary  work  and 
her  teaching    into  distant  lands — in  one 
word,  reigning  in  the  hearts  and  minds  of 
the  people.      I  do  not  wish  to  contrast 
with    all    this    the   position   of  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but,  doing  full  justice  to  it — as  I 
hope  to  do — I  will  say  that  its  position  is 
unhappily  different  from  that  which  I  have 
just  described.     But  this  at  least  we  might 
have  expected — that  when  Her  Majesty's 
Government  used  this  language,  when  they 
denounced  disestablishment  in  every  form 
as   the   violation   of    principles   the    most 
sacred  and  holy,  at  least  they  would  have 
been  able  themselves  to  come  into  court 
with  clean  hands.     Now,  my  Lords,   the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  last  evening  (Earl   Granville) 
alluded  to  the  suspension  of  ecclesiastical 
offices  in  Jamaica.     The  noble   Earl  was 
probably  unaware  how  much  stronger  the 
case  really  is  than  he  stated  it.     If  it  was 
simply  the  suspension  of  those  ecclesiasti- 
cal offices  we  might  say  there  was  some 
inconsistency  ;  but  when  I  tell  your  Lord- 
ships that  at  this  very  moment  Her  Majes« 
ty's   Government  have^  themselves   intro- 
duced into  and  passed  through  the  House 
of   Commons  a  Bill  which .  does  not  sus- 
pend but  which  absolutely  disendows  the 
Church  of  England  of  every  fraction  of 
pecuniary  assistance    that    this    country, 
through  Parliament,  has  ever  granted  in 
the  West   Indies,  my  Lords,  I  ask  you, 
was  there  ever  such  an  instance  of  gross — 
of  glaring  inconsistency  as  that  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government   have   thus    exhi- 
bited ?     The  cases  are  as  parallel  as  they 
can  well  be.  You  have  a  Church  connected 
with  the  State  by  the  direct  ties  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  receiving  emoluments  from 
the  State ;    you  have  the  clergy   of  the 
Church  of  England  established  in  the  West 
India   Islands,   and   who,   like   the    Irish 
clergy,  are  performing  the  parts  of  edu- 
cated clergymen,  raising,  refining,  and  edu- 
cating the  lower  classes  among  whom  they 
live  ;  you  have,  again,  the  hardship  of  the 
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members  of  the  Ghareh  of  England  being 
scattered  in  the  West  Indies  among  a 
negro  population  as  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  are  scattered  in  Ireland 
amongst  the  Roman  Cathoiic  population. 
They  have  gone  there  and  settled  and 
colonised — upon  what  ?  Upon  the  faith  of 
those  State  endowments  which  have  lasted 
yerj  nearly  half  a  century.  And,  lastly, 
you  have  a  Church  which,  inasmuch  as 
there  are  few  rich  or  no  rich,  when  this 
disendowment  occurs  will  be  in  a  far 
more  helpless  position  than  the  Church 
would  be  the  moment  it  was  disestab- 
lished in  Ireland.  Now,  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, on  what  principle  is  this  distinction 
made  ?  Is  it  that  there  is  a  yital  difference 
between  the  latitude  of  Dublin  and  the 
latitude  of  Jamaica  ;  or  is  it  merely  that  it 
18  a  smaller  sum  that  we  haye  been  in  the 
habit  of  granting  to  the  Church  in  the 
West  Indies — a  sum,  by  the  way,  which 
amounts,  within  a  few  thousand  pounds,  to 
that  which  is  paid  to  the  Presbyterians  in 
Ireland  under  the  name  of  the  Eegium 
Donwn  than  to  the  Church  in  Ireland  ? 
What  is  the  principle  on  which  Her  Majes- 
ty's Gotemment  can  discriminate  between 
the  two  cases  ?  Why  is  it  that  while  they 
are  the  defenders  of  the  faith  in  Ireland 
they  disestabliah  the  self-same  Church  in 
the  West  Indies?  My  Lords,  there  are 
several  cour&ea  open  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemroent,  any  one  of  which  they  miglit 
baye  taken,  and  which  if  pursued  fairly 
and  coudistently  would  have  commanded 
a  certain  amount  of  assent.  But  to  endea- 
your  to  combine  them  all — in  one  and  the 
same  breath  to  court  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  Orangemen,  to  promise  religious  equa- 
lity, and  to  intimate  Protestant  ascendancy 
—is  a  course  which  has  not  brought,  and 
cannot  bring  either  credit  or  success  with  it. 
Again  I  ask  in  this  matter  whom  are  we 
to  believe  and  to  trust  ?  In  the  House  of 
Commons  we  have  had  the  edifyincr  spec- 
tacle night  after  night  of  one  Minister 
answering  another.  My  noble  Friend  the 
Foreign  Secretary,  in  a  speech  of  singular 
intellectual  frigidity,  shadowed  out  the 
adoption  of  a  policy  at  no  distant  day  of 
disestablishment  or  disendowment.  He 
intimated  that  no  mere  modi6cations  of  the 
existing  system  were  likely  to  find  favour 
with  Parliament.  Well,  he  was  followed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary (Mr.  Qathome  Hardy),  who  af- 
firmed that  the  light  of  the  Reformation 
was  kindled  and  maintained  in  Ireland  by 
the  Established  Church,  and  that  for  his 


part  he  would  neyer  suffer  that  Church 
to  be  touched  in  the  smallest  particle 
of  its  power  and  influence.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, if  I  remember  rightly,  assured  the 
House  of  Commons  in  rather  mystical 
language  that  he  was  going  to  heal  the 
sorrows  of  afflicted  centuries.  And  how 
was  that  promise  redeemed  ?  Why,  by 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Mayo  proposing 
the  curatiye  process  of  raising  the  status 
of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  in  prisons 
and  workhouses.  There  is  an  old  Italian 
proverb  which  says,  "  May  God  keep  me 
from  those  in  whom  I  put  my  trust ;  my 
own  right  hand  will  keep  me  from  those 
whom  I  distrust ;  "  and  I  am  hound  to 
say  with  sorrow  that  I  have  come  pain- 
fully but  deliberately  to  this  conclusion 
—  that  it  is  safer  for  the  Irish  Church, 
safer  for  her  fortunes,  safer  for  her  doc- 
trines now,  while  she  still  retains  no  small 
portion  of  her  power,  while  she  is  unbroken 
by  defeat,  to  make  terms  with  her  open 
opponents  rather  than  to  commit  herself 
to  the  protection  of  her  professed  friends. 

So  much  as  regards  the  position  in 
which  this  question  stands  ;  now  let  me  say 
two  or  three  words  as  to  the  question  itself. 
Some  of  my  noble  Friends  cheer  that 
statement.  I  hope,  however,  that  I  have 
been  speaking  to  the  question.  Anyhow,  I 
am  prepared  to  fulfil  my  promise  as  plainly 
and  briefly  as  I  can.  The  question,  as  every- 
one will  see,  resolves  itself  with  this  Bill  be- 
fore us  into  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment ;  for  it  was  truly  said  by  more  than  one 
speaker  last  night  that  the  two  things  were 
very  distinct  in  their  nature.  You  may 
have  disestablishment  without  disendow- 
ment, you  may  have  disendowment  with- 
out disestablishment,  and  you  may  have 
both.  First  of  all  as  to  disestablishment, 
I  believe  myself  that  we  have  now  come 
to  that  state  of  things  in  which,  whether 
we  like  it  or  not,  we  must  accept  this  as 
a  political  canon, — that  every  institution 
in  the  country,  no  matter  what  it  be,  no 
matter  how  long  and  how  traditional  has 
been  its  existence,  must  when  challenged  be 
prepared,  as  lawyers  say,  to  **  show  cause  *' 
why  it  exists.  And  if  this  was  true  a 
year  ago,  it  is  doubly,  trebly,  quadruply 
true  now,  since  the  legislation  of  last 
year.  Now,  I  freely  admit,  with  regard 
to  the  Irish  Church,  that  she  has  always 
had  what  I  may  call  a  very  scant  measure 
of  justice  meted  out  to  her.  I  think  the 
State  has  placed  upon  her  a  burden  which 
she  could  with  difficulty  bear.     The  task 
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assigned  to  her  has  been  an  almost  impos- 
sible one.  It  might  have  been  otherwise, 
indeed  if  her  Bishops  had  been  resident 
—  if  her  clergy  had  been  oompelled  to 
learn  and  speak,  as  some  of  the  best 
Bishops  confessed  they  should,  the  Irish 
tongue — if  pluralities  had  been  discoun- 
tenanced. But  we  treated  Ireland-  eocle- 
siastically  very  much  in  the  same  way 
in  which  we  treated  her  politically.  There 
is  a  passage  which  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships may  have  read  in  tho  writings  of 
Dean  Swift — himself  holding  a  high  ecole- 
aiastical  oflSce  in  Ireland — a  passage  I  think 
in  his  Letter  on  the  Sacramental  Test, 
in  which  he  speaks  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland  as  the  mere  hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water.  Now,  it 
is  quite  true  that  there  haye  been  from 
time  to  time  great  names  in  the  Irish 
Church — such  names  as  Bramhall,  Usher, 
Berkeley,  and  Taylor  —  these  have  all 
illustrated  and  reflected  honour  on  her ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  after  viewing 
this  matter  very  anxiously,  that  I  can- 
not conscientiously  come  to  any  other 
eonclusion  than  that  the  Irish  Church  has 
failed  in  the  mission  which  was  assigned 
her.  I  can  conceive  no  other  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  the  facts  before  us.  You 
have  the  admission  on  all  sides — -"an  ad- 
mission not  confined  to  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  but  shared  by  this — that  no 
Bane  man  would  dream,  if  it  were  a  tabula 
raiUt  of  creating  such  an  institution  as  the 
Irish  Church.  You  have  also  the  fact  that 
in  1834  it  was  felt  necessary  to  pass  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  cutting  down 
with  a  most  unsparing  hand  tho  temporali- 
ties of  that  Church,  and  that  even  last  year 
Iler  Majesty's  present  Government  thought 
it  right  to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  both 
parties  admitting  that  legislative  action  is 
necessary  with  regard  to  them.  My  Lords, 
as  a  Missionary  Church  she  has  failed,  for 
she  has  made  no  converts ;  as  a  garrison 
Church  she  has  failed,  for  she  has  not  con- 
ciliated the  disaffected  portion  of  the  Irish 
people :  I  cannot,  therefore,  conscientiously 
maintain  that  she  has  fulfilled  her  mission. 
It  is  true,  indeed,  that  she  is  not  the  cause 
of  all  the  evil  which  has  been  so  often  un- 
fairly and  calumniously  charged  upon  her ; 
but  at  the  same  time  she  has  not  done  the 
work  which  a  national  Church,  according 
to  my  judgment,  ought  to  do.  I  am  not 
insensible  to  the  value  of  the  principle  of 
a  national  Church,  providing  free  religious 
comfort   and    instruction   to  men    below. 
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touching  men*s  hearts,  standing  intermedin 
ate  between  earth  and  heaven,  and,  if  I  may 
so  say,  offering  up  the  incense  of  prayer  and 
repentance  for  the  whole  people.  It  is 
a  great  oflice  ;  but  at  the  same  time  every 
reasotiable  person  must  admit  that  in  the 
case  of  a  national  Church  there  mast  be 
some  proportion  existing — some  reosonable 
proportion — between  the  population  of  the 
country  and  the  Church  which  represents 
that  population.  Why,  my  Lords,  no  man 
in  his  senses  would  argue  that  it  was  right 
to  invest  the  Scotch  Episcopal  Church 
with  the  attributes  of  a  national  Church. 
No  man  would  say  that  it  was  right  to  in- 
vest the  Protestants  in  France  with  any 
attributes  of  a  national  Church.  But  I  will 
go  further  ;  I  will  not  flinch  from  the  foil 
force  and  extremity  of  my  own  argument, 
because  if  it  will  not  bear  that  the  argu- 
ment is  rotten  and  worthless.  I  venture 
to  say  that  if,  in  the  course  of  time— 
which  God  forbid  ! — the  Church  of  Eng- 
land herself  were  so  to  dwindle  down  in 
numbers  as  to  become  a  mere  fraotion^- 
a  tenth,  or  a  twelfth  part  of  the  whole 
people — I  could  not,  though  I  most  still 
love  that  Church,  though  1  should  be- 
lieve in  her  truth,  in  her  doctrines,  in 
her  spiritual  ministrations,  and  though  I 
should,  if  possible,  follow  her  with  a  deeper 
reverence,  affection,  and  obedience  in  adver- 
sity than  in  the  day  of  her  strength — I  could 
not,  I  say,  in  common  sense,  with  any  eon* 
science,  maintain  that  she  was  entitled  any 
longer  to  that  predominancy  which  now 
of  justice  and  right  belong  to  her.  Were 
I  to  do  otherwise  I  should  contradict  as  it 
seems  to  me  the  whole  mission  of  the 
Church  of  England.  I  shonld  contend  for 
the  accident  instead  of  the  essence ;  I 
should  fight  for  the  name  instead  of  the 
thing  ;  I  should  consent  to  place  justice  in 
one  scale  and  the  interests,  or  supposed 
interests,  of  the  Church  of  England  in  the 
other.  If  I  might  venture  to  apply  some 
of  the  noblest  lines  ever  written  to  the 
Church  of  England,  I  woold  say— 

"  Yet  my  inconstancy  is  such 
That  yon,  too,  shall  adore  ; 
I  oould  not  love  thee,  dear,  so  muoh 
Loved  I  not  justice  more." 

My  Lords,  I  am  not  insensible  to  the  Talue 
of  State  aid.  It  was  argued  last  night 
that  with  regard  to  the  colonial  Church 
State  aid  had  been  dispensed  with  to  ad- 
vantage. State  aid  has  it  is  true  been 
dispensed  with  in  the  colonies,  and  the 
Church  of  England  has  prospered  there ; 
but  it  has  been,  no  doubt,  in  spite  of  difln 


IS 


JSgUiUtihei  Chureh 


{Juke  26,  1868) 


{Irehni)  JBitt. 


14 


enlties  tliat  it  bM  prospered.     I  do  not 
therefore  in  any  degree  under-rate  or  nn- 
der-Taloe  the  importanee  of  State  aid.  But 
I  do  say  this,  that  State  aid  is  not  every- 
thiDg,  and  when  I  hear  advocates  of  the 
Irish  Charoh  say,  **  Take  away  Stote  aid 
and  we  perish/'  I  ask  whether  it  is  possible 
for  the  bitterest  enemies  of  that  Church 
to  say  anything   more  bitter  than   that  ? 
The  right  rey.  Prelate  who  presides  over 
the  dtoceee  of  London  told  us  last  night 
that  there  woold  be  a  difficulty  in  providing 
the  neeessarj  bounty,  and  that  they  would 
have  to  look  to  England  for  help  ;  but  if  the 
Bishops  of  the  Irish  Church  know,  like  that 
right  rev.  Prelate,  how  to  touch  the  hearts  of 
the  people,  to  appeal  to  them,  and  to  draw 
forth  those  aeoret  springs  which  I  believe 
exist  in  that  Cfanrch  as  mneh  as  in  ours, 
no  soeh  apprehension  need  be  entertained. 
I  do  not  hielieTe,   my  Lords,  that   under 
soeh  eirottmstaneea  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
will  have  a  different  answer  on  one  side 
of  the  Channel  from  that  which  he  has  re- 
eeived  on  the  other.     In  the  same  way  the 
right   rev.    Prelate  urged    an   argument 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  scarcely  in 
point.  He  said  that  if  the  Irish  Church  were 
fisestablished   the    power  of  the   Roman 
Catholic  Pontiff  would  be  much  increased 
in  Ireland*  and  that  by  the  distribution  of 
eeclesiaeiical  honours  and  titles  he  would 
place  the  Anglican  Church  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage.    Now,  my  Lords,  in   a  legal 
point  of  Tiew  those  titles  would  have  no 
valae.    In  a  moral  point  of  view,  any  value 
they  mighUhave  would  arise  from  the  spon- 
taneoQS  feeling  of   the  people,  which   no 
Aet  of  Parliament  eould  bind  or  loose.  The 
right  reT«   Prelate  also  referred   to   the 
Canadian    Church.     He  said   it  was  still 
eonnected    with    this    country,   and    that 
therefore   in  a  yagne  and  undecided  man- 
ner it   atill   possessed  the  functions  and 
attributes  of  an  Established  Church.     As 
the  right  rey.  Prelate  has  founded  an  ar- 
gument on  that  view  of  the  case,  I  will 
yentnre  to    explain  in  one  or  two  words 
what  I   believe  to  be  the  real   state  of 
things  in  respect  to  the  Canadian  Church. 
It  ia  perfectly  true  that  the  names  of  the 
Bisbope  to  be  consecrated  are,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  pure  form,  submitted  to  the  Crown  ; 
but  there  is  no  mandate  for  the  consecra- 
tiott  of  those  Prelates,  and  no  appeal  lies 
to  the  Privy  Council  in  this  country  except 
as  a  civil  case  from  a  Civil  Court.     And 
Isatiy,  in  the  very  Act  in  which  the  Canada 
reeeryes  are  aet  aside  there  is  a  plain  and 
VMquivoeal  statement  that  it  is  to  abolish 


all  semblance  of  connection  between  Church 
and  State.  Therefore  I  say  that  as  far  as 
the  Canadian  Church  is  any  warrant  to  us 
in  this  matter  it  is  not  as  an  Established 
Church  or  as  exercising  any  of  the  attri- 
butes or  functions  of  an  Established  Church. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate,  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  said  the  Canadian  Church  had 
suflFered  little  from  the  loss  of  the  Canada 
reserves,  and  he  maintained  that  the  bar- 
gain itself  was  a  very  favourable  one  for 
the  Canadian  clergy,  inasmuch  as  they 
were  allowed  eighteen  years'  purchase  for 
those  reserves.  I  doubted  the  accuracy  of 
that  view  of  the  matter,  and  I  have  since 
referred  to  the  Act.  I  find  that  only 
vested  interests  were  preserved,  and  that 
they  were  commuted  at  a  rate  of  interest 
which,  looking  back  to  the  transaction,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  a  very  low  rate. 
Therefore  I  say  that  whatever  argument  is 
to  be  drawn  from  the  Canadian  Church  we 
may  safely  draw  in  reference  to  the  Church 
in  Ireland. 

My  Lords,  I  will  say  one  word  on 
another  argument  which  I  heard  made  use 
of  last  night.  It  was  said  "  we  are, 
by  maintaining  the  Irish  Establishment, 
defending  the  outworks  in  order  to  save 
the  citadel."  There  was  once  a  time, 
and  not  very  distant  one,  when  I  my- 
self might  have  recognized  the  force  of 
thftt  argument ;  but  I  have  since  learnt 
a  very  different  lesson,  and  one  which  I 
shall  not  easily  forget — a  lesson  which 
teaches  me  that  when  resistance  is  carried 
to  the  uttermost  point  and  all  concessions 
are  refused,  at  last  the  inevitable  crash 
comes,  and  everything  is  swept  away— 
everything  is  given  up,  when  you  can  no 
longer  grace  the  gift  by  conciliation  or 
regulate  it  by  deliberative  wisdom. 

And  now  a  few  words  only  on  the  second 
point  to  which  I  alluded — disendowment. 

I  must,  my  Lords,  observe  that  for 
my  own  part  disendowment  presents  itself 
in  two  forms.  There  is  first,  secularization, 
by  which  there  would  be  an  appropriation 
of  funds  originally  devoted  to  the  service 
of  Qod  and  His  worship  to  some  lower  and 
more  worldly  purpose.  I  must  say  that 
whilst  I  disagree  from  some  of  the  argu- 
ments which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  the  other  night, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  shrink  from  appro- 
priating property  which  by  application  is 
connected  with  the  highest,  best,  and  most 
religious  purposes  to  any — I  will  not  say 
lesser,  because  the  object  may  be  a  good 
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one — but   to   any  lower    purpose.      The 
conversion    of  property  from  religious  to 
secular  uses  in  this  country  at  the  time 
of  the  Reformation,    and    more   recently 
in  France   and    Italy,   has  been    spoken 
of.      The   experience  of  what  has   been 
done   in   that   way  in   France  and    Italy 
has  not,  I  think,  yet  been  so  satisfactorily 
carried  out  as  to  warrant  us  in  adopting 
it ;    and  with  regard  to  what  was  done  at 
the  time  of  the  Reformation  the  case   is 
not  analogous.     The  case  of  property  held 
by  the  monasteries  is  in  many  important 
respects   dissimilar    to    that    of    property 
held  by  the  Irish  Church.     But  there  may 
be  a  disendowment  which  would  be  a  mere 
abstraction    of  property  from    the   Irish 
Church  without  necessarily  being  a  conver- 
sion of  it  to  lower  uses.     This  is   so   ob- 
vious   that   it   must  command  the  assent 
of  all  that  hear  me.     My  Lords,  there  is 
property  held   by  the  Irish  Church  which 
she  may  claim  by  every  title  at  law  ;  there 
is   other    property,    where    her    claim    is 
founded  on  every  consideration  of  equity  ; 
and  there  is  again  other  property  which 
she  may  claim  by  every  reason  of  policy 
and  liberality.     I  believe,  my  Lords,  that 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  of 
all  shades  of  opinion  looking  at  the  matter 
dispassionately  and  fairly  would  agree  with 
me    in  thinking  it  would  be  cruel,  mon- 
strous, and   iniquitous   to   turn  the  Irish 
Church  out   in  the  cold,  amid   rival  and 
competing  denominations  which  have  for 
many  years  been  accumulating  property, 
and  would  therefore  start  with  great  ad- 
vantages against   the  Irish  Church.     My 
Lords,  let  us  not  forget  that  for  300  years 
that  Church  has  been    trained   and  nou- 
rished  as    an   exotic  —  fostered    by   the 
State.     What  more    has  any   State  ever 
done  for  a  Church — where  has  there  ever 
been  any  Church  more  dependent  on  the 
State  ?     If  it  was  wrong  in  the  6rst  in- 
stance  to   establish    this  Church,   it   was 
the  fault  of  the   State.      If,  incumbered 
by  State  legislation,  it  has  made  but  few 
converts,  it  is  the  fault  of  the  State.     If, 
again,  it  is  hated  by  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  has  become  a  political  ofiFence  in  their 
views,  still  it  is  the  fault  of  the  State. 
And   therefore  while  I  say  that  on  an  ex- 
amination of  the  whole  case  I  am  ready, 
though  unwillingly,  to  accept  disestablish- 
ment, and  while  I  am  prepared  to  accept 
disendowment  partially,    I   think  we  have 
a  right  to  say  and   to  earnestly  contend 
that  on  every  principle  of  reason,  logic, 
justice   and    policy,    there    ought    to   be 
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-  most  ample  and  generous  consideration 
shown  in  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church. 
To  do  anything  else  than  give  it  that  con- 
sideration would  be  a  most  grievous  wrong. 
To  do  anything  else  would  be  a  piece  of 
iniquity  on  the  part  of  the  State;  and 
allow  me  to  say  also  that  it  would  be  a 
piece  of  great  impolicy  on  the  part  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church. 

My  Lords,  on  a  great  question  of  this 
kiud  there  ought  to  be  an  absence  of  per- 
sonal feeling  ;  but  I  must  confess  that  it  is 
not  without  considerable  pain  I  6nd  my- 
self in  this  position.  It  is  painful  to  me 
to  find  myself  alone  ;  I  know  that  I  can 
be  supported  by  scarcely  one  of  my  poli- 
tical Friends;  and  it  is  more  painful  to  me 
still  to  find  myself  acting  on  such  a  ques- 
tion in  opposition  to  the  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate the  Head  of  the  Church.  Occupying, 
indeed,  this  position,  I  speak  more  for  the 
purpose  of  discharging  my  own  conscience 
than  in  the  hope  of  influencing  anyone 
else,  though  well  satisfled  that  before  long 
events  will  justify  me ;  but  I  do  so  io 
in  the  interest  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
united  up  to  this  by  statutable  connection, 
but  inevitably,  as  I  believe,  to  be  disunited 
before  long,  though  still  to  be  bound,  as  I 
trust,  in  a  spiritual  union  not  less  closely 
than  before — I  say  that  in  the  interest  of 
these  two  Churches  though  I  would  not 
have  brought  forward  this  measure,  yet, 
having  it  before  me,  I  cannot  take  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  it. 

Lord  REDESDALE:  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  detain  your  Lordships  long,;  but  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  having  alluded  in  somewhat 
pointed  terms  to  a  pamphlet  which  I  have 
published,  and  to  a  speech  delivered  by  me 
the  other  night,  perhaps  your  Lordships 
will  allow  me  to  say  a  few  words.  I  have 
no  complaint  to  make  of  the  noble  Earl  for 
stating  what  he  did  in  regard  of  the  argu- 
ment in  my  pamphlet,  except  that  he  did 
not  state  the  whole  of  that  argument. 
Perhaps  he  stated  as  much  of  it  as  he 
thought  would  serve  his  own  purposes  ;  for 
the  noble  Earl  said  I  held  that  a  dealing 
with  corporate  property  would  shake  the 
security  on  which  private  property  is  based. 
What  I  stated  in  my  pamphlet  was  that 
although  corporate  property  stood  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  in  a  different  position  as  regards 
Parliamentary  interference  from  private 
property,  that  the  reasons  given  for  deal- 
ing with  the  property  of  the  Church  in  the 
manner  proposed  would  endanger  the  se- 
curity of  private  property.     I  showed  that 
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Parliament,  in  dealing  with  corporate  pro- 
perty, hitherto  had  invariably  dealt  with  it 
80  as  to  make  it  more  productite  for  the 
purposes  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied,  and 
so  as  to  make  it  more  effectively  promote 
those  purposes.     I  also  stated  that  when, 
from  the  great  improvement  in  corporate 
property,   the  income  raised  was  far  too 
large  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  ori- 
ginally granted,  arrangements  had  been 
made   by   which,  after   providing   in   the 
fullest  degree,  and  even  going  somewhat 
beyond  what  was  necessary  for  the  objects 
to  which    the  property  was  originally  de- 
voted, the  surplus  had  been  applied  to  some 
cognate  purpose  ~;  but  that  corporate  pro- 
perty had  never  been  applied  in  any  other 
manner,  except  in  cases  where  the  pur- 
poses to  which  it  was  originally  devoted  had 
become  either  obsolete  or  mischievous.  This 
was  stated  in  connection  with  the  argument 
as  to  the  two  grounds  upon  which  the  Church 
is  attacked  — -  that  it  is  the  Church  of  the 
minority  and  that  it  is  a  badge  of  conquest. 
As  regards  the    purposes  for  which  that 
Church  was  created    and   for  which   the 
property  is  held,  nobody  can  allege  that 
they  are  obsolete  or  mischievous.     Those 
purposes  were  the  providing  means  of  wor- 
ship for  members  of  the  Established  Church 
in  that  country,  and  no  person  who  holds 
that  the  Established    Church  is  the  true 
Church,  and  that  persons  in  this  country 
are  entitled  to  receive   its   ministrations, 
can  deny  that  people  in  Ireland  are  also 
entitled  to  receive  them.     But  the  Estab- 
lished Church  is  attacked  because  it  belongs 
to  a  minority.     Why,  all  property  belongs 
to  a  minority.     If  you  attack  the  Church 
upon  that  ground,  you  at  once  assail  the 
principles  upon  which  property  is  founded. 
I  also  9aid  in  the  pamphlet  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  referred,  that  if  you  attacked 
the  Church  on  the  ground  that  it   was  a 
badge  of  conquest,  you  at  the  same  time 
Attacked  certainly  two-thirds  of  the  pro- 
l>«rty  of  Ireland.     For  the  lands  now   in 
the  hands  of  Protestant  proprietors  were 
^or  the  most  part  lands  received  by  them 
^^    lands  confiscated    from    the    original 
^^'•^ners,  whose  descendants  to  this  day  con- 
**der  that  they  have  a  right  to  claim  them, 
^nd  some  of  whom,  now  in  America,  havo 
^^Id  those  rights  to  others.     I  say  that 
^.  ^°  you  take  all  these  matters  into  con- 
*^der»iion    you    furnish    an   argument    in 
'avour  of  attacking  property — other  than 
^orporate  property  in  Ireland— of  a  most 
^ttgerous  character.     You   cannot   read 
^  accounts  of  what  occurs  at  meetings  of 
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the  priests  and  others  in  Ireland,  and  the 
arguments  addressed  to  the  people  of  thai 
country  upon    the  land  question  as  it  is 
called,  without  seeing  this— that  the  only 
way,  in  their  opinion,  by  which  the  country 
is  to  be  paci6ed  is  by  obtaining  possession 
of  the  land  from  those  who  now  hold  it, 
and  by  getting  rid  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  Protestant  proprietors  of  the  country. 
That  was  what  I  stated  in  the  portion  of 
the  pamphlet  which  has  not  been  noticed 
by  the  noble  Lord.     I  have  not  heard  any 
answer  to  those  arguments  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  nor  do  1  believe  it  would  be 
easy  to  furnish  them.      You  can   ignore 
them  certainly,  but  in  point  of  argument 
I  believe  them  to  be  unanswerable.     An- 
other ground  taken  in  the  pamphlet,  upon 
which  the  noble  Earl  based  a  portion  of 
his  remarks,  was  that  I  did  not  think  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  objected  to  by  the 
population  of  Ireland.     Now,  that  I  be- 
lieve to  be  distinctly  the  fact.     I  believe 
that  the  whole  of  this  agitation  against 
the  Irish  Church  is  of  recent  origin.     We 
know  most  distinctly  that  it  was  never  put 
forth  as  a  grievance  at  the  time  of  the 
Roman  Catholic   Emancipation,  or  for  a 
considerable  time  afterwards.     We  know 
latterly  that   a  movement   has   been   got 
up    among    the    ecclesiastics,   but    there 
has  been  no  movement   whatever  among 
the  common  people  of  the  country.     Then 
as  to  its  being  a  badge  of  conquest  and 
therefore  objectionable,  I  take  the  argn- 
ment  further,  and  say  that  if  everything 
which  is  a  badge  of  conquest  is  to  bo  got 
rid  of,  you  must  get  rid  of  the  Trotestant 
succession,  which,  at  least,  is  as  much  a 
badge  of  conquest  as  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland.     But  wo  all  know  the 
manner  in  which  Ilis  Royal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  received   when   he 
went   to   Ireland.      His   Royal   Highness 
there  represented  the  conquest  of  Ireland  ; 
but  certainly  there  was  no  feeling  of  that 
kind  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
who  received  him  so  cordially.    I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Irish  Church  is  objected  to  by 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  the  manner  which 
it  is  convenient  to  allege  for  the  purposes  of 
political  agitation  and  of  this  debate.     The 
noble  Earl  referred  to  another  point,  which 
he  said  was  not  contained  in  my  pamphlet, 
but  was  noticed  by  me  in  a  speech  a  few 
nights  ago  on  the  occasion  of  the  presenta- 
tion of  a  petition  from  certain  clergymen, 
when    I    made  some   remarks   about   the 
Coronation  Oath.     Now,  my  Lords,  I  said 
I  certainly  did  entertain  the  opinion,  par- 
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tially  shared  by  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  that 
to  deal  with  property  which  has  been  de- 
voted for  hundreds  of  years  to  the  service 
of  God,  which  is  still  required  for  the  pur- 
pose to  which  it  was  so  devoted,  and  to 
take  it  away  and  apply  it  to  any  other  and 
lower  purpose,  is  sacrilege.  I  do  not  know 
what  else  is  sacrilege  if  that  is  not.  I 
also  declared  that  I  considered  sacrilege 
sinful.  Depend  upon  it  it  is  very  neces- 
sary in  all  these  matters  to  use  plain  words. 
We  have  got  too  much  into  the  habit  of 
covering  over  things  with  mild  terms,  so 
that  we  really  do  not  see  the  whole  bearing 
of  the  case.  I  have  said  before,  and  I 
repeat,  that  I  neither  know,  nor  pretend 
to  know,  nor  can  I  know,  what  may  be 
the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty  upon  this  sub- 
ject. But  I  said,  and  I  do  say,  that  I 
think  it  the  duty  of  all  those  who  may  be 
in  tho  position  of  advising  Her  Majesty, 
to  be  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to  her, 
supposing  that  when  they  proposed  some 
Buob  measure  for  Her  Majesty's  acceptance 
she  were  to  entertain  the  same  opinion 
that  I  do,  that  the  matter  was  sacrilege 
and  sin.  Now,  there  is  nothing  uncon- 
stitutional in  supposing  that  a  man,  if  he 
means  to  be  a  Servant  of  the  Crown,  ought 
to  prepare  himself  to  answer  such  a  ques- 
tion if  it  were  put  to  him  by  his  Sovereign, 
and  that  he  ought  to  be  prepared  to  give 
an  opinion  upon  such  an  important  matter 
with  a  full  sense  of  the  responsibility  rest- 
ing upon  him.  The  noble  Earl  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  the  opinion  entertained  by 
George  III.  with  regard  to  the  Coronation 
Oath  had  impeded  for  a  long  time  the 
passing  of  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation. 
The  case  with  regard  to  the  Oath  on  that 
point  and  the  present  is  very  different. 
The  question  at  that  time  was,  whether  the 
admission  of  Roman  Catholics  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  Protestant  religion  and  the 
Protestant  institutions  of  this  kingdom. 

Earl  RUSSELL  :    The  admission  of 
Protestant  Dissenters. 

LoKD  REDE SD ALE  :  Yes,  the  admis- 
sion  of  Protestant  Dissenters  came  first, 
followed  by  that  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
A  great  many  persons  entertained  a  de- 
cided opinion  that  instead  of  being  disad- 
vantageous such  a  change  would  be  de- 
cidedly advantageous  in  those  respects ; 
that  it  would  remove  a  great  deal  of  ani- 
mosity and  bitterne8s ;  and  that  it  was,  on 
that  account,  most  desirable  that  Roman 
Catholics  and  Dissenters  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  Parliament.  Tho  argument  was 
Jjn-d  Redeidale 


one  which  a  Minister  might  fairly  urge 
upon  a  Sovereign,  even  though  the  Sove- 
reign held  a  strong  opinion  to  the  contrary, 
and  some  circumstances,  it  may  be  observed 
in  passing  which  have  since  occurred  and 
are  now  occurring,  may  fairly  raise  a  doubt 
whether  George  IIL,  in  spite  of  all  that 
has  been  said  and  written,  did  not  take  a 
sounder  and  clearer  view  of  the  conse- 
quences which  would  attend  the  change 
than  those  who  urged  him  strongly  to 
abandon  the  opinion  which  he  had  formed. 
Upon  the  present  occasion  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  Member  of  your  Lordships* 
House  who  will  assert  that  the  terms  of 
the  engagement  entered  into  by  the  Crown 
and  embodied  in  the  Coronation  Oath  would 
not  be  seriously  affected  by  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church.  Now,  Mr.  Pitt 
and  other  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  that 
day  supposed  that  the  Sovereign  had  a 
conscience,  and  they  respected  it.  It 
seems  to  be  the  opinion  in  the  present  day 
that  the  Sovereign  has  no  right  to  have  a 
conscienco.  It  is  said  that  the  King  can 
do  no  wrong,  that  his  Ministers  advise  him, 
and  that  he  acts  upon  their  responsibility, 
and  not  upon  his  own.  Again,  we  most 
use  plain  words  in  speaking  of  these 
things.  Does  anybody  hold  that  in  the 
Day  of  Judgment  Ministers  can  stand  be- 
tween God  and  the  Sovereign  and  say  that 
the  act  was  theirs,  that  the  Sovereign  is 
not  responsible,  and  that  he  did  right  in 
acting  on  their  advice  in  opposition  to  the 
dictates  of  his  own  conscience  ?  I  say 
that  to  use  language  of  this  kind — to  say 
that  **  the  King  can  do  no  wrong,"  and  to 
apply  that  phrase  in  such  a  way  as  to  mean 
that  the  King  ought  not  to  observe  an  Oath 
which  he  has  taken  if  his  Ministers  advise 
him  otherwise — is  tantamount  to  saying 
that  God  does  not  reign  over  him.  Re- 
member the  words  of  Scripture,  ''  God  is 
not  mocked  I  *'  I  distinctly  say  that  such 
is  my  opinion,  and  I  believe  that  no  one 
can  speak  plainly  or  think  plainly  upon 
the  subject  without  coming  to  the  same 
conclusion.  You  may  wrap  up  all  these 
matters  in  a  very  delicate  covering;  but 
when  you  draw  aside  the  veil  which  poli- 
tical expediency  has  placed  over  them,  yon 
will  6nd  that  there  lies  the  truth,  and  that 
you  cannot  say  thnt  the  Sovereign  is  not 
to  be  allowed  to  have  a  conscientious  opi- 
nion upon  such  matters,  and  that  he  ought 
not  to  refuse  his  assent  to  propositions  pot 
before  him,  if  he  honestly  believes  that  he 
is  bound  by  that  Oath  to  do  so.  These  are 
the  words  which  I  have  wished  to  addrest 
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to  your  Lordships,  beeaiiBO  I  do  not  like 
anything  that  I  may  say  or  any  opinions 
thai  I  may  hold  at  any  time  to  be  mis- 
noderstood.  I  am  yery  plain  and  open  in 
all  that  I  say.  I  entertain  the  opinions 
that  I  hold  honestly,  and  I  nerer  shrink 
from  deelaring  them.  I  have  giten  ntter* 
anee  to  these  Tiews,  because  I  thought  the 
noble  Barl  (Earl  Granville) — not  intention- 
ally of  coarse,  bnt  still  to  a  considerable 
extent— had  misinterpreted  the  opinions 
which  I  avowed,  and  not  fairly  represented 
the  arguments  which  I  advanced. 

The     Duke    of    MARLBOROUGH  : 
Tour    Lordships   have    listened  to  many 
speeches  of  great  power,  lucidity,  and  elo- 
qoenee  daring  the  course  of  this  debate, 
which  engages  your  Lordships'  attention 
for  the  second  night.     For  my  own  part  I 
most  say  that  from  any  of  the  speeches 
delivered  last  evening  I  had  no  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  what  were  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  spoke,  or  in  ascertaining 
in  what  sense  they  intended  to  give  their 
votes.     But  my  noble  Friend  who  opened 
the   debate   this    evening    (the    Earl    of 
Carnarvon)  was  an  exception,  for  he  did 
so  in  a  speech  of  remarkable  ingenuity,  so 
that  antil  he  arrived  at  the  latter  portion 
of  his  remarks  it  was  impossible  to  tell  in 
what   way  he  intended   to  give  his  vote. 
The   noble    Earl  began   by  stating  very 
cogent   reasons  why  the   Irish  branch  of 
the  Established  Church  should  not  be  dis- 
established ;  he  stated  that  it  could   not 
be  denied  the  Liberal  party  had  played  its 
last  political  card  in  proposing  this  mea- 
sure, and  that  behind   this  question  there 
remained  others  which  would  yet  arise  of 
a  far  more  momentous  character;  he  stated 
alBo  that  he  fully  concurred  in  many  of  the 
opinions  which  had  been  delivered  in  the 
debate  of  last  night  relating  to  the  cha- 
racter and  position  which  the  Ultramontane 
clergy  of  Ireland  were  assuming  ;  and  he 
added  that  we  have  at  present  in  Ireland 
i  scattered  population   enjoying  material 
benefits  from  the  faithful  discharge  of  their 
duties  by  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment, 
sod  that  this  population  would  inevitably 
^  deprived  of  those  benefits  to  a  great 
extent  by  disestablishment,  and,  in  all  pro- 
Ubility,  would  be  merged  in  the  Roman 
Catholic  community.     My  Lords,  I  cannot 
^Qceive  of  three  arguments  of  a  stronger 
<^Wacter  than  those  against  the  measure 
Wore  us ;  and  yet,  as  I  understood  my 
^le  Friend,  he  said  at  the  close  of  his 
speech  that  these  being  the  objections  he 
^Mieientiously  entertained  against  the  mea^ 
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sore,  he  nevertheless  felt  it  his  duty  to  give 
it  his  support.  But  the  greater  part  of 
my  noble  Friend's  speech  consisted  first  in 
observations  on  the  position  of  the  Church 
in  the  colonies,  and,  secondly,  in  an  attack 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government.  My 
Lords,  I  can  well  anderstand  the  caase  of 
his  assuming  both  these  positions.  My 
noble  Friend  cannot  forget  that  he  once 
belonged  to  the  Government  of  Lord  Derby, 
and  I  shall  be  within  your  Lordships'  re- 
collection when  I  say  my  noble  Friend  has 
not  lost  a  single  opportunity  since  his  se- 
paration from  that  Government  to  bring 
as  much  odium  on  it  as  he  can,  and  to  cast 
political  dirt  upon  those  who  were  once  his 
Colleagues.  But  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
should  confine  himself  to  facts  when  he 
brings  charges  against  the  Government ; 
at  all  events  if  he  finds  his  memory  not 
sufficiently  retentive  to  enable  him  accu- 
rately to  detail  what  has  occurred  in  the 
House  of  Commons  he  should  follow  the 
commendable  example  of  the  Speaker  when 
he  has  to  read  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
provide  himself  with  a  copy.  My  noble 
Friend  stated  as  his  first  charge  against 
the  Government  that  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters proposed  to  endow  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic University.  This  is  not  the  first 
time  that  charge  has  been  brought  against 
us ;  and  as  the  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject has  been  laid  before  Parliament  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  mo  to  detain  your 
Lordships  by  a  statement  of  the  facts  and 
a  defence  of  the  policy.  But  I  wish  dis- 
tinctly to  state  that  no  proposal  has  ever 
been  made  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  endow  a  Roman  Catholic  University. 
My  Lords,  profiting  by  the  errors  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  provided  myself  with 
a  copy  of  Hansard,  and  I  will  read  you 
the  words  of  the  Chief  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  the  endowment  of  the  proposed 
University,  which  would  be  essential  if 
Parliament  agreed  in  the  first  instance  to 
the  principle  of  providing  for  the  necessary 
expenses  of  the  University.  I  refer  to  the 
expenses  of  providing  Professors,  and  also 
of  making  some  provision  for  the  buildings 
if  Parliament  approved.  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
^id — 

"  With  regard  to  endowment  it  will  be  essen- 
tial, of  course,  if  Parliament  agrees  to  the  pro- 
posal, in  the  first  instance  to  provide  for  the 
necessary  expenses  of  the  University — that  is  to 
say,  the  expenses  of  officers  of  the  University, 
of  the  University  Professors,  and  also  to  make 
some  provision  for  a  building.  It  is  possible 
that  if  Parliament  approves  the  scheme,  it  may 
not  be  indisposed  to  endow  certain  University 
sobolarsbips." 
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["  Hear!  "]  Well,  my  noble  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  it  was  possible 
Parliament  might  hereafter  do  it  ;  but  the 
Government  did  not  propose  it.  [*'  Hear!'*] 
The  intentions  of  the  Government  I  sub- 
mit are  only  to  be  drawn  from  their  own 
declarations.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  further — 

"  But  with  regard  to  the  endowment  of  Col- 
leges, it  is  impossible  we  could  make  any  pro- 
posal of  that  nature  at  present ;  and  to  that  ex- 
tent the  question  will  be  left  open  to  future  con* 
sideration.  It  is  not  therefore  contemplated  to 
submit  any  scheme  for  the  endowment  of  the 
Colleges  in  connection  with  the  University." — 
[3  Hansard,  cxc.  1386, 1387.] 

Thus  we  see  the  proposal  was  not  to  en- 
dow a  University ;  it  was  simply  to  provide 
a  small  limited  sum  for  the  professorial 
and  tutorial  expenses  of  the  University  ; 
and  if  that  would  constitute  an  endowment 
of  the  University  I  do  not  know  what  an 
endowment  is.  The  second  charge  of  my 
noble  Friend  is  that  we  brought  in  a  mea- 
sure for  the  abolition  of  the  ecclesiastical 
endowments  of  the  West  India  Colonies.  I 
will  shortly  explain  the  state  of  the  case — 
and  I  think  that  my  noble  Friend  before  he 
left  the  Colonial  Office  must  have  become 
cognizant  of  the  circumstance. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  I  beg 
your  pardon  ;  as  far  as  I  remember  I  saw 
the  Bill  on  tho  subject  for  the  first  time  on 
the  table  of  the  House. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH:  Well, 
the  facts  of  the  case  are  these — At  the 
time  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  an  annual 
grant  of  £20.000  was  ordered  to  be  set 
apart  by  the  6  <fc  7  Geo.  IV.  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Archbishops,  Bishops,  and 
Ministers  of  the  Established  Church  in  the 
West  India  Islands.  In  the  year  1842 
Sir  Robert  Peel  made  a  new  arrangement; 
and  recently  a  Bill  has  been  introduced 
annually  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
take  the  charge  from  off  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  measure  has  been  carried  by 
the  Opposition,  and  the  House  having  ap- 
proved it  in  so  unmistakeable  a  manner  in 
two  successive  years  the  Government  has 
adopted  the  principle,  and  now  sanctions 
the  proposal  to  remove  the  £20.000  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  has  brought  in 
a  Bill  with  that  object.  I  am  informed 
that  this  was  known  in  the  Colonial  Office 
when  my  noble  Friend  presided  there;  but 
of  course  if  he  states  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  I  must  accept  his  denial. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON  :  I  should 
be  glad  if   the   noble  Duke   would   per- 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


mit  me  to  explain,  and  ao  prevent  any 
misapprehension  on  the  subject.  I  stated 
that  I  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  whole  question  of  the  West  Indian 
Church,  and  I  was  fully  prepared  myself 
to  undertake  the  task,  though  not  in  the 
fashion  now  proposed  by  the  Government. 
I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  measure  ;  I 
find  fault  with  the  Government,  because, 
while  it  deprecates  disestablishment  in  Ire- 
land, it  is  promoting  disestablishment  in 
the  West  Indies. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  :  My 
noble  Friend  is  not  quite  accurate.     The 
West  Indian  proposal  does  not  amount  to 
disestablishment.      Ample  funds  are  pro- 
vided in  the  colonies  themselves  for  the 
Church,  and  this  removal  of  the  £20,000 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  simply  cor- 
responds with  a  Resolution  to  take  away  the 
Regium  Donum  from  the  Dissenters.  I  will, 
however  proceed  to  the  main  question  of  the 
evening.     The  noble  Earl  next  proceeded 
to  attack  the  Government,  in  which  he  has 
been  assisted  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite. 
The  old  proverb  tells  us  we  should  never 
look  a  gift  horse  in  the  mouth,  and,  nij 
Lords,  it  is  not  perhaps  at  all  astonishing 
that  noble  Lords  opposite  do  not  like  to 
have  their  motives  for  promoting  this  mea- 
sure too  narrowly  canvassed,  considering 
how  closely  it  is  connected  with  the  political 
exigencies  of  their  situation.     That  situa- 
tion has  some  very  remarkable  features  ; 
and  I  would  recall  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  what  occurred  in  1866.    The  Session  of 
that  year  opened  with  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment in  Office,  supported  by  a  united  Liberal 
party,  strong  under  the  Leadership  of  one 
who  bad   successfully  led  that   party  for 
many  years  ;  strong  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  powerful   in  the  nation.     Bui 
what  was  the  result  ?     In  that  year  we 
saw  the  Liberal  majority  dissipated,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  of  that 
day  surrendered  the  conduct  of  the  affairs 
of  the  country  into  the  hands  of  us  his  op- 
ponents   almost  on   a  casual   plea.      My 
Lords,  what  was  the  state  of  the  Liberal 
party  after  that  event  ?     I  need  not  detail 
its  lamentable  condition  to  your  Lordships; 
suffice  it  to  say  it  was  split  up  into  frag- 
ments, and  that  it  was  well  described  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  party  (Mr. 
Bouverie)  as  an  undisciplined  rabble.  That 
being  the  state  of  the  case  it  became  posi- 
tively necessary  that  a  cry  should  be  found 
to  unite  the  scattered  fragments  of  the 
party  and  enable  it  to  act.      And  what 
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was  the  method  of  proceeding  that  was 
adopted  ?  Putting  these  matters  aside  for 
the  time,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  some 
striking  features  attending  the  movement. 
My  Lords,  early 'in  this  Session  the  nohle 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Bussell)  brought  for- 
ward, without  much  notice  and  without 
having  referred  to  the  subject  in  his  re- 
marks on  the  Queen's  Speech,  certain 
charges  against  the  Prime  Minister.  Those 
charges  were  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
stated  one  thing  at  a  particular  time 
whereas  he  believed  auother — that  he  had 
boasted  he  hsd  been  "educating  his  party" 
—in  short,  that  while  professing  one  set  of 
opinions  he  had  been  holding  a  different 
set.  Now  this  charge  of  political  dis- 
honesty was  followed  up  afterwards  by  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  sits 
next  to  the  noble  Earl,  in  one  of  those 
oratorical  displays  to  which  your  Lordships 
always  listen  with  pleasure  and  gratifica- 
tion. At  the  same  time  I  must  say  that 
some  of  the  statements  that  fell  from  the 
noble  Duke  on  that  occasion  were  of  rather 
a  remarkable  character.  The  noble  Duke 
had  been  at  the  pains  during  his  leisure 
hours  of  reading  up  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  from  time  to  time  by 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  and,  comparing 
them  one  with  another,  he  exposed,  with 
all  the  powers  of  eloquence  and  force  of 
imagery,  their  various  faults  and  incon- 
sistencies. The  noble  Duke  might,  I 
think,  have  remembered  the  old  proverb, 
"  that  those  who  live  in  glass  houses  should 
not  throw  stones."  The  noble  Duke  might 
I  think  have  remembered  too  that  if  you 
were  to  institute  a  similar  scrutiny  into 
the  careers  of  any  of  our  leading  public 
men,  you  would  fiud  that  they  have  in  the 
coarse  of  their  lives  frequently  been  com- 
pelled, by  the  exigency  of  political  situa- 
tions, to  alter  or  at  all  events  to  modify 
tbe  views  which  they  had  formerly  ex- 
pressed. But,  my  Lords,  I  think  that  if 
any  malicious  spirit  had  brooded  over  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  who  is  the  author  of 
the  measure  now  before  your  Lordships' 
House,  and  if  that  spirit  had  endeavoured 
with  the  utmost  acumen  of  his  malevolence 
to  prompt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
Bomething  which  should  give  the  lie  to  the 
whole  of  his  past  life,  and  should  serve  as 
a  denial  of  all  those  principles  which  he 
had  held  most  sacred,  and  for  which  he 
has  contended  with  the  greatest  fervour 
and  conviction,  that  malevolent  spirit  could 
not  have  selected  a  more  fitting  opportu- 
nity than  the  present,  or  have  suggested  a 


plan  more  certain  to  have  that  effect  than 
that  of  prompting  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  become  the  author  of  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships'  House.  Now,  my 
Lords,  Mr.  Gladstone  has  made  use  of 
some  remarkable  expressions  with  regard 
to  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
have  already  stated  that  many  statesmen 
in  the  exigencies  of  political  situations 
may  be  compelled  to  alter  their  opinions 
and  to  adopt  different  views  as  to  expe- 
diency and  the  possibility  of  carrying  on  a 
Government  on  certain  principles ;  but  I 
have  scarcely  ever  seen  an  instance  in 
which  opinions  hitherto  firmly  adhered  to 
on  the  score  of  absolute  truth  have  been 
so  ruthlessly  cast  to  the  winds — an  instance 
where  all  that  has  been  hitherto  held  sacred 
has  been  so  unhesitatingly  devoted  to  de- 
struction. Let  me  read  a  very  short  state- 
ment from  his  Work  upon  Church  and 
State,  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  far  back  I  believe  as  1840  or  1841 — 

'*  Upon  us  of  this  day  has  fallen  (and  we  shrink 
not  from  it,  but  welcome  it  as  a  high  and  glorious, 
thoagh  an  arduous  duty)  the  defence  of  the  Re- 
formed Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  as  the  reli- 
gious Establishment  of  the  country 

However  formidable  at  first  sight  these  admissions, 
which  I  have  no  desire  to  narrow  or  qualify,  may 
appear,  they  in  no  way  shake  the  foregoing  argu- 
ments. They  do  not  change  the  nature  of  truth, 
and  her  capability  and  destiny  to  benefit  mankind. 
They  do  not  relieve  Government  of  its  responsi- 
bility if  they  show  that  that  responsibility  was 
once  unfelt  and  unsatisfied.  They  place  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  in  the  condition  of  one 
called  to  do  penance  for  past  offences  ;  but  duty 
remains  unaltered  and  imperative,  and  abates 
nothing  of  her  demands  on  our  services." 

These,  my  Lords,  are  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  the  author  of 
this  Bill — a  Bill  which  is  acknowledged  by 
noblo  Lords  opposite  to  aim  at  nothing 
short  of  the  complete  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  in  the  progress 
of  this  measure  we  have  strongly  brought 
into  light  the  political  dishonesty  of  the 
process  which  has  been  resorted  to.  Now, 
my  Lords,  a  very  good  test  as  to  whether 
a  measure  is  well  devised  and  well  con- 
ceived, whether  it  is  such  a  measure  as 
ought  to  bo  promoted  for  the  public  bene- 
fit, is  that  great  men  and  leading  states- 
men have  had  their  minds  long  made  up 
on  the  subject,  and,  without  any  vacilla- 
tion of  purpose,  have  persistently  and 
consistently  endeavoured  to  attain  the  re- 
sult for  which  they  are  striving.  But  has 
this  been  the  case  in  relation  to  the  mea- 
sure of  which  the  noble  Lords  opposite  are 
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now  80  grettly  enamoured  ?  But,  my  Lords, 
as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  stated 
in  the  brilliant  address  which  he  delivered 
last  evening.  Sir  George  Grey,  in  1865,  on 
the  part  of  the  Whig  Government  of  the 
day,  expressly  declared,  with  a  full  know- 
ledge  of  all  the    facts   before  him,  and 
with  a  full  knowledge   of  the  grievances 
of   which    the    Irish    people   complained, 
that    it    was    not    the   intention   of    the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  attempt 
to  do  80  would  be  little  short  of  a  revolu- 
tion.    What  was  the  reply  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Barl  Russell)  made  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  sits  on  the  cross-Benches 
(Earl  Grey)  two  years  ago  ?    And,  in  pass- 
ing, I  may  remark  that  if  tberei  s  any  noble 
Earl  whose  opinions  are  entitled  to  com- 
mand the  respect  of  us  all,  as  they  cer- 
tainly do  mine,  it  is  the  noble  Earl  who 
sits  on    the  oross-Benches,      I    certainly 
do  not  agree  with  the  plan  which  he  pro- 
posed, because  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  hour,  or  con- 
duce to  the  prosperity  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ;    but  the  noble  Earl  has  been  the 
eonsistent  advocate  of  his  particular  views, 
and  has  enforced  them  from  time  to  time 
with  a   consistency  and   pertinacity  that 
certainly  entitle  him  to  our  respect.     When 
the  noble  Earl  brought  forward  his  proposal 
as  lately  as  two  years  ago,  what  was  the 
reply  he  received  from  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site ?     As  I  have  already  stated,  a  great 
change  has  since  come  over  the  spirit  of 
the  noble  Earl's  dreams  ;  and,  finding  him- 
self no  longer  in  power,  his  party  scattered, 
and  its  members  disunited,  this  plan  has 
been  devised   with  a  view  to  once  more 
bringing  his  party  into  harmony  and  co- 
operation.     We  find  that  the  noble  Earl 
addressed    a    letter    to    Mr.    Chichester 
Fortescue.     Having,  in  reply  to  the  noble 
Earl    on    the   cross-Benches,  stated  that 
in  his  belief  the  proposal  which  the  noble 
Earl  advocated  would  be  fraught  with  ruin 
and  danger  to  Ireland,  in   that  letter  to 
Mr.  Fortescue  he  adopts  the  proposal  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches, 
and  puts  it  forward  as  his  own.     And  was 
this  the  only  change  in   the  opinion  of  the 
noble   Earl  ?      No ;    soon  afterwards   the 
noble  Earl  finds  himself  in  another  political 
exigency,  and,  after  the  statement  of  Lord 
Mayo  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  the  exposition  of  the  remedial  mea- 
sures which  the  Government  proposed  for 
the   benefit  of  Ireland,  the   noble   Earl, 
with  all  the  impetuosity  for  which  he  ia  so 
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remarkable,  rushes  headlong  into  the  fray 
and  deelares  that  the  time  is  past  for  all 
such  half  measures  and  puny  proposals. 
He  discards  the  plan  of  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross-Benches  with  as  much  facility 
as  he  adopted  it,  and  not  only  gives  hit 
adherence  to  the  plan  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  author  of  this 
measure,  but  advocates  its  adoption  in 
public.  But,  my  Lords,  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther this  ia  the  way  in  which  great  ques- 
tions are  to  be  dealt  with  ?  Has  not  this 
measure  been  introduced  because  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Beform  question — which 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  might  to  a  certain 
extent  have  regarded  as  his  property — was 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  party  oppo- 
site, and  because  it  was  therefore  neces- 
sary to  find  a  new  cry  ?  But  is  this  the 
way  in  which  a  great  question  like  this  is 
to  be  treated  ?  — that  a  plan  rejected  one 
day  should  be  adopted  the  next,  only  in 
turn  to  give  way  to  another  of  a  still  more 
dangerous  and  extravagant  character. 

My  Lords,  we  have  certainly  heard  a 
somewhat  novel  argument  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  A  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  last  night  laid 
considerable  stress  on  the  opinion  that 
foreign  countries  entertain  respecting  the 
Irish  Church.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  desirable  that  your  Lordships'  legis- 
lation should  be  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  of  foreign  nations.  It  has  hitherto 
been  our  custom  to  be  guided  by  what  we 
deemed  to  be  right,  by  what  we  conceived 
to  be  just  and  politic,  undeterred  by  fears 
or  taunts,  and  uninfluenced  by  our  neigh- 
bours. But  I  must  say  that,  whatever 
the  opinions  abroad  may  be,  and  whether 
they  be  favourable  or  adverse  to  the  ex- 
istence of  the  Irish  Church,  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  is  to  a  considerable  extent  respon- 
sible for  them.  I  find  that  the  noble 
Earl,  in  a  work  he  published  in  1823 — his 
Essays  on  the  British  Constitution — gave 
an  account  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church.  In  1865  the  noble  Earl  re-pub- 
lished that  book,  and  in  tho  preface  he 
stated  that  he  found  things  had  so  much 
changed  he  should  be  obliged  either  to  re- 
write his  work  or  append  such  copious 
notes  as  would  interfere  very  much  with 
the  convenience  of  his  readers.  He  pre- 
ferred to  write  a  preface,  and  as  a  specimen 
of  political  honesty  how  did  the  noble  Earl 
deal  with  the  Irish  Church  ?  He  gave  in 
the  edition  of  1865  a  statement  of  the 
Bishops  and  Archbishops  forming  the 
Establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  as  it 
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existed  prefioiM  to  the  Irish  Temporalities 
Aot ;  indeed »  he  rather  exaggerated  the 
ioeome  as  it  existed  at  that  day,  and  in- 
stead of  appending  a  note,  as  he  might 
eatilj  have  done  in  five  lines,  at  the  hottom 
of  the  page,  that  the  whole  had  heen  al- 
tered bj  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities 
Aet,  we  are  obliged  to  go  back  to  the  In- 
trodoetion,  which  extends  to  108  pages, 
where  we  find  this  notice  relating  to  the 
Irish  Church — 

"  At  the  lame  time  tbe  Irish  C Lurch  was  re- 
Ibnned,  the  number  of  BUhops  reduced,  and  the 
Establishment  rendered  more  efficient." 

That  work,  no  doubt,  had  a  large  circula- 
tion ;  but  unless  the  reader  was  verj  care- 
ful in  looking  back  to  the  Introduction  he 
would  have  gone  away  from  the  perusal  of 
the  re- publication  of  1865  with  the  idea 
that  tne  Irish  Church  remained  in  the 
same  state  in  which  it  existed  previously 
to  the  Church  Temporalities  Act.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  the  noble  Earl  was  so 
conscious  of  the  great  unfairness  of  this 
representation  that  in  the  following  year 
he  published  a  new  edition,  from  which  all 
mention  of  the  Irish  Church  was  excluded; 
but  no  sort  of  explanation  was  given  of  the 
extraordinary  mistake  in  the  edition  of 
1865.  Therefore,  my  Lords,  I  say  that 
if  foreign  countries  do  look  upon  the  Irish 
Church  as  an  overgrown  Establishment — 
a  great  anomaly,  justifying  reprobation 
and  indignation  —  the  noble  Earl  is  very 
justly  chargeable  with  responsibility  on 
that  account  by  reason  of  bis  very  unfair 
representations  of  the  condition  of  that 
Church.  But,  my  Lords,  I  have  anotlier 
answer  to  any  opinions  of  foreign  countries 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  and  tho 
words  I  would  quote  to  jour  Lordships  for 
tliat  purpose  are  these — 

"When  foreigners  express  their  astonishment 
ftt  finding  that  we  support  in  Ireland  the  Church 
of  s  imall  minority,  we  maj  tell  them  that  we 
npport  it  on  the  ground  of  a  high  conscientious 
Moenitj  for  its  truth." 

These,  my  Lords,  are  the  words  of  Mr. 

Gladstone  in  his  hook  on  Church  and  State, 

My  Lords,  1  will  now  make  a  few  re- 

intrks  on  the  action  of  tbe  Bill  itself.     I 

€tn  conceive  nothing    more  unnecessary, 

even  supposing  this  to  be  a  question  fit  for 

your  Lordships'  consideration  ;  but  I  hope 

jOQr  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that  it 

thoQJd  he  referred  to  the  general  opinion 

<>f  the  country.     Nothing  could  be  more 

objectionable  than  the  mode  in  which  the 

^nre  proposes  to  deal  with  the  question 

^Qld  it  be  adopted.      The  Bill  simply 


proceeds  on  the  feeling  which  seems  to 
have  been  engendered  in  the  mind  of  its 
author,  that  it  was  necessary  to  take  some 
action  on  the  Resolutions  that  had  been 
passed.  It  is  said  that  the  Bill  will  not 
interfere  with  vested  rights ;  but,  to  a 
great  extent,  it  will  interfere  with  vested 
rights.  The  patronage  of  a  Bishop  is  con- 
sidered as  much  a  vested  right  as  the 
house  in  which  he  lives.  The  Bill,  sus- 
pending all  ecclesiastical  patronage,  will 
deprive  the  Bishops  of  a  portion  of  their 
vested  rights.  And  how  will  it  afiect  the 
case  of  deserving  curates?  There  are 
many  such  who  have  laboriously  earned 
preferment/  and  are  only  waiting  for  some 
contingency  to  receive  their  reward;  but 
who  will  be  visited  with  injustice  and  in- 
jury should  this  Bill  receive  your  Lord- 
ships* sanction.  As  regards  parochial  in- 
terests also,  it  may  be  very  well  to  intro- 
duce the  provisions  of  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Act  where  a  vacancy  occurs,  the 
neighbouring  clergyman  being  appointed 
for  the  interval  and  being  remunerated 
accordingly  ;  but  unless  some  additional 
strength  be  given  such  a  provision  will  be 
quite  inadequate  in  many  populous  parishes. 
Are  we,  then,  for  the  sake  of  this  Bill,  to 
throw  the  whole  course  of  parochial  work 
into  confusion  ? 

It  seems  to  me  that  a  very  great  diver- 
sity of  opinion  is  entertained  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  second  reading  (Earl  Granville)  said 
the  Government  might  and  ought  to  accept 
it  as  part  of  the  plan  it  would  be  necessary 
for  them  ultimately  to  pursue.  But  the 
noble  Earl  who  addressed  your  Lordships  at 
a  later  period  of  the  evening  on  the  same 
side  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  declared  that 
it  was  a  Bill  which  had  for  its  object  dis- 
establishment and  discndowment  of  the 
Irish  Church.  My  Lords,  I  need  not  de- 
tain you  any  further  with  reference  to  the 
objections  to  this  Bill,  and  which  I  trust 
will  induce  your  Lordships  to  reject  it  on 
the  second  reading.  Neither  will  I  detain 
your  Lordships  by  following  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  spoke  last 
night,  into  the  ancient  history  of  the  Irish 
Church.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
Church  of  Ireland  and  tho  Church  of  Eng- 
land have  from  the  most  ancient  times  al- 
ways been  considered  one  Church.  I  will 
give  a  single  instance  by  reference  to  the 
Council  of  Constance  in  1414 — 

"  It  is  a  fact  well  worthy  of  note  that  at  tho 
Council  of  Constance  the  Ambassadors  of  the 
French  King,  having  objected  that  the  English 
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Chnroh  was  not  eniiilod  to  Tote  as  a  separate 
national  Church  on  account  of  the  fewness  of  its 
Bishops,  the  English  Ambassadors  replied,  '  That 
the  Church  in  England  and  Ireland  was  one 
national  Church,  and  that  the  number  of  their 
Bishops  together  exceeded  the  number  of  the 
French  Church.' " 

The  case  wns  minutely  inquired  into  and 
decided  by  the  Council  in  favour  of  Eng- 
land. So  far  back,  then,  as  the  Council 
of  Constance  the  English  and  Irish  Church 
were  looked  upon  as  one  national  Church. 
Neither  will  I  detain  your  Lordships  by 
narrating  the  Tarious  submissions  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Irish  Church  to 
the  Koyal  supremacy  further  than  to  men- 
tion that  the  Royal  supremacy  was  ac- 
knowledged by  the  Irish  Church  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  again  in  the  reign 
of  Edward  YI.,  and  again  in  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  The  identity  of  the  Churches 
18  patent  and  irrefragable.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  three  centuries,  but  of  many 
centuries.  It  ante-dates  the  existence  of 
Parliaments  themselves.  True,  the  Refor- 
mation did  not  spread  in  Ireland  as  in 
England,  and  there  was  a  large  body  of 
Dissenters  from  the  Irish  Church  ;  but 
though  these  preponderate  in  numbers, 
there  are  other  and  higher  considerations 
on  which  we  may  rest  the  support  of  the 
Irish  Establishment. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
the  second  reading  put  the  issue  of  the 
question  upon  two  very  distinct  grounds, 
and  to  those  grouuds  I  will  now  briefly 
advert.  He  said  that  he  rested  his  first 
objection  to  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  on  the  ground  that  it  had  not  ful- 
filled the  objects  for  which  it  had  been 
established.  His  second  objection  was, 
that  it  was  an  injustice  and  offence  to  the 
Irish  people.  With  regard  to  the  first 
point,  I  would  ask  the  noble  Earl,  What 
are  the  objects  which  it  has  not  fulfilled  ? 
Does  the  noble  Earl,  whose  opinions  on 
most  subjects  I  greatly  respect,  contend 
that  the  Church  ought  to  have  been  a  pro- 
selytizing institution  ?  My  Lords,  there 
is  no  one  who  has  done  more  to  defend 
the  religious  convictions  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  than  the  noble  Earl ;  I  believe 
there  is  no  greater  friend  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty,  and  the  noble  Earl  has  sig- 
nalized his  sentiments  on  this  subject  by 
being  a  strenuous  advocate  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Conscience  Clause  into  the 
schools  of  this  country  almost  at  the  risk 
of  a  breach  with  the  Established  Church. 
So  much  hao  the  noble  Earl  insisted  upon 
the  rights  of  conscience,  that  he  is  himself 
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the  originator  of  the  Conscience  Clanse. 
Is  it,  then,  from  the  noble  Earl  thai  we 
hear  the  complaint  that  the  Church  has 
failed  in  its  objects  ?  Does  the  noble  Earl 
mean  that  the  Church  should  have  been  a 
Missionary  Church — that  it  should  have 
done  violence  to  the  religious  feelings  and 
prejudices  of  the  Irish  people  and  lighted 
up  the  flame  of  religious  discord  in  every 
parish  throughout  the  land  ?  If  that  had 
been  the  case  we  should  have  had  Ministers 
arguing  in  an  exciting  way  in  order  to 
gain  over  the  Catholic  population,  and 
should  have  had  discord  and  enmity  in 
every  parish  in  Ireland.  I  ask,  again,  has 
not  the  Church  fulfilled  its  objects  ?  It 
ministers  to  its  own  Protestant  congrega- 
tions, which  are  very  considerable  in  num- 
ber, and  also  to  many  of  the  Protestant 
Dissenters;  and,  if  so,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  why  it  has  not  fulfilled  its  duties. 
And  here  another  question  also  arises — Is 
the  Church  at  all  on  the  increase  in  Ire- 
land ?  I  say  it  is.  If  we  look  to  the 
population  Returns,  and  compare  the  pro- 
portions of  Protestants  and  Roman  Catho- 
lics, we  find  that  the  Protestant  population 
has  decreased  considerably  less  than  the 
Roman  Catholic.  But  then  there  is  an- 
other very  adequate  test — namely,  the  test 
of  subscriptions.  According  to  a  Return 
which  has  been  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  appears  that  in  1834  there 
were  35  churches  originally  contracted  for 
by  parishioners  towards  which  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  of  Ireland  made 
grants.  The  total  approximate  value  of 
these  35  churches  was  £50,890.  Deduct- 
ing £11,233,  the  amount  granted  by  the 
Commissioners,  it  appears  that  on  an 
average  £1,133  was  contributed  in  each 
of  these  35  instances  by  voluntary  sub- 
scriptions. There  were  besides  187 
churches  re-built  by  the  Commissioners 
between  1834  and  1865,  at  a  total  cost 
of  £271,916  4«.  9(i.,  or  nt  an  average 
amount  per  church  of  £1,454  1«.  llld. ; 
but  these  sums  include  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions. Therefore  there  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  voluntary  subscriptions  are 
not  given  to  the  same  extent  as  before. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  now  come — and  I  shall 
not  trespass  on  your  Lordships'  patience 
much  longer — to  what  appears  to  roe  to  be 
really  the  most  important  consideration 
that  I  shall  have  to  lay  before  you.  The 
second  objection  that  my  noble  Friend  has 
to  tho  Established  Church  of  Ireland  is 
that  it  is  an  ofi'cnce  to  the  Irish  people. 
NoW|  if  it  be  an  offence  to  the  Irish  people. 
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and  this  be  the  one  thing  to  remore  offence 
from  the  Irish  hoiom — ^if  this  be  the  one 
thing   needed  to  produce   those   halcyon 
days   of  peace  and  good-will  in  Ireland, 
when  erery  man  will  sit  under  his  own 
Tine  and  fig  tree— if  we  are  to  have  those 
blessed  days  of  loyalty,  happiness,  truth, 
Tirtne,  and  religion  which  are  required  to 
make  the  world  happy,  I  say,  let  us  make 
the  sacrifice.     But,  my  Lords,  because  I 
do  not  believe  anything  of  the  kind — be- 
cause I  am  sure  there  are  other  greater 
difiicuUies  which  the  noble  Earl  below  the 
Gangway  has  admitted  to  exist,  and  of 
the  existence  of  which  we  have  the  best 
proofs — I  conjure  your  Lordships  to  throw 
out  this  Bill,  and  to  relegate  this  great 
question  to  the  country  with  the  recorded 
opinion  of  your  Lordships  as  to  its  magni- 
tude and  importance.  And  here  I  will  con- 
fess that,  although  great  fears  have  been 
expressed  as  to  the  effect  of  this  measure 
upon  the  Established  Church  of  this  coun- 
try, I  myself  do  not  very  much  share  those 
fears.     My  Lords,  I  say  that  the  Estab- 
liahed  Church  in  this  country  is  rooted  and 
founded  in  the  affections  pf  the  people,  and 
that  it  is  an  institution  which  I  trust  and 
beliere  will  last  for  many  generations.  My 
Lords,  so  much  is  it  in  accordance  with 
the  feelings  and  general  consent  of  all  par- 
ties, so  deeply  is  it  felt  to  be  the  bulwark 
of  the  public  liberties,  that  I  have  no  fears 
whatever  for  it.    Therefore,  I  dismiss  that 
consideration  altogether.     But  what  I  do 
fear  is  this  —  not  the  effect  of  this  mea« 
tore  upon  England,  but  upon  Ireland.     It 
is  that  which  is    to  be  deprecated.     My 
Lords,   there    are  great  questions    upon 
^hich  the  Liberal  party  have  been  long 
united,  and  on  which   Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  agreed  with  them — I  ollude, 
in  the  first  place,  to  the  question  of  Na- 
tional Education,  which  was  placed  upon 
An  enduring  basis  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
^Ate  Prime  Minister.     That  measure,  in- 
troduced by  my  noble  Friend,  has  been  of 
the  greatest  benefit  to  Ireland,  and  it  has 
ffceiTed  the  support  and   defence  of  the 
PArty  whom  the  noble  Earl  opposite  rcpre- 
^Qt8.    My  Lords,  does  that  measure  give 
^tisfaction  generally  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
de hierarchy  in  Ireland  ?     I  will  take  the 
*ord8  of  Dr.  Manning  as  evidence  of  what 
^Ajbe  supposed  to  be  the  views  of  the 
'^otnan  Catholic  hierarchy  on  the  subject 
^fNational  Education.  Dr.  Manning  says — 

"  The  other  measure  of  pressing  importance 
1^  Ireland,  which  maj  be  passed  at  once  if  any 
^ernment  have  the  will  to  do  so,  is  such  a 
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modifieatlon  of  the  National  Education  Board  as 
shall  make  the  existing  schools  honA  fide  denomi- 
national schools  of  the  Catholio  and  of  the  Pro- 
testant populations  respectively.  It  is  a  keen 
irony  to  call  a  system  of  education  national  where 
the  religion  of  the  nation  may  neither  be  taught 
nor  exhibited  in  its  schools.  If  the  people  of  Ire- 
land had  been  consulted  at  its  foundation,  it  would 
never  have  come  into  existence." 

The  very  argument  which  my  noble  Friend 

below  the  Gangway  urged,  and  which  has 

been  frequently  urged,  with  respect  to  the 

Irish  Church. 

''  If  they  were  polled  now,  it  would  not  survive 
a  day.  It  is  not  a  national  but  a  Government 
education,  distasteful  to  almost  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  Ireland,  to  Catholics  and  to  Protestants 
alike.  Both  would  be  glad  to  see  it  resolved 
into  denominational  education.  It  would  promote 
peace,  contentment,  and  good -will,  to  give  over 
the  schools  in  each  place  to  the  majority,  be  it 
Catholic  or  Protestant.  The  Catholic  minority 
would  gladly  provide  its  own  Catholic  school.  The 
Protestant  minority  would  be  easily  provided  for 
out  of  the  wealth  of  the  Protestant  clergy  and 
landlords." 

That,  my  Lords,  is  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
Manning,  and  that  represents  the  views  of 
the  Roman  Catholio  hierarchy  of  Ireland. 
Now,  I  will  ask  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
whether,  having  given  up  the  Church  which 
has  produced  peace,  contentment,  and  good- 
will in  Ireland,  they  are  prepared  to  give 
up  the  national  system  of  education  also, 
which  they  have  so  long,  ably,  and  stoutly 
defended  ?  The  next  question  which  ap- 
pears looming  in  the  distance,  or  rather  I 
will  say  showing  itself  in  very  distinct  out- 
lines, is  the  subject  of  University  Educa- 
tion. The  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland  are 
undenominational,  and  I  believe  the  Libe- 
ral party,  as  well  as  the  party  which  sup- 
ports Her  Majesty's  Government,  have  sus- 
tained the  principle  on  which  these  Col- 
leges exist,  and  consider  that,  on  the  whole, 
they  have  been  beneficial  and  conducive 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  What  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Roman  Catholio  hier- 
archy with  respect  to  these  Colleges  ?  My 
Lords,  I  will  state  it  in  Dr.  Manning's 
own  words — 

"  When  the  Irish  ask  for  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin  they  are  reminded  that  it  would  reduce 
them  from  the  dignity  of  an  integral  part  of  the 
mother  country  to  the  level  of  a  colony.  But  Eng- 
land treats  its  colonies,  in  education  as  well  as  in 
religious  equality,  better  than  it  treats  Ireland.  If 
the  dignity  of  belonging  to  the  mother  country  is 
to  be  purchased  by  the  grievance  of  religious  in- 
equality, and  of  education  stripped  of  the  national 
religion,  Ireland  may  be  forgiven  for  asking  for 
the  portion  of  a  daughter  and  to  be  treated  as  a 
colonj.  The  British  Government  has  chartered 
and  endowed  Colleges  at  Sydney  and  Melbourne,'in 
Australia,  and  a  Catholio  University  in  Canada, 
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But  in  Ireland  the  Catholic  University  hai  nei- 
ther charter  nor  endowment." 

The  mixed  Colleges  in  Ireland  have  been 
named  the  "  godless  "  Colleges ;  and  you 
may  depend  upon  it  that  that  opinion, 
formed  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy, 
has  not  been  taken  up  in  a  hurry,  nor 
will  it  be  abandoned  in  a  hurry.  It  has 
been  taken  up  after  grave  consideration, 
and  they  \?ill  continue  to  make  these  de- 
mands. Are  noble  Lords  prepared  to  con- 
cede to  them  ?  Then,  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion— the  land  question — has  been  touched 
on.  When  we  have  given  up  our  system 
of  National  education  and  the  undenomi- 
national Colleges,  we  shall  be  called  upon 
to  review  this  question.  I  do  not  say  we 
shall  ever  come  to  that  which  will  be  tanta- 
mount to  a  revolution — the  confiscation  of 
the  land  and  a  change  of  proprietorship ; 
but  looking  at  the  aspect  which  this  ques- 
tion is  assuming,  and  at  the  demands 
which  this  measure  is  likely  to  increase 
and  encourage,  I  think  that  a  proposal  it 
likely  to  be  made  which,  if  entertained, 
will  so  far  change  the  proprietorship  of 
the  land  as  to  give  the  tenant  an  indefea- 
sible right  to  it,  subject  to  certain  rent- 
charges  payable  to  the  present  proprietors. 
Let  me  quote  another  extract  from  the 
same  eloquent  writer  with  reference  to  the 
land.     Dr.  Manning  says — 

"  The  <  Land  Question,'  as  we  call  it,  by  a 
somewhat  heartless  euphemism,  means  hunger, 
thirst,  nakedness,  notice  to  quit,  labour  spent  in 
vain,  the  toil  of  years  seized  upon,  the  breaking 
up  of  homes,  the  miseries,  sicknesses,  deaths,  of 
parents,  children,  wives ;  the  despair  and  wildness 
which  spring  up  in  the  hearts  of  the  poor  when 
legal  force,  like  a  sharp  arrow,  goes  over  the 
most  sensitiTe  and  vital  rights  of  mankind.  All 
this  is  contained  in  the  land  question.  It  is  this 
which  spreads  through  the  people  in  three-fourths 
of  Ireland  with  an  all-pervading  and  thrilling  in- 
tensity.  It  is  this  intolerable  grief  which  has 
driven  hundreds  of  thousands  to  America,  there  to 
bide  the  time  of  return.  No  greater  self-deception 
could  we  practise  on  ourselves  than  to  imagine 
that  Fenianism  is  the  folly  of  a  few  apprentices 
and  shopboys.  Fenianism  could  not  have  survived 
for  a  year  if  it  were  not  sustained  by  the  tradi- 
tional and  just  discontent  of  almost  a  whole 
people." 

These  are  the  words  of  incitement  -»  of 
almost  revolutionary  incitement — addressed 
by  this  writer  to  an  excitable  people.  Be- 
hind all  this  lies  another,  and,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  question  of  all — I  mean  the  Union 
of  England  with  Ireland; — and  on  this 
point  I  must  say  that  I  was  thunderstruck 
with  the  argument  used  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Russell)  in  his  second  letter  to  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortcscue.     The  noble  Earl,  in 
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this  publication,  calls  to  mind  what  oceurred 
when  the  Irish  Parliament  voted  for  onion 
with  England ;  and  assuming  that  the 
Irish  Church  is  an  essential  part  of  the 
Act  of  Union,  he  endeavours  to  undermine 
the  authority  of  the  Act  by  recalling  the 
corruption  and  artifices  used  to  procure  the 
assent  of  the  Irish  Parliament,  in  order  to 
show  how  invalid  and  worthless  was  the  le- 
gislative provision  for  uniting  the  Churches 
of  the  two  countries.  But  if  such  an  ar- 
gument is  good  against  the  Irish  Church, 
it  is  good  against  the  Union  ;  and  when 
the  noble  Earl  employs  his  vigorous  pen 
and  powerful  intellect  in  advocating  such 
changes  on  such  grounds,  I  ask  whether  it 
is  clear  that,  making  one  concession  after 
another,  the  final  demand  will  not  be  made 
for  a  dissolution  of  the  Union  between  the 
two  countries  ? 

My  Lords,  in  conclusion  I  will  only  refer 
to  a  remarkable  argument  which  has  been 
made  use  of  in  this  House,  in  order  to 
deter,  if  possible,  your  Lordships  from 
giving  an  independent  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion. We  are  told  that  we  should  beware 
what  line  we  take  in  opposition  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  I  do  not  think 
that  such  an  argument  ever  has  had,  or  ever 
will  have,  any  weight  in  this  House.  Not 
that  your  Lordships  are  indifferent  to  the 
expressed  will  of  the  people  of  England. 
I  trust  that  that  day  never  will  comOt  as 
certainly  it  never  has  come.  But  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  your  Lordships'  House 
does  not  represent  the  mind  and  will  of  the 
people  of  England.  It  is  true  that  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  may  represent 
more  nearly  the  external  fervour,  the  de- 
clamatory power,  and  the  first  impulses  of 
the  people  ;  but  I  believe  that  your  Lord- 
ships do  represent,  in  an  eminent  degree, 
the  inner  feelings  of  the  English  nation, 
and,  perhaps,  that  "still  small  voice" 
which  counsels  prudence,  moderation,  and 
delay.  By  rejecting  this  Bill  your  Lord- 
ships will  be  giving  an  opportunity  which 
I  think  should  be  given  to  the  people  of 
England,  of  quietly  and  calmly  considering 
this  question,  and  the  course  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  and  his  Friends  are 
piA-suing.  I  trust  that  when  the  appeal 
is  made  the  verdict  they  will  gi?e  will  be 
such  as  to  promote  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  In  my  heart  and 
conscience  I  believe  that  noble  Lords  op- 
posite are  pursuing  a  policy  dangerous  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  Empire  ;  that  by 
making  these  concessions  they  are  only 
inviting  further  demandsi  and  are  laying  a 
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foondation  and  adding  story  by  story  to  a 

stmctare  which  will  <e?entually  become  of 

most  portentous  and  dangerous  dimensions. 

I  win  only  qnote,  in  conciusion*  the  words 

of  the  great  satirist  of  old — 

"Namerosa  parabit 
EzoelaiB  turris  tabdata,  undo  altior  enet 
Casus,  et  impttlssB  prsDoepc  immano  roiDSD." 

Lord  DUFFERIN:  My  Lords,  I  as- 
sure your  Lordships  that  I  shall  not  tres- 
pass long  upon  jour  attention.     So  many 
opinions    have    been  expressed,  and   the 
question  is  one  which,  after  all,  must  be 
determined  by  sncli  simple  considerations, 
that  I  should  have  been  willing  to  confine 
my  share  in  to-night's   proceedings  to  a 
sQent  vote.     But,  connected  as  I  am  with 
Ireland,   and  with   the    most   Protestant 
province  in  Ireland,  and  yielding  as  I  do  to 
DO  one  in  affectionate  devotion  to  that  io- 
ititotion  whose  welfare  is  supposed  to  be 
at  stake,  and  whose  doom  we  are  told  will 
be  pronounced  if  you  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  this  Bill,  I  am  anxious  to  state  in  a 
few  brief  sentences  why  it  is  that,  with  a 
perfectly   clear  conscience    and    unfalter- 
ing jodgment.  I  am  prepared  to  adopt  a 
method  of  procedure  with  reference  to  the 
Established  Church  of  Ireland  which  has 
been  so  vigorously  deprecated  by  so  many 
distinguished  persons   in  this  House  and 
elsewhere.     In  confining  my  observations 
to  a  simple  statement  of  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  me,  as  an  Irish  Churchman, 
to  form  the  opinions  at  which  I  have  ar- 
rived, it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to 
enter  the  wider  field  of  argument  which 
h&s   been  the  scene   of  conflict  between 
most  of  those  who  have  preceded  me  in 
tliir  debate.      Of  course,  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  a  question  of  this  kind  must,  in 
a  great  measure,  be  determined  by  those 
Urger  considerations  of  statesmanship  and 
policy  by  which  the  internal  organization 
of  a  great  Empire  is   regulated  : — I  am 
dolj  sensible  of  the  weight  and  cogency  of 
^lieie  considerations  ;  and  I  subscribe  to 
tbe  admirable  exposition  of  them  made  by 
those  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken  on  this 
^<le  uf  the  House  ;  and  especially  to  all 
and  every  word  used  by  the  noble  Earl 
^lu>  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
^n  a  speech  which,  though  it  may  be  pre- 
•Doiptuous  in  me  to  make  such  an  obsor- 
vation,    I    think    is    one    of   the    noblest 
fpeeches  I  ever  had  the  pleasure  of  listen- 
ing to.     But,  though   I   perfectly   agree 
^tb  the  noble   Earl   in   every  argument 
vkieh  he  employed,  it  is  not  my  intention 
lo  reiterate  those  arguments,  or  attempt 


to  dwell  upon  them.  Although  cordially 
adopting  tiie  aspirations  of  the  great 
Liberal  party  in  this  country — aspirations 
which,  notwithstandmg  all  that  has  been 
said  to  the  contrary,  they  have  never 
ceased  to  entertain — to  take  the  first  op- 
portunity of  introducing  into  Ireland  perfect 
religious  equality,  it  is  not  as  a  partisan, 
as  an  adherent  of  any  political  party,  or 
as  a  politician  that  I  venture  to  assert  an 
opinion  on  this  question.  I  shall  leave  it 
to  my  noble  Friends  on  this  Bench,  to 
whose  minds  the  responsibility  of  admi- 
nistration may  have  brought  even  more 
vividly  than  to  my  own  the  dangers  and 
mischiefs  arising  out  of  the  present  con- 
nection between  Church  and  State  in  Ire- 
land, to  prefer  the  statesman's  view  of  the 
question.  They  have  told  you  already, 
and  probably  30U  will  be  told  again,  that 
history  afi^ords  no  precedent,  that  reason 
suggests  no  justification  for  a  Government 
like  ours — a  Government  which  boasts  of 
being  founded  on  a  recognition  of  popular 
rights— making  a  nation,  or  such  a  ma- 
jority of  it  as  is  entitled  to  be  so  called 
— a  nation  co-equal  with  Great  Britain, 
and  sharing  with  her  a  sovereignty  extend- 
ing over  great  part  of  the  habitable  globe 
— that  there  is  no  precedent  in  history  for 
making  such  a  nation  the  victim  of  an 
ecclesiastical  system  which  usurps  the 
power,  the  revenues,  and  the  prestige  of 
the  State  for  the  sake  of  introducing  into 
every  corner  of  Ireland  a  privileged  cor- 
poration connected  in  the  minds  of  seven- 
eighths  of  the  inhabitants  with  bitter 
memories  of  religious  persecution  and 
civil  tyranny.  I  am  aware  that  this  view 
of  the  aspect  in  which  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  is  regarded  by  the 
people  at  large  will  be  denied,  and  that 
the  picture  I  have  drawn  will  be  called 
exaggerated.  Well,  of  course,  I  can  only 
appeal  to  my  own  experience  in  that  case. 
We  have  heard  from  the  noble  Duke  who 
has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough), that  the  Established  Church  ia 
Ireland  is  the  real  representatiro  of  the 
ancient  Church  of  that  country  ;  that  it 
is  the  Protestant  landlords  who  pay  the 
tithes.  Again,  we  are  told  that  we  are 
to  accept  the  greater  wealth  and  the 
high  social  status  of  the  Protestant  com- 
munity OS  the  real  representative  of  the 
nation,  and  that  the  numerical  dispropor- 
tion which  exists  between  the  adherents 
of  the  two  religious  communions  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  overridden  and  reversed  by  the 
greater  numerical  strength  of  Protestantism 
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as  compared  with  CatholieiBm  over  the 
whole  United  Eingdom.  It  is  not  raj  in- 
tention to  dwell  at  any  length  on  such  pro- 
cesses of  reasoning  as  these.  I  merely 
notice  them  in  order  to  deny,  first,  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  on  which  some  of 
them  are  founded  ;  and  next,  the  justice 
of  tho  conclusions  that  are  drawn  from 
them.  I  will  suhmit  to  the  House  that 
view  of  the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  which 
presents  itself  to  my  own  understanding 
as  a  zealous  and  faithful  adherent  of  her 
communion,  jealous  of  her  honour,  anxious 
to  extend  her  iufluence  and  enlarge  her 
boundary,  and,  abo?e  all  things,  desirous 
that  in  the  sight  of  all  men  she  should  be 
blameless  and  free  from  stain.  I  hold  that 
a  Christian  Church  is  bound  in  its  corpo- 
rate capacity  to  represent  and  exemplify 
those  virtues  and  characteristics  which  are 
professed  by  its  individual  members,  and 
which  it  has  been  constituted  in  order  to 
promote.  If  we  try  to  ascertain  what  po- 
sition the  early  Christian  Church  assumed 
with  respect  to  those  who  were  not  of  her 
communion,  but  after  whose  salvation  she 
yearned  with  a  mother's  self-sacrificing 
devotion,  what  do  we  find  ?  Do  we  find 
that  that  was  originally  the  case  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  ?  Do  we 
not  see  a  haughty  priesthood  identified  in 
all  its  social  interests  with  a  military  aris- 
tocracy, grasping  with  unrelenting  tena- 
city all  the  social  dignity,  the  civil  pre- 
eminence, and  those  material  advantages 
which  the  secular  authority — always  ready 
to  gratify  its  spiritual  associate — had  to  be- 
stow, and  presenting  even  now,  in  regard 
to  those  bitterer  characteristics  ivhich  have 
since  then  disappeared,  if  not  in  the  per- 
son, at  all  events  in  the  office  of  every  one 
of  its  ministers,  an  epitomised  represen- 
tation of  an  obnoxious  domination?  St. 
Paul  was  undoubtedly  not  only  a  great 
Apostle,  but  one  of  the  wisest  men  who 
ever  lived,  with  a  thorough  knowledge  of 
human  nature  and  the  human  heart.  Well, 
let  us  ask  ourselves — if  such  a  thing  be 
possible — what  that  great  Apostle's  pre- 
cept and  example  would  counsel  on  a 
question  and  in  a  case  like  this.  If  he 
had  found  that  his  connection  with  a  Go- 
rernment,  and  that  the  various  attributes 
with  which  he  was  compelled  to  invest 
himself,  rendered  him  an  object  of  sus- 
picion, not  to  say  of  aversion,  towards 
those  whom  he  was  commissioned  to  evan- 
gelise, can  anybody  doubt  that  he  would 
have  besought  your  Lordships  to  divest 
him  of  such  impediments  to   his    useful- 
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nesB  ? — and,  if  you  had  refused  to  do  so, 
is  it  not  probable  that  his  eager  nature 
would  have  prompted  him  to  fling  them  at 
your  feet?      It  may  be  denied   that  its 
connection  with  the  State  has  made  the 
mission  of  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
land as  obnoxious  to  the  people  as  I  hB?e 
ventured  to  assert.     This,  of  course,  must 
always  remain  a  matter  of  opinion.    But 
there  is  one  fact  to  which  I  can  appeal  of 
a  very  pregnant  character.     Not  very  long 
ago  there  were  evident  symptoms  uf  public 
opinion    in   England  tending  to  the  pro- 
posal of  some  kind  of  composition  between 
the  State  and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
of  Ireland.      Well,  how  did   the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy   encounter  those  pre- 
liminary   advances  ?     Why,  by   refusing 
altogether,  in  the  most  complete  and  posi- 
tive terms,  to  accept  any  composition  from 
the  State,  or  to  avail  themselves  in  any 
manner  of    State  assistance.      Why  did 
that   hierarchy  discourage  and  repudiate 
an  arrangement  with  England  to  which 
they  assent  in  almost  every  other  country? 
Simply  because  they  felt  that  if  they  en- 
tered into    such  a  transaction,  and  con- 
nected themselves   in  any  such   manner 
with  the  State,  they  would  be  likely  to 
lose  their  influence  with  their  flocks;  and 
that,  instead  of  being  regarded,  as  they 
now    are,    as     the    champions     and    the 
fathers  of  their  congregations,  they  would 
incur  the  danger  of  being  looked  upon  as 
the  mere  creatures  and  agents  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   But  if  ever  there  was  a  priest* 
hood  that  was  identified  with  its  people  in 
sentiment  and  in    race — that   was  ever 
united  to  them  by  a  traditional  veneration, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  by  centuries  of  de- 
votion to  their  interests  on  the  other— it 
is   the   Roman    Catholic    hierarchy    and 
priesthood  of  Ireland.     Well,  if   they  iu 
their  wisdom  and  their  knowledge  of  the 
nature  of  the  Irish  people  think  that  they 
could  not  afford  to  incur  the  taint  of  such 
a  connection  with  the  Government,  how  is  it 
possible  to  suppose  that  we  can  afford  to  do 
so  with  impunity?     But  the  noble  Duke 
has  told  us  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  must  not  be  regarded  as  a  Mission- 
ary Church,  and  that  we  must  not  consider 
its  spiritual  responsibilities  to  extend  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  population.     Well,  if 
this  be  the  doctrine  which  is  upheld,  then 
at  once,  cadit  qucBstio  — you  are  not  the 
National  Church  of  the  country  ;  yon  have 
no  right  to  expend  the  National  Revenue, 
no  right  to  assume  territorial  titlesi  no 
right  to  clothe  yourselves  with  that  dignity 
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aod  prestige  which  are  onlj  legitimate  as 
the  refleetion  of  a  national  communion.  But 
I  deny  that  this  view  of  the  question  can 
be  sostained.      As  the  ministers  of  the 
Irish    Established   Church    are    Christian 
ministers,  their  mission  extends  to  all.     If 
there  is  no  immediate  opportunitj  of  es- 
tablishing pastoral  relations  towards  those 
among  whom  thej  dwell,  they  are  bound  to 
adopt  snch  a  position  and  assume  such  an 
attitude  towards  them  as  is  most  likely  to 
conciliate    their    affection  and   good-will. 
And  this  cannot  e?er  be  done  until  the 
Protestant  Church  ceases  to  be  identified 
in  the  minds  of  a  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation with  a  sinister  and  gloomy  institu- 
tion, and  with  principles  hostile  in  their 
opinion  not  only  to  their  religion  but  to 
their  ciril  rights.     But  it  is  not  only  the 
odium  and  discredit  attaching  to  the  Irish 
Established  Church  which  causes  me  as  a 
member  of  her  communion  constant  shame 
and  confusion.     I  do  not  wish  at  all,  my 
Lords,  to  exaggerate  the  state  of  the  case. 
I  do  not  wish  to  assert  that  all  the  disaf- 
fection and  discontent  which  exist  in  Ire- 
land are  to  be  attributed  to  the  presence  of 
the  Established  Church.     With  Fenianism 
I  nerer  have  thought  that  Church  had  any 
immediate  connection.   Although  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  riew  of  the  case  taken  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  brought  in  this  Bill, 
and  with  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, in  thinking — which  is  quite  a  different 
matter — that  the  attention  of  this  country 
and  the  conscience  of  England  with  respect 
to  this  question  were  much  stimulated,  if 
Hot   altogether  awakened,  by  the  fact  of 
Fenianism.     The  growing  amenities  of  re- 
ligions opinion  in  Ireland  even  among  en- 
thusiastic Protestants,  the  purity  and  kind- 
liness of  the  Protestant  clergy,  and,  I  will 
"wentore  to  add,  the  feeling  entertained  by 
the  Protestant  laity  towards  their  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrjmen,  liave  reduced 
to  a  minimum  the  natural  irritation  and 
discontent  which  the  presence  of  such  an 
institution  must  necessarily   create;    but 
making  every  possible  concession  in  this 
direction,  looking  at   the   case  from  the 
calmest  point  of  view,  I  think  it  must  be 
admitted  that  by  every  educated  Irishmen 
the  Established  Church  must  be  regarded 
as  a  relic  of  a  hateful  history  and  as  a  sym- 
bol of  an  unjust  domination ;  while  by  the 
le&s  educated  the  undue  pretensions  and 
prerogatives  of  that  Church  must  be  re- 
gard^ as  a  reflection  on  their  own  faith 
and  their  own  clergy.    Now,  if  this  be  the 
case,  can  it  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  in 


the  presence  of  such  a  state  of  things  there 
should  exist  ill-blood  and  discontent,  and 
that   the   Government   which    persists   in 
maintaining  such  a  state  of  things  should 
be  viewed  with  dislike  ?    There  is  nothing, 
we  know,  which  a  man  so  keenly  resents 
as  a  reflection  upon   his  religion   or  its 
ministers,  and  it  is  vain  to  tell  the  Roman 
Catholic  community  that  the  status  of  the 
Protestant  Church  is   no  reflection  upon 
their  own  communion.     In  the  first  place, 
it  is  not  true  to  say  so ;   and  in  the  next 
place,  they  see  and  feel  every  day  that  the 
contrary  is  the  fact.     In  every  parish  in 
the  kingdom  the  Protestant  Church  and 
clergyman  stand  out  lustrous  and  resplen- 
dent in  the  full  sunshine  of  Government 
patronage  and  recognition,  while  the  Ca- 
tholic chapel  and  priest  are  relegated  to 
the  cold  shade.     Every  time  a   Roman 
Catholic  ecclesiastic  is  compelled  to  veil 
his  dignity  and  surrender  his  precedence  in 
the  presence  of  the  Protestant  ecclesiastic, 
the  whole  Catholic  community  feel  as  a 
nation  would  feel  whose  self-love  had  been 
wounded  by  some  disrespect  offered  to  the 
person  of  its  Ambassador.     But  if  what  is 
called  the  sentimental  aspect  of  the  griev* 
ance  is  calculated  to  provoke  so  much  irri- 
tation and  discontent,  what  may  be  ex- 
pected to  be  the  case  when  the  additional 
grievance  of  iniquitous   taxation   gives   a 
point  to  the  injustice  ?     No  matter  how 
ingeniously  the  question  may  be  argued, 
the  upshot  of  the  arrangement  is  simply 
this : — I,  the  Protestant,  who  am   in  no 
degree  entitled  to  a  greater  share  in  the 
benefits   of  the   commonwealth   than   my 
Roman   Catholic   fellow-countryman,   who 
equally  with  myself  contributes  to  its  de- 
fence and  support,  find  religious  require- 
ments   supplied    to    mo  in    great   splen- 
dour and  profusion,  free  of  all  expense, 
while  he  is  compelled  to  pay  for  them  out 
of  his  own  pocket.     Now,  we  know  that 
nothing    excites    more   indignation,   even 
when  unaccompanied  by  any  of  those  ex- 
ternal circumstances  which  are  calculated 
to  render  it  more  obnoxious,  than  unjust 
taxation ;    but,   in   addition   to   this,   the 
wrong  here  complained  of  in  every  parish 
carries  back  the   mind  to   a  yet  greater 
wrong  committed  in  the  past,  by  the  light 
of  which  the  present  injury  is  interpreted, 
and  which  invests  it  with  an  obnoxious  and 
pernicious  meaning  which  otherwise  might 
not  attach  to  it ;  it  is  a  wrong  endured  not 
by  the  wealthy  and  powerful,  but  by  the 
struggling  and    indigent ;    it  perpetuates 
memories  of  discord ;   it   separates  class 
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from  class  ;  it  infuses  a  bitter  ?enom  into 
all  political  controversy  ;   it  surges  up  on 
every   occasion  when   the  hearts   of  the 
whole  nation  should  be  knitted  together  in 
the  closest  sympathy,  for  no  State  cere- 
mony can  take  place  without  the   whole 
Catholic    community   being    reminded   of 
Protestant  ascendancy  ;  and  even  the  Heir 
to  the  Throne  cannot  pay  a  visit  to  his 
Sovereign's  subjects  without  the  obtrusive 
status  accorded  to  the  Established  Church 
becoming   a  stumbling  block  and  offence 
to  thousands  upon  thousands  of  men  on 
whose  industry  we  have  to  depend  for  the 
prosperity  and  future  welfare  of  the  realm, 
and  to  whose  valour  we  must  look  for  its 
defence.     We  have  thus  a  combination  of 
circumstances  so  intolerable  in  themselves, 
so  dangerous  to  the  State,  so  discreditable 
to  Parliament^  so  humiliating  to  the  reli- 
gious communion  to  which  I  belong,  so  full 
of  shame  and  mortification  to  me  as  a  fel- 
low citizen  of  my  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
countrymen,  that  I,  for  one,  have  long  de- 
termined, despite  every  contingency,  even 
despite  tho  conviction  of  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  that  if  we  yield  to  the  popular 
demands  on  this  question  we  shall  have  to 
deprive   the   present  Irish   proprietors  of 
their  estates,  to  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  doing  my  best  to  get  rid  of  so  great  a 
reproach.     For  this  reason,  I  shall  vote  for 
tho  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  Archbishop  of  YORK  :  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  (Earl  Granville)  found  fault  with  one 
of  my  right  rev.  Brethren  for  imputing 
motives  to  a  distinguished  statesman  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  said,  with 
ft  countenance  more  of  sorrow  than  of  anger, 
that  other  clergymen  of  high  position  had 
followed  that  bad  example.  My  Lords,  that 
reproach  could  not  apply  to  me;  but  I  take 
occasion  at  the  outset  to  say  that  in  any 
remarks  I  shall  offer,  I  shall  impute  no 
motives  but  those  which  are  honourable  to 
any  man.  Still,  as  one  who  has  followed 
with  great  admiration  the  course  of  that 
great  statesman,  who  has  benefited  by  his 
labours,  who  has  for  long  years  assisted 
not  merely  by  his  vote  to  place  him  in  the 
position  which  he  holds  in  the  Parliament 
of  this  country,  but  also  by  the  most  active 
exertions  on  his  behalf,  I  think  it  allow- 
able for  me  to  express  a  certain  amount  of 
regret  that  a  great  question,  requiring,  if 
ever  any  question  required,  the  colm,  deli- 
berate wisdom  of  the  highest  minds  in  the 
country,  should  have  been  approached  in 
connection  with  a  party  struggle,  and  that 
Lord  Dufferin 


the  clear  vision  which  otherwise  tbight  haro 
helped  us  to  a  solution  of  our  difficulty, 
has  been  somewhat  impaired  by  the  clouds 
and  mists  of  party  passion  and  strife.    I 
am  struck  very  much  with  that  feeling  as 
I  have  followed  the  course  of  this  debate. 
I  almost  seem  to  myself  to  aspire  to  origi- 
nality when  I  remind  your  Lordships  that 
what  we  are  debating  is  simply  a  Bill  for 
suspending  the  operations    of    the    Irish 
Church   in   many  important  particniars ; 
and  I  take  leave  to  remind  your  Lordships 
that  there  is  in  this  House  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  look  with  comparative  indiffer- 
ence on  the  question  which  body  of  noble- 
men sit  on  the  right  side  and  which  on  the 
left,  but  who  come  here  to-night  to  consider 
not  those  party  changes  which  are  things 
of  the  hour,  but  rather  a  question  of  the 
deepest  importance^— namely,  the  question 
whether  this  country  shall  for  the  future 
be  governed  by  a  Sovereign  who  is  able  to 
express  sympathy  with  one  form  of  religion 
as  on  the  whole  good  for  the  people,  or 
whether  the  Sovereign  is  to  be  the  head  of 
the  police  of  the  country,  regulating  care- 
fully and  justly  the  struggles  and  strivings 
of  different  parties  of  religionists  in  the 
State.     I,  for  one,  should  desire  that  a 
Suspensory  Bill  should  be  instantly  passed, 
suspending  for  a  limited  period — saj  till 
Monday  night— the  use  of  those  Tolnmes 
of   Hansard   with  which  none  of  us  are 
entirely  unacquainted.     Somebody,  it  ap- 
pears,  in   the  other  House  has   got  an 
"  historical  conscience  " — but  what   that 
means  I  am  at  a  loss  to  comprehend.     I 
am  not  accustomed,. moreover,  on  any  oc-  • 
casion  to  call  any  body  of  gentlemen  an 
"  undisciplined  rabble;"  and  consequently 
it  is  no  great  amusement  to  me  to  sit  in  a 
House  where  that  epithet  is  applied  to  a 
body  of  Gentlemen  in  "another   place." 
We  want  to  devote  our  entire  attention  to 
this  question — whether  it  is  in  the  highest 
sense  expedient  to  disendow  and  disestab- 
lish the  Irish  Church,  or  whether  you  may 
so  modify  the  existing  institution  and  so 
remove  crying  abuses  that  the  principle  of 
Church  and  State  may  still  be  preserved, 
and   yet   the   legitimate   scruples  of  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  bo  re< 
spected.     I^ow,  I  am  going — not  to  quote 
from  the  pages  of  Hansard,  but  to  do  what 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  has  only  been 
done  for  a  very  few  minutes  at  a  time,  and 
only,  indeed,  by  two  speakers  in  the  whole 
— namely,  to  see  what  will  bo  the  effect 
upon  tho  Irish  Church  if  this  Suspensory 
Bill  should  become  law.   I  hold  myself  per- 
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fSaeilj  free  hereafter  to  consider  any  mea- 
sure for  the  disestablishment  or  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Church.   I  have  my  preju- 
dices on  the  subject ;  hut  I  am  confining 
myself  to-night  to  the  consideration  of  this 
{^articular  measure,  and  I  want  to  show 
you  that,  instead  of  being  a  measure  of 
trifling  importance,  it  is  of  very  great  reach 
and  eompass,  that  its  operation  will  be  in 
^the  last  degree  shamefully  oppressive  and 
emel.  and  that  it  will  injure  men  in  that 
which  they  feel  most  deeply — namely,  their 
conscience,  their  religion,  and  their  liberty 
of  worshipping  their  Ood.      In  the  first 
plaoe,  how  long  is  this  Act  to  last  ?     It 
IS  said  only  for  a  yesr.     Bnt  we  know 
perfectly  well  that  if  this  Bill  should  pass 
yon  could  not  hereafter  go  back  to  an  in- 
terdicted parish  and  say,  "This  experi- 
ment does  not  do;  we  shall  set  you  free." 
This  meaaure,  if  passed,  will  be  renewable. 
I  observe  that  a  noble  Earl  opposite  sig- 
nifies hia  dissent ;  but  I  take  it  that  the 
Suspensory  Bill  will  be  renewable  till  Par- 
liament finally  disposes  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Without  referring  to  all  the  various  Ke* 
form  Bills  that  have  been  introduced  of 
late  years,  I  think  I  may  say  that  the 
discussions  relating  to  the  measures  of 
Reform  which  are  about  to  come  to  an  end 
in  your  Lordships'  House  have  been  carried 
on  for  about  fourteen  years.     During  this 
period  the  question  of  Reform  has  caused 
tlie  fair  of  Governments,  and  it  has  been 
pot  aside  from  time  to  time  in  conseqnence 
of  war  and  from  other  causes.     I  believe, 
therefore,  that  it  is  not  an  unfair  inference 
to  draw  that  years  will  have  passed  before 
this  business  shall   have   been   developed 
into  a  plan,  and  before  the  wisdom  of  Par- 
liunent  with  respect  to  it  shall  have  been 
arrived  at.     In  1865,  I  think,  a  Suspen- 
107  Bill  was  passed  with  reference  to  the 
Poblie  Schools.     No  one  thought  that  this 
Act  would  be  wanted  for  more  than  one 
jetr;  accordingly,  it  was  introduced  and 
PMsed  with  remarkable  unanimity,  there 
hftTing  been  only  one  division,  and   that 
^n  a  minor  question  relating  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  power  of  the  Commissioners. 
Ho  Toice  was  raised  against  the  propriety 
of  the  measure;  but  the  Bill  for  the  Public 
^ools  still  struggles  through  Committees, 
*nd  I  take  it,  therefore,  that  we  shall  have 
^eSospensory  Bill  for  five  years.     I  shall 
^i  take  that  particular  term  if  any  one 
ojljeets  to  it ;  but  for  myself  I  should  be 
Aposed  to  say  five  years.     A  noble  Lord 
Ml  the  opposite  side  said  to  me,  out  of  this 
Home,  '*  Of  what  consequence  are  four  or 


five  vacancies  ?''  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have 
looked  into  some  figures  on  this  matter, 
and  of  two  classes  of  livings  I  find  that 
4  per  cent  become  vacant  every  year.  There 
are  1,500  benefices  in  Ireland,  and  there- 
fore no  fewer  than  300  of  those  benefices 
would  become  vacant  in  the  course  of  five 
years.  There  are  twelve  Irish  Prelates, 
and  during  the  last  five  years  no  fewer 
than  live  out  of  the  twelve,  or  nearly  one- 
half,  have  been  called  from  among  us.  At 
this  rate  of  mortality,  we  should  have  five 
vacant  dioceses  in  five  years.  I  venture 
to  ask  in  what  portion  of  the  Bill  is  pro- 
vision made  for  the  performance  of  the 
duties  which  would  be  discharged  by 
Bishops  filling  those  sees  ?  The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  second  reading  pointed 
out  that  there  is  a  clause  in  the  Bill  em- 
powering the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  provide  stipends  for  300  curates  whom 
the  Bishops  may  license.  Unfortunately, 
the  Bishops  may  go  in  the  meantime.  Is 
that  a  rational  proposition  ?  Why,  it 
means  an  impossibility.  I  would  ask,  where 
do  you  expect  to  find  300  young  men  to 
take  parishes  under  these  anomalous  and 
unsatisfactory  conditions  ?  If  I  proposed 
to  a  young  man  with  a  right  heart  in  his 
bosom  to  take  any  one  of  these  parishes 
pending  the  decision  of  Parliament  on  its 
fate  I  should  expect  him  to  say,  "  No ; 
disendow  it  at  once,  and,  perhaps,  I  may 
try  to  struggle  on  with  it ;  but  I  shall  not 
assist  Parliament  in  a  process  of  suffoca- 
tion." I  say  it  will  be  impossible  to  find 
young  men  to  take  charge  of  the  parishes 
under  such  circumstances.  I  think  that 
most  young  clergymen  would  prefer  to  go 
to  New  Zealand  rather  than  take  charge 
of  parishes  in  such  an  equivocal  position. 
It  is  true  that  provision  is  made  by  one 
olauso  for  giving  half  a  clergyman  to  a 
parish,  because  the  clergyman  of  an  ad- 
joining parish  may  do  the  duty  in  one 
where  the  benefice  is  vacant.  Now,  it  is 
impossible  that  such  a  provision  can  be 
beneficial.  Much  is  said  about  the  Church 
of  England  population  in  Ireland  being 
only  about  700,000 ;  but  those  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  would  have  good 
ground  for  saying,  "  Here  is  an  existing 
endowment  by  means  of  which  tl)o  Chris- 
tian religion  is  to  be  taught,  and  we  have 
a  right  to  share  in  it."  It  is  proposed  to 
take  away  this  money  from  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  ;  but  what  do  you  want 
with  it?  Unfortunately,  nobody  wants  the 
money.  All  the  information  we  can  get 
on  the  subject  of  its  proposed  disposition 
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is  that  it  18  to  be  applied  to  Irish  pur- 
poses; hot  that  is  rather  a  vague  state- 
ment. Before  five  years  there  may  be  five 
dioceses  without  Bishops.  Some  may 
think  that  five  Irish  Bishops  might  be 
spared.  I  see  a  smile  on  the  face  of 
some  noble  Lords  opposite  which  seems 
to  indicate  that  to  be  their  opinion  ;  but 
bear  in  mind  that  by  this  Bill  you  would 
be  putting  the  Irish  Church  in  a  worse 
position  than  if  she  were  totally  disestab- 
lished and  disendowed,  because  there  is 
no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  any  Bishop 
being  substituted  when  the  diocese  has 
become  vacant.  You  cannot  speak  of 
sending  in  the  Bishop  of  another  diocese, 
because  it  would  be  a  breach  of  ecclesias- 
tical law  for  him  to  perform  episcopal 
functions  in  a  diocese  other  than  his  own 
without  a  commission.  It  is  true  that  the 
Vicar  General  would  have  much  greater 
power  than  a  Vicar  General  in  England  ; 
but  he  could  not  confirm,  and  confirmation 
is  a  very  important  ceremony,  being  the 
one  at  which  children  renew  the  obliga- 
tions of  baptism.  Again,  ordination  is 
essentially  an  Episcopal  act.  You  might 
have  ten  benefices  vacant  in  one  diocese, 
and  the  Bishop  might  be  gone  also.  Un- 
der such  circumstances,  how  could  you 
have  clergymen  ordained  for  those  bene- 
fices even  supposing  you  get  young  men  to 
accept  them  ?  The  duty  of  a  Bishop  to- 
wards his  clergy  consists  more  in  a  con- 
stant watching  of  their  zeal,  and  in  a 
standing  by  them  in  cases  of  difficulty, 
rather  than  in  preaching  or  in  writing. 
Are  you  going  to  leave  the  Irish  clergy  to 
somo  haphazard  assistance  in  that  way  ? 
Then,  all  proceedings  under  the  Church 
Discipline  Act,  should  any  become  neces- 
sary, will  probably  bo  suspended,  because 
you  have  no  power  to  compel  the  Vicar 
General  to  proceed  in  such  cases.  I 
showed  just  now  that  I  did  not  think  these 
safeguards  would  be  effectual.  But  will 
you  just  remember  that  the  Church  does 
not  consist  of  the  clergy  alone?  The 
Church  consists  of  the  clergy  and  the 
laity.  [••  Hear,  hear  !  "]  I  am  glad  of 
that  cheer,  for  it  shows  that  perhops  we 
may  get  a  little  mercy  for  the  laity,  if 
we  do  struggle  into  Committee.  Upon  the 
death  of  an  incumbent  in  any  parish  the 
whole  thing  will  stand  still.  There  may 
bo  a  devoted  Churchman  in  the  parish 
paying  the  whole  tithe  out  of  his  own 
pocket ;  yet  he  will  see  the  clergymoo 
swept  away,  and  find  to  his  astonishment 
that  there  exist  no  means  whatever  of  ap- 
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pointing  a  successor.  These  may  be  spoken 
of  as  mere  incidental  details ;  but  is  it 
right  that  details  of  this  kind,  affecting 
the  religious  well-being  of  communities  and 
districts,  should  be  brought  into  this  House 
and  mixed  up  with  party  warfare  ?  In  the 
midst  of  a  political  warfare  involving  the 
issue  whether  or  no  parties  shall  change 
sides,  no  one  cares  to  pay  attention  to 
such  essential  details  as  these.^  No  ;  the^ 
Bill  is  unjust  in  every  feature. 

I  must  now  offer  a  few  remarks  on  the 
terms  "  disestablishment "  and  *'  disen- 
dowment."  The  noble  Earl  who  moved 
this  measure  himself  fell  into  some  confu- 
sion on  the  subject,  for  he  referred  to  the 
Australian  colonies  as  cases  in  all  of  which 
the  Church  had  been  disestablished,  where- 
as the  participation  of  the  Bishop  in  the 
acts  of  the  local  Legislature  does  amount 
to  an  establishment.  But  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  observe  that  these  words  *'  dises- 
tablishment *'  and  "  disendowment "  do 
really  represent  two  distinct  ideas.  There 
may  be  some  who  think  that  disestablish- 
ment alone  might  happen  to  the  Irish 
Church  without  any  great  harm  or  loss, 
whereas  it  would  be  obviously  unfair  to 
inflict  upon  them  total  disendowment.  Dis- 
establishment means,  I  suppose,  something 
of  this  kind  : — that  the  four  Prelates  who 
now  sit  in  your  Lordships*  House  should 
cease  to  sit  there,  and  in  all  high  func- 
tions when  questions  of  precedence  arose 
that  those  whom  the  Queen  of  England 
honours  should  give  place  to  those  who  are 
honoured  by  an  Italian  Prince.  Be  it  so. 
There  are  some  who  might  think  disestab- 
lishment a  question  open  to  argument.  But 
this  Bill  is  framed  upon  the  assumption, 
not  only  that  there  will  be  total  disestab- 
lishment, but  total  disendowment  as  well. 
And  let  me  assure  your  Lordships  that,  in 
my  belief,  the  great  majority  which  in  "an- 
other place  "  supported  this  Bill  was  in  fa- 
vour of  disestablishment  alone  ;  and  I  say, 
of  my  own  knowledge,  that  several  of  those 
who  swelled  that  majority  will  cease  to 
swell  it  the  moment  they  understand  that 
you  are  going  to  strip  the  Irish  Church 
naked — to  disendow  as  well  as  disestablish 
it.  It  is  said,  I  know,  that  this  is  not  a 
Bill  really  for  disendowment,  because  when 
all  the  facts  are  fully  ascertained  and  par- 
ties have  made  up  their  minds  in  what 
manner  the  revenues  of  the  Church  are  to 
be  applied  some  fragments  of  the  original 
amounts  may  find  their  way  back  to  par- 
ticular parishes.  But  what  else  can  it  be 
in  the  case  of  a  parish  which  should  have 
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no  clergyman  for  five  years  ?    When  yoo 
Bay  to  these  parishes,  "  We  have  recon- 
sidered the  matter,  and  you  may  have  the 
clergyman  hack  again,"  what  will  be  the 
indignant  answer  ?     "  Tou  have  wrecked 
onr  system,  you  have  broken  up  our  con- 
gregations— most  of  the  God-fearing  per- 
sons among  us  have  gone  to  where  they 
coold  hear  the  blessed  sounds  of  the  Gos- 
pel, while  some  have  fallen  into  the  only 
place  of  worship  that  was  open,  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  chapel ;  and  now  you  come 
to  us  with  money  in  your  hands,  unfaithful 
stewards  of  a  great  trust,  and  offer  to  set 
up  the  Church  again.     Go — we  can  trust 
you  no  inore."     That  js  one  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  Bill,  and  it  applies  equally 
to  poor  and  remote  as  to  large  and  popu- 
lous parishes  ;    for  I  say  that  once  you 
have  shut  up  a  church  for  a  long  time, 
even   though  you  may    wish   to  open  it 
again,  you  will  he  unable  to  do  so  ;  the 
thing  is  impossible.     And  it  is  for  those 
reasons,  and  not  because  of  any  blind  and 
bigoted  hatred  of  the  words  "  disestablish- 
ment "  and  **  disendowment  "  that  I  shall 
Tote   without  hesitation,   when   the  time 
comesy  against  a  Bill  which  is  rank  with 
foul  injustice,  against  this  crude  and  ill- 
considered  measure.     I  do  not  challenge 
the  motives  of  those  promoting  this  Bill, 
for  the    motives   of  mankind  are  mixed  ; 
but  I  say  that  this  Bill  was  not  drawn  by 
any  one  having  at  heart  tho  true  interests 
of  the  Irish  Church  or  the  Irish  clergy. 
The    revenues,   we  are   told,    are    to   be 
applied  to  "  Irish    purposes."      What  are 
ihey  ?     The  Irish  purposes  to  which  they 
were  intended  to  be  applied  were  to  guide 
the  steps  of  men  heavenward,  and  to  teach 
children  to  remember  their  Creator  in  the 
daj8  of  their  youth  ;  and,  Irish  or  £ng- 
it&b,  those  were  very  good  purposes.    But, 
if  these  revenues  are  now   to   be  applied 
io  huiiding  roads  at  the  end  of  which  there 
oaght  to  be  bridges,  or  bridges  to  which 
there  are  no  roads  leading  —  such   as   I 
myself  saw   in  Ireland   in   1849    after  a 
wish  expenditure  of  public  money— then 
1  haTe  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  these 
*'  Irish  purposes  "  will  not  prove  satisfac- 
tory.   They  will  offend  the  legitimate  pre- 
judices-^if  you  like  to  call  them  prejudices 
^and  they  will  shock  the  religious  feel- 
Hi  of  many  in  this  country  ;  they  will 
*bock  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves — 
%  will  shock  us,  and  they  will  shock 
the  Dissenters.     For  everybody  knows — 
Wever  you  may  refine  upon  it,  and  how- 
ever the  noble  Earl  may  strive  to  point  out 


different  purposes  to  which  Church  reve- 
nues have  been  applied — that  there  exists 
a  very  strong  feeling  of  this  kind — that 
when  once  money  has  been  given  and  ap- 
plied to  religious  uses  you  had  better,  upon 
the  whole,  keep  it  there,  and  by  so-doing 
you  will  please  nine-tenths  of  the  popula- 
tion, who  would  rather  that  such  funds 
continued  to  be  applied  to  holy  purposes 
than  to  any  haser  or  lower  object.  I  can 
perfectly  understand  the  difiSculty  which 
there  may  be  in  dividing  a  particular  in- 
come between  opposing  sects,  each  striving 
for  the  largest  share;  but  there  must  be 
some  reason  very  much  stronger  than  any 
I  have  ever  heard  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Church  to  justify  men  who  do  not  know 
what  in  the  world  to  do  with  the  money, 
except  to  do  something  Irish  with  it,  in 
saying  we  will  denude  you  of  thii;  money 
at  once  while  we  are  waiting  to  make  up 
our  minds.  I  venture  to  say  there  has 
never  been  a  case  of  this  kind  before. 

The  noble  Earl  opposite  gave  as  one  rea- 
son for  the  course  now  proposed  that  the 
Irish  Church  has  not  fulfilled  the  design  of 
its  institution.  Now,  what  was  that  origi- 
nal design  ?  It  was  never  designed  as  tho 
Church  of  the  majority.  It  was  designed 
as  a  mark  of  the  disapproval  of  the  Crown 
and  the  rulers  of  the  country  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion.  It  went  along 
with  most  oppressive  measures,  and  it 
was,  if  you  like,  at  the  outset  one  of  those 
oppressive  measures.  But  it  was  part  of 
a  whole  system.  But  you  have  altered 
that  system ;  you  have  altered  it  for  the 
better,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  those  op- 
pressive measures  have  been  removed. 
But  when  you  come  to  deal  with  this  cor- 
poration, and  say  that  it  has  not  fulfilled 
its  design,  why  it  is  you  who  have  changed 
the  design.  It  was  originally  meant  as 
part  of  a  system  by  which  we  expressed 
our  belief  that  the  Roman  Catholic  reli- 
gion was  a  foreign  thing,  a  thing  hostile 
to  civil  government,  and  a  thing  untrue. 
You  now  believe  that  you  can  mark  your 
sense  upon  these  points  without  the  help 
of  these  oppressive  regulations,  and  they 
have  been  repealed.  But  what  has  the 
Irish  Church  done  ?  Does  anybody  seri- 
ously put  it  forward  as  a  reproach  to  the 
Irish  Church  that  its  ministers  have  not 
gone  about  to  every  house  in  every  parish 
to  make  proselytes  ?  That  is  missionary 
work  and  not  parochial  work.  You  must 
live  among  them  and  love  them,  and  so 
compel  them  to  come  in.  No  doubt  that 
io  a  great  measure  the  Irish  Church  has 
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not  gained  over  the  popultition.  But,  mj 
Lords,  where  is  the  sin  ?  The  Bin  lies  in 
the  old  system,  of  which  this  is  tlie  rem- 
nant ;  and  I  want  you  now  to  consider 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  do  so  much  as 
in  your  thoughtlessness,  perhaps,  you 
promised  to  do,  and  whether  you  cannot 
remove  the  legitimate  objections  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  without  resorting  to  this 
extreme  measure.  It  has  been  said  again 
and  again  that  the  object  of  the  measure 
is  peace.  Will  peace  be  insured  in  Ireland 
because  of  this  measure  ?  No  ;  it  is  out 
of  the  question.  The  very  persons  who 
are  recommending  this  measure — the  ec- 
clesiastics—have been  tampering  already 
with,  and  putting  their  fingers  upon,  the 
land.  Depend  upon  it,  the  moment  this 
measure  is  passed  you  will  be  asked  like- 
wise to  deal  with  the  land.  There  is  an- 
other consideration  which  I  must  not  for- 
bear to  mention.  The  position  of  the  Irish 
Church  has  compelled  us  to  look  towards 
it  for  the  supply  of  parochial  clergymen, 
while  a  large  missionary  agency,  spending 
some  £30,000  a  year,  in  Ireland  is  sup- 
ported principally  from  this  country. 
Sweep  away  the  Irish  Church,  and  then 
tell  me  what  is  my  duty.  I  do  not  hold 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  I  think 
it  shuts  up  the  Bible  from  the  poor  ;  and  I 
feel  that  there  is  nothing  wise  but  the 
Bible.  I  think  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
is,  after  all,  a  foreign  element,  and  that  it 
strains  the  jurisdiction  which  it  claims  in 
a  preposterous  manner  we  have  all  seen 
within  the  last  few  days.  What,  then,  is 
my  duty  if  the  Irish  Church  be  disestab- 
lished ?  Am  I  to  send  my  little  tribute  to 
missionary  efforts  in  foreign  countries  and 
not  to  send  my  share  of  it  to  Ireland  ? 
You  may  depend  upon  it  that  the  whole 
attitude  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  will  be 
altered  the  day  you  disestablish  and  dis- 
endow it.  The  clergy,  we  are  told,  are  to 
have  their  vested  rights  respected.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  conducted  this 
debate  in  *'  another  place "  told  us  that 
three-fifths  of  the  endowments  would  be 
saved  to  the  members  of  the  Established 
Church  —  I  think  he  used  the  words, 
'*  three-fifths  of  the  income  will  remain  to 
the  Church  as  a  corporation."  Was  there 
ever  a  more  transparent  fallacy  than  this  ? 
The  truth  is,  we  are  dissolving  the  corpo- 
ration, or  whatever  it  is  ;  we  are  confis- 
cating the  patron's  right,  representing 
two-fifths,  and  we  are  giving  the  remain- 
ing three-fifths  to  the  present  holders. 
The  figures  themselves  are  wrong,  because 
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it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  some  of  the 
older  dergj  are  also  the  richer;  and 
therefore  it  makes  it  more  convenient  to 
say  that  the  interests  are  divisable  into 
two  equal  parts.  The  Irish  clergy  are  a 
very  poor  body  of  men — little  better  off 
than  English  curates;  and  look  what  an 
unhandsome  proposal  you  are  making  to 
them.  You  say  political  necessity  requires 
that  you  should  confiscate  their  revenue ; 
you  add,  ''  We  leave  you  one  half  of  your 
income  in  order  to  raise  a  permanent  fund 
which  exists  already."  Now,  will  you 
give  this  half  to  the  incumbents  ?  If  8o, 
you  leave  nothing  for  the  perpetual  corpo- 
ration. And  if  tho  incumbents  are  to  eon- 
vert  the  half  into  an  annuity,  we  shall  have 
to  look  to  a  very  poor  body  of  men  to  pro- 
vide us  with  another  at  a  sacrifice  of  half 
their  income.  After  this,  you  have  the 
satisfaction  of  saying  that  you  do  them  no 
harm,  and  have  left  them  in  full  possession 
of  their  vested  interests.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  this  is  by  no  [means  the  worst  of  it ; 
we  have  propositions  here  so  ridiculous 
that  I  cannot  fully  place  them  before  your 
Lordships.  The  Irish  Church  is,  in  fact, 
to  be  put  through  the  process  of  being 
"  run  out."  To  show  what  an  Irish  lay- 
man thinks  of  this  proposal,  I  will  read  a 
passage  from  a  pamphlet  by  Kir.  W.  Beace 
Jones,  who  writes — 

**  It  has  been  s&id  that  to  let  the  present  in- 
cambents  go  on  as  they  are  till  their  parithei 
become  vacant  by  death  will  be  favourable  to  the 
Church,  because  it  will  make  the  change  more 
gradual.  This  is  wholly  a  mistake.  Such  a 
course  will  hinder  all  enthusiasm.  It  will  never 
be  clear  when  the  right  time  for  an  effort  has 
come.  In  truth,  the  bitterest  malice  could  con- 
trive no  plan  more  hurtful  to  the  Church." 

In  charity  we  must  assume  it  was  not 
meant  in  malice.  This,  however,  is  quite 
a  mistake  ;  such  a  system  would  get  rid 
of  all  enthusiasm,  and  the  state  of  things 
will  become  worse  and  worse.  Let  us  con- 
sider the  case  of  small  and  large  parishes 
in  process  of  being  '*  run  out."  Suppose 
several  parishes,  with  very  small  congre- 
gations, lying  side  by  side,  and  that  one 
of  them  had  an  incumbent  who  lived  to  be 
ninety,  ninety-five,  or  even  100  years  old, 
and  he  remained  just  able  to  go  through 
the  service.  The  parishes  round  would  say, 
"  We  must  club  together  for  a  clergyman, 
for  we  connot  afford  to  have  one  for  each 
parish  ;  "  but  the  other  parish  would  say, 
"  No  ;  we  have  a  clergyman  who  may  last 
four  or  five  years  longer,  and  we  will  not 
join  you,"  and  thus  the  arrangement  would 
be  broken  up.     Then  take  the  case  of  a 
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large  and  erowdod  parish  miniBtered  to  by 
an  aged  elergjman  whom  we  sbonld  desire 
to  moTe  to  a  less  laborious  work,  that  a 
yonnger  man  may  take  his  place.  But  the 
parish  says,  '*  No  ;  the  endowment  dies 
with  oar  incumbent ;  so  we  will  feed  him 
up  and  keep  him  at  work  as  long  as  the 
life  is  in  him."  That  is  not  all ;  a  constant 
jealoQsy  will  exist  between  parishes,  and 
can  yon  expect  poor  populations  to  pay 
tithe  and  gife  voluntary  contributions  for 
a  enrate  besides  ?  It  is  not  at  all  likely. 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  is  a  crude,  unequal  pro- 
posal for  regulating  unjust  violation. 

Something  has  been  said  about  hostility 
between  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 
My  Lords,  if  I  knew  that  the  penalty  of 
voting  against  this  Bill  were  that  I  should 
never  sit  in  this  House  again,  and  never 
be  allowed  to  listen  to  those  interesting 
party  discussions  such  as  have  enlivened 
us  to-night,  I  would  give  my  voice  against 
it.  To  do  otherwise  would  be  tantamount 
to  a  declaration  that  I  had  not  one  spark 
of  honesty  left  in  my  nature.  The  mea- 
sure, my  Lords,  is  palpably  unjust.  Of 
course,  it  is  possible  to  conceive  that  this 
House,  by  persisting  in  unreasonable  con- 
duct, of  which  at  present  there  is  no  pro- 
spect, would  bring  about  consequences  the 
gravity  of  which  cannot  be  exaggerated  ; 
but  when  we  are  told  that  this  Bill  is  a 
trifle,  and  that  it  will  do  no  good,  and 
when  we  know  it  will  do  a  great  deal  of 
harm,  and  create  a  feeling  of  rankling 
injostice  diflScult  to  wipe  away,  I  say  we 
are  bound  to  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  those 
ilaraiists  and  mark  our  sense  of  so  mon- 
strous a  measure. 

I  will  add  one  word  on  the  Irish  Church. 
In  common  with  its  English    sister,  the 
Irish  Church  was  some  time  ago  in  a  con- 
dition of  great  depression  and  dejection. 
U  is  not  to  be  disputed  that  it  was  dis- 
paced  by  neglect  of  duty  and  other  fail- 
logt;  1  admit  also  that  a  consideration  of 
tbe  state  of  the  Church  on  its  merits  shows 
^at  anomalies  exist  which  demand    our 
^UDest  attention.     With  reference  to  this 
'^tt  point,   I  recommend  the  noble  Earl 
(^arl  Russell)  to  consider  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  for  which    he  moved  as 
loon  as  it  is  made  ;  and  if  abuses  exist 
10  that  Church,  if  sloth  and  idleness  cha- 
neterize  some  parts  of  it,  we  may  hopo 
for  the  creation  of  a  better  spirit  there. 
I  believe  that,  taking  one  man  for  another, 
tiie  Irish  clergy  are  as  much  alive  to  their 
dity,  and  as  anxious  to  perform  it,  as  we 
tre  at  home.      J  think   they  have  been 


placed  in  most  unfortunate  circumstances ; 
you  have  forbidden  them  to  proselytize  for 
the  sake  of  peace,  and  you  expect  them 
to  be  zealous  for  the  sake  of  justifying 
their  own  existence.  Being  in  that  posi- 
tion, I  believe  they  have  played  their  part 
well.  I  am  here  to-night,  my  Lords,  not 
because  I  belong  to  what  has  been  called 
elsewhere  "  a  trade's  union  of  Bishops." 
I  have  not  come  here  because  I  believe 
anything  will  happen  in  my  time  to  the 
temporalities  of  the  Established  Church  at 
home  ;  I  come  here  because  I  believe  that 
body  which  is  one  with  me  in  faith  and  in 
practice,  which  owns  the  same  Savionr, 
which  teaches  out  of  the  same  Bible,  which 
looks  forward  to  the  same  heaven,  is  bound 
to  me  by  stronger  ties  than  ties  of  party, 
and  because  it  would  be  infamous  and 
cowardly  for  one  in  my  position  to  be  found 
wanting  in  an  hour  of  trial  such  as  this. 
I  have  pointed  out  the  defects  in  this  Bill 
— I  have  offered  my  testimony  to  the  good 
the  Irish  Church  does — and  I  conclude  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  some  measure  will 
be  found  short  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  for  pacifying  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland. 

Lord  ROMILLT:  My  Lords,   I  have 
noticed,  in  following   some  of  the  argu- 
ments which  have  been  addressed  to  the 
House,  a  remarkable  fallacy;  I  have  no- 
ticed what  I  may  call  a  desire  to  set  up  a 
personification  of  the   Irish  Church  —  to 
treat  the  Church  as  a  thing  distinct  and 
separate  from  all  the  members  which  con- 
stitute it.    Now,  if  you  attempt  to  treat  the 
Church  as  a  corporate  being  distinct  from 
its  members  you  personify  an  abstraction 
and  give  it  rights  which  it  does  not  pos- 
sess, and  use  a  form  of  words  which  will 
only  lead  to  erroneous  conclusions.     Tho 
most  rev.  Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down 
(the  Archbishop  of  York)  has  taken — if  he 
will  allow  me  to  say  so — a  somewhat  nar- 
row view  of  the  caso,  and  has  thus  im- 
paired to  some  extent  the   vigour  of  his 
observations.     He  has  considered  only  one 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  when  the 
object  of  the  measure  is  to  consider  the 
whole.     The  great   argument  against  the 
Bill  is  that  it  interferes  with  the  rights  of 
property,  that  the  Irish  Church  is  a  cor- 
poration, and  that  to  take  away  the  pro- 
perty of  corporations  will  lead  to  the  taking 
away  of  private  property.     I  think,, how- 
ever, it  can  be  shown  that  by  this  measure 
you  do  not  take  away  property  from  any- 
one, nor  interfere  with  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty at  all.  In  dealing  with  a  corporation 
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we  have  to  consider  three  classes  of  per- 
sons, and  three  only.  The  present  posses- 
sors form  the  first  class ;  those  who  are 
hereafter  to  hecome  the  possessors  form 
the  second  ;  and  the  third  class  is  made 
up  of  those  who  are  interested  in  or 
affected  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of 
the  corporation,  and  who,  consequently, 
will  be  benefited  or  injured  by  your 
dealing  with  it.  When,  therefore,  you 
propose  to  make  any  change  or  alteration 
in  a  corporation,  you  have  to  consider  how 
far  it  will  affect  each  of  these  three  classes. 
Now  with  regard  to  the  first  class  every 
one  admits  that  they  ought  to  receive  full 
compensation,  and  any  proposal  would  be 
defective  that  did  not  fully  meet  this  re- 
quirement. But  is  it  possible  to  maintain 
that  the  second  class — their  successors — 
have  any  rights  at  all  ?  In  reality  they 
have  no  existence,  and  no  person  can  be 
injured  by  the  fact  that  he  will  not  succeed 
to  an  office  which  is  not  vacant,  and  to 
fill  which,  when  vacant,  he  has  neither  a 
legal  nor  a  moral  claim.  It  is  in  this 
respect  that  the  property  of  a  corpora- 
tion differs  so  greatly  from  the  property  of 
a  private  individual,  the  value  of  whose 
property  is  so  much  greater,  inasmuch  as 
he  is  entitled  to  transmit  it  to  his  children 
and  descendants.  In  truth,  it  is  for  this 
purpose  mainly  that  persons  seek  to  acquire 
and  to  augment  their  property.  It  is  the 
distinguishing  incident  of  private  property, 
that  within  certain  legal  limits  the  possessor 
can  dispose  of  it  as  he  pleases  after  his 
death.  The  possessors  of  corporate  pro- 
perty possess  no  such  right ;  their  powers 
are  given  for  certain  purposes  specified  by 
the  State,  from  whom  alone  they  derive 
their  powers,  and  these  exist  only  during 
the  time  that  they  are  members  of  the 
corporation.  A  distinction  has  been  at- 
tempted to  be  drawn  between  the  property 
conferred  by  the  State  and  that  which  pro- 
ceeds from  the  bounty  of  private  indivi- 
duals. But,  in  truth,  the  distinction  is 
merely  nominal.  When  a  person  gives 
property  to  a  corporation,  he  knows  that 
he  gives  it  to  an  institution  created  by  the 
State,  and  therefore  subject  to  the  rules 
which  bind  and  affect  that  corporation, 
the  first  of  which  is  that  its  property  is  to 
be  held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity, and  that  the  State  may  lawfully 
resume  and  re-model  it  when  and  as  the 
interests  of  the  community  require  it.  It 
may  therefore  safely  be  said  that  no  second 
class  exists  or  suffers  any  wrong  when  a 
corporation  is  abolished.     The  third  class 
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of  persons  are  those  who  are  influenced 
and  affected  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
possessed  by  the  Church  in  Ireland.  I 
take  these  to  be  the  whole  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  not,  as  some  have  assumed,  only 
those  who  are  members  of  the  Established 
Church.  It  is  a  manifest  and  injurious 
error  so  to  contend.  The  Established 
Church  exists  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  the  country  where  she  is  established  ; 
and,  when  she  ceases  to  benefit  the  people, 
she  should  be  abolished  or  re-modelled,  so 
as  to  produce  the  benefit  for  which  she 
was  originally  created.  I  may  here  ob- 
serve that  this  fact  disposes  in  my  opinion 
of  the  argument  that  you  have  no  right 
to  interfere  with  the  property  of  the 
Church,  because  the  Church  has  a  right  to 
perpetual  enjoyment  by  virtue  of  a  pre- 
scription of  600  years  ;  for,  unless  you 
personify  the  name,  that  argument  is  in- 
applicable when  you  take  care  that  every 
one  interested  shall  be  fully  compensated 
for  any  injury  that  may  arise  through  the 
course  which  you  propose  to  adopt.  And, 
my  Lords,  if  you  rest  on  perpetuity  as  any 
argument  at  all  in  this  case,  you  must 
recur  to  the  original  endowments,  and 
bestow  the  property  upon  the  Roman 
Catholics,  from  whom  it  was  taken,  and, 
as  I  think,  very  properly  taken.  And 
why  ?  Because  it  was  taken  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country — that  is,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people,  whose  happiness  it  is  the  first 
object  of  Government  to  secure  and  main- 
tain. Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  not  going  to 
contend  that  the  appropriation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  convents  as  it  was  effected  at 
the  time  of  the  Reformation  was  justifi- 
able. It  was  done  with  great  yioleoce, 
and  without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  existing  possessors ;  but,  while  on 
this  subject,  I  should  like  to  advert  for  a 
moment  or  two  to  a  singular  argument 
which  has  been  repeated  very  often.  It 
has  been  constantly  and  pointedly  observed 
to  a  noble  Earl  who  sits  below  me  (Earl 
Russell),  that  the  great  family  of  which  he 
is  a  member  acquired  a  large  portion  of 
their  property  at  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion out  of  grants  of  the  lands  of  the 
Church.  Since  I  have  been  in  this  House 
that  argument  has  constantly  been  used— 
I  have  counted  it,  I  think,  six  times — and 
it  is  always  accompanied  by  a  delighted 
chuckle  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  em- 
ploying it.  If  argument  it  can  be  called, 
it  is  an  old  one,  and  first,  I  believe,  used 
by  Mr.  Burke,  in  his  celebrated  letter  to 
an  ancestor  of  the  noble  Earl ;    but  from 
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the  fint  time  that  I  read  it  down  to  the 
la8t  time  that  I  heard  it,  I  have  never 
been  able  to  trnderstand  the  force  or  ob- 
ject of  it.     Now,  I  am  not  going  to  de- 
fend the  Tiolation  of  rights  which  occurred 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  or  the 
taking  away  of  the  property  of  the  existing 
abbots  and  monks ;  hot  I  will  saj  this — 
that  if  JOQ  had  respected  their  rights  and 
in  deprifing  them  of  their  property  had 
giYcn  them  compensation,  you  would,  with- 
out injaring  any  one,   have  conferred  a 
great  benefit  on  the  people.     The  wrong 
committed  at  that  time  cannot  now  be  re- 
paired ;  bat  the  taking  the  property  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Roman  Catholics  was  un- 
doubtedly beneficial  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  unless  it  had  been  granted  to 
other  possessors  it  would  have  been  wholly 
ineffectual  and  would  speedily  have  been 
resumed.     Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  been 
greatly  struck  with  one  thing  which  per- 
vades several  of  the  speeches  which  have 
been  made  on   this  subject,  and   among 
them  I  include  the  speech  of  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  who  has  just  sat  down.     The 
arguments  employed    in    those    speeches 
appear  to  proceed  on  the  supposition  that 
religion  is  to.be  promoted  for  the  sake  of 
maintaining  an  Establishment,  instead  of 
supporting  an  Establishment,  which  after 
all  is  only  a  means  towards  an  end,  with  a 
view  to  the  extension  and  diffusion  of  reli- 
gion.   Speaking  with  great  submission  and 
some  humility  on  this  subject,  I  would  ask 
what  it  is  that  is  to  be  regarded  as  true 
religion  f     Without  impropriety,  J  think  1 
may  say  that  true  religion  is  to  love  God 
with   all    your  heart,  and   to   love    your 
neighbour  as  yourself.     Now,  my  Lords, 
does  the  Church   Establishment  produce 
either  of  these  effects  in  Ireland  ?     Has  it 
secomplished  the  first  ?  In  other  words,  has 
it  extended  the  true  faith  ?  One  of  the  main 
objects  of  the  Irish  Church  was  to  make 
converts  to  the  doctrine  of   the   Church. 
Has  it  done  so  ?     It  has  neither  been  suc- 
eessfnl  in  making  converts  to  the  Church 
of  England  or  in  reconciling   the  Roman 
Catholic  portion  of  the  population  to  Pro- 
testantism —  neither  can  it  do  so.     While 
that  Church  remains  an  Establishment  I 
believe  it  impossible  for  it  to  make  con- 
verts in  Ireland,  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
people  look  on   her  as  an    enemy  ;    ond 
while  she  subsists,  it  is  a  point  of  honour 
and  a  matter  of  party  feeling  not  to  listen 
to  an  argument  in  favour  of  her  doctrine 
or  tenets.     My  conviction  is  that  if  the 
fotinctioDi  between  the  Roman  Catholic 


Church  and  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land were  put  an  end  to,  you  would  have  a 
much  better  chance  of  obtaining  converts. 
Then  has  the  Church  of  Ireland  accom- 
plished the  second  object  of  true  religion  ? 
Has  it  succeeded  in  making  the  Irish  people 
love  their  neighbours  as  themselves  ?  The 
very  contrary  is  the  case.  It  is  notorious 
that  it  has  been  the  cause  of  strife  and  ani- 
mosity among  all  classes  of  the  people.  Is 
it  not,  my  Lords,  a  matter  which  you  ought 
seriously  to  consider  whether,  because  an 
institution  has  existed  for  600  years  or 
more,  you  ought,  therefore,  to  perpetuate 
abuses  which  alienate  above  one-half  of  the 
people,  while  they  fail  to  confer  any  advan- 
tage on  the  remainder  ?  The  measure 
now  under  your  consideration  really  in- 
volves no  violation  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty at  all.  If,  as  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
asserts,  the  Bill  is  replete  with  blunders, 
these  do  not  affect  the  principle,  and  if  they 
exist  may  easily  be  removed  in  Committee. 
If  you  assent  to  its  second  reading  you  will 
concur  in  a  measure  which  will  tend  to  the 
removal  of  a  great  disgrace  —  one  that 
lowers  us  in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  which 
will  tend  to  the  wider  diffusion  of  the  Pro- 
testant religion,  and  though  possibly  at 
first  the  effect  upon  the  present  genera- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland  may  not  be 
so  great  as  is  desirable,  yet  in  the  course 
of  a  few  generations  it  will  result  in  the 
union  of  the  Irish  with  tlio  English  and 
Scotch  people  in  one  happy  and  contented 
family. 

The  Archbishop  of  ARMAGH  :  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  this  Bill,  as  appears 
on  the  face  of  it,  is  nothing  more  than  to 
increase  a  fund  which  it  is  presumed  will 
be  at  the  disposition  of  Parliament  in  case 
of  the  disestablishment  and  disendowment 
of  the  Irish  Church.  It  is  proposed  to 
do  this  by  prohibiting  the  promotion  of 
such  clergymen  as  in  the  course  of  the 
ensuing  twelve  months  would,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  be  presented  to  Irish 
benefices.  Now,  my  Lords,  before  we 
consent  to  the  infliction  of  an  injury  on 
deserving  men,  however  few  they  may  be, 
in  order  to  increase  this  fund,  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  furnished  with  full  information 
as  to  what  purposes  this  fund  is  to  be 
applied.  Upon  this  point,  however,  we 
are  left  entirely  in  the  dark — we  have  no 
information  whatsoever: — and  therefore  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  not  think  of 
passing  a  Bill  the  evil  of  which  is  apparent, 
and  of  the  good  of  which  we  have  not  the 
most  remote  intimation.     But  even  were 
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the  purposes  lo  which  this  Bill  is  to  he 
applied   fully    explained,   and  were    they 
accepted  as  most  excellent,  I  think  you 
would  hesitate  hefore  you  passed  a  Bill 
of  this  kind.     The   persons  who  will   he 
affected  hy  this  Bill  are  a  deserving  though 
a  small  hody  of  men,  whom  I  am  confi- 
dent your  Lordships  will  he  ready  to  pro* 
tect,  and  in  whose  hehalf  puhlic  sympathy 
is  most  warmly  interested.     This  Bill  does 
not  affect    private   patronage  ;    it  affects 
only  the  patronage  of  the  Bishops  and  the 
Crown.     Private  patrons  dispose  of  their 
patronage  as  they  think  fit,  from  motives 
of  interest  or  otherwise,  and  are  seldom 
called  to   account  for  it.     But  the  more 
extensive  patronage  of  the  Bishops  is,  as  a 
general  and  almost  invariahle  rule,  disposed 
of  in    favour    of    the    hard-working   and 
meritorious  curates  of  the  diocese  ;  and 
this  Bill  is  ahout  to  interpose  and  prevent 
these    men,    after    fifteen,    eighteen,    or 
twenty  years  of  hard  work,  receiving  the 
just  meed  of  their  professional  advance- 
ment.   The  ohject,  hesides,  is  a  mean  one. 
The  profit,  my  Lords,  will  he  small,  while 
the  injury  will  he  great.     I  will   confine 
myself  to  the  henefices  which  will  he  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Bishops.     Taking  my 
own  diocese,  and  calculating  from  the  last 
nine  years  the  number  of   clergy  whose 
benefices  will  become  vacant  by  death,  and 
giving  full  consideration    to    all    private 
patronage,  the  conclusion  I  have  come  to 
is  that  the   number  in  the  ensuing  year 
will  not  be  above  thirty — that  is,  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland  so  far  as  the  patronage 
of  the  Bishops  is  concerned.  Those  clergy- 
men have,  of  course,  sotee  small  cures — 
perhaps  of  the  value  of  £100 — and   the 
preferment  they  might  enjoy  but  for  this 
Bill  would  be  from  £200  to  £250  a  year. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  almost  unworthy  of  your 
Lordships'  legislation  to  deal  with  a  matter 
so  small ;  yet  though  small  in  amount  it 
will  be  most  cruel  and  ungracious  to  the 
individuals  concerned.     Then,  my  Lords, 
the  injury  that  will  be  done  to  parishes  is 
very  considerable.      In    many   cases   the 
clergy  are  trustees  for  the  distribution  of 
charitable  funds — by  the  step  now  proposed 
the   whole   parochial   machinery    will    be 
brought  to  a  standstill,  the  children   will 
be  turned  out  of  the  schools,  which  derive 
their  principal  support  from  the  rectors. 
This  is  an   injustice  fairly  chargeable  on 
the  Bill.     The  whole  question  of  the  Irish 
Establishment  is  to  be  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  next  Parliament.     It 
involves  many  dear  and  precious  interests, 
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precious,  not  only  to  the  700,000  members 
of  that  Church,  but  to  the  whole  Protestant 
community  in  Ireland ;  for  whatever  pro- 
fession they  belong  to  they  look  on  the 
Established  Church  as  the  bulwark  of  their 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  and  they  know 
right  well  that  if  the  Established  Church 
is  pulled  down  they  will  not  be  able  to 
hold  their  ground  or  to  exercise  their  rights 
as  Protestant  Christians.  This  certainly, 
then,  is  a  question  of  very  great  importance. 
If  ever  there  was  a  question  that  should 
go  before  any  tribunal  without  prejudice  it 
is  this.  But  what  does  this  Bill  propose  ? 
That  it  shall  go  before  the  new  Parliament 
and  the  new  constituency  with  a  stigma 
marked  upon  it,  and  as  being  already  con- 
demned without  trial.  I  therefore  trust 
your  Lordships  will  not  approve  a  Bill  of 
this  kind. 

But  the  Bill  is  justified  by  the  assertion 
that  the  mission  of  the  Irish  Church  has 
failed.     My  Lords,  if  that  were  true  no  one 
will  say  that  it  is  the  fault  of  the  present 
generation,  on  whom    you   are  going  to 
bring  down  the  heaviest  punishment  which 
it  is   in   your  power  to  inflict.     Talk  of 
penal  laws — they  would  be  nothing  com- 
pared to  the  deprivation  of  the  means  of 
grace,  and  the  blessing  of  an*  independent 
Church  they  have  so  long  enjoyed,  which 
they  consider  as  their  birthright,  which  they 
possess  by  right  of  a  prescription  of  300 
years,  and  which  was  assured  to  them  by 
as  solemn  a  covenant  as  one  nation  could 
enter  into  with  another.     It  is  sometimes 
said  that  the  Act  of  Union  was  but  an  Act 
of  Parliament.     My  Lords,  it  was  a  treaty 
between  two  independent  Parliaments,  one 
of  which,  on  the  faith  of  this  great  nation, 
gave  up   its  independence.      The  grand 
point   which   the    Protestants   of  Ireland 
wished  to  secure  was  the  Church,  and  on 
being  satisfied  on  that  point  they  yielded 
to  the   Union.     It  was  said   to   them  by 
Lord   Castlercagh,    '*  You   are   here  in  a 
minority;  but  let  the  Union  be  perfected 
and    the  two  Churches   united,   and   you 
will  then  rest  on  the  basis  of   the  popu- 
lation  of   the   whole    Empire.*'     On    the 
other  hand,  it  wos  said  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, "  You  are  here  a  majority  ;  we  are 
afraid  of  you ;  we  cannot  give  you  emancipa- 
tion; but  let  the  Union  be  established,  and 
you  are  an  insignificant  minority.  Emanci- 
pation may  tiien  be  granted  to  you."    Call 
the  Union  only  an  Act  of  Parliament  !— 
the  Act  of  Parlinment  was  only  the  seal 
put  on  the  treaty.     What  solemnity,  what 
religious  vows,  what  oaths  could  have  made 


61  EaiablMed  Church  { Juirs  26,  1 868 ) 


ifi'eknd)  Bill 


62 


tbe  preterratioa  of  the  ProtesUnt  Church 
mora  leeure  than  the  Treaty  of  UnioQ  ?  It 
rested  on  the  truth,  prohity,  and  hoDOiir  of 
the  Bmpire,  and  hejond  that  there  is  no 
political  security  whatever. 

But  it   is  said   the   Irish   Church   has 
failed  in  its  mission.     Why,  the  Church  of 
Ireland  never  was  more  prosperous,  spirit- 
ually speaking,  than  it  is  at  the  present 
moment.   The  number  of  churches  recently 
erected  and  endowed  has  greatly  increased. 
The  clergy  have  of  late  years  acted  with 
an  energy,  seal,  and  devotion  unknown  in 
former  ages.      There  is  a  connection  of 
endearment  and  satisfaction  between  the 
clergy  and  the  laity  that  never  eiisted  be- 
fore.    We  are  doing  our  duty  well  to  God 
and  to  man.     The  improvement  is  great 
and  rapid,  and  at  such  a  time  it  is  said  we 
have  failed  in  our  mission  !     How  is  that  ? 
Is  it  in  population  ?     I  question  it.     Sir 
William  Petty  gave  an  estimate  of  popu- 
lation taken  in  the  year  1672.     At  that 
time   there  were  of  Roman  Catholics  in 
Ireland  800,000;  of  Churchmen,  100,000  ; 
of  Scotch   Presbyterians,    100,000  ;   and 
of  English  Dissenters  of  various  classes, 
100,0(K).    Therefore,  Churchmen  were  to 
Roman  Catholics  as  one  to  eight ;  they 
were,  compared   with  Presbyterians  and 
other  Protestant  Dissenters,  as  one  to  two. 
What  is  the  case  now  ?    We  have  700,000 
Churchmen  ;  we  are  multiplied  seven  times 
o?er.  With  respect  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
we  are  as  one  to  six  and  a  half,  and  with 
respect  to  Presbyterians  and  other  Protes- 
tant Dissenters,  instead  of  being  as  one  to 
two,  we  are  a  very  large  majority.     That 
does  not  look  like  a  Church  that  has  failed 
in  its  mission.     Besides  that,  the  700,000 
Cbarehmen  of  Ireland  contain  within  them- 
aelres  the  most  enterprising  and   intellec- 
taal  portion  of  the  nation.     The  great  ma- 
joritj  of  the  landed  proprietors,  the  nier- 
ebants,  and  skilled  artizans  belong  to  the 
BtUblished  Church.     The  Church  Protes- 
tants have  in  every  circumstance  been  ever 
faithfal  to  the  interests  of  England  ;  they 
We  never  been  mixed  up  with  any  rebel- 
lioo  ;  and  when  the  Irish  people  have  risen 
•gainst  the  Government  of  this  country,  it 
ii  the  Protestants  that  have  always  been 
the  chief  sufferers  and  have  had  to  bear  the 
brunt.     We  have  done  notliing  on  earth  to 
forfeit  our  rights  or  lose  your  favour.  Our 
great  sin  in  Ireland  is  that  we   are   with 
jonrselves  one  blood,  one  religion,  one  lan- 
gosge,  and  it  is  on  this  very  account  that 
ve  are  singled  out  and  assailed.     In  con- 
JBDction  with  our  other  brother  Protestants, 


we  have  made  the  most  desolate  part  of 
Ireland  by  far  the  most  fertile  and  prospe- 
rous portion  of  the  kingdom.  What  we 
received  as  a  heritage  in  the  northern  parts 
of  Ireland  were  the  forests  and  swamps  of 
Ulster.  Now  you  will  find  there  good 
houses,  well-cultivated  farms,  and  a  pros- 
perous, industrious,  loyal,  and  peaceable 
people.  If  you  look  through  that  Province 
you  will  see  the  chimneys  of  manufactories 
rising  on  every  side,  and  you  will  find  that 
wealth,  prosperity,  civilization,  and  national 
power  are  on  the  advance.  I  do  not  want 
to  draw  comparisons  ;  but  I  will  say  you 
will  find  the  same  thing  in  no  other  part  of 
Ireland.  Well,  we  have  brought  up  our 
people — and  700,000  is  no  small  number 
— it  is  about  one-half  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  at  the  time  of  the  Revolu- 
tion— we  have,  I  say,  brought  them  up  in 
good  principles,  in  the  fear  of  God,  the  love 
of  the  country,  and  loyalty  to  the  Queen. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  the  principal  rea- 
son given  for  the  alleged  failure  of 
our  mission  is  that  we  have  not  con- 
verted the  Roman  Catholics.  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  cannot  think  that  that  was  the 
fault  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  What- 
ever its  faults  may  have  been,  I  do  not 
think  that  fault  lies  at  its  doors.  Re- 
member—every effort  we  made  for  that 
purpose  was  for  a  long  period  thwarted 
by  the  civil  Government.  When  the  Re- 
formation was  first  introduced  into  Ire- 
land there  was  very  little  objection  made 
to  what  was  then  called  "  the  King's 
proceedings."  The  chieftains  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  Bishops  took  without 
scruple  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  for  a 
considerable  time  the  people  attended  the 
parish  churches.  I  believe  they  did  so  for 
the  first  eleven  years  of  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  But  what  did  they  hear  there? 
They  heard  an  unknown  language.  It 
was  pressed  on  the  attention  of  this  coun- 
try over  and  over  again  that,  if  anything 
was  to  be  done  with  the  Irish,  it  must  be 
done  through  the  medium  of  their  own 
language.  The  Reformation  had  been 
established  for  nigh  fifty  years  before 
Dr.  Daniel,  afterwards  Archbishop  of 
Tuam,  translated  the  New  Testament  into 
the  Irish  tongue — in  1608  the  Prayer 
Book  was  also  translated  —  but  for  fifty 
years  you  gave  the  Irish  people  neither 
the  Bible  nor  the  Prayer  Book  in  a 
language  which  they  could  understand. 
Many  a  great  and  good  man  in  Ireland  saw 
and  lamented  this  ;  and  Bedell,  the  Bishop 
of  Eilmore,  who  was  a  great  scholar,  and 
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v»  aent  orer  to  Ireland  on  the  reeom- 
metidation  of  Archbishop  TTaher,  r>  ProTO>t 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  at  tha  age  of 
■iitj  learnt  the  Irish  Inngungc,  anJ, 
with  the  aseislance  of  Ring,  trauslaicd 
the  vhole  Bible  into  Irieb.  During  the 
Gourie  of  the  IranBlotion  King  embraced 
l)ie  principles  of  llie  Reformation,  and 
Bedell  presented  him  i?Uli  a  iving.  But 
when  word  of  this  was  brought  to  Dublin, 
it  wa*  said  that  Bedell  was  encouraging 
the  NatiTee,  and  accordingly  orders  went 
forth  that  King  should  bs  depiircd  of 
his  living.  Tha  Bishop  advised  King  lo 
withstand  the  inTaaion  of  IiIb  rights  ;  but 
he  was  seized,  bound  hniid  Aud  foot,  and 
carried  to  Dublin— and  tlint  was  tlie  way 
in  wbieb  tbo  Government  encouraged  the 
Eeformatlon  in  Ireland.  Tlie  reason  a 
alleged  iu  a  letter  from  Archbishop  King 
to  Dean  Swift  in  these  words,  "  Some 
think  that  if  tboy  were  all  of  one  mind 
the  Church  would  he  too  powerful,"  and 
therefore  cold  water  was  thrown  on  the 
attempt  to  present  the  Refornintioii  to  the 
Natives  of  Ireland.  But  is  the  present 
generation  to  be  punished  with  the  loss  of 
tlieir  Church  for  the  faults  of  those  200 
year?,  and  are  you  lo  do  that  which  will 
have  llie  effect  of  shutting  the  doors  oF 
the  Church  against  the  Roman  Cothoiica? 
We  are  told  that  Ibe  whole  poascesious  uf 
the  Church  are  in  the  hands  of  one-eighth 
of  the  people.  Now,  my  Lords,  you  will 
find  that  to  be  altogether  a  fallacy.  At 
the  Reformation  the  great  wealth  of  the 
Iriah  Church  was  in  the  monasteries. 
They  had  ona  half  the  tithe  of  the  country 
and  very  largo  cind  eitensive  lands.  When 
the  jnoiiastericB  were  dlaso  vcd,  the  tithes 
as  well  as  the  lands  were  disposed  of  by 
Beory  VIIJ.  among  his  courtiers  and 
friends.  The  Bishops  who  oonformed  re- 
mained in  possession  of  their  eoes  but  to 
use  the  words  of  Bramhal),  The  alienation 
of  Church  properly  by  deeds  and  leases 
was  ijRniic.''  Tha  bishopric  of  Lismore 
"was  hold"  (he  observe^)  "bj  the  Earl 
of  Cork  at  40*.  a  year."  The  whole  pos- 
sessions of  IvildRVQ  noro  wasted,  also  the 
temporalities  of  Clogher.  Cloyne  was 
reduced  to  40^,  a  ;enr,  and  Cashell,  Ferns, 
and  Leigblin  were  all  impoTerished.  On 
this  subject  Sir  Uonry  Sidney  wrote  to 
Queen  Elizabeth — 

"  If  I  ihould  write  unto  jour  M.jp.ty  whut 
■pail  hath  been  and  i*  of  biahoprici,  partlr  bj  the 
Biiiiopa  themselves,  partly  by  the  potentatci  their 
noiiome  iicighiniui'!.  1  iboulil  inalLe  too  long  a 
libel  of  my  li'ttcr ;  In:  jour  Mnjest;  may  believe 
that  on  the  fnceorthe  earth  tbsra  is  not  a  Church 
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in  10  miienble  a  osh.  In  many  {^bom  thswalU 
of  the  ebnrahei  are  <lown,  Tery  few  obORkes 
eovered.  and  windows   and   doors  rained  and 

And  this  was  in  Mealb,  the  lust  peopled 
diocese.  Nor  did  the  benefices  fare  belter. 
Of  the  southern  eounlies,  Edmund  Spenser 
soys— 

"  The  beneflees  themselves  are  so  mean  and  of 
io  unall  profits  in  U»w  Irisb  oooaUes,  tbrongfa  tha 
ill  husbandry  of  iiio  IriBh  people  wljiobdo  iobabit 
them,  that  ihej  will  not  yield  ;ioy  oompalent 
maintenane*  for  any  honest  intnuter  to  live  npon, 
scarcely  to  buy  him  a  guwa." 
Sir  John  Davis  Bftjfl — 

"  As  to  the  vii^arairos  they  are  so  poorir  SO- 
dowed  Si  ten  of  them  being  united  wiU  soaTca 
safBoe  to  runintnin  an  honest  minister.  For  tba 
churghi^a  tlicy  are  for  the  most  part  in  mina  ;  todt 
aa  nero  pregcnted  to  be  in  reparation  are  ooversd 
only  with  thatch." 

He  urther  observes — "Many  of  the  liTJogs 
are  not  worth  above  AOs.  a  year."  Even 
after  the  RcstorBtion  the  Church  was  in 
no  better  case.  All  the  churches  had  been 
ruined,  first  by  the  rebels  and  then  by 
the  soldiers  of  Cromwell ;  and  Williams, 
Bishop  of  Ossory,  ivrltes  tliua — 

"  I  went  to  live  on  my  biahoprio  at  Kilkenny, 
where  I  found  the  cathcdrul  church  and  tb* 
Bithop's  bouse  all  ruined,  and  nothing  slandia; 
hut  hare  walls  without  windows  lut  the  hoiet, 
.vid  nitbout  doors.  If  you  walk  through  Ireland, 
aa  I  roda  from  Carlingford  to  Dublin,  and  from 
Dublin  to  Kilkenny,  1  believe  tlmt  thraughont  nil 
your  Irnnl  yod  shall  find  it  aa  I  found  it  in  all 
the  ways  that  I  went.  Sc.irco  One  uliureh  stand- 
ing for  seven  that  are  ruined  and  tuive  only  walls, 
moat  without  roof,  without  doers,  without  wId- 

The  benefices  in  his  diocese  averaged 
£43  \i».  and  a.  fraction.     In  1670,  Bishop 

MoHsom  gives  this  account  of  the  northern 
diocefio  of  Derry — 

"  First,  the  churehce,  capccinlty  thoae  within 
the  twelve  London  proportions,  wero  generally 
ruinous,  and  not  nno,  ticepl  that  within  the  eity, 
khi  in  repair,  neither  were  the  inhabitants,  from 
their  extreme  poverty,  anyways  able  to  re-buiid 
or  to  repair  them  ;  to  that  the  holy  otHces  of  God's 
public  worship  were,  for  tho  most  part,  odminia- 
tered  in  a  dirty  Dabin  or  io  a  common  alehoaie 
and  alio  that  not  only  were  the  oburclies  ruinous, 
but  likewlae  the  minitters  were  generally  and  ne- 
cessarily non-rciidant,  not  having  «sj  booses 
upon  thoir  euros,  not  being  able  through  meannea 
of  estate  to  build  tiioniselTta  houiea,  nor  eonid 
they  find  habitationi  to  be  hired  npon  the  plaoe." 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  mention  the  snhject  of 
tithes.  They  were  never  J^nsily  collected 
in  Ireland,  and  Bishop  Dojie,  before  a 
Commilteo  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
said  that  they  were  never  regularly  col- 
lected till  the  time  of  Henry  YIII.  For 
a  long  time  they  wore  of  small  importance, 
and  Eulded  very  little  lo  the  incomes  of  tha 
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elergy.     As  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
inereased  the  tithes  increased  in  value.     In 
1733  the  Irish  House  of  Commons  passed 
a  Resolution,  not  a  Bill,  setting  forth  that 
tithes  of  pasture  land  ought  to  be  resisted, 
and  they  made  a   common  purse,  deter- 
mining that  they  would  oppose  every  clergy- 
man  who  went   to  law  to  enforce  those 
tithes.     The  clergy  were  weak  and  sub- 
mitted, and  thus  the  Church  lost  half  of  its 
property.     Tithes  were  taken  off  the  rich 
grasiers  and  kept  on  the  poor  tillers  of  the 
soil ;  and,  perhaps,  the  Irish  Church  never 
received  a  heavier  blow  than  this.     After 
this,  another  quarter  was  taken  off;    and 
in  1832,  Sir  Richard  Griffith  proved  before 
a  Select  Committee  that  tithes  were  only 
om-siztieth  part  of  the  produce.  The  Church 
now  has  exactly  one- eighth  of  the  original 
tithe  granted  by  Henry  1 1,  at  the  Council  of 
Cashel.     When,  therefore,  it  is  said  that 
we  are  a  minority,  we  reply,  **  True  ;  but 
we  have  only  one-eighth  of  the  Church  pos- 
sessions."    It  is  certain  that  if  there  had 
been  but  one  religion  in  Ireland  this  dimi- 
nution of  the  Church  property  would  never 
have  taken  place.      No  Irish  Parliament 
roold  have  dared  to  free  themselves  from 
tithes — for  that  is  practically  what   they 
did — and  impose  it  upon  their  constituents. 
If,  then,  our  numbers  are,  by  comparison, 
Bmalt,  remember  tlint  the  tithes  and  other 
possessions  of  the  Church  have,  from  time 
to  time,  been  pared  down,  until  we  now 
We  only  that  proportion  of  Church  pro- 
perty which  would  belong  to  us  if  it  were 
Apportioned  according  to  numbers.     After 
the  Reformation  there  were  very  troublous 
timet  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
KeTolation  that  the  Church  had  peace,  and 
could  repair  its  wasted  buildings.     What 
>t  had  then  principally  to  depend  on  were 
111,000  acres  of  land  given  by  James  I. 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting   the    Pro- 
liant religion  in  Ireland  ;  and,  whatever 
KMJ  come,  I  hope  that  these  lands,  which 
*ere  given  for  this  special   purpose  long 
*fter  the  Reformation,  will   be  left  to  be 
deToted  ty  the  objects  for  which  they  were 
^ginally   intended.      At   that    time   the 
P<>*erty  of  the  clergy  was  so  great  that 
efforts  were  made  on  all  sides  to  relieve 
them.    Bishop  Bramhall  came  over  here, 
*Qd,  with   the   assistance   of   Archbishop 
^D(I,  subscriptions  were  raised  and  a  great 
^DADtity  of  lay  tithes  were  bought  up.     In 
^ii  way  the  Protestants  of  the  time  were 
^bled  to  recover  possessions  of  the  Church 
to  the  amount  of  £40.000  a  year.     Pri> 
aate  Boulter  left  £30,000  a  year  in  the 
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middle  of  the  last  century  for  the  purpose 
of  augmenting  small  benefices.  The  in- 
terest of  that  money  has  been  absorbed  in 
those  benefices,  a  great  number  of  which 
have  been  by  it  augmented.  Primate 
Robinson  and  others  also  left  property  for 
Church  purposes.  Primate  Lindsay  left 
an  estate  in  the  county  of  Down  which 
produces  £900  a-year.  In  this  way  since 
the  Reformation  the  property  of  the  Church 
has  been  gradually  created  ;  and  now  it  is 
proposed  to  us  that,  for  the  sake  of  secur- 
ing religious  equality  in  Ireland,  we  should 
begin  again !  Who  can  tell  what  have 
been  the  benefactions  since  the  Reforma- 
tion ?  Since  I  have  been  in  Armogh  one 
benevolent  nobleman  gave  £6,000  to  in- 
crease three  small  benefices  in  the  diocese. 
The  benefices  of  Ireland  have  thus  grown 
up  from  poverty  to  comparative  comfort ; 
that  is,  they  now  average  £250  a  year 
each. 

Another  objection  is  made  to  us,  and 
that  is  that  we  are  the  Church  of  the  rich 
and   are  supported   by   the   poor.      Now, 
neither  of  these  assertions  is  true.     The 
first  is  true  only  in  a  certain  sense.     We 
are  not  supported  by  the  Roman  Catholics. 
No  man  pays  the  tithe  rent-charge;  it  is 
the  land  itself  which  pays  that.     As  to  our 
being  the  Church  of  the  rich,  it  is  true  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  land   is   held   by  Pro- 
testant proprietors ;  but  where  are  they  ? 
In  England,  in  France,  in  Italy — all  over 
the  world — anywhere  but  in  Ireland.  From 
my  own  observation  I  should  say  that  there 
is  on  an  average  not  moro  than  about  one 
resident  landed  proprietor  in  each  parish  in 
Ireland.     In  some  parishes  there  may  be 
more,  but  ono  will  be  about  the  average. 
If  the  Church  were  disestablished,  it  would 
then  be  upon  this  ono  proprietor  that  the 
support   of  the  Church  would  fall — for  I 
know  very  well   what  answers  absentees 
give  to   applications  for  money.     I  have 
been  to  long  a  beggar  not  to  know  how 
much  is  to  be  got  by  such  applications. 
•*  My  dear  Sir,"  is  the  answer  you  receive, 
"  I  do  not  reside  in  Ireland,  and  my  rents 
are  badly  paid.     I  have  schools  and  other 
charities   to   subscribe   to   here,  and  you 
must   allow   me  very  respectfully  to  de- 
cline to  give  anything."     I  will  say  that 
some  years  ago  this  was  a  more  common 
form  of  reply  than  is  given  now,  for  of  late 
there  has  been  a  most  splendid  and  liberal 
response  from  the  laity  on  the  subject  of 
church-building.  Within  ten  years,  I  think, 
£194,000   have   been   subscribed   by  the 
laity  for  this  purpose,  and  churches  have 
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grown  up  rapidly  within  the  last  century. 
In  1730  in  all  Ireland  there  were  only  400 
oharchea ;  in  1806  there  were  1,029,  and 
in  1864  there  were  1,579.  These,  then, 
are  our  own  churchea,  huilt  with  our  own 
money.  Tiie  laity  have  liberally  Bubscribed 
a  large  proportion  of  the  money  they 
cost,  and  the  grant  in  aid  which  we  get 
i%  from  the  money  of  the  Church  in  the 
handa  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
Besides  this  the  glebe  lands  have  been 
greatly  improved  by  the  clergy,  who  have 
built  houses,  hedged,  ditched,  drained, 
planted,  and  made  the  lands  double  their 
former  value,  in  the  full  belief  that  they 
would  never  be  ousted  from  the  possession 
of  them.  I  ooold  mention  the  name  of  a 
clergyman — I  know  the  circumstances  well 
•—who,  on  100  acres  of  glebe,  valued  per- 
haps at  £2,500,  spent  £500  upon  his 
glebe  house,  of  course  with  the  idea  that 
it  would  remain  permanently  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church.  If  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  taken  away  from  the  Church, 
depend  upon  it  he  would  have  been  loth 
to  expend  that  money.  The  case  I  have 
mentioned  is  one  out  of  many  ;  and  in 
the  parish,  of  the  better  classes  there  will 
be  very  likely  only  the  clergyman  and  the 
aquire.  A  noble  Lord  has  asked  how,  if 
the  majority  of  the  clergy  had  only  moderate 
incomes,  they  could  manage  to  be  so  chari- 
table as  they  were  said  to  be  ?  But  a  great 
many  men  go  into  the  Church  in  Ireland, 
having  some  means  of  their  own,  and  with 
a  wish  to  do  good.  If  those  men  had  not 
been  in  the  Church  they  would  never  have 
remained  in  Ireland,  but  would  have  gone 
to  some  place  more  agreeable  to  them. 
But  they  lived  and  worked  in  poor,  and 
some  of  them  in  desolate  parishes,  support- 
ing their  oharities,  and,  in  fact,  doing  every- 
thing that  a  good,  faithful,  and  devoted 
Christian  minister  ought  to  do.  If  you 
destroy  the  Established  Church  you  will 
drive  away  from  the  country  a  great  num- 
ber of  most  valuable  residents  of  that  kind. 
As  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  sinks 
or  recedes,  you  may  depend  upon  it  there 
is  another  Church  there  which  will  advance 
and  rise.  That  other  Church  is  a  powerful 
Church.  It  it  one  which  does  not  acknow- 
ledge the  supremacy  of  the  Queen  but 
acknowledges  the  supremacy  of  a  foreign 
Potentate,  who  at  one  time  was  very  dan- 
gerous to  the  liberties  of  thia  country.  If 
you  overthrow  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  you  will  establish  the  supremacy 
of  the  Pope,  and  substitute  for  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Queen  that  of  a  foreign  ruler. 

The  Archbishop  of  Armagh 


Let  those  who  foolishly  think  that  by  sub- 
verting the  Protestant  Eatablishment  of 
Ireland  they  will  strike  a  deadly  blow  at 
the  union  of  Church  and  State  remember 
that,  instead  of  doing  that,  they  will  only 
ehange  a  Church  with  the  Queen  as  its  head 
for  one  with  a   foreign   Potentate  at  its 
head  ;  and  that  in  Ireland  you  will  have  an 
imperium  in  itnperio.     Then  the  power 
and.  authority  of  the  Queen  will,  as  was 
said  in  old  times  in  Ireland,  be  held  only 
at  the  Pope's  discretion.     Ton  may  flatter 
yourselves  that  you  will  have  got  rid  of 
the  Irish  difficulty  when  you  have  abolished 
the  Irish  Church  ;   but  yoti  will  find  that 
that  difficulty  has  then  only  begun.    I  re- 
collect well  the  tithe  war  in  Ireland.    Sop- 
pose  there  should  be  a  land  war  of  the 
same  deacription  ?      At  the  time  of  the 
tithe  war,  I  remember  an  immenae  roob 
surrounding  a  house  in  my  parish,  when 
the  cry  of  "No  tithe  I  *'  was  raised  ;  but 
afterwards  the  ory  of  "  No  rent  I  *'  was  set 
up,  and  when  that  once  began  the  cry  of 
"  No  tithe ! "  was  immediately  given  op 
and  forgotten.     Do  not  imagine  that  if  yoo 
overthrow  the   Irish  Established  Church 
there  will  not  be,  as  there  waa  in  earlier 
days,  a  very  extensive  emigration  of  Pro* 
testants,  comprising  many  of  the  best,  the 
soundest,  most  loyal,  ana  moat  industrious 
of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjecta.     Ton  will 
put  before  the  Irish  Protestants  the  choice 
between   apostacy   and   expatriation,   and 
every  man  among  them  who  haa  money  or 
position  when  he  sees  his  Church  go  will 
leave  the  country,  thus  weakening-  the  do- 
minion of   England  over  it.       Will  you 
then  adopt  a  course  whioh  will  certainly 
cause  those  who  have  proved  themselves 
for  300  years  to  be  the  beat  friends  and 
defenders  of   English  role  to  flee  from  a 
country  which  they  will  think  doomed  and 
accursed  ?     If  you  do  that  yon   will  find 
Ireland  so  difficult  to  manage  that  yon  wiU 
have  to  depend  on  the  gibbet  and  the  aword ; 
and  I  think  you  will  then  have  reason  to 
regret  that  you  have  no  lonj^er  the  aid  of 
that   Christian   Church   which  ^kept  year 
people  together  and  made    Engtiah  law, 
English  authority,  English   freedom,  and 
an  English  Bible  respected  and  beloved. 

Thb  E^rl  of  CORK:  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  forbear  troubling  your  Lordships 
with  a  few  observations,  being  too  strongly 
impressed  with  the  momentoua  nature  of 
the  Bubject  under  consideration,  and  its 
deep  importance  to  the  English  aa  well  as 
Irish  people,  to  let  it  pasa  bj  in  ailenee* 
For  in  the  future  position  of  tho  Anglican 
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Chnreh  in  Ireland  it  in?ol?ed  bo  much  of 
the  futnre   contentment,  liappineBs,   and 
prosperitj  of  that  country,  that  it  is,  I  he- 
lieTCy  Bcarcelj  poesible  to  over-estimate  the 
decision  at  which  jou  may  arrive  respect- 
ing it.     The  social  stattts  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  is  to  a  great  extent  at 
stake  now — besides   the  larger  financial 
question,  which  we  must  all  feel  will  need 
not  only  very  serious  consideration  in  deal- 
ing with  it  but,  where  vested  interests  are 
concerned,   the   utmost  circumspection    in 
disposing  of  them.     Difficult,  however,  as 
the  arrangement  of  these  details  must  ne- 
cessarily prove,  I  look  upon  them  as  small 
in  comparison  with   the  chief  question  of 
the    Bill — namely,     the    maintenance    or 
abolition  of  an  international  Church   Es- 
tablishment, opposed  to  those  principles  of 
religions  equality  for  which  the  Liberals 
of  all   classes  in    this  country   have   ever 
contended,  and  which  they  view  as  the  sole 
permanent  basis  of  peace  and  unity.    The 
existing  position  of  that  Church  is,  in  point 
of  fact,    so    unprecedented  elsewhere,  so 
uniqne  of  its  kind  in  both  past  and  present 
history,   and   comprises   so   many    varied 
anomalies,  that  no  one,  I  imagine,  would 
ever  think  of  answering  in  the  affirmative 
the  query  invariably  put  by  writers  of  the 
Press  and  others  on  the  subject  as  to  whe- 
ther the  foundation  of  a  similar  institution 
would  be  possible  in  these  days.     To  ap- 
preciate thoroughly   the   spirit    of  hoart- 
bamiogs    and    grievances    which   it    has 
always    excited   among    those    whose   in- 
terests have  been  affected  by  it,  one  has 
need    to   trace  the  Irish  Church  step  by 
step  from  its  origin  as  a  recognised  Estab- 
lishment in  the  earlier  times,  when  it  was 
in  accordance  with  the  faith  of  the  country, 
through  many  a  scene  of  political  intrigue 
and    mismanagement,  to  1560,   when  the 
spread   of   the  Reformation    placed   it   in 
overt  and  acknowledged  opposition  to  the 
great  bulk  of  the  population.     How  united 
and   how  earnest  was  the    struggle  then 
and  for  long  years  to  come  on  the  part  of 
all  classes  no  one  who  has  read  Irish  his- 
tory, can  ignore  ;  but  repudiated  as  it  has 
been   ever  since,  and  even  down  to  our 
tiroes  continued  to  be,  by  the  people,  can 
we  look  at  it  as  other  than  a  prominent 
cause  of  alienation  from  England  in  their 
hearts,  and  a  terrible  contradiction  to  that 
nise    truth    enunciated  by    Lord   Eldon, 
"  That  the  onion  of  Church  and  State  is 
not  to  make  the  Church  political,  but  the 
State  religious  ?  "      In  saying  thus  much 
I  do  not  wish  to  over-state  the  case,  which 


is  already  sufficiently  strong  on  its  own 
grounds.  I  do  not  imply,  much  less  assert, 
that  the  settlement  of  the  Church  question 
is  the  only  Balm  of  Gilead.  I  am  not  so 
sanguine  as  to  expect  that  all  wounds 
will  thereby  he  cicatrized,  all  grievances 
allayed  thenceforth  and  for  ever.  Many 
other  points  will  remain  at  issue,  calling 
for  nice  adjustment  and  delicate  handling ; 
but  we  all  know  the  envenomed  nature  of 
so-called  religious  differences,  how  they 
militate  against  those  feelings  of  justice 
and  harmony  which  alone  make  legislation 
fit  to  endure  and  to  be  endured,  and  how, 
more  than  any  others,  they  exemplify  the 
"  rarity  of  Christian  charity  under  the  sun." 
And,  while  I  entertain  the  strongest  con- 
viction that  in  this  instance  justice  and  ex- 
pediency work  hand  in  hand  in  calling  for 
a  change,  I  am  unable,  I  own,  to  attach 
much  weight  to  the  arguments  brought 
forward  on  the  other  side.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  dis- 
establishment in  Ireland  will  effect  even 
remotely  the  Established  Church  in  Eng- 
land. No  parallel,  it  appears  to  me,  can 
be  drawn  between  them,  except  for  the 
sake  of  contempt.  They  stand  upon  com- 
pletely separate  grounds.  They  differ  in 
sundry  minor  but  by  no  means  unimportant 
matters  of  detail  as  to  government  and 
discipline,  and  in  their  practical  working 
it  is  almost  impossible  to  allow  adequately 
for  the  enormous  differences  which  exist 
between  them.  The  Church  of  England  is 
English — the  Church  of  Englishmen  re- 
cognizing the  language  and  nationality  of 
its  members.  Ignorance  of  English  is  a 
bar  to  preferment  to  an  English  living,  and 
ignorance  of  Welsh  is  a  similar  bar  where 
Welsh  is  commonly  spoken.  The  Irish 
language  and  nation  are  ignored  by  the 
Establishment  in  Ireland.  Above  all,  there 
is  this  terrible  fact,  that  the  Anglican 
Church  in  Ireland  numbers  only  12  per 
cent  of  the  population  ;  it  is  rejected  by 
the  mass  of  Irishmen,  who  rejgard  it  as  a 
Church  hostile  to  themselves,  and  endowed 
"with  the  spoils  of  their  own  ancient  Church. 
Where,  my  Lords,  shall  we  find  a  parallel 
to  this  in  England,  or,  indeed,  in  any  other 
country  ?  I  must,  moreover,  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  in  insisting  on  the 
differences  between  the  two  Churches,  I 
am  only  dwelling  upon  what  has  been  re- 
peatedly recognized  by  Parliament  as  form- 
ing the  basis  of  their  separate  treatment. 
Sir  John  Nicoll,  then  the  chief  ecclesias- 
tical Judge  in  England,  on  May,  30,  1623, 
insisted  that  the  Preamble  of  the  Tithes 
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tl  ihould  be  altered  b;  the  ItiA  Seora-   \ag  iU  life  tai  liberty.    The  fanlt  mnit 
larf  Eo  ai  to  exprets  those  differencM.  j  clearly  be  vith  iti  mtnietera  if  it  faili 


henceforth  (o  hold  its  place  ai  a  Chriatian 
Church  in  the  land.  The  time,  indeed, 
Bppanrs  at  hand  when  such  a  conceaiion  to 
thnt  spirit  of  progresi  which  characteriiM 
the  age  in  which  we  lire  can  acarcelj  be 
e*aded.  Religioua  equelitj  is  every  day 
becoming  more  end  more  a  necesaity  in 
Ireland.  As  education  increaaes  so  does 
the  knowledge  of  national  wrongs  and  the 
you  will'V'olwb'j  'flid' "th.^Tth^uph^thrr.uK-  '  determination  to  redress  ihem.  As  wealth 
lUhed  Charoh  of  Ireland  is  by  law  permsiiantlj    augments  among  Roman  Catholics  so  does 


Sir  John  NicoU  said — 

"Thi>  Bill  would  bs  higWji  objectionable  in 
England,  but  tfae  cfiM  might  bo  different  a<  it 
■ffecK  Irelnnd,  The  eircumstnnces  of  ttio  two 
pnrta  of  tha  kingdom  nre  widelf  different.  Thay 
Stood  in  this  reipect  rather  in  contrast  than 
parallel  to  each  otber." 

In  1833  William  lY.  thus  addressed  his 
Parliament — 

"  In  tho  further  reformi  that  maj  he  neceaiary 


nnited  with  that  ot  England,  the  peoull 
their  reapeotire  cireumstancei  will  require  a  sepa- 
nte  legislation." 

Uy  Lords,  it  has  been  declared  that  in 
assenting  to  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  tho  Coronation  Oelh  would 
be  violated.  But  might  not  the  seme 
chariie  have  been  preferred  with  greater 
justice  against  Queen  Elizabeth  when  she 
put  down  tho  BonriDn  Catholic  Church, 
which  she  found  established  by  the  legis- 
lation of  her  predecessor?  Proscription, 
too,  is  strongly  urged  as  a  plea  for  the 
inaintcnanco  of  the  Establishment,  and 
that,  no  doubt, 
when  the  propertj 


the  self,  respect  which  protests  against  tbe 
ascendaney  of  the  creed  of  the  minority. 
Boman  Catholics  have  been  admitted  to 
offices  of  trust  and  rank,  and  their  loyalty 
to  the  Government  is  not  doubted.  They 
feel  that  while  the  Church  Eitabliahroeut 
exists  a  standing  ineolt  is  offered  to  their 
faith.  They  complain  of  what  Archbishop 
Whately  once  described  as  "  the  sort  «iF 
insult  implied  bj  the  spectacle  of  an  en- 
dowed clergyman  whoso  flock  was  not  of 
his  persuasion."  The  very  temperate  de- 
claration of  Roman  Catholic  lajmen  against 
the  Establishment  was  signed  by  nearly 
■s  a  strong  argument  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  Catholic  Peer,  Member  of 
tj  of  mdiTiduals  IS  con-    parliBment,  and  large  landed  proprietor. 


with  regard  to  the  property    „  ^^j^    ,  '     ,_  b^^^^j  ^^  jt  ;,  ^y  .wh 
of  corporate  bodLOs  Parham^ent  has  alwajj    ^^^^^  majorities    in   the    House  of   Com- 
be not  listened  to,  a  fresh  opporla- 


recognised  a  distinction.     On  this  point  I 
may  cite  the  opinion  of    Lord  Althorpe 


e  the 


'ill  he  afforded    to    the  enemiea  of 


Colleague  of  the  noble    g^itj,,,  ^^i^  (o  urge  the  uselessoess  of  ap- 


Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)— 

"  De  admitted  that  it  was  rsr;  dangeroua  to 
BSsrrt  anj  principle  whioh  interfered  with  anj 
eatabliihed  right  of  property.  He  could  not, 
however,  admit  that  there  was  any  analogy  be- 
tween Church  property  and  that  of  eorporationa, 
and  still  leas  wai  there  any  between  it  and  the 
property  of  priiate  indlviduaU  which  cornea  to 
them  by  inheritance.  In  tha  caia  of  the  holders 
of  Church  property,  they  obtained  thoir  rights 
neither  hy  inheritance  nor  pnrohaae,  but  by  the 
arbitrary  choice  of  the  Crown,  or  of  certain  indi- 
vidual* who  held  the  right  of  appoioting  them." 
Tithes  have  thus  been  altered  and  mi- 
nisters' money  abolished,  yet  none  of 
these  meosures  have  bnd  the  slightest 
effect  upon  tbe  Church  of  England,  which; 
on  the  contrary,  has  of  late  wonderfully 
improved  in  zeal  and  efGclencj. 
Church  is  disestablished,  it  seems  to  me 
that  upon  its  own  behaviour  it  will  meini; 
depend  whether  its  proper  influence,  both 
spiritual  and  temporal,  be  impaired  or 
diminished.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church 
has  maintained  its  powers  under  disestab- 
lishment and  persecution ;  whereas  the 
Anglican  Church  in  Ireland  will  have  no 
political  restrictions,  no  penal  laws  affect- 
Th  Earl  lif  Cork 


peals  to  the  Legialature  for  the  redre 
Irish  wrongs.  The  justice  of  the  claim  of 
nearly  5,000.000  of  Roman  Catholics  to 
equality  is  undoubted,  and  the  ezpedieocy 
of  acceding  to  it  indisputable.  Let  us,  then, 
beware  how  we  ignore  the  one  and  deny 
the  others.  The  Act  of  16S9  for  abolish- 
ing prelacy  in  Scotland,  commenced  with 


this 


mble- 


Chnroh  go- 
■t  agreeable 


"Whereas  the  Ettatei  of  this  Kingdom  la 
their  claim  of  right  declsred  that  prelacy  ii  and 
bath  been  a  gnat  and  insupportable  grievance  to 
tbe  nation,  and  contrary  to  the  inclinations  of  tbe 
people,  Ac,,  the  King  and  Qneea's  Mijeatlea 
do  declare  that  tbay  will  settle  that  Chnroh  gi 
remment  in  this  kingdom  which  is 
to  the  inolination*  of  the  people,  A 

If  the  '  That  Act  gave  peace  and  prosperity  to 
'  Scotland.  Let  me  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships to  imitate  the  wise  policy  of  your 
ancestors,  and  no  longer  to  oppose  a  mea- 
sure which  is  ardently  desired  by  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

The  Duke  a?  RUTLAND  ;  Uy  Lords, 
I  must  apologize  for  intruding  on  yoor 
Lordships'  attention  when  there  are  m 
many  other  Memhen  of  the  Honae  who 
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ean  address  yoa  with  far  greater  ability 
than  I  can  do  ;  but  I  feel  atrongly  on  this 
question,    and   therefore   wish   briefly   to 
express  my  opinion  upon  it.     I  oppose  this 
Bill  on  two  grounds,  I  hold  it  to  be  unjust, 
Qnfair,  and  inexpedient  to  disestablish  and 
disendow  the  Irish  Church.     Even,  how- 
Sfer,  if  I  thought  such  a  policy  just  and 
expedieoty  I  should  equally  object  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  this  is  neither  the  time  nor  the  manner 
in  which  the  question  should  be  dealt  with. 
I  wish,  aa  far  as  possible,  to  avoid  any  ae* 
rimonious  feeling,  and  your  Lordships  know 
that  I  am  not  a  fiolent  partisan  ;  but  I 
most  say  that  if  there  have  been  nny  party 
or  acrimonious  feeling  on  either  side  of  the 
House  the  blame  doea  not  lie  with  the  Go- 
Temment  or  its  supporters  —  it  must  rest 
with  those  who  have  brought  forward  this 
question  at  a  time  when  they  knew — and 
indeed   acknowledged  —  that  it  could  not 
be  settled.     Now,  it  has  been  urged  that 
it  is  unjust  that  Roman  Catholics  should 
have  to  support  a  clergy  to  whose  religion 
they  are  opposed.     The  answer  to  that  aa- 
sertioii  is  this — that  nine-tenths  of  the  in- 
come of  the  Church  in  Ireland  comes  out 
of  the  pockets  of  Protestant  landlords.  As 
to  the  right  of  the  State  to  interfere  with 
Cbnreh  property,  I  admit  that  Parliament 
has  the  same  right  to  interfere  with  it  as 
with  the  property  of  any  other  corporate 
body;  but  though  I  listened  attentively  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Romilly),  I  failed  to  understand  what 
distinction  there  is  between  property  be- 
loDgiDg  to  the  Irish  Church  and  that  be- 
knging  to  any  other  corporation,  so  far  as 
the  right  is  concerned.     The  State  inter- 
feres, no  doubt,  with  corporate  property 
when  it  has  been  wrongly  applied  ;  and 
even  with  private  property  in  the  case  of 
railways  and  public  improvements,  but  it 
does  so  only  when  the  public  good  requires 
it.    Now,  I  cannot  see  that  such  a  case 
for  interference  exists  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church.     It  has  been  urged,  indeed, 
that  that  Church  has  failed  in  its  mission  ; 
but  I  think  it  has  been  shown  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Armagh) 
that  the  contrary  is  the  fact.     If  I  wanted 
independent  evidence,  it  is  not  from  the 
Irish  Church — it  is  not  from  this  side  of 
the  House — I  would  seek  it.  I  would  apply 
to  the  candour  of  the  noble  Earl  who  ad- 
dressed US  from  the  opposite  side  last  night 
(tbe  Earl  of  Clarendon),  and  who  read  to 
u  a  paragraph  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
tbe  Irish  clergymen  as  a  body  have  nobly 


done  their  duty.  If  that  is  not  sufficient, 
I  would  appeal  to  another  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, who  some  time  ago  thought  it  not 
beneath  his  dignity  to  preside  at  a  meet- 
ing in  St.  James's  Hall  (Earl  Russell).  I 
have  not  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  by 
me,  and  therefore  if  I  misquote  him  I  hope 
he  will  correct  me.  As  I  understand,  he 
said  he  had  always  been  of  opinion,  and 
was  still  of  opinion — whatever  the  altera- 
tion which  his  other  sentiments  might  have 
undergone — that  the  Irish  Church  had  pro- 
moted religion  and  morolity  in  Ireland. 
Well,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  the  case,  do  you 
mean  to  tell  me  that  the  Irish  Church, 
which  has  always  promoted  religion  and 
morality  in  Ireland,  has  not  fulfilled  its 
mission  ?  The  noble  Earl  went  on  at  that 
meeting  to  say — 

'*  But  there  is  another  principle  which  I  hare 
ditoovered,  and  which  to  my  mind  ii  superior  to 
religion  and  morality,  and*  that  principle  is 
equality." 

I  hope  I  have  not  misquoted  the  noble 
Earl.  I  read  his  speech  with  great  regret 
to  think  that  at  the  close  of  his  official  and 
useful  career  he  should  have  made  such  a 
statement.  At  the  same  time  his  statement 
was  gratifying  to  me,  in  so  far  as  it  went 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Church  had  fulfilled 
its  mission.  There  is  another  argument 
in  favour  of  this  measure  to  which  I  shall 
address  myself  for  a  few  moments.  It  is, 
that  the  Irish  Church  is  a  badge  of  con- 
quest. Now,  on  an  eicitable,  generous, 
and  noble  people  like  the  Irish  that  state- 
ment is  calculated  to  have  a  great  effect ; 
but  I  deny  it.  I  deny  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland  was  introduced 
by  the  conquest  of  that  country.  In  1172 
Henry  II.,  instigated  by  Pope  Adrian,  con- 
quered Ireland,  which  up  to  that  time  pos- 
sessed an  independent  Church.  The  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church  was  then  brought 
into  Ireland,  and  the  Reformation  only  re- 
placed the  Church  which  had  existed  be- 
fore the  conquest.  The  noble  Earl  who 
spoke  last,  to  use  a  vulgar  expression, 
*'  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag."  He  said 
the  vote  your  Lordships  are  called  upon  to 
come  to  to-night  is  not  as  to  this  Bill,  but 
is  a  vote  of  "Aye"  or  "No"  on  the  question 
whether  you  will  preserve  or  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.  Therefore,  my  Lords,  let 
us  clearly  understand  what  it  is  we  are 
about  to  vote  upon.  We  have  been  threat- 
ened, we  have  been  warned,  we  have  been 
told  that  we  must  not  put  ourselves  in  op- 
position to  the  majority  in  "  another  place;" 
but,  my  Lords,  with  all  due  respect  to  that 
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majority — and  no  one  lias  a  higlior  rospect 
for  the  House  of  Commons  than  I  have — 
I  do  say  this,  that  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
to  regulate  our  votes  solely  and  entirely  by 
the  opinion  of  any  House  of  Commons  that 
may  be  in  existence.  And,  with  regard  to 
this  majority  in  ''  another  place,"  it  is  a  ma- 
jority that  has  condemned  itself.  It  has 
committed  what  I  may  describe  as  the 
greatest  weakness  a  public  body  can  be 
guilty  of.  It  may  be  right  or  it  may 
be  wrong,  but  it  has  committed  political 
suicide.  It  has  destroyed  itself,  and  it  has 
placed  on  the  Journals  and  Votes  of  the 
House  of  Commons  its  deliberate  opinion 
that  it  does  not  represent,  as  at  present 
constituted,  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  England.  It  has  written  that 
on  the  page  of  history,  and  it  has  there- 
fore declared  that  it  is  incompetent  to 
deal  with  any  measure  of  importance,  and 
much  less  with  a  measure  of  such  trans- 
cendent importance  as  that  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Church.  My  Lords, 
there  may  be  grievances  and  anomalies,  and 
if  there  be  by  all  meons  let  them  t>e 
considered  and  removed  at  the  proper 
time  ;  hut  it  will  be  a  gracious  act  of 
your  Lordships'  House  towards  the  country 
and  the  new  House  of  Commons  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether  or 
not  they  are  in  favour  of  the  destruction  of 
an  Establishment  which  has  existed  for  at 
least  three  centuries.  My  Lords,  I  never 
gave  a  vote  with  a  clearer  conscience  than 
the  one  I  shall  give  to-night,  nor  did  I 
ever  give  one  with  more  hope  than  I  now 
entertain  that  Parliament  will  hand  down 
to  the  remotest  posterity  of  Irishmen  the 
blessing  which  our  ancestors  conferred  upon 
Ireland. 

The  Duke  op  SOMERSET  :  My  Lords, 
I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke 
who  has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  as  I  listened  to  the  other  speeches 
addressed  to  jour  Lordships  from  that  side 
of  the  House,  with  the  greatest  attention. 
I  can  assure  noble  Lords  on  that  side  of 
the  House  that  no  one  can  be  more  anxious 
than  I  am  that  this  House  should  not  place 
itself  in  a  false  position  with  regard  to  a 
question  which  is  of  great  importance  now, 
and  which  promises  to  become  still  more 
so  in  the  future.  The  subject  of  the  Irish 
Church  is  undoubtedly  opening  upon  us  ; 
and  I  therefore  at  once  ask  your  Lordships 
whether  you  are  determined  to  stand  by 
that  Church  as  it  is  now  ?  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  venture  to  say  that  this  is  a  serious 
qaestion.  You  noble  Lordf  on  the  Go- 
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vernment  side  of  the  House  have  been  for 
many  years  under  the  Leadership  of  the 
noble  Earl  lately  at  the  bead  of  the  Ad- 
ministration. I  admire  the  ability  and  I 
respect  the  character  of  that  noble  Earl. 
In  my  opinion  he  has  every  qualification 
for  the  Leader  of  a  great  party— except 
judgment.  He  led  you  through  the  cam- 
paign in  support  of  the  Corn  Laws,  and 
since  then  through  campaigns  on  other 
great  questions  ;  but  what  has  become  of 
your  glorious  majorities  and  your  "No 
surrender  ?  "  I  ask  yon  now,  not  in  a 
party  spirit,  but  as  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  to  calmly  consider  what 
position  you  are  going  to  take  up  on  this 
Irish  Church  question.  Do  you  mean  to 
say  that  you  will  stand  by  the  Irish  Church 
exactly  as  it  is  ?  I  believe  not.  As  far  as 
I  can  understand  what  has  fallen  from 
Members  of  the  Government  they  say 
this — "  We  will  not  stand  by  the  present 
distribution  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  we  hold  that  those  revenues 
should  be  applied  for  the  purposes  of  that 
Church."  That,  I  think,  is  your  position. 
The  noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Grey)  would  take  all  those  revenues,  put 
them  in  a  common  fund,  and  divide  them 
among  different  religious  denominations. 
But  the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees warned  us  against  the  aaerilege 
we  were  about  to  commit.  It  was  quite 
frightful  to  hear  the  sins  with  which  he 
charged  us.  But,  for  myself,  I  must 
say  that  I  am  not  in  any  way  respon- 
sible for  this  Bill ;  and  as  regards  the 
Resolutions  neither  am  I  responsible  for 
'them.  But  this  Bill  has  come  to  us,  and 
you,  at  least,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  very  glad  to  have  it, 
and  for  this  reason — that  you  made  a  great 
complaint  because  the  Resolutions  of  the 
House  of  Commons  were  not  laid  before 
you.  You  said,  ''Why  should  we  not  have 
them  ?  they  ought  to  be  laid  before  us. 
Let  us  have  them,  and  deal  with  them,  and 
discuss  them,"  said  the  right  rev.  Prelates 
— who,  no  doubt,  were  very  eager  to  dis- 
cuss the  question.  Now  you  can  discuss  it; 
and  you  ought  to  be  very  much  obliged  to 
the  Gentleman  in  the  House  of  Comoaons 
who,  with  what  prudence  I  will  not  say, 
have  sent  you  up  this  Bill  to  discuss.  Yon 
have  got  the  whole  question  before  you. 
The  Bill  preyents  the  creation  of  any  new 
vested  interests.  Well,  my  Lords,  for 
thirty  years  I  have  voted  for  a  large  reduc- 
tion in  the  Irish  Church,  and  1  believe  it 
would  be  well  if  we  had  carried  that  mea- 
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tare  yean  ago.  I  was  reminded  of  the 
debate  on  the  Appropriation  Clanse  when 
listening  to  the  speech  of  the  nohle  Barl 
opposite  (the  Barl  of  Derby),  for  he  re- 
otiled  many  phrases  which  struck  me  as 
iamiliar.  The  noble  Earl  bad  evidently 
been  ransacking  some  of  bis  old  pigeon- 
boles,  for  he  brought  oot  tlie  very  argu- 
nents  which  did  doty  in  1836  or  there- 
aboats,  and  be  told  us  what  opinions  were 
entertained  by  Lord  Palmerston  in  1828. 
Id  the  jear  1828  those  arguments  did  ver\ 
well,  but  are  they  gravely  to  be  put  for- 
ward in  the  present  day  ?  I  regretted  that 
the  noble  Earl  should  have  taken  this  line, 
and  regretted  it  the  more  because  nobody 
admires  the  ability  of  the  noble  Earl  more 
than  I  do.  It  has  been  said  that  whoever 
votes  for  this  Bill  must  be  in  favour  of 
entire  disestablishment  and  disendowment. 
Now,  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  goes,  contains 
neither  disestablishment  nor  disendowment. 
Diseodowment  was  not  even  in  the  Resolu- 
tions, and  in  Mr.  Gladstone's  introductory 
statement  the  disendowment  was  very 
limited.  The  gi*eat  fault  found  with  his 
speech  by  many  persons  was  this— "You 
are  going  to  make  a  great  change  in  the 
Irish  Church,  and  at  the  same  time  you 
propose  to  allow  three-fifths  or  two-thirds 
of  its  property  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  Church.*'  But  that  proposal  is  not  in 
the  present  Bill ;  there  is  nothing  like  it  in 
the  present  Bill.  What  the  scheme  of 
distribution  may  be  I  confess  I  do  not 
know,  for  I  have  not  seen  it.  ["  Hear, 
beer!"]  I  admit  it ;  I  admit  that  1  do 
Bot  know  what  the  scheme  is,  and  that  1 
am  not  prepared  to  discuss  it.  ['*  Hear, 
bear !  "]  I  have  not  heard,  up  to  the  pre- 
leat,  of  any  one  who  is  prepared  to  discuss 
it.  ["Hear,  hear!  "]  All  I  have  heard 
is  the  proposal  that  three-fifths  or  two- 
thirds  of  the  property  of  the  Church  shall 
still  remain  to  it,  and  that  all  vested  in- 
terests are  to  be  respected.  I  admit  to  the 
fall  the  great  difficulties  of  this  question. 
I  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  rer.  Pre- 
late (the  Bishop  of  London)  last  night  ;  it 
was  a  very  able  speech,  and  I  agree  with 
a  good  deal  of  it.  It  showed  the  great 
diffienltieo  of  the  question,  and  that  be- 
fore dealing  with  this  subject  we  must 
consider  it  much  more  completely.  At  the 
Mme  time  I  say  this  Bill  has  a  value  ;  and 
for  this  reason  —  it  is  a  declaration  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  we  are  prepared  to 
eottsider  it.  If  you  come  to  details,  I  ad- 
mit there  are  great  difficulties  in  any  Bill. 
I  eaanot    eooceive   myself  how    suob  a 


scheme  is  to  work.  ["Hear,  hear!"] 
Yes,  I  am  willing  to  admit  the  difficulties 
which  must  attend  the  carrying  ont  such 
a  scheme.  That  was  the  reason  which 
induced  me  to  rise  ;  I  am  not  going  to 
make  a  party  speech.  But  you  say  that 
this  Bill  is  brought  forward  with  a  party 
motive  ;  that  we  want  to  turn  you  out 
and  to  get  upon  those  Benches  ourselves. 
I  at  least  do  not  want  to  get  into 
that  place  of  humiliation !  I  assure  you 
that  I  enjoy  myself  very  much  more  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  in  freedom,  than  1 
ever  did  upon  those  Benches.  But  to  return 
to  this  Bill  and  the  scheme  of  disestablish- 
ment. Under  it  we  are  invited  to  deal 
with  the  Church  in  this  way — If  a  Bishop 
dies  he  is  not  to  be  replaced,  or  if  the 
incumbent  of  a  parish  dies  he  is  not  to  be 
replaced  ;  but  vested  interests,  as  long  as 
they  continue,  are  to  be  preserved.  There- 
fore, in  one  diocese  a  Bishop  may  live  for 
thirty  years  —  and  1  hope  that  many  of 
them  will  live  for  the  next  thirty  years — 
and  retain  full  jurisdiction,  while  the  very 
next  see  may  be  vacant  the  whole  time. 
In  the  same  way  one  parish  may  have  its 
incumbent  performing  his  duties  for  the 
next  thirty  or  forty  years,  while  in  the 
adjoining  parish  the  voluntary  principle 
perforce  will  be  at  work.  As  far  as  I  can 
see,  the  whole  state  of  transition  is  one 
that  is  intolerable.  If  it  is  to  be  carried 
out  it  must  be  by  some  different  arrange- 
ment ;  but  what  that  is  to  be  I  confess  I 
do  not  know.  I  will  take  another  case-^ 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  I  will  suppose  him  attending 
with  all  his  state,  and  with  that  great 
courtesy  and  ability  which  never  fail  to 
distinguish  him,  at  some  important  ga- 
thering. By  his  side,  and  on  his  right 
hand,  there  will  be  a  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  in  the  place  of  honour,  and 
some  simple  Protestant  will  naturally  ask, 
••  Where  is  our  Archbishop  ?  "  *»  Oh,  the 
Protestant  Archbishop  !  " — the  reply  will 
be — '*  he  was  abolished  some  time  ago." 
Now,  to  my  mind,  that  is  anything  but 
religious  equality.  I  do  not  understand 
how  religious  equality  is  to  be  insured  ;  I 
see  so  many  difficulties  in  the  way,  and 
questions  of  such  magnitude,  and  so  cal- 
culated to  excite  the  feelings  and  passions 
of  men.  But  it  is,  I  think,  most  important 
that  we  should  show  to  our  Irish  fellow- 
subjects  that  we  are  ready  to  entertain 
conciliatory  measures.  I  confess  that  if  I 
were  in  the  midst  of  a  Protestant  commu- 
nity, and  saw  all  the  revenues  going  to  the 
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Ofttholio  hierarchy,  I  should  view  such  a 
process  with  the  greatest  jealousy  and  dis- 
like. And  why  should  I  do  to  my  Catholic 
fellow- subjects  that  which  I  should  never 
willingly  endure  myself?  I  do  not  want 
to  take  up  your  Lordships*  time  with  de- 
tails of  a  scheme  which  is  not  practically 
before  us ;  but  I  do  wish  to  urge  that 
in  dealing  with  a  question  like  this  the 
House  of  Lords  ought  to  take  a  large 
view,  and  show  that  they  are  willing  to 
give  it  fair  consideration,  without  favour- 
ing or  offending  either  Protestant  or  Ro- 
man Catholic.  The  most  rev.  Primate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh)  told  us  how  mat- 
ters had  been  managed  in  Ireland  some 
years  ago.  He  showed  most  clearly  that 
the  State  had  robbed  the  Church  of  an 
immense  amount  of  revenue.  I  never  heard 
a  stronger  case  made  out  against  the 
State,  or  the  conduct  of  the  State  from 
the  time  of  Elizabeth  to  the  present  day 
more  bitterly  denounced  than  by  the  right 
rev.  Primate.  My  Lords,  I  will  not  trouble 
you  with  further  observations,  but  when- 
ever the  real  question  comes  before  us,  I 
hope  we  shall  be  able  to  view  it  in  a  spirit 
of  justice  towards  the  Irish  people. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:  I 
must  say  that  I  hope  the  position  of  the 
noble  Duke  upon  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  which  contributes  so  much  to  his 
enjoyment  as  well  as  ours,  will  continue; 
and  I  hope  the  noble  Duke  will  long  retain 
the  means  of  enjoyment  which  he  is  so 
happy  to  possess.  I  listened  with  great 
interest  to  his  speech,  but  the  only  impres- 
sion left  upon  my  mind  was  somewhat  per- 
plexing ;  for,  as  I  understood  him,  it  was 
his  opinion  that  this  Bill  was  absurd,  could 
not  possibly  work,  and  would  produce 
effects  of  the  most  ludicrous  character,  yet 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
credit  of  your  Lordships'  House  that  you 
should  pass  the  Bill  without  delay.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  as  old  a  Member  of  this 
House  as  the  noble  Duke,  and  I  do  not 
know  in  what  way  the  credit  of  jour 
Lordships'  House  may  be  best  maintained  ; 
hut  my  impression  is  that,  unless  the  nature 
of  the  people  of  England  has  altered  very 
much  within  the  last  few  days,  their  opi- 
nion of  your  Lordships'  House  will  be  in- 
creased rather  than  diminished  by  your 
refusing  to  pass  a  Bill  which  is  declared, 
even  by  those  who  are  friendly  to  it,  to  be 
absurd  and  unworkable.  The  noble  Duke's 
speech  was  distinguished  by  one  peculiarity 
for  which  I  heartily  thank  him,  and  that  is 
that  he  did  discuss  the  Bill  before  the 
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House  ;  whereas  the  noble  Earl  who  opened 
this  debate  (Earl  Granville)  appeared  to 
show  a  steady  and  ostentatioua  contempt 
for  the  Bill  which  he  was  introducing  to 
your  Lordships'  notice.  He  discussed 
everything  in  Europe  and  out  of  Europe-* 
he  went  to  England,  to  Scotland,  to  Ca- 
nada, among  all  his  foreign  friends,  hut  I 
could  not  hear  one  single  observation  about 
the  Bill  submitted  to  your  Lordships  except 
that  he  thought  there  might  be  a  great 
many  plausible  things  said  against  it.  Now 
a  Bill  introduced  to  your  Lordships  under 
such  auspices  I  think  requires  some  careful 
weighing  before  you  proceed  to  vote  upon 
it  on  grounds  wholly  unconnected  with  it, 
and  not  contained  within  the  four  comers 
of  its  clauses.  The  truth  is  this  : — The 
Bill  professes  to  be  one  to  leave  the  ques« 
tion  open  for  the  decision  of  the  new  Par- 
liament. *But  there  is  a  well-recognized 
and  well-understood  means  of  leaving  a 
question  of  this  kind  open  for  considera- 
tion. Whenever  a  Royal  Commission  pro- 
nounces itself  unfavourably  to  any  institu- 
tion or  in  favour  of  alterations,  there 
is  a  form  of  Act  we  constantly  pass  if 
we  wish  to  leave  ourselves  free  to  confirm 
those  conclusions,  and  that  form  of  Act  is 
perfectly  well  known  to  those  who  are  now 
promoting  this  measure.  It  would  gain 
for  them  all  they  desire — its  simplicity  is 
extraordinary,  and  it  is  this — '*  After  the 
passing  of  this  Act  any  person  irho 
accepts  any  office  in  such  and  such  an 
institution  shall  be  understood  to  hold 
the  office  and  receive  its  emoluments  sub- 
ject to  the  pleasure  of  Parliament."  Ton 
have  done  that  in  connection  with  the 
public  schools ;  you  have  done  that  this 
very  Session  with  respect  to  the  endowed 
schools ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  if,  after  the  vote  of  the  House  o{ 
Commons,  such  a  Bill  had  come  up  to  your 
Lordships'  House,  I  should  have  felt  there 
was  no  course  open  to  us  but  to  pass  it. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  the  vote  of  the  House 
of  Commons  is  at  least  as  important  as  a 
decision  of  a  Royal  Commission ;  and  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  would  have  been  very 
ready  to  pay  that  deference  to  the  opinioQ 
of  the  House  of  Commons  which  consists 
in  leaving  a  question  unprejudiced  for  the  de- 
cision of  a  future  Parliament.  But,  knowing 
that  this  was  the  ordinary  course,  having 
these  precedents  before  them,  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  have  deliberately  set  them  aside; 
they  have  adopted  measures  which  several 
right  rev.  Prelates  have  shown  will,  if 
carried,  produce  the  greatest  coDfusion  in 
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the  actaal  AdmioiBtration  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  ;  and  I  can  conclude  onl j  that  they 
desire   something    totally    different    from 
leaving  this  question  entirely  unprejudiced 
for  a  future  Parliament.     I  can  conclude 
oulj  that  thej  desire  by  a  side  ivind  and 
in  an  indirect  way  to  procure  the  sanction 
of  your  Lordships  to  the  large  measure  of 
change   which   they  contemplate.      That 
being   the  only  interpretation  to  be  put 
upon  the  very  unsatisfactory  and  remark- 
able provisions  of  this  Bill,  I  must  ask 
mjself  before  I  vole  for  it,  what  does  it 
intend  to  do  ?      What  are  these  changes 
which  I  am  asked  vaguely  and  inde6nitely 
to  sanction    without  having  them  in  any 
Bliape  before  me?      Well,   my   Lords,  I 
bsTe  heard  allusions  to  various  plans  for 
disestablishment  without  diaendowment ;  I 
watched  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Foreign 
Secretary   (the   Earl   of   Clarendon)   last 
night,  and  I  remarked  he  was  very  chary 
of  the  word    '*  disendowment."      But  on 
the  solitary  occasion  when  he  mentioned 
it  be  favoured  us  with  some  remarkable 
information  ;  he  said  that  two-thirds— the 
greater  part  of  the  property  was  to  be  left 
to  the  Irish  Church.      My  noble  Friend 
who  ordinarily  sits  near  me  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  made  to-night  a  very  remark- 
able and  able  speech.      He  stated  his  in- 
tention distinctly  that  he  would  vote  for 
disestablishment,  but  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared, except  to  an  apparently  very  limited 
eitent,  to  vote  for  disendowment.     I  do 
not  know    what   such   schemes    may   be 
•orth ;  we  have  not  them  before  us,  and 
I  bare    not    seen    them   stated    in    the 
Papers;  when  they  are  laid  before   us   I 
sliall  be  ready    to    examine    them :    but 
tbej  have  nothing    to  do    with  the  Bill 
before  us.     This  Bill  is  founded  on  cer- 
taio  Resolutions  which  state   in  the  most 
distinct  and  absolute  way  that   disestab- 
lishment is  the  object  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
^00  has  stated  as  much  in  his  speeches. 
^Q  language  which  can  leave  nothing  to 
desire  from  its  completeness,  he  has  as- 
•erted  that  every  vestige  of  property,  ex- 
^t,  I  think,    Sir   Benjamin  Guinness's 
endowment,  is  to  be  taken  from  the  Church 
^Hreland.     Now,  my  noble  Friend  (the 
fiirl  of  Carnarvon)  made  many  observa- 
tions this  evening  in  which  I  entirely  con- 
^^1  if  I  understood  him  rightly,  as  to  the 
QQwisdom  under  present  circumstances  of 
^hat  is  called  a  pure  no-surrender  policy. 
Persooaliy,  if  I  consulted  my  own  disposi- 
tioo,  I  should  have  no  objection  to  fight 
i  9utranG€  ;  bat  I  oonfeBS,  from  the  ex- 


perience I  have  had,  my  inclination  is  to 
say,  **  How  can  you  expect  to  hold  the  for- 
tress ;  it's  no  use  holding  out,  for  the  troops 
won't  stand  to  their  guns  ?  "  Therefore, 
my  Lords,  if  there  were  any  intermediate 
proposal  before  the  House,  I  should  doubt 
whether  I  should  assent  to  it  or  not — of 
course,  everything  depends  upon  its  pro- 
visions. I  should  esteem  any  Minister 
who  voted  against  his  convictions  in  sup- 
port of  such  a  proposal  wanting  in  self- 
respect,  but  I  should  not  say  that  any 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  who 
cannot  escape  from  responsibility  by  re- 
signing, was  debarred  from  modifying 
his  convictions  in  deference  to  a  great 
public  exigency.  But  these  questions 
do  not  arise  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. None  of  that  very  eloquent  diatribe 
which  my  noble  Friend  delivered  against 
those  who  stand  out  for  a  no-surrender 
policy  applies  in  this  instance.  Nothing 
in  the  nature  of  a  compromise  —  no- 
thing which  the  most  flattering  critic 
would  describe  as  a  compromise— -has  been 
offered  to  the  acceptance  of  either  House 
of  Parliament.  My  Lords,  we  are  told 
that  to  agree  in  time  is  to  prevent  a  de- 
mand for  something  more.  But  I  have 
no  doubt  that  those  who  brought  forward 
this  proposal  would  have  already  de- 
manded something  more  if  they  had  been 
able  to  find  it.  I  do  not  doubt  their  pos- 
sible power  so  far  as  political  action  is  con- 
cerned ;  but  there  is  this  limit  in  the  na- 
ture of  things,  that  when  you  have  abo- 
lished a  thing  you  cau  do  nothing  more 
with  it;  and  it  is  an  absolute  and  complete 
spoliation  that  Mr.  Gladstone  has  offered 
to  the  Irish  Church.  The  noble  Duke  who 
has  just  sat  down  (the  Duke  of  Somerset), 
told  us  that  two-thirds  of  its  property  were 
to  be  left  to  the  Irish  Church.  Two-thirds 
of  the  property  !  Why,  I  heard  Mr. 
Gladstone  make  his  calculations,  and  I 
think  it  was  three-fifths  of  the  property 
that  were  to  be  left  to  the  clergymen  of 
the  Church.  These  are  very  estimable 
gentlemen  :  I  am  glad  that  some  provision 
is  to  be  made  for  them  ;  it  would  be  a 
great  breach  of  the  rights  of  private  pro- 
perty if  some  were  not  made.  But  as  a 
promise  of  consolation  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland  it  is  absolutely  worthless.  It  is  a 
matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  the  Church 
of  Ireland  whether  the  present  holders  of 
livings  are  compensated  or  not.  ThereforOt 
my  Lords,  I  want  to  make  this  point  very 
clear.  We  are  dealing  with  a  Bill  which, 
in  the  first  place  its  own  advocates  will  not 
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defend;  in  the  second  p1ace»  with  a  pro- 
position as  large,  as  extreme,  and  as 
sweeping  as  it  is  possible  for  human  or 
radical  ingenuity  to  devise.  Now,  mj 
Lords,  on  what  grounds  is  this  great  change 
recommended  ?  We  are  told  that  they  are 
two — that  one  of  them  is  justice,  the  other 
rests  upon  considerations  of  expediency. 
Now,  whenever  we  argue  that  this  thing  is 
dangerous  to  some  other  interests — danger- 
ous to  the  Union  and  to  the  Church — we  are 
met  with  the  assertion,  "  It  is  just ;  "  and 
because  it  is  just,  we  are  told  we  must  do 
it,  come  what  may.  Well,  let  us  examine 
this  plea  of  justice.  Let  me,  in  the  first 
instance,  take  exception  to  a  species  of 
testimony  with  which  I  may  say  we  have 
been  inundated.  I  think  it  may  be  called 
the  ''foreign-friend  argument."  Several 
noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  Bench,  having 
a  large  foreign  acquaintance,  have  given 
us  the  views  of  their  friends  in  abundance 
— as  if  that  were  the  proper  argument  to 
offer  to  an  English  Parliament ;  they  have 
told  us  the  opinions  held  in  society  they 
have  been  accustomed  to  frequent;  and  they 
say  so  and  so  is  held  to  be  what  the  House 
of  Lords  should  do.  Well,  my  Lords,  I 
listened  to  the  opinion  of  these  foreign 
friends,  and  I  found  that  the  late  Foreign 
Secretary  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  was 
much  smitten  by  the  article  of  an  illustri- 
ous writer  in  the  Benue  des  Detun  Mondes, 
None  would  be  wanting  in  respect  for  that 
illustrious  writer ;  but  among  his  claims 
for  our  respect  we  must  remember  that  he 
can  boast  of  this  characteristic,  that  he  is 
a  most  earnest  believer  in  the  Church 
in  which  he  was  brought  up,  and  that 
Church  is  the  Koman  Catholic.  I  must 
say  that  if  England  were  judged  on  the 
"foreign-friend"  ground — on  the  principles 
put  forward  by  this  critic  in  the  Mevue  des 
Deux  Mondes,  there  are  many  actions  in 
our  history  that  would  be  very  severely 
condemned.  I  even  doubt  whether  my 
noble  Friend's  critic  in  the  Bevue  des  Deux 
Mondes  could  entirely  approve  the  English 
Reformation.  Now,  my  Lords,  when  you 
come  to  talk  of  justice  in  holding  property, 
it  is  a  question  of  title.  If  my  right  to  my 
land  is  good,  it  is  absurd  to  say  there  would 
be  justice  in  taking  it  from  me  and  giving 
it  to  somebody  else.  Therefore  the  ques- 
tion of  justice  resolves  itself  into  an  exami- 
nation of  the  title  by  which  the  property 
is  held.  No  one  says,  as  I  understand, 
that  this  title  is  bad.  If  it  be  bad,  the 
property  vests  in  some  one  else.  But  we 
have  no  second  claimant  for  this  property 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


with  which  it  is  proposed  to  deal.     One  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  lying  before  you  ia 
this  case  is  the  way  in  which  this  property 
shall  be  applied  if  it  be  taken.     I  do  not 
understand  that  anyone  has  disputed  that 
in  a  Court  of  Law  the  Church's  title  to  this 
property  is  good  ;  but  there  appears  to  be 
some  idea  in  the  minds  of  noble  Lords, 
either  that  the  Church    is  different  from 
other  corporations,  or  that  there  is  some- 
thing  weak   in   the  title  of  corporations 
which  exposes  them  to  peculiar  operations 
of  this  kind.     I  am  fully  aware  of  the 
power  of  phrases  judiciously  used.     The 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  this  Bill  (Earl 
Granville)  told  us  that  the  existing  state 
of  things  was  the  paying  of  the  clergy  of 
a  minority  out  of  a  public  fund.     I  have 
heard  again  that  fund  called  public  pro- 
perty.    These  are  very  significant  phrases. 
Whenever  anybody  wants  to  rob  bia  neigh- 
bour of  anything  he  always  says  the  thing 
he  covets  is  national  property.     I  speak 
for  a  moment  as  a  Railway  Chairman  when 
I  say  I  have  heard  somebody  lately  assert 
that  railways  are  national  property  :  and  I 
have  heard  the  assertion  with  alarm.  Whero 
is  the  title  of  this  national  property  ?  Will 
you  find  it  in  any  deed,  in  any  charter,  in 
any  statute  book,  or  in  any  treatises  of  law  ? 
No.     Tou  will  not  find  it  in  any  of  these 
things.     It  has  simply  been  evolved  from, 
the  innermost  depths  of  the  Liberal  con-^ 
sciousness.     There  is  not  the  slightest  Tes- 
tige  of  external  proof  in   favour  of  this 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  nation  to  dispose 
of  this  property.     There  is,  indeed,  only 
one  claim  advanced,  and  that  is  that  in 
past  times  violent  Sovereigns  and  anscro* 
pulous  Parliaments  have  dealt  with  ChurclB. 
property  in  the  manner  that  best  pleaseiE 
their  violent  passions  or  inclinations,  anA 
you  conclude  that  because  it  has  once  beeim 
subjected  to  violence  you  have  the  right  i<w 
resort  to  violence  again.     But,  beyond  thc9 
fact  that  this  property  may  have  been  vio^ 
lently  dealt  with  at  diflferent  portions  of 
our  history,  you  have  no  argument  which, 
yon  can  urge  in  favour  of  what  you  call  iXm 
peculiarly  national  character.     Well,  there 
were  some  noble   Lords   who  apparently 
felt  the  weakness  of  these  arguments,  ano 
were  alive  to  the  absolute  impossibility 
of   proving  that  the   title   by  which   the 
Church  of   Ireland  holds   its  property  ii 
different  from  that  by  which  the  property 
of    any   other  corporation   is  held,    and, 
boldly  supplying  the  link  which  is  missing, 
they  told  us  that  the  property  of  corpora- 
tions was  at  the  pleasure  of  Parliaments 
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The  noble   Etrl   opposite   (the    Earl   of 
Ximberley)  told  ub  that  the  State  was  the 
heir  of  corporations  such  as  the  Irish  Church. 
Unfortanatelj  the  State  appears  to  hove 
a  power  which  many  heirs  may  envy — that 
of  killing  oflP  the  possessors  of  the   pro- 
perty whieh  it  desires  to  inherit.     Now,  my 
Lords,  I  can  only  say  with  regard  to  such 
statements  as   these  that  they  are  based 
upon  a  eode  of  law  which  is  totally  new  in 
this  eoaotry.      Do  not  imagine  that  you 
can  perpetrate  this  illogical  Tiolence,  and 
then  go  no  further  than  yon  originally  in- 
tended.    I  can  quite  believe  that  you  in- 
tend to  go   no  further ;    but  others  will 
take  up   the   principles  which  you  have 
Bttrtedy  and  drive  in  the  wedge  which  you 
wsre  the  first  to  insert,  and  the  result  will 
be  that  yoo  will  be  led  into  consequences 
from  which  yon,  I  believe,  would  be  the 
fint  to  shrink  with  alarm.     But  there  is 
ose  peculiarity  in  this  position  to  which  I 
tViok   the  corporations  of    this   country 
ibould  have  their  attention  called.     It  is 
bad  enough  that  the  supposed  perpetuity 
of  corporations  should  be  entirely  abolished; 
it  is  bid  enough  that  it  should  be  laid  down 
that  tbe  State  is  the  heir  to  the  property 
of  A  eorporation  which  it  may  destroy  at 
uy  moment,  or  as  any  party  exigency  may. 
vile.    But  observe  the  peculiarity  of  this 
cue.    It  is  not  because  the  property  has 
been  abused — it  is  not  because  its  trusts 
Uve  not  been  fulfilled — it  is  not  because 
in  lome  cases  its  trusts  have  become  im- 
pouible  of  fulfilment ;  that  might  be  re- 
medied by  a  much  more  moderate  mea- 
lore— it  is  not  because  its  means  are  re- 
quired by  other  classes  ;  but  it  is  because 
1^  eertain  body  of  men  grudge  and  envy 
tiioie  no^  in  possession  of  this  property 
^t  you  are  prepared  to  take  it  away  by 
force.    But  how  far  do  you  intend  to  carry 
tbii  right  of  dispossession  and  to  yield  to 
demands  dictated  by  feelings  of   grudge 
tfid  envy  ?   Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  wieh 
to  posh  too  far  the  analogy  between  cor- 
porate and  private  property.     I  am  willing 
to  acknowledge  the  very  great  difference, 
tl>e  exiatence  of  which  every  one  must  see; 
^Qi  I  feel  convinced  that  if  you  familiarize 
Ae  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country 
^tb  the  idea  of  yielding  to  the  mere  dis- 
pby  of  discontent,  and  the  mere  ostenta- 
tioo  of  envy,   you  will  cause   injury  to 
property  otherwise  secure,  and  it  is  not 
vith  corporate   property  that   this    prin- 
eple  will  end.     So  much,  then,  for  the 
{oestion  of  justice.     The  other  question  is 
of  expediency.     We  are  told  that  this 


Church  is  unpopular,  and  that  the  Iriah 
will  not  be  pacified  until  it  is  destroyed. 
But  there  are  other  matters  which  it  is 
equally  important  to  consider.  You  have 
been  informed  to-night  by  a  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate who  is  fully  qualified  to  judge  (the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh)  that  the  abolition 
of  this  Church  will  be  followed  by  great  dis- 
content in  the  North  of  Ireland  ;  that  it  will 
be  followed  by  a  large  emigration  ;  that 
Ireland  will  lose  a  large  proportion  of  that 
already  too  scanty  class — the  resident 
landlords  within  her  border.  But  you 
cannot  stop  here.  Tou  talk  of  the  im- 
movable loyalty  of  the  Orango  population. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  in  such  a 
thing  as  immovable  loyalty.  I  believe 
that  if  you  commit  a  deep  and  glaring  in  • 
justice  upon  any  portion  of  the  population, 
however  loyal,  they  will  nourish  in  their 
breasts  feelings  of  resentment  which  will 
not,  perhaps,  break  out  into  open  disturb- 
ances, but  which  will  still  bo  in  the  highest 
degree  disastrous  to  the  country,  which 
will  find  their  support  wanting  in  the  hour 
of  its  need.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
to  put  yourselves  in  the  place  of  some 
Protestant  congregation  in  Dublin  or  the 
North.  Hitherto  the  Protestants  have 
paid  willingly  to  the  Protestant  clergyman 
the  tithes  to  which  he  has  had  a  right 
from  time  immemorial.  Without  asking 
for  any  change,  they  suddenly  find  the 
clergyman  taken  away,  the  money  hitherto 
devoted  to  his  support  bestowed  upon  the 
erection  of  a  lighthouse  or  some  other 
similar  work,  while  they  themselves  are 
called  upon  to  contribute  towards  the  sup- 
port of  a  minister  who  ought  to  have  been 
supported  out  of  the  money  already  con- 
tributed by  them.  It  would  not'  be  in 
human  nature  to  bear  this  contentedly.  I 
have  spoken  of  Ireland  and  the  Church  of 
Ireland  to-night,  but  these  are  mere  ex- 
pressions, having  no  ethnological  and 
scarcely  any  historical  value.  The  Ire- 
land which  you  assume  for  the  purposes  of 
the  present  argument  is  not  the  Ireland  of 
the  Union  ;  because,  if  you  take  ull  the 
country  together,  and  take  it  as  one  na- 
tion, your  alarming  statistics  will  at  once 
disappear,  because  the  Church  of  England 
will  still  be  the  majority.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  you  regard  the  country  in  its  true 
ethnological  aspect,  you  will  make  out  no 
case  whatever  in  that  part  of  the  country 
whore  the  Protestants  prevail.  In  fact,  it 
is  simply  by  lumping  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  portions  of  Ireland  toge- 
ther, and  by  cutting  off  England  altoge- 
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tlier,  that  you  contrive  to  make  up  these 
formidable  statistics.  But  if  you  so  dis- 
regard the  connection  between  the  two 
countries,  and  embody  that  feeling  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  you  will  find  persons 
perfectly  willing  to  follow  your  principle  to 
the  logical  result  of  severing  all  •onnection 
between  the  two  countries  ;  and  in  the 
hour  of  your  trial  you  will  find  the  Orange- 
men, who  have  hitherto  been  so  strong  a 
support,  very  little  inclined  to  exert  them- 
selves in  defence  or  in  promotion  of  an 
arrangement  which  has  been  attended  by 
such  bitter  fruits  to  them.  Then  come 
the  arguments  about  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that 
the  cry  of  "  the  Church  in  danger"  is  a 
cry  of  too  serious  a  character  to  be  lightly 
raised.  I  do  not  want  to  press  that  point, 
but  I  wish  to  know  what  you  will  do  in  the 
case  of  Wales  and  Cornwall,  for  instance, 
where  the  Church  of  England  is  in  a  great 
minority  ?  It  may  not  be  a  case  of  12 
per  cent — but  I  suppose  legislation  does 
not  depend  upon  fractions — but  it  is  a 
case  of  great  minorities.  If  you  once 
acknowledge  the  principle  that  the  Church 
is  to  be  disestablished  whenever  it  is 
in  a  minority,  how  can  you  resist  the 
application  of  the  argument  to  Wales 
and  Cornwall  ?  You  may  say  that  this  Bill 
will  have  no  effect  upon  the  Church  of 
England :  but  has  it  not  had  an  effect 
already  ?  In  every  part  of  the  country 
the  people  are  beginning  to  feel  that  the 
Church  Establishment  is  not  so  safe  as  it 
was.  This  is  alike  the  feeling  of  the  clergy 
and  of  the  people,  and  both  are  beginning 
to  prepare  against  the  issue.  And  in  what 
way  do  they  prepare  themselves?  How  does 
a  Church  suddenly  turned  into  the  wilder- 
ness prepare  to  protect  itself  ?  Why,  its 
first  instinct  is  to  protect  itself  by  a  strong 
development  of  sacerdotal  organization — 
by  a  strong  and  powerful  clerical  organiza- 
tion. This,  perhaps,  may  not  be  a  great 
evil  in  a  spiritual  point  of  view  ;  but  I 
know  there  are  many  among  your  Lord- 
ships who  will  regret  it.  That  will  infalli- 
bly become  more  and  more  characteristic  of 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
when  they  begin  to  feel  that  their  connection 
with  the  State  is  a  mere  question  of  time, 
and  that,  therefore,  they  must  prepare  them- 
selves for  the  evil  day.  This  danger  has  not 
been  much  alluded  to,  and  I  feel  the  way  in 
which  this  attack  is  organizing  the  clergy^ 
is  one  of  the  most  formidable  difficulties  of 
the  present  time.  Well,  but  then  comes 
the  policy  of  conciliating  the  Irish.     Your 
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proposals  seems  to  be  to  still  the  waters  of 
this  agitating  time,  as  the  ancient  Greeks 
were  wont  to  do,  by  offering  up  a  victim 
to  the  avenging  Deities  ;  but  are  you  quite 
sure  that  the  avenging  Deities  are  prepared 
to  accept  your  offering  ?  I  have  heard  many 
elaborate  attempts  to  prove  that  Fenianisni 
is  the  {rue  necessity  that  has  caused  this 
movement.     But  is  it  not  an  extraordinary 
phenomenon  that  for  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  rebellions  you  have  rebels  who  do 
not  know  the  real  motive  which  is  the  cause 
of  their  rebellion  ?  This  is  the  age  of  rebel- 
lions— we  have  seen  them  in  all  countries 
— but  I  have  never  before  heard  of  one 
where  they  were  at  a  loss   to  state  the 
grievances  they  desired   to  see   removed. 
You  tell  us  that  though  the  Fenians  never 
raised    a    cry    against    the    Established 
Church,  it  is  the  Established  Church  which 
is    really   at   the  bottom   of  their  agita- 
tion.     It   is   impossible   to  conceal  froD 
ourselves  that  something  very  different  is  st 
the  bottom  of  the  Fenian  movement ;  and 
I  suspect  when  the  Irish  people  hear  that 
many  Liberal  landlords  have  joined  in  thii 
attack  on  the  Irish  Church,  they  will  saj 
the  reason  is  that  they  think  they  will  ssve 
themselves  by  making    the   parson  their 
Jonah,  and  thowing  him  overboard.    Mj 
Lords,    it   is   against   the   land,  and  not 
against  the  Church,  that  this  Fenian  sgi- 
tation  is  really  directed.     You  offer  then 
that  they  do  not  ask  for ;  you  offer  thea 
that   which   will   not  pacify  them.    Talk 
of  the  monuments  of  conquest — the  land- 
lord is  a  much  more  complete  monument 
of    conquest  than   the  clergyman.     The 
clergyman   does  not   hurt  the    peasant; 
if  the  clergyman  be  taken  away,  the  pea- 
sant would  be  no  richer,  but  rather  poorer ; 
but  the  landlord  holds  the  property  which  the 
peasant,  in  his  traditions,  well  remeroben 
once  to  have  belonged  to  his  sept.     If  yon 
seek  to  appease  the  danger  by  mere  con* 
cession — if  you  yield  to  the  mere  demandi 
of  anger — or,  to  use  the  euphemistic  lan« 
guage  we  have  heard — if  Fenian  outragea 
are  to  make  you  reason  calmly  and  dispas- 
sionately— it  is  to  the  landlord,  and  not  to 
the  clergyman,  that  you  should  really  tarn 
your  attention.    My  Lords,  I  have  only  one 
word  more  to  say,  and  it  is  with  respect  to 
the  position  of   this   House.      We   have 
heard  from  the  opposite  Bench  several  very 
animated  appeals  to  this  House,  and  seve- 
ral  constitutional  lectures  as  to  our  duties. 
The  noble  Earl  the  late  Foreign  Secretary 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  went  so  far,  as  I 
understood  him,  as  to  tell  us  that  we  must 
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watdi  public  opinion  more  closely,  and  pay 
feater  attention  to  the  majorities  in  the 
other  Honse  of  Parliament.    My  Lords,  it 
oeeart  to  me  to  ask  the  noble  Esrl  whe- 
ther he  has  eonsidered  for  what  purpose 
thi$  Hoose  exists,  and  whether  he  would 
he  wilting  to  go  through  the  humiliation 
of  being  a  mere  echo  and  supple  tool  of 
the  other  House  in  order  to  secure   for 
kimeelf  the  luxury  of  mock  legislation  ?    I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl 
(&e  Earl  of  Derby)  below  me  that  it  were 
better  not  to  be  than   submit  to  such  a 
slavery.  1  haTo  heard  many  prophecies  as  to 
the  conduct  of  this  House.  I  am  not  blind  to 
the  difficulties  of  its  position  in  this  peculiar 
age — 1  am  not  blind  to  the  peculiar  obliga- 
tions which  lie  on  the  Members  of  this 
Hoose  in  consequence  of  the  fixed  and  un- 
alterable constitution   of  this   House.     I 
quite  admit — OTcry  one  must  admit — that 
when  the  opinion  of  your  countrymen  has 
declared  itself,  and  you  see  that  their  con- 
Tictions — their  firm,  deliberate,   sustained 
conTictions — are  in  favour  of  any  course,  1 
do  not  for  a  moment  deny  that  it  is  your 
doty  to  yield.     It  may  not  be  a  pleasant 
process    it  may  even  make  some  of  you 
wieh  that  some  other  arrangement  were 
existing;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that  whereas  a 
Member  of  a  Government,  when  asked  to 
do  that  which  is  contrary  to  his  convictions, 
may  resign,  and  a  Member  of  the  Commons, 
when  atked  to  support  any  measure  con- 
trary to  his  convictions,  may  abandon  his 
seat,  no  such  course  as  this  is  open  to  your 
Lordships  ;  and  therefore,  on  these  rare 
and  great  occasions,  on  which  the  national 
mind  has  folly  declared  itself,   I  do  not 
doubt  your  Lordships  would  yield   to  the 
opinion  of  the  country — otherwiae  the  ma- 
chinery of  Government  could  not  be  carried 
on.  But  there  is  an  enormous  step  between 
that  and  being  the  mere  echo  of  the  House 
of  Commons.     My  Lords,  I  quite  admit 
that  the  difficulty  of  ascertaining  the  opinion 
of  the  country  may  be  great.     Perhaps  no 
more  striking  instance  of  that  ever  occurred 
than  in  reference   to   this  very   question 
thirty  jears  ago.     The  tide  then  ran  very 
strongly  against  the  Irish  Church.  Popular 
epiDton  sppeared  to  be  pronounced.     The 
Bouse  of  Commons  acted  upon  it,  and  sent 
up  Bills  to  this  House  which  your  Lord- 
ships systematically   objected.       And   in 
eourse  of  time  it  turned  out  thai  you  were 
right — that  you  knew  the  opinion  of  the 
Bstion  better  than  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  nation  became  apathetic,  the  question 
>lcpt,  and  for  a  whole  generation  we  have 


heard  no  more  of  the  Irish  Church.  That 
is  a  proof  at  once  of  the  difficulty  of  decid- 
ing what  is  the  opinion  of  the  nation,  and 
of  the  duty  incumbent  on  your  Lordships 
of  taking  'your  course  not  less  with  firmness 
than  with  prudence.  I  have  no  fear  of  the 
conduct  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  this  re- 
spect. I  am  quite  sure — whatever  judg- 
ment may  be  passed  on  us,  whateyer  pre- 
dictions may  be  made,  be  your  term  of 
existence  long  or  short — ^you  will  never 
consent  to  act  except  as  a  free,  indepen- 
dent House  of  the  Legislature,  and  that 
you  will  consider  any  other  more  timid  or 
subservient  course  as  at  once  unworthy  of 
your  traditions,  unworthy  of  your  honour, 
and,  most  of  all,  unworthy  of  the  nation 
you  serve.  I  admit  that  the  future  is  full 
of  difficulty,  and  that  on  many  questions  of 
doubt  and  perplexity  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  your  prudence  and 
judgment  may  be  sorely  taxed ;  but  I  am 
quite  clear  that  with  respect  to  this  Bill, 
so  vague,  unmeaning,  ill-constructed,  and 
having  behind  it  projects  of  change  so  vast, 
so  crude,  so  sweeping,  your  Lordships  can 
have  but  one  duty,  and  that  is  to  reject  it. 
Lord  LYTTELTON  :  I  am  anxious, 
my  Lords,  to  say  a  few  words  before  I 
vote,  as  it  is  my  intention  to  do,  in  favour 
of  this  Bill ;  hot  I  must  be  allowed,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  read  a  letter  I  have  re- 
ceived from  one  of  the  gentlemen  who 
signed  the  Petition  I  presented  the  other 
evening.     He  says — 

'*  It  may  be  worth  while  just  to  mention  that 
there  are,  in  fact,  very  few  '  unattached '  clergy- 
men amoDg  the  petitioners.  Nearly  half  are 
beneficed  incumbents — a  very  good  proportion. 
Then  there  is  a  more  than  usual  proportion  of 
schoolmasters  and  College  tutors,  if  the  Bishop  of 
Oxford  prefers  to  see  them  there,  and  a  somewhat 
smaller  than  usual  proportion  of  curates.  Those 
actually  '  unattached '  are  a  small  handful.  In 
theology  I  imagine  that  the  large  majority  are 
'  moderate '  men." 

I  must  also  read  a  few  words  from  a  letter 

which  I  have  received  from  a  gentleman 

whose  trustworthiness  I  can  answer  for. 

He  says — 

"  With  reference  to  the  observations  made  on 
the  subject  of  the  Petition  against  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment  presented  by  your  Lord- 
ship last  Tuesday,  I  have  reason  to  know  the  views 
of  the  Petitioners  are  shared  by  several  clergymen 
of  the  Irish  Church.  It  always  requires  great  and 
exceptional  moral  courage  for  the  members  of  a 
corporation — more  especially  of  a  religious  cor- 
poration—-to  express  opinions  unfavourable  to  its 
character  or  existence.  The  silence,  therefore, 
of  Liberal  Irish  clergymen  on  this  subject  is  by 
no  means  to  be  taken  as  a  proof  that  they  do  not 
share  the  views  of  their  English  brethren  who 
signed  the  Petition  in  question.     A  brother-in- 
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kiir  of  mine — an  Iriih  olergTman  of  great  ability 
and  popolaritj  as  a  preacher — wrote  to  me  some 
time  ago,  expressing  bis  strongest  sympatbj  with 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Resolutions,  bat  adding  that  if 
be  expressed  those  views  publiclj  in  Ireland  such 
an  outcry  would  be  raised  against  liim  hj  his 
brethren  that  he  rather  shrank  from  saying  any- 
thing about  the  matter,  lie  has  recently  written 
to  mo  again,  saying,  '  I  find  several  neighbouring 
clergymen  agreeing  with  me  that  it  is  the  only 
hope  for  the  future  welfiire  of  our  Church  that 
the  millstone  of  the  Establishment,  and  all  its 
corruptions  and  scandals,  should  bo  cast  off.'  I 
think  it  is  a  fair  conclusion  that,  if  he  could  find 
several  clergymen  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
holding  such  views,  there  must  be  a  considerable 
number  of  Irish  clergymen  altogether  who  are  in 
favour  of  disestablishment.  That  they  are  timid 
in  the  expression  of  their  views  is  but  natural 
under  the  circumstances." 

My  Lords,  I  shall  vote  in  favour  of  this  moa- 
sure  becaase,  from  the  oircuaiBtances  attend- 
ing it,  from  the  importance  attaolied  to  the 
present  occasion,  and  from  the  course  of 
this  debate,  I  think  the  real  question  be- 
fore us  is  that  of  the  establishment  or 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Upon  that  question  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever.  I  am  bound,  however,  to  ex- 
press my  agreement  with  my  noble  Friend 
the  late  Colonial  Secretary  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon),  who  probably  will  have 
made  the  only  speech  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  proceeding  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  on  the  whole  I  regret  that 
this  question  should  have  been  raised 
during  the  present  Session.  I  impute  no 
blame  to  those  who  have  brought  the 
measure  forward,  for  I  do  not  know  that 
it  may  not  have  been  incumbent  on  them 
to  do  so  in  consequence  of  steps  taken 
by  those  opposed  to  them.  But  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  this  very  rare  occasion — 
an  occasion  which  will  probably  never  occur 
again  in  the  life  of  any  of  us — had  been 
taken  advantage  of  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  some  measures  unconnected  with 
political  feeling  —  educational  measures, 
such  as  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Mailborough),  or  that 
of  Mr.  Bruce.  Our  position  at  present 
is  peculiar,  and  we  were  never  placed 
in  a  similar  one  since  1831  or  1832. 
We  are  on  the  eve  of  a  new  election, 
on  which  all  questions  will  be  referred 
to  an  entirely  new  constituency  ;  and  we 
have  no  means  of  knowing  in  what  way 
these  questions  will  be  dealt  with  by  them. 
This  very  battle  of  the  Irish  Church  will 
have  to  be  fought  over  again  ;  and,  as- 
suming that  there  was  no  necessity  for  an 
attempt  to  oust  the  Ministry,  which  was 
very  unlikely   to    succeed,   as  it  has  not 
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succeeded,  I  could  have  wished  thai  the 
question  had  not  been  raised  during  the 
present  Session.     But  snch  was  not  to  be 
our  destiny.  This  qaestion  baa  been  raised, 
and  having  been  called  upon  to  say  "  Aye" 
or  '*  No''  to  it,  I  can  have  no  hesitation 
as  to  what  answer  I  shall  give.     Nor,  my 
Lords,  in  my  view  is  this  question  of  the 
Irish  Church  one  of  detail,  such  as  it  is 
so  elaborately  put  before  us  day  after  day 
in  the  pamphlets  with  which  we  are  fa- 
voured, and  in  so  many  speeches  thai  we 
hear.     I  cannot  conoeive  that  in  any  pos- 
sible   circumstances    a    religious    system 
which,  after  a  full  and  fair  trial  of  three 
centuries,  has,  from  whatever  cause,  failed 
to  attract  to  itself  more  than   one-siztl), 
to  put  it  most  favourably,  of  the  people, 
ought  to  remain  the  national  and  Estab- 
lished Church  of  the  country.     By  a  na- 
tional and  Established  Church  I  understand 
one  which  covers  and  embraces  the  whole 
country,  which  is  supported  by  the  whole 
population,  and  which  is  enforeed  over  the 
whole  country  and  the  whole  population  b^ 
law.     I  do  not  go  one  step  beyond  that  ; 
and  the  only  point  which  1  conceive  to  l>« 
involved    in    the    Resolutions  upon  wbicsli 
this  measure  is  founded  is  that  the  Chor^li 
shall  cease  to  be  the  national  and  £sta%3- 
lished  Church  of  the  country.     I  hold  wi  Cb 
the  late  Colonial   Secretary  (the  Earl    ^ 
Carnarvon)  on  the  question  of  secularisa- 
tion, and  I   should  be  disposed  to  agr^^se 
with  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  AraerB^al- 
ment  (Earl  Grey)  in   the  views  ezpres»^l 
in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Bright.     I  only  regB^«}t 
that  it  is  not  likely  those  views  will    Its 
entertained.     If  I  am  asked  if  1  can  re- 
concile my  view  with  the  theory  of  Chor-^b 
and  State  which  I  am  supposed  to  hold*   I 
say  that  I  still  believe  in  the  soundness   o( 
that  theory  in  itself,  and  as  one  of  genersi 
application.      I  hold  the   doctrine  as  set 
forth   in    Mr.    Gladstone's   book,    and    1 
believe  he   himself    holds    it   still    to  be 
sound  in  the  above  sense.     But  no  theorj 
will  stand  against  an  extreme  case,  and 
I  believe  the  Church  of  Ireland  is  that 
extreme    case.      Parliament    is  just   as 
much  bound  to  establish    our   Church  in 
Lower  Canada  and  Australia  as  to  main- 
tain the   Irish  Church  Establishment.    It 
is  said  that  this  question  is  argued  on  the 
abstract   or   p;cncral    ground   of    religious 
equality  ;  but  that  1  deny.    The  Church  of 
England  I  support  on  the  principle  of  the 
connection  of   Church  and  State ;  and  I 
must    say   that   1   can   conceive   nothing 
moro   unreasonable  or  suicidal   than  the 
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idratifietiioii  of  the  oatues  of  the  ChoreheB 
of  Englaiid  and  Ireland.  They  are  iden- 
tieal  in  doetrine,  bnt  it  is  scareely  poa- 
nUe  to  find  any  other  material  point 
in  which  the  Charehes  are  not  dis- 
tinct. We  are  often  told  that  more  than 
half  the  people  of  Eni^laod  do  not  belong 
to  the  EsUblifihed  Church.  That  is  a 
ftatement  I  entirely  disbelieve.  Bat  even 
if  it  were  true  that  the  number  of  Dis- 
lentera  in  England  were  equal  to  the 
membera  of  the  Established  Church,  the 
nembera  of  the  Church  of  England  enor- 
mooaly  outnumber  those  of  any  one  Dis- 
senting body.  That  is  not  the  case  in 
Ireland.  Forther,  the  difference  between 
the  English  Church  and  Dissent  is  nothing 
like  that  between  Protestantism  and  Ro- 
nanism  in  Ireland.  Again,  many  of  the 
English  Dissenters  themseWes  wish  well 
to  the  English  Church.  And,  lastly,  the 
Romish  religion  is  in  Ireland  diffused 
tbrooghont  the  whole  country,  while  in 
England  Dissent  is  mainly  confined  to 
towna  and  populous  districts.  That  the 
preaent  measure  should  be  looked  upon 
aa  a  warning  and  a  stimulus  to  the 
Choroh  of  England  I  by  no  means  doubt, 
for  I  eonceifo  that  no  Church  should 
continue  as  an  Establishment  unless  it 
is  rooted  in  the  affections  of  the  people. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbory)  said  that  this  proposal  was 
brought  forward  merely  on  account  of  the 
grudging  and  enyy  of  certain  people  for 
other  people's  property. 

The  Marquess  OF  SALISBURY:  What 
I  said  was  that  it  arose  from  the  enyy  of 
one  religious  denomination  against  another. 

Loud  LYTTELTON  :  Well,  the  argu- 
ment which  we  use  is  distinctly  that  it  is 
for  the  public  good  that  this  property  is 
taken,  just  as  we  argue  that  it  is  for  the 
public  good  that  private  property  should 
be  taken  for  the  construction  of  railways 
tnd  other  purposes.  Before  concluding, 
however,  I  am  bound  to  say  a  few  words 
u  to  this  Bill  in  itself.  I  cannot  but 
think  there  was  considerable  weight  in 
the  objections  which  were  urged  by  the 
noble  Earl  on  the  cross-Benches  (Earl 
Crey),  by  the  Primate  of  the  Northern 
Province,  and  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  London).  I  cannot  but 
doubt  whether  it  was  necessary  or  expe- 
dient that  this  Bill  should  be  offered  to  us 
at  all.  For  the  reasons  I  have  given,  and 
because  I  do  not  think  that  any  very  seri- 
ous inconvenience  will  result  from  its 
adoption,  I  shall  vote  for  it ;   but  I  ques- 


tion whether  this  House  has  been  treated 
with  proper  courtesy  and  respect.  The 
Bill  before  us  was  the  result  of  previous 
deliberation  and  discussion  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  It  followed  upon 
formal  Resolutions  agreed  to  by  that 
House.  But  we  have  had  no  such  Reso- 
lutions, and  what  ground  for  the  Bill  has 
been  laid  before  us!  This  may  be  a 
matter  of  form,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  point  is  of  some  importance  —  that 
the  Leaders  of  Opposition  in  this  House 
ought  to  have  brought  the  subject  gene- 
rally before  us  prior  to  the  introduction 
of  such  a  Bill,  so  that  we  might  have 
come  to  some  agreement  with  the  other 
House  upon  the  subject.  Let  me  add 
that,  if  anything  could  have  induced  me 
to  abstain  from  voting  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  it  would  be  the  tone  of  bulljing 
and  of  menace  which  has  been  adopted  to- 
wards this  House  on  this  subject — I  do  not 
say  in  this  or  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, but  in  certain  publications  and  out- 
of-doors.  Wo  all  know  that  when  any 
question  of  importance  is  before  the  public 
certain  newspapers  tell  us  that  the  nation 
has  made  up  its  mind — which  means  that 
the  writers  in  these  newspapers  have  made 
up  their  minds,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
left  for  us  but  either  to  assent  to  the 
changes  which  are  proposed  or  to  be  our- 
selves abolished.  Sometimes  a  modified 
statement  is  made,  and  we  are  told,  not 
that  we  are  to  be  abolished,  but  reformed. 
Now,  I  have  very  little  feeling  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  if  I  were  abolished  as  a  Peer  and 
Member  of  the  Legislature,  I  should  not 
care  about  it;  but  I  confess  I  do  not  see 
how  we  are  to  be  "reformed."  My 
noble  Friend  indeed,  the  late  Foreign  Se- 
cretary (the  Earl  of  Clarendon),  told  us 
our  reform  should  be  to  advance  with  the 
times.  That,  I  understand,  is  a  reform  in 
the  conduct,  both  of  individuals  and  of  pub- 
lic bodies ;  but  in  what  other  way  we  are 
now  threatened  with  reform  instead  of  abo- 
lition I  do  not  know.  Whatever  we  may 
do  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  House  will  deal  fairly  and  consi- 
derately with  the  question  if  it  is  brought 
before  jour  Lordships  in  a  future  Session. 
If  a  deliberate  opinion  is  pronounced 
by  the  whole  nation,  and  it  is  in  favour 
of  this  or  any  other  measure,  I  do  not 
suppose  that  this  House  will  for  any  long 
time  stand  in  the  way.  The  question, 
being  decided  by  the  country,  will  then 
come  beforo  us;  and  I  feel  no  doubt  that 
whenever  this  question  of  the  Irish  Church 
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18  finally  Bettled»  it  will  be  by  the  remoral 
of  tbis  badge  of  servitude — this  mark  of 
the  domination  of  the  minority  oyer  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people. 

The  Earl  op  HARROWBY:  My  Lords, 
there  is  one  point  connected  with  this  ques- 
tion which  I  think  we  ought  to  remember — 
namely,  that  the  agitation  for  tliis  Bill  does 
not  come  from  Ireland.     It  is  the  result  of 
an  English   raid  in,  Ireland  just  as   the 
Fenian   outbreak    there  was  got  up    by 
strangers  to  the  country.     The  Liberation 
Society  have   gone   over   to  provoke  and 
teazethe  Irish  into  agitation,  and  ask  them 
whether  they  would  not  come  forward  to 
help  the  agitation  got  up  by  the  Society 
for  the  general  abolition  of  State  Estab^ 
lishments  ?     The  Irish  Church  was  merely 
selected  as  a  weak  point  for  attack.     We 
know  this  from  their  own  confession,  and 
we  see  the  same  causes  operating  in  Wales. 
Mr.  Bright  went  down  to  Liverpool,  and 
addressed  the  Welsh  people  collected  there, 
urging  them  to  join  in  the  movement ;  and 
the  same  attempt  will  be  made  to  get  up 
a  cry  against  the  Establishment  in  Scot- 
land.    Do  not  deceive  yourselves.     This  is 
not  an  Irish  movement  or  an  Irish  grie- 
vance ;  it  is  onlj^  the  first  part  of  a  general 
system  of   tactics  emanating  from  those 
who  oppose  all  Establishments  whatever. 
It  is  a  mere  cloak  for  a  future  attack  upon 
the  English  Church,  and  hardly  a  meeting 
against  the  Irish   Church  is  held   in   the 
towns  of  the  North  of  England  where  the 
parties  who  move  in  it  do  not  pledge  them- 
selves to  carry  out  the  attack  upon  the 
English   Church.      It    is    not,   therefore, 
mere  idle  apprehension  which  leads  us  to 
think  that  the  case  of  the  English  Church 
is  closely  connected  with  that  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.      My  Lords,  we  are  urged  to 
take  the  formidable  step  which  is  now  pro- 
posed either  upon  the  grounds  of  expedi- 
ency or  of  justice.      Now,   what   is   this 
justice?     You  mean  to  say,  do  you  not, 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ire- 
land was  robbed  by  the  Protestant  Church 
established  there  ?      Well,  do  you  mean  to 
make  restitution?  No!  You  call  it ''justice" 
to  rob  the  robbers.     You  simply  deprive 
them  of  their  spoils.     What  is  this,  then, 
but  merely  to  satisfy  a  feeling  of  vengeance 
for  wrongs  supposed  to  have  been  inflicted 
three    centuries    back  ?      Do    you   think 
that  by  satisfying  this  feeling  of  vengeance 
you  will  ever   introduce  peace  and  tran- 
quillity into  Ireland  ?  We  often  hear  people 
r^peak  of  Ireland  as  if  there  were  only  one 
denomination  of   Protestants  there  ;    but, 
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in  truth,  besides  the  700,000  Episcopaliaiis, 
there  are  about  as  large  a  body  of  Presby- 
terians and  Protestant  Dissenters  in  that 
country,  most  of  whom  feel  as  keenly  the 
injury  which  will  be  inflicted  on  Protestant- 
ism   by  this  measure  as   Churchmen   do 
themselves.      Therefore,    do  not   imagine 
that  you  are  satisfying  the  whole  people  of 
Ireland  when  you  are  only  satisfying  one 
class.     You  are,  in  reality,  only  satisfying 
the    Irish    Roman     Catholic    priesthood. 
Whenever  that  priesthood  have   tried  to 
get  up  a  feeling  against  the  Irish  Estab- 
lished Church  they  have  found  it  necessary 
to  buoy  up  the  question  by  pledges  on  the 
subject  of  the  land  in  the  first  instance, 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  make  an  attack 
upon    that   Church.      In    fact,   the   Irish 
Catholic  peasantry  have  not  that  aversion 
for  the  Protestant  clergymen  which  some 
persons  seem  to  suppose.      My  Lords,  I 
cannot   but   think   that   those  Gentlemen 
who  have  brought  forward  this  question  on 
the  present  occasion  are  deeply  responsible 
to  the  country.     They  themselves  look  with 
considerable  apprehension  to  the  effect  of 
the  great  organic  change  which  has  lately 
been  carried  in  our  representative  system. 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Bright  have  them- 
selves confessed  this.     But  how  are  they 
preparing  for  this  great  experiment  ?  Why, 
by  throwing  down  into  the  arena  as  tho 
first  subject  of  discussion  among  the  new 
constituencies  the  destruction  of  the  an* 
cient  institutions  and  religious  establish- 
ments of   the  kingdom.     Is  it,   I  ask,  t^ 
wise  thing  to  flesh  tho  young  blood  of  thd 
new  electoral  body  upon  those  old  institu- 
tions and  venerable  establishments  ?     Is  it 
a  wise  thing  in  them  so  to  enter  upon  this 
change,  instead  of  meeting  it  in  the  man- 
ner referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Lyttelton],    who,    however,   supports   thia 
Bill  for  reasons  little  understood  by  others, 
and  which,  it  would  appear,  he  can  hardly 
explain  to  himself  ?     Surely  the  interval 
before  the  appeal  to  the  new  constituencies 
is   made   should   rather    be   employed   in 
quieting  and  composing  the   public   mind 
than  in  exciting  and  inflaming  it  by  raising 
such  issues  as  these.     You  may  say  this  is 
only  an  act  of  justice  ;  but  I  hold  that  it  is 
not  doing  justice  to  say  a  thing  is  robbery 
and  not  to  follow  it  up  with  restitution. 
Nobody  desires  this  measure  but  the  Irish 
Catholic  priesthood  and  those  who  follow 
their  lead.     The  priests  themselves  have 
not  said  they  will  be  satisfied  with  it ;  but 
have  told  you   that  there  are  other  and 
deeper  questions  behind,  which  you  teek 
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to  get  rid  of  by  bringing  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Church.  Yon  have  no  reason 
to  beliefe  that  anj  danger  will  be  aTorted 
bj  it,  or  that  one  wound  of  Ireland  will  be 
thos  healed.  Instead  of  healing  old  wounds 
]foa  are  only  creating  new.  You  could  not 
do  an  act  of  more  perfect  and  unmitigated 
mischief,  without  securing  to  yourselves 
the  slightest  degree  of  ad?antage  in  return. 
Tbe  real  **  badge  of  oonquest "  of  which 
ve  have  heard  so  much  will  still  remain 
behind — namely,  the  question  of  the  land. 
Do  not  let  Irish  landlords  think  they  can 
divert  attention  from  the  present  settlement 
of  the  land  of  Ireland,  which  rankles  in  the 
minds  of  the  Roman  Catholic  population 
fiur  more  than  the  matter  of  the  Bstablished 
Cboreh.  By  this  proposal  you  will  remedy 
DO  eziating  evil;  but  only  give  a  triumph  to 
one  party,  cause  the  bitterest  animosity  and 
disappointment  among  the  rest,  and  enor- 
mously increase  your  own  difficulties. 

Thb    Bishop    of    KILLALOl*;  :    My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  express  my  high  respect 
for  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  but  one 
(Lord  Lyttelton),  but  the  more  I  respect 
ium  the   more   deeply  I   regret   that  he 
should  join    in    supporting   this  Bill.     I 
think  his  speech  made  one  thing  plain — 
ntmely,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  sits  on 
the  eross-Benches   (Earl    Grey)    is    not 
altogether  so  singular  in  his  views  as  some 
may  have  supposed.     It   seems   that  his 
eoDTictions  are  shared  by  many  of  those 
who  sit  opposite.     What  he  is  singular  in 
ii  that  he  appears    to  have  acted  upon 
those  convictions.     I    maintain,  notwith- 
itsnding  all  that  we  have  heard,  that  the 
attempt    now   made    to    disestablish    the 
Oborch  of.  these  realms,  not  in  a  remote 
dependency  of   the  Crown    but  in  an  in- 
tegral part  of   the   United    Kingdom,    is 
*bollj  an  paralleled.     You  have  modified 
the  terms  on   which  Church    property  is 
held ;  yoa  have  altered  the  arrangements 
ef  the  dioceses  ;    you   have   taken  away 
jarisdiction  from  the  Bishops,    and    have 
reliered  some  of  them  from  the  perform- 
^oee  of  Parliamentary  duties  ;  but  a  niea- 
'Qre  like  this  is  wholly  unprecedented  in 
eor  history.     Is   there    any  justification 
'or  it  in  the  opinions  and  authority  of  great 
ttatesmen?     I  think  not.     All  the  great 
>othorities  who  have  been   cited    had,  I 
Mere,  a  different  plan  for  dealing  with 
(liis  question.      They   had    before    their 
minds  the  exclusive  establishment  of  Pro- 
tettaotii»m  in  Ireland,  with   no  provision 
for  the  hierarchy  of  the  majority.     Some 
of  them   thought  of  supplementing  the 
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maintenance  of  the  Establishment  by  some 
endowments  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood. Yoa  say  that  scheme  is  impracti- 
cable. I  quite  agree  with  you.  But  what 
right  have  you  to  cite  those  statesmen  who 
were  in  favour  of  no  such  scheme'  as  total 
disestablishment,  and  who  denounced  the 
exclusive  Protestant  Establishment  solely 
on  the  ground  that  they  thought  something 
was  wise  and  practicable  which  you  say  is 
impracticable  ?  As  to  the  sentiments  of 
illustrious  foreigners  on  this  question,  I 
greatly  doubt  whether  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships would  attach  great  weight  to  their 
opinions  on  any  other  point  of  the  British 
Constitution  or  of  British  policy,  except 
this  one  question  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland.  With  great  respect  for 
those  who  have  had  far  larger  opportunities 
than  I  have  had  of  consulting  the  opinions 
of  distinguished  foreigners,  I  think  the 
same  idea  to  which  I  have  referred  as  being 
in  the  minds  of  distinguished  statesmen 
at  home  was  in  the  minds  of  these  illus- 
trious foreigners.  They  cannot  understand 
the  difficulty  in  a  country  like  this  of 
making  a  Concordat  with  Rome,  and  of 
placing  all  religions  on  an  equal  footing. 
The  State  finds  in  Ireland  three  great 
religious  denominations — the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, the  Protestant  Episcopalian,  andtho 
Presbyterian.  It  cannot  ally  itself  to  the 
first,  though  it  is  the  Church  of  the  majo- 
rity. There  are  a  hundred  reasons  why 
it  cannot,  but  one  is  sufficient.  The 
hierarchy  of  that  Church  will  not  take  your 
endowments  on  any  conditions  which  you 
could  accept.  They  know  that  they  enjoy 
a  greater  amount  of  liberty  in  this  king- 
dom than  they  would  enjoy  under  a  Con* 
cordat  in  any  other  country.  Under  those 
circumstances  the  State  takes  the  next 
and  most  numerous  body  which  it  finds, 
whose  clergy  teach  what  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  realm  believe  to  be  the 
truth — a  Church  which  is  identical  with 
the  Establishment  in  England  ;  the  Church 
to  which  the  Sovereign  belongs  ;  the 
Church  recognized  by  the  Estates  of  the 
Realm;  the  Church  to  which  belongs  the 
great  majority  of  the  landlords  of  the 
country,  out  of  whose  estates  it  is  chiefly 
supported.  The  fact  is  that  all  property, 
and  especially  private  property,  is  a  griev- 
ance to  those  who  do  not  possess  it.  The 
law  of  entail,  primogeniture,  the  hereditary 
privileges  and  rank  attaching  to  Members 
of  this  House,  are  all  sentimental  griev- 
ances to  the  persons  who  are  debarred 
from   them.     Indeed,   I    have    conversed 
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with  many  intelligent  men  in  this  ooan- 
try  who  have  put  forward  as  an  intoler- 
able grievance  the  existence  of  privi- 
leged orders ;  and  I  would  advise  the 
aristocracy  of  this  country  not  to  reckon 
too  confidently  on  their  privileges  escaping 
attack.  I  do  not  believe,  moreover,  that 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
would  remove  the  sentimental  grievance, 
for  that  really  rests  on  the  social  in- 
equality of  the  Roman  Cntholic  population; 
and  as  long  as  the  Protestant  Church  con- 
tinues to  be  the  Church  of  the  aristocracy 
— as  long  as  it  is  established  in  this  country 
and  the  Sovereign  and  nobilitj  of  England 
belong  to  it,  so  long  will  the  sentimental 
grievance  remain.  The  source  of  the  pre- 
sent difficulty  is  that  agitators  trade  on 
the  passions  of  the  Irish  people,  keeping  old 
Wounds  ronkliug  and  sore,  and  persuade 
the  people  that  those  evils  which  are  the 
result  of  the  faults  of  their  national  cha- 
racter are  due  to  the  English  Government. 
The  only  way  to  meet  such  agitators  is  to 
announce  our  unalterable  determination  to 
maintain  our  Protestant  institutions  in 
Church  and  State.  I  may  be  told  that 
this  is  the  old  cry  of  Protestant  ascend- 
ancy— and  in  a  certain  sense  it  is  so  ;  but 
there  is  a  Protestant  ascendancy  which  is 
essential  to  the  integrity  of  the  realm. 
The  people  of  England  being  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  realm — being,  as  I 
hope  they  will  continue  to  be,  Protestants ; 
having  a  vast  preponderance  in  wealth,  in 
intelligence,  and  in  habits  of  command  ; 
having  the  seat  of  Government  among 
them,  and  having  traditions  of  Imperial 
authority — it  is  impossible  but  that  they 
should,  if  they  are  united,  possess  an  as- 
cendancy in  this  Empire.  Why,  what  is 
it  that  prevents  you  from  establishing  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  ?  Do 
not  you  know  very  well  that  it  is  the  Pro- 
testant feeling  of  the  people  of  England 
and  Scotland  ?  Well,  what  is  that  but 
Protestant  ascendancy  ?  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible, indeed,  that  if  these  conflicts  of  fac- 
tion continue  in  England,  a  compact,  solid 
body  of  Roman  Catholics  may,  though  a 
minority,  obtain  that  preponderance  which 
for  several  centuries  Protestants  have  ex- 
ercised in  the  affairs  of  this  realm  ;  but  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  such  a  thing  may  not 
happen.  The  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land may  be  in  some  sense  a  symbol  of 
ascendancy,  but  it  must  bo  remembered 
that  it  is  also  a  symbol  of  the  settlement 
of  properly ;  and  if  the  Church  is  gi?en 
up  you  will  also  have  to  surrender  the 
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Protestant  sucoession,  and  the  good  old 
cause — the  cause  of  liberty  all  OTor  the 
world — the  cause  for  which  Hampden 
died  on  the  field  and  Sidney  perished 
on  the  scaffold.  All  this  you  most 
sacrifice,  or  you  will  not  satisfy  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  hierarchy.  The  Protestant 
Church,  I  repeat,  is  a  symbol  of  the  settle- 
ment of  property.  You  may  draw  a  nice 
distinction  between  them,  but  you  will 
never  persuade  the  mass  of  the  people  that 
property  set  aside  under  trusts  for  the 
higliest  uses  is  less  sacred  than  property 
which  appears  to  be  set  aside  merely  for 
the  advantage  and  comfort  of  indiTidoals 
who  may,  without  check  or  responsibility, 
scatter  and  squander  it  upon  the  most 
trivial  objects — upon  dogs  and  horses,  and 
on  degraded  human  creatures  far  leas  re« 
spectable  than  those  animals.  You  will 
never  get  people  to  understand  these  me- 
taphysical distinctions,  or  to  understand 
that  ecclesiastical  property  is  less  sacred 
than  the  property  of  individuals.  Hence,  if 
you  confiscate  the  possessions  of  the  Chareh 
you  will  endanger  all  other  property. 
My  Lords,  1  have  not  been  a  little  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  argument  that  becaose 
the  Presbyterian  Church  was  established 
in  Scotland  the  Irish  Church  should  be 
disestablished.  The  case  of  Scotland  is 
not  one  in  point.  To  make  it  so  the  ques- 
tion of  establishing  the  Roman  Catholie 
Church  in  Ireland  should  be  before  you. 
In  Scotland  the  question  at  the  time  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  was  not 
only  of  disestablishment  but  one  of  estab« 
lishment ;  and  there  is  this  difierence  be- 
tween the  Presbyterian  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic religions — that  the  former  is  at  least 
homogeneous  with  the  Protestant  feelings 
of  the  people  of  England,  which  certain  I  j 
the  latter  cannot  be  said  to  be.  Anything 
that  is  particularly  objectionable  to  the 
people  of  this  country  in  certain  papers 
drawn  up  in  connection  with  the  Presby- 
terian religion  has  been  set  aside,  at  least 
practically  ;  but,  my  Lords,  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ireland  have  not 
abandoned  the  principles  of  iutolerance 
which  that  Church  professes.  On  the  1st 
of  September,  1851,  there  appeared  in 
the  Eambler,  a  Roman  Catholie  maga- 
zine, an  article,  to  some  passages  of  which 
I  beg  your  Lordships'  attention — 

"  It  is  difficult  to  say  in  which  of  the  two  popu* 
lar  expressions,  '  the  rights  of  civil  liberty '  or 
'  the  rights  of  religious  liberty,'  is  embodied  the 
greatest  amount  of  noDsense  and  falsehood.  As 
these  phrases  are  perpetually  uttered,  both  by 
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VitkmUaU  and  hj  nim  O»tlioliw,  tbef  eoaUin 
•boot  ■■  Bmah  troth  and  good  *eiue  u  irould  b« 
famid  In  >  erj  for  tha  iiuUaiiftbls  right  to  laiiiids. 
.  .  ■  L*rt  thU  pan,  then,  io  tha  oue  of  Pro- 
tiit»>t»  mod  politicikni.  Bat  how  can  it  be  jat- 
tibd  io  tbe  eua  of  CathoUol,  who  are  tha  ohIL 
dnn  of  k  Cbonh  which  hai  exer  avowed  tha 
dtapait  hoatilitj  to  the  principle  of  'nligioui 
libnif,'  aod  which  naver  haa  {iTcn  the  ahadow 
of  a  asBOtion  to  the  tbaorj  that  'oiril  libertj,'  al 
•Mh,  ia  neoeesarilf  a  blesilnf  at  all  f  How  in- 
IdanUe  it  ia  to  aae  thii  miaerabla  deiice  for  de- 
oeiTing  the  Protaatant  world  itill  u  widalf  popu- 
lar amoog  na  \  We  aaf  '  for  daceiiing  tha  Fro- 
taataot  world  ;'  though  we  are  far  from  implfing 
that  there  ia  not  maDjr  a  Catholic  who  reallj 
imapnn  himaelf  to  be  a  Totarj  of  '  reDgioai 
lihertf,'  aod  ia  coofident  that  if  tha  tablaa  were 
tBTsed  aod  the  Catholioi  were  npparmost  in  the 
laud,  he  would  in  all  circUDiatancaa  grant  othen 
tba  mna  Dnlimited  toleration  he  now  dematidi 
lor  biDielf.  Still,  let  oar  Catholio  tolerationiat 
ba  a*er  to  liiMara,  ha  ia  oa\j  aiooere  becauie  ha  | 
doca  not  take  tha  trouble  lo  look  rery  oloteljr  iato  i 
hi*  own  conTiotiona.  Hii  great  object  ii  to  tilenoe 
Proteatanta.  or  to  pertuade  thim  to  let  him  atone  ; 
.ftod  M  be  eertatnlf  faala  no  personal  malioe  againat 
Ibani,  and  langhi  at  their  cr«ed  quite  ai  cordial]; 
aa  ke  hatea  it,  he  persoadea  hlmielf  that  he  ia 
tailing  the  exact  truth  nhen  be  proreaiea  to  be 
kn  advocate  oF'rcligloai  libartj,'  and  declare! 
that  no  man  ought  to  be  ooeroed  on  aocoantof 
hia  eoTM^Iiouf  conrictiona.  The  practical  n- 
■olt  ia  that  now  and  then,  but  Tar;  aeldom,  Pro- 
t"'*"*T  ara  hljikdad,  and  are  retdj  to  olaap  their  I 
axpeotod  ally  in  a  fraternal  embrace.  The;  are  I 
deeeiTcd,  we  repeat,  neTartheleu.  Daliare  ul  not,  I 
Pretaatanta  of  England  and  Ireland,  for  an  in-  | 
atant,  wbrn  ifoa  aee  us  pouring  forth  our  Libe-  j 
raliaou.  When  jou  bear  a  Catliolic  orator  at  lonis 
public  luamblage  declaring  lolemnlji  that  '  tbii 
U  tbe  moat  bumiliatiog  daj  io  hia  life,  when  he 
U  called  upon  to  defend  onoe  more  the  glorioua 
priDei|dt  of  rallgioni  freedom'  (aspeciallr  if  he  ' 
Ufa  anfthing  alKJUt  the  Emancipation  Act  and  . 
tba  '  lotamtion  '  It  conceded  to  Catholica).  he  not  I 
loo  limpla  in  jour  crednlitj.  Theia  are  brnfe  | 
worda,  bat  the;  mean  nothing ;  no,  nothing  more 
than  the  proraiiea  of  a  Parliamcnlar]'  candidate  i 
to  hia  CDDitituenti  on  the  buitingi.  lie  ii  not  i 
talking  Catholioiam,  but  nonienie  and  Protea-  | 
tantitiD  I  aod  be  will  no  more  act  on  Iheaonolioni 
in  diftrenC  circumatancea  than  ;ou  now  not  on  I 
tb«m  jonraelrea  in  jour  treatment  of  him." 
Uj  Lordi,  when  we  Sud  bucIi  seutimoDts  i 
eiilarUined  bj  Roman  CntholicB,  I  eay, 
witbODt  meaning  them  an;  offeiico,  that  , 
•elf-preaerTat:oii  requires  ub  to  defend  the  | 
EBtablislied  Church  in  Ireland.  \ 

Oo  Uolion  of  the  Ddeb  of  Arotll  the  ' 
farther  debate  on  the  aaid  Motion  ad- 
journed to  Monday  next.  , 

LiainilATIOS  BILL,  [h.l.]  I 

A  Bill  to  faciliUtc  Liquidation  In  oortain  Caaei  ' 

of  Bankruptcy  Arrangement  and  Wioding-up —  | 

Wat  frtt^Utd  hj  Tba  Lord  WiiTsnai ;  read  I*.  , 

(No.  ISI).  I 

Honie  adjonmadat  One  o'clock,  i.H.,  i 

to  Monday  next,  Eleran  o'clock,  j 
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HOTTSE    OP    COMMONS, 

FVidag,  Jane  26,  1868. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  eloelr, 

MINUTES.]  —  SiLioi    CounTTK  —  Oonntr 

Financial  Arraugementi,  Mr.  Clira  addtd. 
ScrrLT — Cnuideni  in  Committee  — Raolutioru 

[June  2a]  reported. 
Pdbuo  Bilu  —  Ordered —  Colonial  Govemora' 
Penaioni  Act  Ameodoient*  ;  Mednar  Regula* 

tion  Act  Continuanae  *. 

Firtt  Readitu]  —  Medway  Regulation  Aot  Con- 
tinuance* [186V 

Seeond  Reading — Drainags  and  ImproTcment  of 
Undi  (Ireland)  Supplemenlat  (No.  3)*  [ISS], 

Comtnitl^f— Hetropotitun  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
{re-eomm.)  [13BJ  Debateaifjoum^if ,-  Conanlar 
Marriogoi*  [18S]  :  Bank  Holidafa  and  Billa  of 
Eicbttnga   [re-eomm.)*  [180]. 

Raporl— Prison  I  (Scotland)  Adminiitration  Acta 
Amendment  •  rifiS-197]  ;  Coniular  Marriagei  • 
[188] ;  Bank  Uolidafa  and  Billi  of  Eiebanga 
{rr!-«>inm,)a  [180]. 

Third  Reading  —  Kenewable  Leasehold  Conrat^ 


SCHOOLS  INQDIRT  COMMISSION. 

QDEffnON, 

Ur.  beach  said,  he  wished  to  aik  tlie 
Vice  President  of  the  Comniitteo  of  Coun- 
cil on  Education,  What  courae  the  GoTem- 
ment  intend  to  lake  with  reference  to 
the  Report  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Comniia- 
sionera  ? 

LoiiD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  Report  of  the  Schoola 
Inquiry  Commisaionera  vrould  Gil  about 
tiyentj-four  thicit  octavo  Tolumes,  eleven  of 
which  had  already  been  published.  Offing 
to  the  Tolumiiious  character  of  tlie  docu- 
ments, Her  Majesty's  QoTeroraent  had  not 
been  able  so  to  study  and  consider  them 
as  tu  arrire  at  any  decision  with  respect  to 
the  legislation  nhich  they  would  recom- 
mend upon  the  ijubject. 

IRELAND— ROYAL  SCHOOL  OF  SANA- 
GHER.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  G.  morris  aaid,  ho  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
(be  Royal  School  of  Banaghcr  has  not  been 
closed  for  the  last  two  years  ;  why  no 
Head  Master  has  been  during  that  period 
appointed;  and,  what  has  become  of  the 
endowment  and  einoiunienta  reported  by 
the  Royal  Commission  in  1838  as  belong, 
ing  to  that  School  7 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  reply,  said,  ho 
£  2 
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was  eorrj  to  say  that  the  School  had  been 
closed  for  a  considerable  time  in  conse- 
quence of  two  causes.  First,  an  endeayour 
had  been  noade  to  see  whether  an  arrange- 
ment more  advantageous  to  the  public 
might  not  be  made  witli  regard  to  the 
School  by  joining  it  with  some  other  simi- 
lar establishment  ;  and  secondly,  great 
di£Bcu1ty  had  been  experienced  in  getting 
a  competent  person  to  accept  the  office  of 
Dead  master,  owing  to  the  lowness  of  the 
salary.  The  endowments  and  emoluments 
belonging  to  the  School  had  been  received 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Education. 

MEROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MAR- 
KET {re'C(mfnitted)  BILL. 
{Lord  Robert  Montagu^  Mr,  Bunt) 

[bill  139.]     COlOilTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  ANDREW  A  ONE  W  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  competent  for  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  to  move  at 
this  stage  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  and  which,  if  carried,  would 
have  the  effect  of  defeating  the  measure  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was  quite  com- 
petent for  the  right  hon.  Member  to  move 
the  Amendment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  :  *  Sir, 
The  first  witness  who  was  produced  in  op- 
position to  the  Bill  asserted  a  proposition 
in  which  all  will  readily  agree.  He  said — 
"  I  think  the  Cattle  Plague  has  taught  us 
a  lesson  by  which  we  ought  to  profit.'* 
The  fruit  of  that  lesson  is  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  Tet  I  cannot  entirely 
claim  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
origination  of  the  present  Bill.  It  has 
sprung  rather  from  the  House  itself;  I 
may  even  say,  from  a  Member  of  the  Op- 
position. The  House  last  year  determined 
that  parts  of  ports  should  be  defined  for 
the  reception  and  slaughter  of  foreign 
animals  ;  and  a  Member  of  the  Opposition 
desired  to  insert  a  clause  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory on  the  Government  to  effect  this 
purpose,  and  on  the  market  authority  in 
each  town  to  provide  land  for  a  separate 
foreign  market.  But  as  it  had  not  been 
ascertained  what  towns  would  desire  to 
import  foreign  cattle  on  those  terms,  and 
as  the  circumstances  and  localities  of  those 
towns  wero  not  known,  the  House  deter- 
mined merely  to  give  the  Privy  Council 
the  necessary  powers,  on  the  understanding 
that  they  should  be  exercised  without  de- 
lay. That  policy  has,  after  considerable 
labour,  and  the  examination  of  the  several 
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localities,  been  carried  out  in  all  the  porta 
which  desired  it.  In  the  metropolis,  how- 
ever, greater  and  quite  unexpected  diffi- 
culties presented  themselves.  After  mak- 
ing various  attempts  and  labouring  for 
more  than  two  months,  we  had  to  relin- 
quish the  task  and  come  to  Parliament  for 
additional  powers.  Thus  arose  the  neces- 
sity for  the  present  Bill.  The  object, 
therefore,  of  the  Government  was  merely 
to  carry  out  the  policy  which  had  been 
originated  by  the  Opposition  and  accepted 
by  the  House.  The  real  question  at  issne 
is,  whether  the  annual  loss,  which  is  due 
to  a  sense  of  the  risk  of  a  re- introduction 
of  the  cattle  plague,  together  with  the 
present  value  of  the  loss  which  would  ensue 
if  the  cattle  plague  was  re-introduced, 
exceeds  the  annual  injury  to  trade  from 
those  restrictions  which  may  be  necessary 
for  security  ?  If  that  question  is  answered 
in  the  affirmative,  then  there  arises  a  fur- 
ther issne  —  namely,  by  what  means  can 
we  attain  the  maximum  of  security  with 
the  minimum  of  injury  ?  In  each  case, 
the  House  will  observe,  the  question  which 
has  to  be  decided  is  merely  a  balance  of 
advantages.  The  decrease  of  importation 
has  to  be  measured  against  the  risk  of  loss, 
and  the  actual  losses  to  our  home  stock. 
The  trade  in  foreign  cattle  has  to  be  put 
into  one  scale  of  the  balance,  the  produc- 
tion of  home  cattle  in  the  other.  Let  th» 
House  first  turn  their  attention  to  the  on» 
scale  and  then  to  the  otlier.  What  is  this, 
trade  ?  What  foreign  cattle  are  imported  T 
There  is  no  trade  in  foreign  store  stocks 
Lean  cattle  never  have,  to  any  extent,  been 
brought  from  abroad.  Thus  Mr.  Rudkio, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee, 
asserted  that  "  there  were  never  many 
store  cattle  "  in  the  metropolitan  market  ; 
"a  few  storks  and  half-lean  things  did 
come  from  time  to  time,  but  very  few  com* 
paratively."  Why  is  this?  Because  foreign 
animals  are  not  fit  for  store  stock.  Mr. 
Kilby,  in  his  evidence,  said  that  farmers 
all  agree  that  foreign  animals  are  "  consti- 
tutionally unfit."  Mr.  Dickson  asserted 
that  '*  they  never  make  much  of  animals,'* 
and  that  **  the  country  is  far  better  without 
them."  Mr.  Symonds  testified  that  they 
are  "  practically  useless  for  grazing  pur- 
poses." While  Archer,  a  witness  against 
the  Bill,  said  that  we  do  not  require  '*  any 
foreign  cattle  as  store  stock,"  and  that 
''none  should  be  used  for  grazing  pur- 
poses." Professor  Strangeways  expressed 
himself  strongly  as  "against  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  store  cattle  entirely."    The 
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foreign  trade*  therefore*  is  wholly  confined 
to  fat  cattle  which  are  destined  for  imme- 
diate slaughter.  And  the  question  is  nar- 
rowed to  this — vhat  is  to  he  done  with  fo- 
reign cattle  during  the  short  period  inter- 
Tening  between  their  importation  and  their 
death  ?  As  the  foreign  fat  cattle  haf  e  to 
be  weighed  against  English  stock,  let  the 
HoQse  consider  the  relative  characters  and 
Tsloea  of  the  two.  It  seems  to  haye  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  witnesses  on  both  sides,  that 
foreign  cattle  are  cheaper  and  worse  than 
Engliah  cattle.  Thus  Archer,  a  witness 
against  the  Bill,  testified  that  '*  foreign 
meat  is,  without  exception,  cheaper  than 
English ;  and  that  the  price  depends  en- 
tirely upon  the  quality."  As  all  concurred 
ID  that  testimony,  it  is  useless  to  enlarge 
vpon  it.  The  destination,  moreoYcr,  of  the 
foreign  fat  cattle  is  different  from  the  ulti- 
mate destination  of  English  cattle.  The 
foreign  meat  falls  into  the  hands  of  the 
large  wholesale  traders  (that  is,  carcase 
botehers,  shipping  agents,  and  army  and 
navy  contractors) ;  while  some  of  it  is  eaten 
by  the  poorest  classes  of  large  towns.  This 
fact  also  was  generally  admitted.  Thus 
Mr.  Sjmonds  told  the  Committee  that  "  it 
la  a  different  class  of  butcher  who  kills  the 
forwgn  cattle  "  namely,  the  "  carcase  bot- 
cher." Mr.  Lintott,  a  Brighton  butcher,  cor 
roborated  this  CTidence.  Mr.  Budkin,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee,  was 
aaked— 

"  What  percentage  of  borne  cattle  is  killed  bj 
eareaae  boteben  f^-Verjr  tmall.  How  much  of 
the  foreign  tnpply  ? — A  large  proportion." 

Mr.  Woodley,  a  large  carcase  butcher,  and 
a  member  of  the  Common  Council  of  the 
City,  said  that — 

"  Foreign  meat  goea  ohieflj  into  the  bands  of 
wboletale  traders,  wbile  the  coarse  parts  go  to 
the  low  thicklj  populated  districts." 

Henee,  in  conformity  with  the  eridence  of 
Thomas  Harrison,  it  may  be  taken  that  at 
least  three-fourths  of  the  supply  of  foreign 
cattle  go  back  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
place  where  they  were  landed.  Why,  it 
may  be  asked,  are  foreign  cattle  so  much 
cheaper  and  so  much  worse  than  English 
cattle?  Something  depends  upon  the 
breed.  This  is  inferior;  for  the  foreign 
witnesses,  who  appeared  against  the  Bill, 
averred  that  just  before  the  breaking  out 
of  the  cattle  plague  they  had  begun  to  im- 
port English  bulls  into  foreign  countries, 
with  the  intention  of  raising  somewhat  the 
quality  of  foreign  cattle.  Since  the  cattle 
plague,  howcfer,  they  have  ceased  to  im- 
port, and  tbey  are  not  likely  to  import  any 


more  bulls  for  many  years  to  come.  But 
even  if  the  breeds  were  equal  to  the  Eng- 
lish, yet  the  cattle  must  always  be  inferior, 
for  they  are  all  grass-fed.  If  they  fed  their 
cattle  abroad  as  highly  as  we  do  in  Eng- 
land, then  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
to  pay  the  freight  to  this  country,  and  yet 
compete  in  our  markets.  It  is  true  that 
now  and  then  some  few  good  beasts  have 
come  over  to  England,  and  have  fetched 
exceptionally  high  prices.  One  of  the 
witnesses,  a  German,  of  the  name  of 
Prenzlow,  said  that  a  few  that  he  brought 
over  sold  for  £27  a  head  ;  he  was  asked 
how  he  obtained  such  an  unusually  high 
price  for  foreign  beasts,  and  he  stated  that 
the  reason  was  that  they  were  so  good  that 
"the  retail  butchers  could  make  use  of 
them. "  Such  cattle  are  smuggled  by  night 
into  the  West  End  by  the  retail  butchers, 
who  are  willing  to  give  this  high  price,  be- 
cause it  is,  nevertheless,  lower  than  the 
price  of  home  cattle.  But  they  smuggle 
them  in  clandestinely  by  night,  because 
they  would  lose  their  custom  if  it  were 
known  that  they  kill  foreign  beasts.  This 
rests  on  the  evidence  of  many  witnesses, 
as  Blackman,  Brewster,  and  Rudkin. 
While  Gehhart,  a  German  witness,  who 
had  been  brought  over  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  said  that— 

"  Only  the  very  best  foreign  beasts  go  to  the 
West  End  butchers,  and  they  are  smuggled  in  by 
night,  so  as  not  to  be  seen ;  but  all  the  others  go 
to  the  poorer  classes." 

It  may  be  concluded,  therefore,  that  the 
foreign  trade  is  a  trade  in  a  very  inferior 
article ;  and  also  that  it  is  a  trade  in  an 
article  which  is  used  for  a  totally  different 
purpose ;  so  that  there  can  be  no  clashing 
between  the  English  and  foreign  cattle 
trade.  The  case  with  os  lately  has  been 
this — Pharaoh's  seven  lean  kine  have  come 
up  from  across  the  water  and  have  eaten 
up  our  seven  fat  kine  in  England. 

The  next  point  to  be  considered  is  the 
injury  to  this  foreign  trade  by  any  restric- 
tions which  may  be  necessary  for  security. 
It  may  be  stated  generally,  that  importa* 
tion  depends  on  the  relative  prices  in  this 
and  in  the  foreign  country.  Many  of  the 
witnesses  against  the  Bill  wanted  to  make 
out  that  the  price  of  cattle  here  depends 
on  the  importation  from  abroad.  Tliat  ia 
putting  the  cart  before  the  horse.  How  is 
it  that  importation  takes  place?  A  man 
sits  down  and  calculates  what  the  price  of 
cattle  abroad,  together  with  the  freight  to 
this  country,  would  come  to ;  and  if,  on 
comparing  this  sum  with  the  prioe  of  cattle 
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hore,  he  finds  that  it  leaves  a  large  margin 
to  coyer  risks  and  profits^  then  he  buys  the 
cattle  abroad  and  imports  them.    The  price 
of  meat  must   therefore  be  high  in  this 
country,  and  low  in  that ;   or  else  importsr 
tion  will  not  take  place.     But  meat  is  now 
very  dear  abroad.     The   prices  in  Paris 
and  Brussels  are  as   high  as  here,  while 
the  freight  to  them  is  less.   This  was  testi- 
fied by  Mr.  Scott,  by  Brewster,  and  others. 
The  cause  is  obyious.     Manufactures  have 
sprung  up,  large  populations  have  gathered 
round  them,   wages  have   risen,  and  the 
meat-consuming  power   having  increased, 
causes  a  greater  demand  for  cattle  in  those 
countries.     The  foreign  cattle  trade  has 
thus,   as   Honok,    a   ifitness   against  the 
Bill,  testified,   a  natural   tendency  of  it- 
self to   flow   into   other   channels.      The 
Trade  and   Navigation   Returns    for   the 
four  months  ending  April  30,  show  how 
considerable  has  been  the  falling  off  in  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.     During  the 
first  four  months  of  1866  there  were  im- 
ported into  this  country  42,301    head  of 
,  foreign  cattle,  the  value  being  £487,083. 
In  1867  there  was  a  slight  increase,  the 
number  being    43,125,    the   value    being 
£678,160;    while   in    1868.    during    the 
same  period,  the  number  fell  to  18,496, 
the  value  being  £225,048  ;  showing  that 
the  foreign  trade  in  animals  was  passing  of 
itself  into  other  channels.     Belgium  con- 
sumes all  her  own  produce ;  for  she  im- 
ports as  many  cattle  as  she  exports.  Thus, 
for  instance,  the  importations  into  Belgium 
in  the  first  three    months  of    1868  were 
16,219  head  of  cattle,  while  the  exports 
were  16,265.     We  cannot  look,  therefore, 
to  a  supply  from  Belgium.     France  also, 
according  to  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
against   the  Bill,  consumes  all   that  she 
produces.     Iler  exports   and   her  imports 
during  the  year  are  very  small  and  nearly 
balance  each  other.     While  meat  has  be- 
come dearer  abroad  it  has  become  cheaper 
at  home.     This  is  no  doubt  partly  due  to 
the   slackness  of  trade   in    this  country  ; 
for  badness  of  trade  and  the  consequent 
distress  among  the  working  classes  cause 
a  fall  in  the  consumption  of  foreign  meat. 
The  foreign  trade  is  lessened  in  proportion 
as  the  consuming  power  of  the  working 
classes   is   diminished ;    while  a    rise    in 
wages  causes  the  working  classes  to  eat 
more  meat  and  attracts  the  foreign  supply. 
This  was  remarked  by  two   of   the   wit- 
nesses, Archer  and  Brewster.     1  will  now 
quit  this  subject  for  the  present,  as  1  will 
afterwards  show  mere  fully  that  the  restric- 
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tions  which  are  necessary  for  security  will 
not  affect  the  foreign  trade  ;  or,  according 
to  the  opinion  of  M.  Bouley,  it  will  have 
no  great  effect  on  importation  if  we  were 
to  enact  that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing.     We 
have  now  put  the  foreign  cattle  into  one 
scale.     Let  the  House  now  turn  its  atten- 
tion to  the  other  scale  ;  namely,  to  the  loss 
which  will  ensue  if  the  cattle  plague,  or 
the  other  foreign  epidemics,  are  re-intro- 
duced.    Three  epidemics  have,  at  farious 
times  since   1842,   been    imported    from 
abroad  —  foot-and-mouth,  disease,    pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  cattle  plague.     The  losses 
from  these  diseases  have  been  very  great. 
Take   first  the    lowest    estimate   of    all. 
The  estimates  of  Professors  Simonds  and 
Brown,  of  the  Veterinary  Department  of 
the  Privy  Council,  give  the  probable  num- 
ber of  cattle  lost  from  July,  1842,  to  D^ 
cember,   1867,  from   contagious  diseases, 
other   than   cattle   plague,  as  1,275,000, 
and  from  cattle  plague  300.000,  making  a 
total  of  1,575,000  head  of  cattle  whieh 
have   died  from  imported  diseases.     The 
total  importation  into  the  United  Kingdom 
during  that  period  was  2,590,296.     Whea 
it  is  remembered  that  the  losses  are  losses 
of  prime  English  cattle,  while  the  importa- 
tions are  importations  of  foreign  cattle,  it 
will  be  conceded  that  even  this  low  esti- 
mate is  very  serious  indeed.     Take  now 
the  Report  to  the  Veterinary  Department 
in    1862.      The  average  annual  importa- 
tion of  cattle   into  the  United  Kingdom 
during  the  six  years  ending  in  1860  was 
92,172.     The  average    annual   loss  from 
imported   diseases   during  that   time  was 
375,850.     So  that  while  our  loss  from  im- 
ported diseases,  up  to  1842,  was  only  \\ 
to  2\  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  annual  loss   was    nearly  5 
per  cent.     The  actual  number   imported 
during  those  six  years  was  553.043  bead  ; 
the  total   loss  from    diseases  other    than 
cattle  plague  during  those  six  years  was 
2,255,100  head  ;  or  four  times  the  num- 
ber  imported.      The  value  of  the  cattle 
imported    during     those    six    years    was 
£4,424.264.     The  value  of  those  lost  was 
£25,933,650,  or  nearly  six  times  the  yalue 
of  the  importations.     This  was  before  the 
cattle  plague  had    been  imported.      The 
losses  from  the  cattle  plague,  amounted  in 
the  two  years  to  290,527  head  of  cattle. 
Yet  the  total  number  of  cattle  imported 
from  the  year  1842  to  1867  into  the  United 
Kingdom  was  2,590,296  ;  so  that  during 
two  years  we  lost  more  than  one-eighth  of 
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a«  total  importotions  from  1842  to  1867. 
"New  kmpB  for  old"  was  the  cry  in 
1842 ;  ''  New  lamps  for  old  ;"  and  we 
eiehaoged  the  good  old  lamp  which  had 
been  the  soaree  of  our  wealth  and  power 
for  anew  lacqaered  lantern,  merely  hecauBO 
h  was  brought  to  us  by  a  stranger.  This, 
bovsYor,  is  net  the  entire  loss,  becaase  to 
it  moat  be  added  the  expense  which  was 
iDcarred  during  the  cattle  plague  years,  in 
proridiDg  seeority  against  greater  losses. 
The  som  taken  in  the  present  year  for  the 
VeleriQary  Department  was  £7,743  ;  the 
sam  voted  from  the  Gifil  Contingencies 
Food  amounted  to  £111.518  18f.  4d., 
wbile  the  sum  voted  in  Class  7  last 
jesr  was  £16,155,  giving  a  total  of 
£135,417  17s.  lOd.  These  are  the  losses 
vbieb  the  country  has  sustained  by  the 
importation  of  an  epidemic  among  the 
cattle.  This,  however,  is  not  all ;  for  1 
bare  spoken  only  of  the  losses  which  have 
bies  actually  incurred.  But  the  risk  is 
every  year  increasing.  As  Professor 
Spooner  stated,  we  are  every  year  going 
for  our  supplies  further  and  further  into 
eouatries  where  the  cattle  plague  is  indi* 
gonoos.  The  learned  Professor  warned 
tbe  Committee  upstairs — and  Harrison  and 
Areher  joined  in  the  warning — that  as  we 
extend  oar  trade  we  increase  the  chances 
of  iofection.  Besides  the  actual  losses 
vbieb  occar  only  when  disease  has  been 
istrodoced,  there  are  the  annual  losses  which 
sre  eonsequenl  on  the  sense  ef  risk,  and  the 
fssr  leat  it  may  be  introduced.  I  will  blink 
tbe  amount  of  insurance,  although  that  also 
may,  perhaps,  fairly  be  taken  into  account. 
I  sllade  more  to  the  foot  that  the  breeding 
sad  rearing  of  cattle  has  been  greatly  de- 
terred by  the  sense  of  risk.  Mr.  Clayden 
laid  that  it  was  a  fact  decidedly  within  his 
knowledge  that  the  rearing  and  breeding 
of  eattle  has  been  stopped  by  the  im- 
ported epidemics  ;  and  that  he  entertained 
a  decided  apprehension  that,  if  precautions 
were  not  taken,  this  injury  would  continue. 
This  evidence  was  corroborated  by  Mr. 
Boekham.  With  regard  to  Scotland,  Mr. 
Dieksoo  testified  that  a  great  many  there 
bsd  left  off  breeding  bullocks  and  taken  to 
tbe  rearing  of  sheep.  When  he  was  asked 
why  this  was  so,  he  answered  "  Because 
tbey  were  afraid."  Mr.  Syme  also  told  the 
Coomittee  that  sheep  had  thus  replaced 
esttie  to  a  very  considerable  extent.  Mr. 
Brewster,  one  of  the  witnesses  against  the 
Bill,  admitted  that  this  was  the  case  in 
Bsglaod  also.  So  did  Mr.  George  Eve  ; 
vhSe  Mr.  Symonds  gave  it  as  his  opinion 


that  the  breeding  of  cattle  will  be  decidedly 
diminished  if  things  are  allowed  to  remain 
as  they  are.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  not 
only  a  periodical  loss  in  cattle  ensues,  but  an 
annual  loss  in  the  staple  of  the  cattle  trade 
of  the  country  is  produced.  The  first  issue 
placed  before  the  House  must  therefore  be 
answered  in  the  aflSrmative ;  that  the  annual 
loss  occaBioned  by  the  sense  of  risk,  added 
to  the  present  value  of  the  losses  which 
may  be  caused  by  the  re-importation  of  the 
cattle  plague,  far  outweigh  any  injury  which 
may  be  incurred  by  the  trade  of  the  country 
in  taking  measures  for  security.  Indeed 
the  point  is  one  which  has  already  been 
determined  by  the  House  ;  for  what  else 
do  the  present  metropolitan  regulations 
mean,  if  it  be  not  that  restrictions  on  trade 
are  less  injurious  to  the  country  than  cattle 
plague  ?  Why  did  Parliament  pass  the 
Acts  on  which  those  regulations  depend,  if 
the  country  had  not  come  to  the  same  con- 
clusion? Why  did  the  House  last  year 
direct  the  Privy  Council  to  define  a  part  in 
every  port  for  the  reception  and  slaughter 
of  foreign  cattle,  if  the  House  had  not  then 
already  made  up  its  mind  on  the  question  ? 
Parliament  and  the  country  have  already 
decided  that  the  question  of  injury  to  the 
foreign  trade  is  eclipsed  by  the  losses  to 
English  cattle.  As  we  examine  the  ques- 
tion, the  former  fades  into  dim  distance, 
while  the  desire  for  security  steps  into  the 
foreground  and  assumes  gigantic  propor- 
tions. Mr.  Gcbhart,  the  strongest  of  the 
witnesses  against  the  Bill,  willingly  ad- 
mitted this  principle,  for  he  said — 

"If  1  myself  were  convinced  that  a  foreign 
maket  would  be  the  only  means  of  protecting  this 
country  from  the  cattle  plague,  I  should  say  by  ail 
means  have  the  foreign  market,  because  any  sa- 
crifice would  be  better  than  to  Introduce  the  cattle 
plague  again  into  England  ;  but  I  believe  that  is 
not  the  proper  way." 

He  thought  that  the  cattle  plague  should 
be  excluded,  and  that  the  herds  of  England 
should  be  preserved  in  security.  He  con- 
curred in  this  common  object.  He  an* 
swered  the  first  issue  in  the  affirmative 
But  at  this  point  he  diverged  from  us :  he 
said  that  a  separate  foreign  market  is  not 
the  best  way  of  effecting  this  object.  This 
leads  me  therefore  to  the  second  issue ;  by 
what  means  we  can  obtain  the  maximum  of 
security  with  the  minimum  of  injury.  How 
do  we  now  seek  to  attain  it?  What  are 
the  present  metropolitan  regulations  with 
that  aim  ?  What  is  the  system  now  in 
force  ?  The  cattle  come  from  two  or  three 
ports,  and  arrive  on  Saturday.  They  are 
crowded  together  in  a  small  space  on  the 
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wharves,  and  haye  to  wait  twelve  houre,  or 
generally  speaking  twenty -four  hours,  for 
inspection.  Some  of  them  are  unhealthy, 
being  affected  with  foot-and-mouth  or  some 
other  disease,  and  are  mercilessly  slaugh- 
tered at  the  waterside.  There  are  no 
slaughterhouses,  no  slaughtermen,  no  mar- 
ket, no  buyers  for  them,  and  they  are  dis- 
posed of  for  a  paltry  sum  of  money  on  the 
spot.  Tho  importers,  one  and  all,  com- 
plained that  this  occasions  a  great  loss. 
What  happens  to  the  healthy  cattle  ?  A 
certificate  has  to  be  obtained  from  the  In- 
spector, which  is  subsequently  exchanged 
for  a  licence  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Police,  to  enable  the  owners  to  take  them 
to  the  metropolitan  market.  Thither  they 
can  be  transported  by  railway  alone.  There 
the  licence  is  exchanged  for  market  passes. 
The  cattle  are  then  driven  through  the 
streets  to  the  slaughterhouses,  and  must 
be  killed  in  six  days.  The  market  passes 
must  be  taken  by  the  butcher  to  tho  police 
station  weekly  and  delivered  up  to  the 
polico.  Three-quarters  of  the  cattle  are 
thus  driven  back  to  the  vicinity  of  the  place 
of  landing.  No  cattle  which  have  entered 
the  metropolitan  area  can  leave  it  again 
alive.  They  must  be  killed  within  the  stated 
time.  Nor  may  cows  be  moved  within 
the  metropolitan  area  without  a  licence, 
for  a  greater  distance  than  500  yards. 
Such  is  the  system  now  in  vogue  to  secure 
English  cattle  from  disease.  To  estimate 
the  inconvenience,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  metropolitan  market  was  once, 
before  the  introduction  of  the  cattle  plague, 
the  great  central  cattle  market  of  the  whole 
country.  Cattle  from  the  whole  kingdom 
came  to  London  to  bo  bought.  Cattle  and 
customers,  beasts  and  buyers,  came  from  all 
parts.  Buyers  came  from  Southampton 
and  other  towns  to  the  south  and  west  of 
London  to  the  metropolitan  markets  to  buy 
the  Irish  aud  Scotch  and  English  cattle 
which  were  to  be  found  there,  and  to  take 
them  into  the  country  for  slaughter.  That 
such  was  the  case  was  shown  by  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Rudkin,  Mr.  Birt,  Mr. 
Harrison,  Mr.  Sjmonds,  Mr.  Walsh,  and 
several  other  witnesses.  Thus  it  was  that,  as 
the  Cattle  Plague  Commissioners  reported, 
and  as  the  witnesses  before  the  Committee 
attested,  two-thirds  of  the  cattle  which 
came  into  the  metropolitan  market  over- 
flowed into  the  country,  having  been  pur- 
chased by  the  country  butchers.  On  this 
ground  it  was  that  Mr.  Walsh  complained 
of  the  metropolitan  regulations ;  because 
he  used,  before  the  imposition  of  those  re* 
Lord  Rohert  Montagu 


strictions,  to  send  great  numbers  of  Irish 
cattle,  which  were  then  bought  up  for  the 
country  markets.  It  was  on  all  sides  ad- 
mitted in  general  terms  that  these  restric- 
tions are  exceedingly  cumbrous,  onerous, 
injurious,  and  quite  insupportable.  I  will 
mention  specificoUy  the  injuries  which  are 
caused,  and  the  classes  of  persons  who  are 
injured.  In  the  first  place,  the  cattle  are 
driven  through  the  streets  to  the  great  in- 
convenience of  the  inhabitants.  On  that 
point  I  will  read  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Rudkin, 
the  chairman  of  the  Markets  Committee  of 
the  Corporation  of  the  City.     He  said— 

"  I  think  it  it  very  necessary  that  something 
■hould  be  done  to  prevent  the  driving  of  oattle 
through  the  streets ;  I  think  it  is  neoesa&ry  to  get 
rid  ol'  many  slaughterhouses  which  I  know  to  bs 
great  nuisances,  dto." 

Again,  another  witness  against  the  Bill, 
Mr.  Guerrier,  said — 

"  I  say  that  driving  cattle  in  the  heart  of  the 
City  of  London  must  necessarily,  to  any  unbiassed 
mind,  be  a  nuisance  ;  no  person  who  means  to 
give  a  straight-forward  answer  can  deny  that." 

The  same  witness  mentioned    that    the 
Thames  Haven  Company  had  been  got  up 
in  order  to  abolish  the  nuisance  of  driving 
cattle  through  the  streets.     He  said  that 
there  had  been  numerous  complaints  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  reiterated  petitions  to  the 
Customs,   which  were  so  injurious  to  the 
trade,  that   importers  formed   themselves 
into  a  company  with  the  intention  of  land* 
ing  and  slaughtering  cattle   at    Thames 
Haven.      Such    is    the   state  of    things 
under  the  existing  system  ;   but  under  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  remedied. 
There   is  at  Islington  a  market  for  Eng- 
lish cattle,  which   is   close  to   the   Great 
Northern,  London  and  North  Western,  and 
other   stations,   the   points  of  arrival    of 
English  cattle ;  while  the  foreign  market 
will  be  at  the  point  of  arrival  of  foreign 
cattle  at  the  waterside.     I  have  mentioned 
that  no  cattle  which  enter  the  metropolitan 
area  are  ever  allowed  to  leave  it  again,  but 
must  be  killed  within  six  days  after  the 
market  day.  This  amounts  to  a  forced  sale. 
The  farmer,  the  grazier,  or  the  salesman 
who  brings  them  to  town  is  compelled  to 
sell  them  to  the  butcher.     This  forced  sale 
is  a  great  injury  to  various  interests.     The 
farmers  complain  at  not  being  permitted  to 
remove  their  beasts  from  the  market  and 
take  them  home  again,  if  they  do  not  re- 
ceive for  them  that  which  they  consider  to 
be  the  full  value.     Ou   no  other  trade  is 
this   compulsion  placed.     "It  is  nought, 
it  is  nought,"  says  the  buyer,  in  every 
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ease.     But  in  no  other  ease  does  the  State 
step  in  and  say  to  the  seller,  "  You  must 
sell  your  beasts  for  nought.'*     Again  it  is 
an  injury  to  prevent  milch  cows  from  going 
into  the  country  to  bo  bulled,  and  to  pre- 
yent  the  2,000  caWes  which  are  born  an- 
noally  in  London   from  going   out  to  be 
reared  on  the  grass  lands  of  Essex.  Again, 
the  railways  suffer,  because  all  railways 
abut  within   the    metropolitan   area,   and 
benee  the  transit  of  cattle  through  London 
b  stopped  by  these  regulations,  and  those 
cattle  which  would  come  if  the  transit  were 
free,  are  not  now  sent  by  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  owners.     The  same  may  be  said  with 
regard    to    many  English   cattle.      Thus 
Kr.  Archibald  Scott,  the  traffic  manager 
of  the   South    Western   Railway,   stated 
that  from  this  cause  the  cattlo  which  should 
jfoto  London,  now  go  to  the  local  markets. 
For  instance,  the  cattle  which  are  intended 
for  Brighton  no  longer  come  north  to  the 
metropolitan  market,  but  are  driven  to  the 
market  at  Chichester.     The  railways  are 
injured  in  this  also :  the  country  butchers 
can  no  longer  come  to  London  to  buy  their 
beasts  and  remove  them  to  the  country. 
Mr.  Barford,  the  veterinary  of  Southamp- 
ton,  said   that  if  these  restrictions  were 
removed  the  butchers  of  Southampton  would 
come  to  London  to  purchase.    The  present 
system  is  also  an  injury  to  the  metropolitan 
msrket.     The  Chairman  of   the  Markets 
Committee,  Mr.   Rudkin,  stated  that  the 
reitrietions  led  to  the  following  diminutions 
in  the  number  of  cattle  at  the    market. 
Boring  the  years  1857-8-9  and  1860,  the 
tnnual  average   of  cattle  in  the  market 
vu  309.000   head.      During   the  years 
1S6I.2-3  and  1864  it  was  343.000  head. 
But  in  1867  it  was  only  287,000  head. 
Thii  he  said   was  due  to  the  restriction 
*hich  prevented  country  butchers  from  re- 
noring  beasts  out  of  the  metropolitan  area. 
Tills  restriction,  he  testified,  is  now  causing 
*  diminution  of  1,000  beasts  a  week  in 
the  metropolitan  market.     This  evidence 
vas  corrobated  by  Mr.  Symonds,  who  said 
that  the  amount  in  the  market  *'  will  go 
OD  decreasing."      Country   butchers   and 
coantry  populations  are  also  injured  by  the 
syftem  now  in  force.     They  have  to  scour 
adJAcent  districts  in  order  to  obtain    the 
'Dpply  they  require.     It  was  said  by  some 
of  the  witnesses    that   country  butchers 
might  buy  in  country  markets.     But  as 
tiie  farmer  is  never  sure  of  finding  a  de- 
oitnd  in  any  country  market,  so  the  butcher 
ii  never  sure  of  finding  a  supply.     The 
Leicestershire  farmer  will  not  venture  to 


send  his  beasts  to  Reading  market,  for 
instance  ;  and  the  butcher  from  Hastings, 
Dover,  or  Maidstone  will  not  fgfi  to  Reading 
for  the  chance  of  buying.  Mr.  Lintott,  a 
butcher  from  Brighton,  said  that  he  has  to 
travel  from  farm  to  farm  in  Leicestershire 
to  buy  his  beasts  ;  and  what  with  the  ex- 
penses, and  what  with  the  muddling  of  his 
beasts  in  travelling,  his  beasts  cost  £2  a 
head  more  when  they  get  to  Brighton. 
Thus  meat  is  there  raised  \\d.  to  2d,  per 
pound,  and  frequently  they  have  an  insuffi- 
cient supply.  Mr.  Dickson  stated  that  the 
country  butchers  cannot  obtain  what  they 
require  for  their  customers,  except  at 
greatly  increased  expense.  This  evidence 
was  also  corroborated  by  Honck.  by  Eve, 
and  by  Harrison ;  while  Mr.  Rudkin  al- 
leged that  the  country  butchers  cannot 
supply  their  customers  as  cheaply  ;  and 
that  they  would  be  able  to  suit  themselves 
far  better  from  the  large  supply  of  the 
London  market.  It  has  been  said  that 
a  large  central  market  might  be  made 
outside  the  metropolitan  area.  But  that 
could  not  take  the  place  of  the  London 
market ;  for  beasts  come  at  different  sea- 
sons from  different  parts  of  the  country — 
at  one  time  from  Scotland  or  Norfolk,  at 
another  time  from  the  midland  counties. 
The  difficulty  of  transit,  moreover,  could 
not  be  overcome.  Romford,  in  Essex, 
has  been  suggested  as  the  placo  for  the 
central  market ;  but  how  could  beasts  get 
from  Romford  to  Brighton,  Hastings,  or 
Dover,  without  going  into  the  metropolitan 
area?  Every  railway  goes  to  London; 
not  every  railway  goes  to  Romford.  Even 
if  transit  were  possible,  yet  the  increased 
freight  would  make  it  unavailable.  For 
there  is  no  competition  between  railways 
at  any  other  point  than  the  metropolis. 
The  same  objection  prevents  cattle  from 
being  taken  by  railway  round  the  metropo- 
litan area.  It  costs  10«.  to  15<.  a  head 
more  to  stop  at  Harrow  than  to  take  your 
beasts  from  the  North  on  to  London.  Why 
is  this  ?  Because  there  is  a  monopoly  of 
railway  communication  with  Harrow.  From 
Aberdeen  to  Brighton,  shunting  at  Harrow 
is,  I  believe,  nearly  double  the  freight 
from  Aberdeen  to  Brighton  through  Lon- 
don. So  also  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
charges  from  Norwich  to  Cambridge  twice 
as  much  as  they  charge  for  twice  the  dis- 
tance— from  Norwich  to  London.  That 
is,  wherever  they  have  a  monopoly  their 
charges  are  400  per  cent  higher.  These 
restrictions  are  an  injury  to  the  consu- 
mers of  the  metropolis,  in  establishing  a 
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monopoly  for  the  butchers ;  and  the  re- 
Bult  has  been  that,  while  the  price  of  meat 
has  been  exceedingly  high  in  London, 
the  price  of  cattle  given  by  the  London 
batchers  to  the  farmers  and  salesmen  has 
been  exceedingly  low.  The  effect  of  the 
forced  sale  is,  that  butchers,  knowing  that 
an  animal  exposed  in  the  Monday's  market 
must  be  killed  before  the  next  Monday's 
market,  and  that  it  cannot  be  exhibited 
for  sale  in  any  other  market,  hold  back 
from  buying  until  the  price  has  been  con- 
siderably reduced.  Haying  obtained  him 
cheap,  they  kill  and  sell  him  dear.  As 
this  is  an  important  matter,  I  will,  with 
the  leave  of  the  House,  read  some  of  the 
evidence  on  this  point — 

**  Clatdbn . — 540.  Then  the  batcher  can  give  as 
low  a  price  as  be  likes  bj  waiting,  as  the  cattle 
cannot  leave  London  again  ? — We  are  left  en- 
tire!/ at  his  mercy  in  every  way. 

**  LiRTOTT. — 2907.  Without  speaking  nn&irly  of 
your  friends  in  the  metropolitan  market,  do  yon 
think  the  present  state  of  things  gives  any  advan- 
tage to  the  London  butchers  as  regards  price  ?«- 
It  is  a  decided  advantage  to  the  London  butchers, 
because  if  we  were  allowed  to  go  to  buy  beasts 
there  and  bring  them  away,  the  price  at  times 
would  not  be  so  low  as  now.  In  bad  weather 
in  the  autumn,  when  the  supply  is  greater  than 
the  demand,  we  have  to  buy  at  a  higher  price, 
and  have  to  compete  with  batchers  who  buy  at  a 
lower  price. 

"  2962.  You  say  that  the  existing  state  of  things 
lessens  competition  within  the  metropolitan  area 
to  the  butchers  ? — Tes. 

"  SnioNDs. — 2840.  Do  you  think  at  present 
the  London  butchers  have  a  complete  monopoly 
of  the  market  as  against  you  ? — Tes. 

**  2841.  Tou  think  that  this  BUI  would  have  the 
eflbct  of  breaking  down  that  monopoly  as  against 
country  butchers  ? — ^Yes. 

"  2800.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  any  reason 
for  that? — Because  the  London  butcher  is  in  a 
position  to  dictate  terms  to  the  people  who  send 
cattle  to  that  market. 

"  Stxadwill. — 3038.  Do  you  consider,  as  re- 
gards buying  cattle,  the  London  butcher  has  an 
advantage  which  you  do  not  possess  yourself? 
—Quite  so. 

'*3069.  Therefore,  the  London  batcher  enjoys  a 
monopoly  over  you  ? — Yes. 

"3071.  The  effect  of  this  BiU  would  be  to  do 
away  with  that  monopoly  ? — Yes. 

"  Clatdbn. — 276.  For  two  or  three  years  the 
butchers  in  London  have  enjoyed  the  monopoly 
of  all  the  cattle  that  havo  come  there  ? — Yes ; 
most  decidedly. 

*'  277.  What  has  been  the  result  to  the  con- 
sumers of  beef  in  London  ? — That  the  price  of 
meat  has  been  exceedingly  high.  .  .  Though 
the  prices  are  quoted  high,  there  are  many  beasts 
sold  at  an  exceedingly  low  price, 

"  Stmonds.— 2858.  lias  the  effect  of  the  restric- 
tions been  to  seriously  reduce  the  price  of  meat 
to  the  consumer  in  the  metropolis,  do  you  con- 
sider ? — I  think  not  at  all ;  at  the  present  moment 
the  London  butcher  is  charging  more,  in  the 
whole,  than  the  country  butcher,  DOtwithstanding 
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his  advantages.  The  restriotions  have  in  a  mea- 
sure  diminished  the  profits  of  the  gnuder,  and 
not  benefited  the  consumer,  consequently  the 
butchers  are  the  persons  who  get  the  profit,  and, 
consequently,  they  are  Tory  desirous  of  keeping 
things  as  they  are.  " 

Sir    James    Elphinstone,     formerlj    a 
Memher  of  this  House,  and  a  very  large 
breeder  in  Scotland,  stated  thai  he  obtains 
£2  a  head  less  for  his  cattle,  although  his 
butchers'  bills  in  London  are  much  higher 
than  formerly.      It  is  well  known  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  high  price  of  meat  in 
London,  many  persons  obtain  their  supply 
from  Tiverton  and  other  country  plaoes.   I 
was  two  days  ago  informed  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,   that  he  received  all  hit 
meat  from  as  far  as  Aberdeenshire,  pre- 
ferring to  do  BO  rather  than  pay  the  prices 
of  the  London  butchers.     Such   facts  ai 
these,  Mr.  Woodley,  a  wholesale  boteber, 
explained    by  saying  that    "the  country 
butchers  run  their  proBts  finer,"  than  the 
London  butchers.     This  is  how   it  takes 
place.     There  are,  as  some  of  the   wit- 
nesses explained,  overstocked  weeks  and 
scarce  weeks.      In  a  scarce  week  prices 
rise,  and   the  butcher  of  course  sells  hia 
meat  dearer.     Then  comes  a  week  of  over* 
supply.  The  cattle  which  have  to  be  killed 
within  six  days  are  more  than  the  inhabK- 
tants  of  London  can  consume.     But  the 
butcher  does  not  sell  cheaper.  The  whole- 
sale man,  and  the  shipping   agents,  and 
army  contractors,  lay  in,  for  a  small  sum* 
that  surplus  which  used  to  overflow  intc» 
the  country.     That  being  the  variable  and 
inconstant  nature  of  the  London  market* 
Mr.   Dickson,  a  large  salesman  and   most 
competent   witness  on  that   point,    said : 
''You  never  know  how  many  beasts  to  send 
to  market."  Cullen  gave  similar  testimony. 
Mr.  Syme,  a  Scotchman,  asserted  that  it 
is  a  great  pecuniary  risk  to  send  cattle  to 
the  London  market.     While  Mr.  Lintott 
testified  that  this  forced  sale  causes  Sootoli- 
men  to  receive  for  their  cattle  £2  lees  than 
their   value ;    corroborating,  by  this  evi- 
dence,   the   reiterated  statement  of    Sir 
James  Elphinstone.     Mr.  Dickson  gave  it 
as  his  opinion,  on  the  other  band,  that  if 
these  restrictions  were  removed,  if  an  ex- 
tended market   were  thus  provided^  from 
which  cattle  could  be  taken  to  the  country, 
prices  would    be   equalised  and  rendered 
steady  throughout  the   kingdom.     There 
would  then  bo  found  in  the  metropolitan 
market  a  larger  supply  of  cattle,  and  more 
buyers  from  an  extended  area.    For  buyers 
from  a  distance  would  be  sure  of  a  supply 
to  meet  the  wants  of  their  customers  ;  and 
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produeers  would  be  certain  of  a  demand 
which  would  adeqaatelj  remunerate  them 
for  their  prodace.     The  surplas  would,  as 
Mr.  Sjmonds  said,  always   OTorflow  into 
the    eouutrj,   and    "  trade  would  be  re- 
lieTed."     That  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
Bill.  It  will  produce  a  freedom  of  market ; 
a  competition  of  buyers  ;  and  therefore  a 
great  redaction  in  the  profits  of  butchers. 
Although  the  farmer  will  receife  more,  yet 
the  censumer  will  pay  less.     That  is  the 
rcaaoD  of  the  violent  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
That  accounts  for  the  resistance  of  the 
retail  butchers.     "Great  is  Diana  of  the 
EpheaiAna  !  "  they  cry  ;  *'  Great  is  Diana 
of  the  Ephesians  and  that  windfall  from 
beafen— the  cattle  plague !  "     There  is 
alio  an  injury  to  the  English  trade  from 
the   present  system ;    Mr.    Rudkin    fully 
sllowed  this ;    for  ho  said  that,  to  prevent 
the  country  butcher  from  removing   the 
beasts  which  he  boys,  and  to  prohibit  the 
Bnglish  farmer  from  having  a  more  ez- 
tsnded  market,  "  is  certainly  a  protective 
Yiew."    English  farmers  will  not  send  their 
heasts,   "  lest  the  market  should  be  over- 
done," and  "  therefore  the  London  market 
Ib  not,  in  any  sense  of  the  word,  a  free 
market."      The    Aherdeenshire    farmers 
eomplsin  that  trade  is  so  far  from  being 
free,  that  the  regulations,  as  they  find  to 
tbeir  cost,   amount  to  a  tax   of  £2   per 
bead  of  cattle.      Mr.    Dickson   gave  the 
Committee  his   experience  ;    whereas  he 
Dted  annually  to    bring    7,000    head  of 
cattle  from  Scotland,  he  now  brings  only 
4,000  head   a  year ;    for,   he  said,    the 
batchers  from  the  South  and  West  used  to 
^  half  his   cattle  for   their   customers. 
The  asme  remarks  apply  to  Ireland.  Here 
is  eridence  on  that  point —  4 

"WiuH. — 3218.  Len  have  come  since  those 
N*trictions  ? — Yes. 

'^SSOd.  Before  those  restrictions  more  cattle 
usd  te  come  to  London  than  have  come  since. 

"^204.  Before  the  restrictions  which  were  put 
>70Q  the  metropolitan  market  ? — Yes. 

"3288.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  if 
tban  restrictions  are  continued  the  supply  of 
stock  sent  to  London  will  continue  to  diminish  ? 
^I  think  it  will  from  Ireland. 

"RoB»ioir. — 1534.  That  system  of  restriction 
prsrrats  us  bringing  Irish  cattle  to  the  London 
jBarket,  because  they  are  obliged  to  be  slaughtered 
is  loDdon  now  within  the  district. 

"1535.  Then  anything  that  puts  an  impediment 
vkieb,  according  to  your  account,  there  exists  at 
fnmoX  on  importation  from  Ireland,  is  a  hard- 
ikip  Dpon  Ireland,  and  a  hardship  to  the  con- 
Moer  here  f—Yes. 

"  Walsh. — 3352.  How  has  the  price  of  the  Irish 
ttttle  been  aflEboted  by  these  restrictions  ;  is  it 
k%her  than  it   was  before  the   cattle   plague 


broke  outf^It  was  aflboted  by  the  restriotioos 
at  first. 

"  3353.  Was  it  higher  ?— Lower. 

"  3354.  You  know  there  has  been  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  price  of  butchers'  meat  ? — Tes. 

'*  3355.  The  difference  must  have  gone  into 
the  hands  of  one  of  these  middle  men  ? — The 
butchers ;  they  have  made  a  very  good  trade  of 
it  these  last  few  years. 

"3215.  Do  you  think  in  giving  this  opinion  of 
yours,  that  you  represent  theirs  also  ?^I  do,  of 
the  most  respectable  part  of  the  trade,  and  of  the 
grazing  trade,  I  think,  entirely  in  Ireland. 

"  3216.  Do  you  believe  it  perfectly  certain  that 
the  grazing  trade  are  entirely  in  favour  of  this 
BUI  ?— I  do. 

"  Mr.  Vbrmon  Habcoubt. — That  may  be  taken 
for  granted." 

These  restrictions  are  injurious,  not  only 
to  the  English  trade,  hat  to  the  foreign 
trade  also.  Mr.  Robinson,  a  gentleman 
who  imports  very  large  numbers  of  foreign 
cattle,  stated  that  the  foreign  trade  is  now 
suffering  from  restrictions  more  onerous 
than  any  which  wonld  bo  necessary  under 
a  separate  foreign  market  system.  In 
answer  to  a  question,  he  asserted  more 
particularly  that  the  possibility  of  a  pro- 
hibition of  importation  was  the  worst  re- 
striction that  could  be  placed  upon  the 
trade;  because  it  stopped  production  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Channel.  The  rule 
of  detention  for  inspection,  although  most 
necessary  for  security,  is  also  injurious  to 
the  foreign  trade.  For  foreign  cattle  thus 
often  lose  the  market,  and  have  to  stand 
over,  waiting  for  another  market.  The 
killing  in  six  days  is  also  in  this  case  an 
injury,  for  butchers  hold  back  from  buying^ 
until  the  price  is  forced  down ;  and  the 
foreign  importer  receives  leas  for  his  goodS| 
and  importation  is  discouraged.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  decrease  in  the 
number  of  foreign  cattle  in  the  London 
market  of  late  years.  Thus,  in  the  week 
ending  March  24,  1868,  the  number  of 
foreign  cattle  in  the  London  market  was 
3,851  ;  in  the  corresponding  week  in  1867 
the  number  was  7,431  ;  in  the  correspond- 
ing week  in  1866  the  number  was  10,681  ; 
and  in  the  corresponding  week  in  1865  the 
number  was  8,000.  Another  injury  by  the 
present  system  is  its  great  expense  to  the 
ratepayers  of  the  metropolis.  What  are 
the  means  employed  to  prevent  cattle  leav- 
ing the  metropolitan  district  ?  There  are 
142  policemen  employed  to  watch  the  prin- 
cipal roads,  at  an  expense  of  £11,691  6«. 
8d.  per  annum ;  twenty-eight  more  are 
stationed  at  the  different  railway  stations, 
besides  sergeants,  superintendents,  and 
other  officers,  who  are  all  paid  out  of  the 
police  rates  of  the  metropolis,  at  a  total 
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expense  to  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis 
of  perhaps  as  much  as  J&16.000  per  an- 
num. The  Bill  before  the  House  would 
thus  at  once  reduce  the  rates  in  the  metro- 
polis. I  have  now  shown  that  the  present 
system  for  giving  security  to  English  herds 
is  needlessly  injurious,  not  only  to  the 
foreign  trade,  but  also  to  many  other  inter- 
ests and  classes  of  persons.  Besides  being 
injurious  the  system  does  also  not  attain 
security.  It  fails  to  give  the  maximum  of 
security  with  the  minimum  of  injury.  As 
we  extend  the  range  of  our  imports  the 
chance  of  re-importing  the  Cattle  Plague 
increases.  Yet  these  cattle,  from  the 
furthest  limits  of  our  imports — these  cat- 
tle from  the  countries  where  cattle  plague 
is  indigenous,  and  carelessness  traditional, 
arrive  in  (he  market  and  may  infect 
everything  there,  and  are  then  driven 
along  the  metropolitan  streets  and  roads, 
past  the  dairies  of  the  metropolis,  the 
cows  of  which  thrust  their  noses  out  and 
smell  these  catlle  as  they  pass ;  so  that 
Mr.  Priestman,  an  eminent  veterinary,  and 
an  inspector  in  London,  who  was  called 
as  a  witness  against  the  Bill,  exclaimed, 
"  So  that  I  am  really  in  dread  every  day 
of  a  fresh  outbreak  of  cattle  plague." 
Moreover,  the  inspection  of  these  foreign 
cattle  is  most  insnfficient.  They  are  herded 
together  in  great  crowds  near  the  water- 
side, and  then  they  are  hurriedly  and 
therefore  imperfectly  inspected.  This  in- 
spection is  necessarily  hurried  ;  otherwise 
very  many  cattle  would  be  detained  too 
late  for  the  market.  Besides,  as  the 
plague  is  incubating  for  twenty-one  days, 
during  which  time  not  even  a  veterinary 
can  detect  it,  and  as  the  journey  from 
infected  districts  is  performed  in  six  days, 
all  men  of  science  are  agreed  that  inspec- 
tion is  so  uncertain  as  to  be  no  security 
at  all.  And  if  the  disease  happens  at 
any  time  to  be  introduced,  it  will  be  sure 
to  spread  rapidly  ;  and  all  our  efforts  will 
be  powerless  to  arrest  it.  For,  as  Mr. 
Rudkin  testified,  the  cowkeepers  of  Lon- 
don are  sure  to  send  to  the  market  any 
cow  which  they  perceive  to  be  in  the  least 
ailing.  The  manure  also  of  infected  beasts, 
if  there  be  any  in  London,  is  taken  out 
to  the  country  and  spread  upon  the  land 
miles  away,  carrying  the  infection  with 
it.  Moreover,  sheep  mix  in  the  metropo- 
litan market  with  foreign,  perhaps  in- 
fected cattle,  and  are  then  allowed  to  travel 
out  of  the  metropolitan  area  and  all  over 
the  country.  Mr.  Rudkin  recognizes  this 
AS  a  serious  defect  in  the  metropolitan  re- 
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gulations.  Professor  Spooner,  Dr.  Nicbolls, 
and  Professor  James,  all  of  them  scientific 
witnesses,  testify  a  similar  opinion.  Again, 
Dr.  Priestman  asserts  that  infection  can  be 
carried  by  wool,   whether  woven   or  raw. 
Men*s  clothes  can  be  a  vehicle  for  infection. 
Yet  200  or  300  drovers  and  salesmen  bring 
English  cattle  to  the  metropolitan  market 
on  Monday  morning,  and  pass  among  the 
foreign  cattle,  pinching  them  and  feeling 
them,  and  on  Monday  evening   they  are 
again  in  their  masters'  yards  in  the  coun- 
try, watering  and   feeding  their  masters' 
cattle  ;  these  men  pass  from  tho  infected 
market  to  the  country  without  disinfecting 
themselves  or  changing  their  dothea.    Mr. 
Gebhart  justly  gave,  it  as  his  opinion,  on 
(his  ground,  that  our  regulations  are  of  do 
avail.     Again,  calves  are  smuggled  out  of 
the  metropolitan  area,  and  from  the  London 
dairies  to  a  great  extent.     Nay,  even  oxen 
themselves  are  carried  out  of  London  bj 
railway  every  week.     As  the  regulationi 
are  so  strict  on  this  point  this  statement 
may  be  hardly  believed  unless  it  is  gi?en 
in  the  words  of  the  witnesses^- 

**  DioKSON. — 686.  There  are  so  many  dairy  eovi 
in  London,  and  there  are  so  manj  oaWei  bom  ib 
London,  and  those  calves  are  sent,  and  will  be 
sent,  out  into  the  country,  do  the  best  70a  em 
and  you  cannot  keep  them  within  the  boundary, 
and  those  foreign  animals  will  mix  alive  with  jour 
dairy  cows  in  many  places,  and  the  calves  will  go 
away  and  will  take  the  disease. 

*'  Kittle. — 2772.  To  dispose  of  their  calrei 
they  frequently  attempt  to  smuggle  them  out. 

*'  Pbikstscait. — 6027.  They  do  have  somecalfes 
in  London,  I  suppose  ? — Tes,  they  do. 

*'  6028.  Do  you  know  how  many  they  had  pn* 
vious  to  the  cattle  plague? — I  think  they  have  ralhtr 
more  now,  for  many  people  havo  had  their  eowt 
bulled  since,  to  preserve  them,  to  save  buyinx 
fresh  animals  ;  to  save  infection,  they  have  bullw 
0X\  they  could  to  calve  them  in. 

"  6029.  Then  when  a  witness  said  that  no  oalvei 
or  next  to  none  were  bom  in  London  he  was  mil- 
taken  f  Tes  ;  I  have  a  large  practice,  and  I  know 
the  particulars,  though  I  have  not  them  with  me. 

"  6,030.  Can  you  tell  us  what  becomes  of  these 
calves  f — Many  of  them  are  smuggled  out  of  Lon- 
don, I  believe. 

*<  6,031.  Previous  to  the  cattle  plague,  it  was  a 
regular  trade  to  sell  the  calves  in  the  country  f — 
Yes,  it  wxis  a  trade,  and  there  is  a  trade  carried 
on  just  the  same  now ;  they  go  out  of  London 
now  with  all  the  restrictions ;  many  of  them  do. 

"6,061.  So  that  that  risk  is  going  on  at  the 
present  moment  f — Just  so. 

'*  Jamxs. — 6177.  There  will  always  be  infrioge- 
monts,  no  matter  how  stringent  tho  regolatio&s 
may  be. 

"  A.  SooTT. — 7,990.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
passage  of  cattle  through  London  by  railway, 
what  do  you  think  of  the  Orders  which  prohibit 
that  arrangement  at  the  present  time  ?^I  would 
respectfully  suggest  that  these  Orders  are  of  no 
real  value.    I  have  practical  ezperienoe  of  this 
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diflenlij  in  Mtiaf  upon  tliem ;  that  under  the  shepherds  on  mountain  tops,  with  tele- 
pnmntOrdmoBii^oiifiemi^nngth^m^l^  scopes,  can  see  every  road  for  miles; 
Utan  dittnot  eannot  be  eent  out  of  that  diitrict  ^^/  ^  .  -.%  .ii  .\^^.^  P««;i:*u.  A  k^« 
anin.  Notwithttanding  thoM  Order..  I  have  to  *"^  {?*•  ^'^^  f  *.  **^®8«  TT^I  ®*'i  ^*^®'' 
deal  with  eattle  that  do  arrive  in  London,  the  deenshire  was  thnce  infaded  by  the  cat- 
dealers  wanting  to  get  them  to  the  North  or  South;  tie  plague.  What,  then,  is  to  preserye 
and  in  order  to  get  rid  of  them,  I  am  obliged  to  England — if  cattle  plague  once  gets  into 

""f^**?^"V'"n''"J?  5?"^* *?*?■■  **u^''■■^^•  the  metropolitan  area-with  its  hundreds 

or  irom  London  to  Gmldford  for  the  South,  to  get  .        j       r        a             j      '^i      ^    ^x     i  •  t. 

them  ontofthe  metropolitan  diitrict  again.  «^  ^oads  of   entry,   and  without  its  high 

"  CHimiAir. — 7001.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  mountains  and  watching  shepherds?     Let 

yen  now  tend  cattle  oat  of  London  to  Reading  the  House  therefore  conclude  that  the  pre* 

and  Gnildford  f--I  am  obliged  to  do  so.    I  get  gent  system  is  not  only  onerous,  oppres- 

tiie«i  eattle,  and  they  are  going  to  the  North  or  .         ^  injurious,  but  also  that  it  is  yerj 

South :  they  most  go  somehow,  and  so  I  Bend  them  -      1          ^r  .  •           uw      ««  i,i*»«  m.  «  »^»j 

to  Reading  and  Guildford.  ^^^  f«'0«»  attaining  our  object  of  the  maxi- 

"  7,903.  Then  you  set  the  Orders  in  Council  at  mum  of  security.     Yet  all  that  Brewster, 

dcAaooe,  and  send  them  to  Reading  and  Guild-  Baker,  Gebhart,  and  Guerrier  proposed  as 

**^i"Z?.^u^'  ^fJ?  "^"^If'  .1.  . ,   *  •    T*  .  alternatiyes  ta  the  Bill  was  to  maintain  this 

"7.998.  When  did  jou  do  that  last? — It  is  a  .        .           mu*          a          i      i       *ii 

em  tbt  U  oooarriog  iTery  week."  P'«»«»'  V*'*"*-     Thii  system  clearly  will 

not  do.  But  what  other  plans  were  pro- 
It  is  therefore  certain,  from  the  eyidence  posed  to  attain  the  object  of  the  maxi- 
of  Mr.  Scott,  the  traffic  manager  of  the  mum  of  security  and  minimum  of  injury  ? 
London  and  Soath  Western  Railway  Com-  First,  suspend  the  present  system  until  the 
psnjy  that  the  regulations  of  the  Council  cattle  plague  is  re-imported,  and  then  im- 
sra  openly  set  at  defiance  by  the  railway  pose  the  present  system  again.  This  plan 
companies.  Such  a  system  of  regulations  was  propounded  by  two  foreign  witnesses, 
does  therefore  not  attain  security.  The  Thus  Mr.  Gebhart  says — 
fact  is  that  in  the  nature  of  things  it  must,  „  j  ^^Ug^^  ^h^t  all  those  restrictions  might  be 
snder  any  system,  be  extremely  hard —  Tery  well  done  away  with  untU  the  cattle  plague 
naj,  eyeo  impossible — to  watch  the  metro-  comes  again." 

politan  area.     It  is  so  large  that  it  must  He  was  so  pleased  with  the  notion  that  he 

always  be  easy  to  evade  the  regulations,  afterwards  repeated  his  adyice.     Another 

The   extent  of   the  area  is    117  square  withess,  Honck,  wanted  us  to  leave  it  to 

Biles.     It  is  partly  rural  and  partly  urban,  the  Priyy  Conncil  to  close  up  the  metropo- 

iDd  the  line  of  separation  between  the  rural  litan  area  when  the  cattle  plague  should 

iDd  urban  boundaries  is  extremely  indented  have  got  in.     This  Honck,  together  with 

and  irregular.     The  roads  are  very  nume-  another    witness   (Baker),   furnished    the 

ions.     The  boundary  of  the  metropolitan  money  which  purchased  the  unlucky  cargo 

areaj^ere  is  nothing  to  mark  ;  it  is  go-  at  Revel,  in  the  summer  of  1865,  and  this 

QeraJly  the  parish  boundary.      Where  it  cargo — the  fans  et  origo  malt,  I  believe 

rons  across  the  middle  of  fields  and  mea-  — came  over,  he  said,  in  one  of  his  ships. 

dows  it  is  quite  ideal.     Yet  cattle  which  He  also  acknowledged — as  any  reasonable 

btTs  mixed   with   foreign  cattle   in    the  man   must   do — that    the    destruction    of 

metropolitan  market,  or  even  the  foreign  English  cattle  by  cattle  plague  must  be  a 

etttle  themselves,  may  be  sent  and  have  a  benefit  to  foreign  importers.     These  two 

legil  right  to  go  to  any  part  of  the  metro-  foreign  importers  were  of  opinion  that  we 

politan  area.     Say  they  enter  at  nightfall  should  suspend  the  restrictions  until  the 

the  corner   of  a    field  across  which    the  cattle  plague  had  got  in.     On  this  subject 

metropolitan  boundary  runs  ;  in  the  morn-  I  will  waste  no  other  argument  than  this — 

ingthey  are  at  the  other  corner  of  the  « l  hear  a  lion  in  the  Lobby  roar ! 

Beid,  and  outside   the   metropolitan   boun-  Saj,  Mr.  Speaker,  shall  we  shut  the  door, 

^try.    They  then  have  a  legal   right  to  i  And  keep  him  out ;  or  let  him  in 

go  to  any  part  of  the  country  without  oh-  ^o  trj  if  we  can  get  him  out  again  ? " 

•tnietion.      Kittle,  the   police    constable,  Another  plan  for  attaining  the  maximum 

Mid  that  the  police  do  not  profess  to  be  |  of  security  with  the  minimum  of  injury  was 

able  to  watch  these  imaginary  lines,  and  I  to  forbid  importation  from  infected  countries 

thit  it  is  not  difficult,  therefore,  to  evade  j  as  soon  as  we  know  them  to  be  infected  ; 

(lie  regulations.     Mr.  Rudkin  himself  al-  i  but  to  leave  importation  from  other  coun- 


ioired  that  the  regulations  are  very  easily 
•nuled.  To  Aberdeenshire,  as  Sir  James 
Elphinstone  testified,  there  are  very  few 
zosds  of  entry.     A  few  gamekeepers  and 


tries  perfectly  free,  and  to  do  away  with 
all  restrictions  within  this  country.  This 
plan,  also,  was  propounded  by  foreigners. 
Of  course !  it  suits  the  interests  of  foreign- 
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erB.  Thus  M.  Bonley  advised  that— If 
cattle  plague  breaks  out  in  a  country 
whence  we  get  our  supplies,  then  the  Privj 
Council  should  stop  them  ;  while  all  cattle 
from  suspected  countries  should  be  slaugh- 
tered at  the  waterside.  This  plan  he  after- 
wards called  "  the  system  I  have  deve- 
loped/' Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  must 
ask — What  is  an  infected  country?  and 
what  is  a  suspected  country  ?  Dr.  Nicholls, 
a  member  of  the  Royal  College  of  Sur- 
geons, who  has  studied  the  subject  as 
much  as  any  man,  was  asked  this  question 
— How  would  you  distinguish  infected 
countries  ?  He  answered  that  he  could 
not  give  any  opinion  upon  it.  This  is  a 
list  of  foreign  countries  from  which  we 
received  reports  of  cases  of  cattle  plague 
during  the  last  year — Austria,  Bavaria, 
Belgium,  Holland,  Hungary,  Italy,  Ger- 
many, Prussia,  Russia,  Turkey.  Are  all 
those  infected  countries  ?  Should  all  im- 
portation from  them  be  prohibited  ?  From 
what  countries,  then,  would  it  be  permitted? 
But  suppose  that  cattle  plague  occurs  in 
a  country,  and  that  we  do  not  hear  of  it 
until  too  late,  or  not  at  all,  what  should 
we  do  then  ?  It  is  a  case  likely  enough 
to  happen.  Besides,  it  would  be  a  great 
disturbance  of  trade  suddenly  to  throw 
back  the  tide  of  importation ;  if  indeed  the 
wave  do  not  prove  itself  to  be  altogether 
too  large,  so  that  it  may  overbear  your 
regulations.  Such  sudden  stoppages  of 
trade  are  too  violent  in  their  operation, 
and  prejudicial  in  their  results ;  much 
more  so  than  any  permanent  measure 
such  as  that  in  the  Bill.  Mr.  Robinson, 
the  large  importer,  told  the  Committee 
that  the  restriction  most  baneful  to  trade 
is  the  possibility  or  fear  of  prohibition,  for 
it  stops  production  on  the  other  side.  Yet 
M.  Bouley  would  change  this  possibility 
into  a  probability,  and  erect  it  into  a  sys- 
tem and  make  it  a  law.  But  suppose  it 
done  :  let  us  imagine  the  great  sources  of 
our  supplies  to  be  suddenly  stopped,  where 
are  we  to  find  other  supplies  at  a  moment's 
notice  ?  It  is  hard  to  foster  a  trade.  So 
those  Southampton  witnesses  and  the  Nor- 
mandy farmer  told  us.  You  have  to  nurse 
it,  and  coax  it,  and  dandle  it,  and  still  it 
is  apt  to  dwindle.  And  this  is  the  work 
of  years,  not  of  a  day.  Then  where  are 
you  to  find  your  supplies  at  a  moment's 
notice  ?  These  are  some  of  the  objections 
against  M.  Bouley's  way  of  dealing  with 
infected  countries.  What  does  he  propose 
with  regard  to  cattle  from  suspected  coun- 
tries ?     He  would  kill  them  at  the  water- 
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side.  What?  and  hara  no  markei  for 
them,  no  concourse  of  bayera,  no  slaughter- 
houses, no  conveniences? — that  ia  just  what 
the  importers  now  complain  of  as  such  a 
great  source  of  loss.  But  if  he  would  have 
the  market,  and  buyers,  and  alaughter- 
houses,  then  I  tell  him,  *'  So  would  we 
too.''  Gebhart's  version  of  this  plan  is 
somewhat  different — **  The  importation  of 
cattle  from  any  infected  part  of  a  eountry 
should  be  prohibited.*'  And  bo  the  Com- 
mittee asked  him  what  he  meant  by  an 
infected  part  ?  ''A  district,"  he  said, 
*'  which  has  been  declared  so  by  its  Go- 
vernment, that  is  what  I  call  an  infected 
part."  Good!  But  how  does  he  proceed  ? 
**  And  nothing  is  allowed  to  come  out  of 
it."  It  is  **  a  place  round  which  a  cordom 
is  drawn,  so  that  nothing  can  come  oat  of 
it."  So  then  all  we  may  do  is  to  exclude 
the  cattle  which  can  never  come.  But 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  thej  can  come; 
what  security  would  there  be  in  such  a 
system  ?  This  depends  on  our  knowing 
as  soon  as  any  cattle  plague  breaks  out 
in  a  country,  and  on  the  certainty  that 
cattle  from  that  country  do  not  come  in 
contact  with  cattle  which  we  obtain  from 
any  other  country.  For  suppose  that  eattle 
from  Podolia  or  Galicia  arrive  at  Munich, 
and  that  other  cattle  leave  Munich  for  this 
country  before  the  incubation  has  ceased 
in  the  former  cattle,  that  is  before  it  be- 
comes known  that  they  are  infected.  Then 
the  infection  will  be  brought  oTer  to  us. 
Again  it  depends  on  the  certainty  that 
railway  trucks  on  foreign  railways  aia  not 
infected.  And  also  we  must  alter  the  pre- 
sent practice,  and  not  allow  boats  to  go  in 
turn  to  healthy  and  to  unhealthy  parts,  as 
Gebhart  says  they  now  do.  Well,  but  grant 
all  this,  how  are  we  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
posal ?  Prcnzlow,  a  Berliner,  who  was 
brought  over  to  giro  evidence  against  the 
Bill,  informed  the  Committee  that  beasts 
from  Bohemia  and  Galicia  arrive  at  Geater- 
munde,  together  with  those  from  Berlin. 
At  Gestermunde  they  are  all  shipped  to- 
gether to  this  country,  where  they  all  ar- 
rive together  on  Saturday.  Now,  how  are 
you  to  separate  the  cattlo  which  have 
come  from  infected  parts  ?  And  if  this 
could  be  done,  what  would  be  the  good  of 
doing  it  ?  Therefore,  although  anyone 
may  fairly  agree  with  Professor  Spooner 
that  tho  best  means  to  protect  a  country 
from  infection  is  to  stop  importation  ;  yet 
no  one  can  reasonably  suppose  that  anch 
a  rule  can  be  applied  with  any  benefit  to 
one  part  of  a  cargo  and  not  to  another. 
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Tbe  ChM  plan  whieh  was  proposed  for  at- 
taiDiDg  the  mazimam  of  seearity  with  the 
ninimoiii  of  injury  was  this  : — Abolish  all 
reairietions  in  this  eoantry,  and  trust  en- 
tirely to  the  regulations  of  foreign  Govern- 
ments.  This  plan  alto  was  propounded 
by  one  of  the  foreign  witnesses.  Mr. 
Oehhari  advised  us  to  trust  entirely  to 
foreign  GoTemments.  He  was  asked  by 
the  1^.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigton- 
shira  (Sir  Andrew  Agnew),  whether  he 
thought  we  made  our  restriotions  at  the 
wrong  endy  and  that  what  we  required 
waa  more  stringent  restrictions  abroad  ? 
He  answered — "  That  is  my  idea."  When 
a  nan  is  not  elear  in  his  judgment  how 
snieidal  are  his  arguments !  What  does 
Mr.  Gebhart  say  next  ?  The  foreign  cor- 
don regulations  inland  cannot  be  more 
serere  ;  all  we  want  is  that  foreign  Go- 
vernments should  make  regulations  at  the 
porta  of  export.  Here  again  we  are  told 
to  exclude  those  who  cannot  coine.  He 
is  then  asked,  whether  he  thinks'  that  fo- 
reign Governments  would  be  very  anxious 
to  prevent  the  departure  from  their  shores 
of  nnaound  foreign  animals  in  exchange 
for  good  sound  British  gold  ;  and  what 
does  he  answer?  "They  cannot  come 
from  any  eattle  plague  country  except 
throngh  Prussia,  where  they  would  not 
allow  the  transit."  It  becomes  important 
therefore  to  ask  what  Prussia  does  do  ; 
what  is  her  practice  ?  Let  Mr.  Robinson 
he  the  first  to  answer-^ 

*'6.  A.  RoBivioN. — 1705.  Are  the  cattle  of 
Germanj  ever  diseased  ? — Germany  is  a  largo 
plaM  BOW  ;  we  do  not  know  what  Germany  con- 
sitts  of  at  present ;  but  cattle  that  come  from 
the  centre  of  Europe  and  that  way  are  very 
snbjcet  to  foot-and-mouth  complaint ;  there  is 
seareely  a  cargo  of  German  cattle  that  comes  in 
BOW  where  the  eattle  are  not  stopped  on  account 
of  foot-and-mouth  complaint.  It  is,  I  believe, 
pretty  well  admitted  that  cattle  were  imported 
here  last  year  from  Germany  suffering  from  cattle 
plagoe,  and  it  caused  the  Bavarian  Government 
to  prohibit  the  transit  of  Austrian  cattle  through 
Bavaria,  and  for  some  weeks  our  trade  was 
stopped  ;  but  the  Austrian  shippers  made  interest 
with  tbe  Pmssian  Government,  and  they  got  per- 
mission to  send  them  through  Silesia,  and  then 
they  came  here." 

And  what  does  Gebhart  himself  say  ?  He 
told  the  Committee  that  in  May,  1867,  he 
had  a  consignment  of  forty  cattle ;  he  could 
not  tell  whether  they  were  Polish,  or  Po- 
dolian,  or  Galician  ;  he  knew  not  whence 
they  came.  They  travelled  through  Saxony 
aad  Prussia.  They  arrived  in  London  on 
Saturday,  with  a  certificate  of  health  from 
a  Prnaaian  inspector.    They  were  crowded 


for  inspection  ;  they  proceeded  to  the  me- 
tropolitan market  on  Monday,  and  were 
sold  in  four  lots.  On  Thursday  he  waa 
informed  that  they  had  cattle  plague— not 
the  Steppe  cattle  plague,  to  which  the 
country  had  become  accustomed,  but  a 
new  type,  the  Galician  type.  The  Teteri- 
nary  surgeons  knew  it,  and  distinguished 
it.  The  police  informed  us»  at  the  Privy 
Council  Office,  that  animals  were  dissp- 
pearing  by  night  from  the  London  cow- 
sheds, they  knew  not  whither.  Detectires 
were  employed,  and  the  whole  thing  was 
discovered.  Mr.  Gebhart  came  openly  to 
the  Lord  President  and  informed  him  ;  for 
which  Mr.  Gebhart  told  the  Committee 
that  he  got  into  great  odium  with  his 
compeers.  I  suppose  therefore  that  other 
foreign  importers  W^uld  hare  concealed  the 
mischief.  The  result  wos  that  with  much 
trouble  and  anxiety,  and  the  killing  of  up- 
wards of  200  infected  beasts,  the  plague 
was  stamped  ont.  Now,  three  things  in 
this  narrative  have  to  be  noted — 1.  They 
csme  with  a  certificate  of  health  from  a 
Prussian  inspector.  2.  They  came  from 
unknown  sources.  3.  Tho  disease  waa 
not  perceived  nntil  they  had  been  ^we  days 
in  this  country.  Prussian  regulations, 
therefore,  do  not  secure  us  against  cattle 
plague.  Mr.  Gebhart  also  mentioned  with 
an  eJACulation  of  alarm  and  concern  whieh 
was  not  taken  down  by  the  reporter,  that 
some  sheep  had  been  put  into  a  field  ad- 
joining his  "  valuable  herd."  He  was 
asked  what  occasioned  his  concern  ;  he 
said  it  was  because  these  sheep  had  come 
from  abroad.  It  was  plain,  therefore,  that 
in  tho  case  of  his  own  herd,  he  does  not 
trust  to  foreign  regulations.  Mr.  Robinson 
also  mentioned  an  outbreak  of  cattle  plague 
in  Friesland  ;  and  he  added  that  the  effect 
was  that  the  cattle  in  the  district  were 
moved  down  to  the  waterside,  and  hurried 
across  to  England.  Agoin  he  stated  that 
two  or  three  times  cattle  plague  occurred 
in  parts  of  Holland  ;  and  that,  before  the 
Dutch  Government  could  hear  of  it,  or  do 
anything,  tho  Dutch  farmers  hurried  off 
their  infected  cattle  so  quickly,  that  special 
steamers  were  telegrophed  for  to  come 
from  London  and  fetch  them.  These 
cattle  were  in  London  in  thirty-six  or 
forty-eight  hours ;  and  a  week  afterwards 
the  Dutch  G.overnment  heard  and  informed 
our  Government  that  there  was  cattle 
plague  in  the  place.  Of  what  use  to 
us,  then,  are  the  regulations  abroad  ?  I 
must  mention  a  few  points  with  respect  to 
incubation.     It  must  not  be  supposed  that 
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the  disease  can  be  detected  during  the 
period  of  incubation.  Dr.  Nicholls  asserts 
that  incubation  lasts  from  nine  to  fourteen 
days.  Mr.  Priestman  puts  the  period  at 
fife  to  twenty-one  days  ;  while  M.  Bouley 
asserts  that  the  average  time  is  ten  to 
eleven  days,  but  that  he  has  seen  examples 
of  twenty  days.  During  the  period  of  in- 
cubation the  most  experienced  veterinary 
cannot  detect  the  disease  ;  to  user  the 
words  of  Professor  Spooner,  **  one  word 
denies  the  other."  The  word  incubation 
denotes  that  the  disease  is  spreading  and 
growing  unseen.  Yet,  according  to  Dr. 
Nicholls,  Mr.  Priestman,  and  other  scien- 
tific witnesses,  the  disease,  during  tlie 
period  of  incubation,  can  be  communicated 
by  contact,  by  tho  breath,  the  saliva,  or 
the  excreta.  Infected  cattle  from  Bo- 
hemia or  Poland  may  therefore  reach  Lon- 
don, and  remain  to  all  appearance  healthy 
for  five  days,  as  in  Gebhart's  case  ;  or  the 
disease  may  not  be  developed  for  fourteen 
days  afterwards  ;  and  yet  they  may  all  the 
time  be  communicating  the  disease.  Du- 
ring that  period,  you  cannot  stamp  it  out, 
for  it  cannot  be  known.  This  would  be 
like  striking  at  a  ghost  with  a  falchion. 
Even  after  it  has  become  developed,  it 
would  be  kept  secret.  Dr.  Nicholls  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  a  butcher,  the 
moment  symptoms  of  cattle  plague  de- 
clared themselves,  would  put  the  beast 
quietly  out  of  the  way.  While  Mr.  Priest- 
man  said  that  a  beast  in  which  the  disease 
was  incubating  might  be  taken  to  a  pri- 
vate lair,  where  the  cattle  plague  would 
break  out,  and  no  one  would  know  of  it ; 
it  would  not  be  discovered,  and  yet  the 
infected  manure  would  go  into  the  country 
and  be  spread  on  the  land.  I,  therefore, 
fully  agree  with  Professor  Spooner,  that 
we  cannot  depend  upon  foreign  regulations. 
Lastly,  there  is  Mr.  Rudkio's  plan,  which 
seems  to  attain  the  maximum  of  injury 
and  the  minimum  of  security.  For  he 
wanted  to  *' strengtiien  "  the  present  me- 
tropolitan regulations,  and  carry  them  out 
more  stringently.  He  would  also  remedy 
these  regulations  in  the  following  points 
where  he  deems  them  to  be  defective :  he 
would  prohibit  sheep  from  going  out  of  the 
metropolitan  area  into  the  country  ;  he 
would  abolish  cowsheds  as  being  the  nuclei 
of  disease ;  he  would  keep  a  registry  of 
cows,  and  have  them  periodically  inspected; 
he  would  brand  every  beast  which  arrives, 
and  cause  inspectors  to  follow  him  and  in- 
spect him  day  by  day  ;  he  would  permit  no 
Cattle  to  be  driven  through  the  streets,  and 
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would  allow  them  to  travel  by  railway  only ; 
he  would  establish  a  public  ahaUoir  sys- 
tem, and  a  system  of  check  and  counter- 
check which  could  never  be  evaded.  Such 
a  system  would  be  most  oppressive  and 
least  secure.  The  only  other  plan  pro- 
posed for  attaining  a  maximum  of  security 
with  a  minimum  of  injury  is  the  plan  which 
is  contained  in  the  Bill  before  the  Hooae, 
namely,  a  separate  market  for  foreign 
cattle,  with  slaughter  at  the  waterside. 
Consider  first  the  question  of  security.  It 
was  alleged  by  the  witnesses  against  the 
Bill,  that  if  infected  beasts  come  over 
to  this  market  the  infection  will  spread  to 
the  Islington  market.  If  infected  beasts 
do  come  over  to  this  country,  the  infection 
will  be  more  likely  to  spread  to  the  Isling< 
ton  market  if  the  foreign  beasts  themselves 
go  there  than  if  men  merely  pass  between 
the  markets.  If  the  foreign  beasts  are 
kept  at  the  new  market,  they  will  be  al- 
ways under  the  eye  of  an  inspector,  and 
any  infected  beasts  will  be  killed  the  mo- 
ment the  disease  is  perceived,  and  every- 
thing disinfected  before  the  disease  can  be 
carried  by  men.  For  Dr.  Wells,  one  of 
the  scientific  witnesses,  asserted  that  it 
was  not  likely  that  a  man  could  carry  the 
infection  from  beast  to  beast  during  the 
period  of  incubation.  But  if  an  infected 
beast  itself  were  at  Islington  market,  it 
would  communicate  the  disease  dujing  the 
period  of  incubation.  Hence,  as  Professor 
James  said,  there  will  be  far  more  danger 
if  the  foreign  cattle  themselves  go  to  the 
metropolitan  market  than  if  it  is  confined 
to  men.  Suppose  even  that  the  cattle 
plague  does  become  declared  in  the  new 
market,  yet  men  are  not  likely  to  carry 
the  infection  to  English  cattle  ;  for,  as  Dr. 
Nicholls  testified,  the  man  who  buys  foreign 
cattle  is  not  the  man  who  goes  to  the 
country.  And  Mr.  Gebhart  said  that 
persons  would  not  go  from  one  market  to 
another;  for  "  they  have  no  purpose  fur  it.'* 
Even  if  it  were  only  a  question  of  the  com* 
parison  of  more  or  less,  yet  the  advantage 
would  be  on  the  side  of  the  new  market. 
For  now  every  Monday  200  or  300  drovers 
go  straight  from  tho  foreign  cattle  in  the 
market  to  English  cattle  in  the  country. 
So  that,  according  to  Dr.  Nicholls  and 
Professor  James,  the  contagion  would  be 
far  more  likely  to  be  carried  by  them.  Be* 
sides,  moving  through  the  air  in  passing 
from  one  market  to  the  other  would  disin- 
fect the  men.  Dr.  Nicholls  asserts  that 
the  air  is  the  best  disinfectant,  and  that  a 
twelve   miles'  journey  would  be  enough; 
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bat  that  no  amoant  of  moTing  through  the 
air  woold  remoTe  infection  from  a  beast. 
If  oreover,  if  the  two  markets  do  not  take 
place  on  the  same  day,  an  additional  secu- 
rity i«  presented ;  men  are  then  sure  not  to 
pass  direct  from  the  one  market  to  the 
other.  Dr.  NiohoUs  recognized  this  as 
eonclnsife  ;  and  yet,  after  all,  the  atten- 
dants at  the  foreign  market  may  be  made 
to  change  their  clothes  when  they  enter 
and  leave  the  market.  This  is  the  rule 
in  Paris  at  the  market  of  Vilette,  and  Dr. 
Nicholls  recommended  the  practice  to  us. 
Goerrier  admitted  that  it  would  be  quite 
proper  to  require  that  butchers  and  drovers 
should  change  their  clothes  in  accordance 
with  sttcha  rule;  and  Priestman  said  that 
when  he  went  about  inspecting  he  made 
his  attendants  disinfect  themselres  with 
chloride  of  lime.  At  the  Islington  market 
perliape  the  noTclty  of  such  a  rule  would 
prevent  it  from  being  enforced;  but  it  may 
easily  be  made  a  regulation  of  the  new 
market.  Besides,  those  who  offer  such  an 
objection  to  the  Bill  forget  that  they  them- 
aelves  told  us  to  trust  to  foreign  Gorern- 
ments,  sajing  that  foreign  regulations  are 
sufficient  to  secure  us  against  the  possi- 
bility of  any  infected  beasts  coming  over. 
If  so,  there  will  be  no  infected  beasts  in 
the  new  market.  I  will  adduce  from  ad- 
verse witnesses  a  few  authorities  in  my 
favonr.  Mr.  Woodley  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  if  the  market  were  placed  in  the  Essex 
Marshes  the  cattle  plague  might  be  ex- 
pected to  spread  from  it ;  but  that  it  cer- 
tainly would  not  spread  through  the  streets, 
Dor  to  the  cattle  in  London,  nor  to  the 
market  at  Islington,  if  the  new  market 
be  placed  nearer  to  the  metropolis.  Mr. 
Barfiird,  a  veterinary  from  Southampton, 
said  that — 


"  Tbe  new  foreign  market,  as  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  woald  andonbtedly  do  away  with  the  risk  oi' 
importlog  the  cattle  plague." 

And  Professor  Spooner  averred  that — 

"  A  resident  inspector  in  the  new  market  will 
rrdiice  the  risk  to  a  minimam." 

This  disposes,  then,  of  the  question  of  se- 
curity; and  now  for  the  estimate  of  injury. 
The  fairest  way  to  estimate  the  injury 
which  may  be  done  is  to  consider  the  ob- 
jections alleged  against  it  by  the  opponents 
to  the  Bill.  Before  entering  upon  this,  it 
would  be  well  to  consider  the  character  of 
the  witnesses  who  appeared  in  opposition. 
First,  there  were  butchers — the  men  whose 
monopoly  will  be  destroyed  by  the  Bill. 
Take  Charles  Herman  as  an  example.  He 
is  a  *'  butcher  in  a  small  way  ;"  he  kills 
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tiro  beasts  a  week;  but  he  is  the  represen- 
tative of  a  clasSy  for  "  the  majority  of  the 
butchers  are  such  "  as  he.  What,  then, 
is  the  character  given  of  this  class  of  wit- 
nesses ?  Professor  James,  after  celling 
them  "  a  very  careless  set  of  men,'*  is 
asked  this  question — 

*'  Yon  are  probably  aware  that  the  number  of 
batchers  in  London  is  5,000  ?" 

And  he  answered— 

"  Yes ;  and  I  am  aware  that  they  are  a  very 
dangerous  set  of  men." 

This  seems  to  be  explained  b^  Mr.  Rudkin, 
who  describes  persons  whose  livelihood 
consists  in  going  round  the  country  and  the 
London  cowsheds,  buying  diseased  animals 
cheap.  This  is  confirmed  by  Honck,  who 
told  the  Committee  that  the  butchers  who 
buy  foreign  meat  go  to  the  London  cow- 
sheds to  buy  diseased  animals ;  and  he 
added.  *'A  great  many  London  butchers 
do  this.''  Dr.  Nicholls  says  further  that 
the  moment  any  animal  in  the  London  cow- 
sheds is  supposed  to  be  infected,  '*they 
are  down  like  so  msny  vultures  on  their 
prey  ;"  for,  knowing  that  something  is 
amiss,  they  "  think  he  is  to  be  had  cheap." 
Inspector  Priestman  informed  the  Commit- 
tee that  these  are  the  very  men  who  buy 
foreign  meat — that  is,  for  the  working 
classes — *'  it  is  their  living  ;  they  job  in 
these  things ;  there  is  a  great  number 
of  these  men."  Herman  himself  admits 
that  — 

**  The  men  who  buy  foreign  meat,  becanse  it 
suits  the  class  they  supply,  also  frequent  the  Lon- 
don cowsheds." 

Who  cares,  then,  if  the  horrid  monopoly  of 
these  men  be  destroyed  ?  Besides,  it  is 
hard  for  us  entirely  to  believe  that  they 
will  be  injured  in  the  way  they  assert. 
For  Mr.  Budkin,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Markets  Committee,  testified  that  he  never 
knew  a  butcher  in  favour  of  imy  new  mar- 
ket, or  of  any  alteration  of  an  old  market; 
and  he  thought  them  mistaken  in  their 
opinions.  When  the  Copenhsjo^en  market, 
he  said,  was  about  to  be  established,  they 
asserted  that  it  would  be  **  dead  ruin  '*  to 
them.  M.  Guerrier  testified  the  same  ; 
when  the  Islington  market  was  proposed,  al- 
though no  one  contemplated  ony  provision 
for  compulsory  slaughter,  they  said  the 
same,  and  alleged  the  same  injuries  as 
they  do  now  against  the  market  with  com« 
pulsory  slaughter — 

"They  say  a  great  many  funny  things/'  be 
added  ;  *'  1  have  heard  them  say  funny  things  in 
this  Committee-room  since  I  have  been  here." 
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Therefore  I  think  we  should  be  careful  be- 
fore we  attach  much  weight  to  the  allega- 
tions of  injury  from  this  class  of  witnesses. 
The  next  cinss  of  witneitses  were  the  fo- 
reigners. Tiiej  objected  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  would  benefit  the  Britiflh  at 
the  expense  of  foreigners.  The  Bill  will 
benefit  the  British  !  —  is  not  thnt  the 
strongest  of  nil  nrgnnionts  with  a  British 
Hoiioe  of  Commons?  Thus  Mr.  Gebhart, 
a  Prussian,  said  — 

'*  It  is  A  Bill  to  protect  the  English  ^rmer  at 
the  expense  ofU'e  fbreignrr.  I]c  would  hnve  all 
the  benefit,  and  we  would  have  all  the  loss." 

Franz  Prcnslow,  another  Prussian,  who 
was  examined  through  &n  interpreter  — 
so  little  did  he  know  of  England  or  the 
English  —  of  course  took  the  same  view 
as  Mr.  Gebhart,  whose  Berlin  correspon- 
dent he  is.  M.  Boulej,  a  Frencli  gentle- 
man, was  also  examined  through  an  inter 
preter,  and  canditlly  and  honourably  warned 
the  Committee  thnt  he  judged  froma  Frmcli 
point  of  view,  nnd  did  Hot  speak  na  nn  Ensr- 
lisiiiiinn.  Hoiiek.  n  Sclileswig-IluUteiner, 
objected  to  tlio  Bill  on  the  »core  that  in 
Sehleswig  they  would  again  plough  up  the 
land  wliich  was  Inid  down  in  grnss  for  the 
British  trade;  so  that  his  compatriots  were 
•'  very  uneasy**  nhout  the  Bill.  This  was 
tho  witness  who,  in  company  with  Baker, 
was  unfortunate  enough  to  be  the  means 
of  introducing  the  cattle  pingne  into 
England  from  Russia  in  1865.  M. 
Pouppeville,  a  Frenchman,  was  also  ex- 
amined through  an  interpreter.  lie  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  because  *'  it  is  adferse 
to  the  interests  of  the  French  people.*' 
Alphonsc  Leguillon,  a  French  farmer,  also 
examined  through  an  interpreter,  opposed 
the  Bill  becnuse  '*  it  sncrifices  French  in- 
terests for  the  benefit  of  the  English.*'  He 
said  he  had  never  seen  the  Bill,  but  had 
it  explained  to  him.  This  reminds  me  of 
another  class  of  witnesses  :  those  whose 
minds  had  been  prejudiced,  and  evidence 
Titiated  by  havini;  the  Bill  explained  to 
them.  Thus,  William  Lancaster  gave  his 
evidence  under  the  impression  thnt  the 
market  tolls  were  to  be  raised  ;  the  fact 
that  the  tolls  were  to  be  reduced  by  the 
Bill  from  5«,  lid.  to  2f.  6d.  had  never  been 
explained  to  him.  He  had  also  been  told 
that  the  new  market  was  to  be  very  far 
down  the  river ;  he  naturally  concluded 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  at  that 
great  distance.  They  had  forgotten  to  ex- 
plain the  clause  which  enacted  that  the 
market  should  be  in  London,  or  in  a  parish 
Immediately   adjoining.     Mr.    Woodley  a 
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straightforward  honourable  man,  I  think 
had  his  evidence  prejudiced  by  ardent  op* 
ponents  ;  he  also  had  been  given  the  im- 
pression that  the  *'  market  is  to  be  far  off 
in  a  place  where  the  roads  are  bad  ;**  and 
also  he  had  been  told  that  "  there  ia  to  be 
no  dead  meat  market  there,"  a  thing  which 
the  Bill  actually  provides.     The  remaining 
class  of  witnesses  to  which  I  shall  allude  are 
interested  witnesses.     As  the  Bill  provides 
that  the  market  is  not  to  be  far  down  the 
river  in  a  place  where  the  roads  are  bad, 
Thames    Haven   will    be    excluded ;    the 
Thames  Haven  Company   will  no  longer 
reap  profits  by  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle.    The  Thames  Haven  Company  were 
naturally  interested  in  throwing  the  Bill 
out.  The  first  witness  against  the  Bill,  Mr. 
Brewster,  turned  out  to  be  a  director  and 
sharftholder  of  that  company  ;    so  is  Mr. 
Archer;    M.   Guerrier  is  a  director;   and 
Mr.  Baker,  whose  regimental  banner  bean 
date  1865.  is  also  a  shareholder.      That  is 
the  character  of  the  witnesses  against  the 
Bill.     Let  the  House  now  consider  what 
injuries  they  allege.     The  first  objection 
was   against  having   a   separate   market. 
Mr.  Brewster  objects  to  this,  because  lie 
would  like  the  whole  supply  to  be  in  the 
market  at  once.     Mr.   Woodley   aupports 
this  view.     Mr.  Baker  would  have  only  one 
market  place,  and  one  market  day.    That 
is  to  say  :    the  power  of  purchase  being 
virtually  limited  to  monopolists,  they  woold 
naturally  like   to  secure  a  large   supply. 
That   would  increase  the   monopoly,  and 
depress  the  prices  they  would  have  to  give. 
Mr.  Gebhart  is  an  importer;  a  seller  of 
foreign  cattle  ;  his  interests  are  therefore 
contrary.     To  have  many  buyera,  and  to 
divide  the  supply,  would  suit  him  better. 
He  told  the  Committee  that  if  the  market 
is  only  once  a  week  '*  the  animal  wastes 
between."     He  therefore  would  have  no 
objection  to  a   separate   market  if  there 
were  two  market  days  for  the  sale  of  Eng- 
lish cattle,  and  two  market  days  for  the 
sale  of  foreign  cattle  ;    or  have  only  one 
market  day  for  English  cattle  if  you  like 
(that  is  nothing  to  him),  say  Wednesday; 
and  have  the  markets  for  foreign  cattle  on 
Monday  and  Friday.     Mr.  Rudkin  backs 
up  the  objection  about  cattle  standing  ofer 
for  a  week,  and  wished  for  two  market 
days  for  home  and  two  for  foreign  cattle. 
In  Paris  the  cattle  are  sold  every  day; 
why  should  we  single  out  market  days! 
Sell  the  cattle  as  they  are  wanted.     The 
next  objection  was  that  which  waa  raised 
against  compulsory  slaughter,  or  rather  the 
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objedtion  was  directed  against  a  public 
•laaghierhooae :  for  the  small  batcher  pre 
fers  to  drive  hie  cattle  home  for  slaaghter. 
fet  there  ere  strong  reasons,  on  sanitary 
grounds,  agoinst  permitting  the  nuisance 
of  private  slaughterhousoa  anj  longer  to 
eontinoe.  Ail  these  private  slaughter- 
lioofcs  are  immediaielj  behind  dwelling- 
boaaea  and  in  thieklv-peopled  districts; 
io  that  the  air,  already  loaded,  becomes 
folly  contaniinAted.  Besides,  as  Mr.  Rudkin 
informed  the  Committee,  they  can  never  be 
kept  in  order,  for  slaughterhouses  "  must 
be  concentrated  to  keep  them  under  con- 
trul.'*  Moreover,  if  private  slaughter- 
houses are  studded  over  the  town,  cattle 
moal  be  driven  through  the  streets  to  all 
pane  of  the  town,  which  is  another  nuis- 
ance. The  House  has  long  ago  declared 
its  judgment  on  this  point.  Twice  it  has 
given  notice  that  these  nuisances  slinll 
cease;  but  with  a  charity,  which  I  think 
rather  mistaken,  they  determined  that  the 
inhabitants  of  London  should  endure  the 
Duiaance  for  thirty  years  more  in  order 
that  the  butchers  might  have  no  room  for 
the  complaint  that  their  interests  were 
being  damaged.  Mr.  Woodlfy  read  to  the 
Committee  the  part  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Common  Council  which 
leferred  to  the  Act  of  1844  and  to  the 
other  Act — 

*'  WooDLiT  (reading  Report  of  the  Committee 

of  Cmtnon  Council).    4U89.    '  Our  attention  has 

Wn  directed  to  certain  provisions  contained  in 

tW  Bnildiiig  Act  (1844).  under  the  operation  of 

ihieii  many  slaughterhouses  now  in  the  metro- 

loliiwill,  in  the  year  1874,  cease  to  exist;  and 

*•  bare  also  considered  the  proTisions  contained 

in  the  Newgate   Market   Abolition   Act,  under 

«lueh  the  vmrtoas  slaughterhouses  in  the  Tioinity 

of  Uuu  market  will,  in  ail  probability,  be  re- 

nmed.'" 

The  large  carcase  butchers  and  the  Go- 

Ycntment  contractors  do  not  seem  to  object 

^  i  public  slaughterhouse.     Mr.  Rudkin 

Iwiied  that  it  is  no  detriment  to  a  large 

^Qteher,  that  it  is  immaterial  to  a  carcase 

■etcher,  where  he  slaughters.  Mr.  Garten, 

^  earease   butcher  and    Government  con- 

Inetor,  said  that  individually  he  had  no 

<^jeeiion  to  a  separate  market  with  com- 

poltory  slaughter ;  a  public  slaugliterhout^e 

dhm  to  London  was  the  same  thing  as  his 

•vo;  there  would  be  no  loss  if  it  is  suffi- 

cieotly  near  to  London.     Mr  Woodley,  it 

tt  true  affirmed  that  it  would  throw  the 

kMng  trade  into  the  hands  of  a  few  Inrge 

awn.     Mr.  Archer  also  said  that  it  would 

dtslrej  the  amall  retail  men,  and  put  the 

tmie  in    the   bands  of  the  large  men. 


Oebbart  said  the  same.  Why  will  it  do 
so  t  Because  the  expenses  of  large  firroa 
are  smaller  in  proportion  ;  and  because  the 
profits  of  large  firms  can  be  smaller  in  pro- 
portion. It  is  the  tendency  of  all  bnsi* 
neases  to  fall  into  tlie  hands  of  large  firms. 
Well,  then,  the  large  firms  will  grow,  and 
aqueeie  out  many  of  the  smaller  men-« 
the  5,000  of  cowshed  notoriety.  But 
this  is  no  injury  to  the  consumer.  The  de* 
mand  does  not  depend  on  the  number  of 
agents  for  distribution,  or  middle  men  ;  it 
depends  on  the  amount  required  for  con- 
sumption. The  fewer  distributors  and 
shopkeepers  and  middle  men  the  better, 
consistent  with  convenience  ;  for  there 
will  be  fewer  profits  to  extract.  Large 
monied  men  require  a  smaller  total  of 
profits,  and  as  there  are  fewer  of  them 
fewer  profits  will  be  required.  But  we 
hear  a  whine — **  It  will  injure  the  small 
hutchers."  Put  against  this  the  cry  from 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  that  the 
present  system  injures  farmers,  small  and 
large.  Archer  very  fairly  allowed  that 
against  the  injury  to  small  butchers  we 
must  balance  the  loss  to  farmers  and 
graziers.  Besides,  the  small  butchers  will 
not  lose  BO  much  after  all  ;  for  they  can 
buy  dead  meat,  even  if  they  cannot  kill 
their  own  beasts.  Mr.  Blnckman,  a  large 
man.  says  that  the  retail  butchers,  who 
are  scattered  over  the  metropolis,  buy  car- 
cases of  him.  Woodley  says  that  they 
buy  dead  meat  at  tho  Newgate  market. 
Archer  was  asked,  **  Who  arc  the  princi- 
pal buyers  in  Newgate  market  ?  —  But- 
chers.*' And  he  added  that  a  great  many 
beasts  are  killed  in  all  parts  of  London, 
and  carried  to  Newgate  market  to  be  sold. 
Mr.  Rudkin  aflSrmed  that  two-thirds  of 
the  supply  of  cattle  to  the  metropolis  are 
killed  by  the  carcase  (not  the  retail)  but- 
chers, and  sold  in  Newgate,  Leodenhall, 
and  Whiteohapel  markets;  whence  tho  re- 
tail butchers  fetch  it  to  stock  their  shops. 
Take  an  individual  case  as  an  example. 
Mr.  Woodley  told  us,  that  at  the  place  of 
business  belonging  to  himself  and  other 
large  men,  there  are  twenty>five  slaughter- 
houses  all  together,  all  belonging  to  whole- 
sale men.  •'  This  is  a  very  great  conve- 
nience to  the  whole  district. "  For  he  eaid, 
customers  come  from  the  surrounding  dis- 
tricts ;  ••  from  a  very  large  population  ;" 
they  come  distances  of  four  miles,  and  take 
away  the  meat  in  their  own  conveyances. 
That  is  to  say,  they  have  discovered  tho 
benefit  of  dispensing  with  the  middle  man. 
lie  adds—**  These  are  better  than  if  they 
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were  in  twenty-fiTo  different  districtSt  be* 
cause  thej  make  a  large  market'*  The 
Tery  thing  we  want  to  make !  Here  are 
some  authorities  in  favour  of  the  public 
slaughterhouse.  Mr.  liuJkiii  avors  tliat 
butchers  are  not  reasonable  in  objecting 
to  the  abattoir  system.  He  said  it  was 
because  thoy  misunderstood  the  question. 
He,  it  seems,  persuaded  the  City  to  vote 
£36,000  to  erect  a  public  slaughterhouse 
at  Islington.  *'  It  is  not  to  be  compul- 
sory !"  I  shall  be  told.  True  ;  all  the 
better  for  my  argument.  City  people  do 
not  vote  money  unless  they  are  sure  of  a 
return.  And  how  will  the  City  get  its 
7  per  cent ;  unless  butchers  find  a  public 
slaughterhouse  such  a  benefit  that  they 
will  invariably  use  it,  how  will  it  yield 
a  profit?  At  Portsmouth,  Sir  James 
Elphinstone  said  they  object  to  having 
any  slaughterhouse  inside  the  town.  At 
Edinburgh,  ever  since  1850  they  have 
hnd  a  public  slaughterhouse  outside  the 
town.  On  which  Professor  Strangeways 
remarked  that  this  has  been  a  gain  to  the 
butchers,  and  that  only  the  bad  butchers 
complain  ;  which  they  do,  becauft  they 
cannot  surreptitiously  kill  and  sell  bad 
meat.  That  is  to  say,  a  public  slaughter- 
house will  put  a  stop  to  those  gentry  who 
frequent  the  London  cowsheds  to  buy 
diseased  animals  cheap.  In  Paris,  as  Mr. 
Woodley  testified,  they  have  one  large 
market  and  sinnghterhouse,  which  supplies 
the  whole  of  Paris,  and  the  market  is  held 
every  day,  and  the  killing  is  performed 
every  day.  And  although,  he  says,  that 
in  Paris  they  slaughter  as  much  as  92  or 
93  per  cent  of  the  whole  amount  killed  in 
the  metropoliton  area  of  London,  yet  this 
does  not  affect  prices,  nor  injure  the  but- 
chers. But  it  was  urged  *'  it  will  cause 
the  price  of  meat  to  fall  so  that  the  foreign 
trade  will  not  be  attracted."  What  then 
will  be  the  amount  of  the  depression  ? 
George  Eve  tells  as  that  it  may  be  \d* 
per  lb.  ;  that  the  foreigner  will  get  5f.  to 
Of.  less  for  each  beast.  Brewster  puts  it 
At  the  same  amount  when  testifying  against 
the  Bill  ;  but  Mr.  Gebhart  said  it  would 
not  make  a  farthing  of  difference.  M. 
Bouley  testified  his  opinion  that  no  great 
effect  on  importation  would  be  produced  if 
we  ware  to  enact  that  all  foreign  cattle 
should  be  killed  at  the  port  of  landing. 
Mr.  Rudkin  evidently  contemplates  an  in- 
crease of  the  foreign  trade ;  for  he  says 
that  a  larger  market  (6397-6403)  will  be 
required  for  the  foreign  cattle  alone  than 
there  is  now  at  Islington  for  both  English 
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and  foreign  together.  This  view  of'Mr. 
Rudkin*s  is  not  extroordinary.  It  is  very 
reasonable.  For,  by  breaking  down  the 
butchers'  monopoly,  by  providing  a  more 
extended  demand,  we  confer  a  benefit  on 
the  trade.  This  is' the  very  benefit  which 
accrues  from  good  roads  and  railways^ 
namely,  a  more  extended  market  for  the 
produce.  What  will.be  the  result?  Tlie 
En|>lish  cattle  will  go  out  to  supply  tlie 
country,  and  more  foreign  cattle  will  be 
required  to  supply  the  thickly  populated 
districts  of  the  town.  That  the  Bill  will 
break  down  this  monopoly  was  clearly 
seen  by  Mr.  Symonds  and  by  Mr.  Syme. 
The  latter  gentleman  was  asked — 

"  Why  do  you  suppose  that  after  this  Bill  ii 
passed  tho  butcher  will  take  a  less  profit  f — Dii 
neighbour— that  is,  the  country  butoher— will 
come  in  then  and  buy  along  with  him,  and  be  will 
have  to  pay  the  regular  country  price  for  hii 
cattle." 

The  last  objection  which  was  urged  sgainst 
the  Bill  has  been  termed  the  offal  question. 
It  is  a  peg  on  which  were  hung  numerous 
appeals  ad  populum,  and  passionate  ad- 
dresses ad  miterieordiamf  and  a  fervid 
Chatham-peroration.  Offal  is  injured  by 
carriage,  they  said,  even  for  the  shortest 
distances,  and  the  poor  live  on  offal.  Tet 
the  Committee  heard  from  numerous  wit' 
nesses  that  a  great  deal  of  offal  is  im- 
ported from  Antwerp  and  from  Hamburgh, 
*'guts  and  all,  in  casks."  And  Archer 
testified  that  it  is  always  brought  from 
Holland  with  dead  meat :  that  2,600 
dead  sheep  and  many  tons  of  offal  have 
been  brought  over  in  one  vessel ;  and 
again,  that  3.000  or  4,000  dead  carcases 
of  sheep  have  come  from  Hamburgh  with 
thirty  or  forty  tons  of  beef,  and  all  the 
offal  thereto  pertaining.  "  Aye  !  but  tldi 
is  water  carriage."  Well,  but  it  comes  by 
land  as  well.  Lambs*  offal  is  sent  by 
waggon  a  distance  of  forty- four  miles  to 
London.  And  Captain  Engledue  said,  in 
his  remarkable  evidence,  that  the  offal  of 
sheep  and  lambs  is  sent  to  London  io 
hampers  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 
"and  those  do  not  speak  the  troth  who 
say  the  contrary."  What  is  the  nature  of 
this  offal  trade  ?  Baker  attested  that  the 
offal  of  the  smaller  butchera,  and  even  of 
the  oarcase  botchers  also,  is  disposed  of 
by  contract  to  the  offal  dealers  and  tripd 
dressers.  Mr.  Black  man  **  does  not  knoir 
of  one  who  retails  it."  '*  Not  one  in  ten 
retail  it ;  because  they  have  not  the 
means  of  dressing  the  tripe."  Black- 
man,  Archer,  and  Lancaster  stated  that 
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tbe  offnt  ihopa  collect  tho  offkl,  mnd  tlien,  [     "SBSe.  But  do  you  not  think.  irjottredoM  ths 


,  it  KM*  to  the  low  neiffh-  ,  *™'  Tf" 
V-  .„u        Ti,„ i.   ,1.!.  "limini'li 


hers  the  liBbilit;  of  infaotion  eilita,  yon 


bonrlioods   to  be  sold.      The  way  it 

— the  eonlrnctor  calls  with  bis  onrt  at  i 

butolierV  and  obtaios  what  olfal  thei 


b«  proeeed*  to  t1 


lit  butcher  anil   then     I)''  ^o  ^ 


iTsjing  It, 
of  tokiag  preoautioi 
■I  think  jou  do. 
fiSeO.  I'bererore,  if  7011  got  all  tha  enttle  liib 


■pot,  JOU  would  b«  bi'lter 


to  another,  and  nnotlier,  until  tli 
/ull  ;  ao  that  offal  diiei  non  lra*el  about 
tlie  *treeta  before  it  ii  dreised,  and  after 
too.  ThefO  offiil  mleimen,  iBja  Black  mao, 
are  few  in  number ;  and  the;  are  tlie  men 
wlio  reiail  it.  I  aiipeal  to  anlliorities.  Mr. 
Bodkin  alluwR  tlint  there  will  be  no  differ- 
eence  between  Ibo  offal  in  tho  new  market 
and  the  offal  of  a  lar^e  carcase  butcher. 
Lancuter  speaks  of  depAts  of  ofTul  as  an 
ad*antaga ;  and  lays  that  the  poor  will 
get  the  offal  cheaper  in  the  new  market, 
«liieb  will  be  a  cniisidemblo  benefit.  Mr. 
Sjiiivnda  and  Caplain  Eiigledue  affirm 
that  the  offal  objection  ia  verj  slight. 
Captain  Engledue  used  weekly  to  acrid 
offal  from  his  farm  at  Southampton  u[ 
London  to  be  sold,  Thnt  the  objection 
alight  is  practically  proied  bjr  Ilarman't 
etidenee ;  for  be  states  that  he  bujs  oP  ' 


laLs  precnutioni  ngaintt  conioting  that 
JiuaH  than  jou  would  upon  thp  l.irgB  diilrict  of 
lbs  mclropolitaa  area  f — It  woald   bo  mora  nn< 

Professor  Spooncr  wns  asked — 

"  Tina.  Would  fou  mppoM  thnt  when  foraign 
fntCle  cnn  onlj  lis  Innded  in  n  amall  doflned  part, 
It  would  b«  much  eatisr  to  inupcet  thsm  thaa 
■hen  they  are  spmad  orer  the  whol*  town  t — 


That  is  what  we  propose 
The  object  is  to  cuiiirac 
restriciiuns  lo  «  spot  o 
For  the  Islington  niarkei 
urged,  11  very  inoonveniei 


,t  Whiteehnpel.  Newgate,  and  Lcadeiiholl  :  Spoon 


do  bj  this  Bill. 
the  area  of  the 
the   trslernido. 
as  Mr.  Gebhnrt 
for  the  foreign 
(1;  situaleil  for 
home  catile.   The  House  Inst  year  affirmed 
up  to  I  '''^  priiici|)le  of  defining  parts  of  porta  for 
'  !>'-  reception  nnd  (laughter  of  foreign  cat- 
It  haa  been  tried  ;  and  no  injury  or 
resulted.      Professor 


markets,  anil  of  wholetalo  men  and  uffu 
taWmen.  transports  it  to  his  shop,  and 
then  retails  it  Id  Iho  poor. 

In  concluiion,  let  tho  House  cnll  to  mind    iccrued  from  it 
that  Ih 


74D0.  Tou  nre  awnre  that  that  palioy  has 
bssn  carried  out  in  all  the  larger  port*  eioept 
London,  aro  yau  not  F — Ysi. 

TlOl.   llsTe  yon  hsiird  of  any  injury  that  bis 


-No,  1 


usity  I 


incfrcctife,  opproseirc,  and 
The    inconveniences    arc 

driving  of  cattle  through 
the  streets  ;  tho  number  of  pestilential 
slangliterhouses  in  the  metropolitan 
srea.  All  these  inconveniences,  (his  inse- 
earity,  these  evasions,  are  consequent  on 
the  enormous  extent  of  the  area  to  wliich 
the  regulations  are  applied.  It  is  like 
trying  t<>  defend  a  fortress  of  117  square 
niilea  with  &  small  army  agninit  a  large 
•nJ  insidious  foe.  The  natural  rcmeily, 
then,  is  to  contract  tlie  urea. 


Istions  were  applicable  to  an  area  of  U  7    the  largest  port  ol 
miles,  and  were   passed  at  n  time  when    t|,gt  Q„g  mftikct 
cattle  plague  wns  rnging  in  the  whole  me-    ,1,0  principle  of  1 
tropolitaii  area,  nnd  wliilo  the  rest  of  the 
eoantry  was  comparatively  froo.    Now  that 
tbe  cattle  ptngue  has  retreated,  why  should 
Dot  the  House  close  in  and  contract  its  line 
of  defence  ?     Evasion  would  then  be 


For  tho  smnll  pons,  the  sopply  of  Br>g' 
lish  calllo  was  found  amply  sufScicnt  ; 
lliey  never  desired  to  import  nny  foreign 
emtio.  They  linve  therefore  but  one  ninr- 
ket.  Ill  the  larger  ports,  foreign  meat  is 
leqoired  for  the  poorer  population,  as  well 
as  English  cattle  for  the  richer.  Because 
of  the  size  of  tlieso  towns,  two  markets 
nre  necessary.  A  part  of  tho  port  is  there- 
fore set  npnrt ;  they  liave  a  separate  mar- 
ket far  foreign  entile,  and  a  market  for 
English  cnitle  ;  while  tlie  principle  of  notH 
contact  between  English  and  furcign  cattle 
'      '     ".     But  for  London, 


regarded  I 
Motion 


nil,  some  pretend  to  snj 
should  snflice,  and  that 
n-conloct  should  be  dii- 


ispection  I 


}uld  be 


and  (h« 


detection 

ber  of  police  would  be  le 

then  effect  more  than  200 

rsea  would  be  smaller,     Cattle  would  all    of  his  own  country, 
nnder  command  and  constant  supetvi-  j  here  to  promote 
lian.     Dr,  Kieholli  wii  aaked-  "        ■  ■  ^ 


ide,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Tliat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i^ord  ifobei'f  Votilaga) 

Me.  MILWER  GIBSON  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  noble  Lord  had  reflected 
on  the  evidence  of  one  of  the  French  wit- 
having  been  given  in  the  interest 
la  if  be  had  come 
object  of  hie  own. 
Now,  this  French  witness  was  tbe  most  dli- 
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tinguished  reterinary  authority  in  France. 
Ho  was  the  adviser  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  had,  in  fact,  inspired  those  re- 
gulations which  had  kept  the  cattle  plague 
out  of  France.  The  French  Government 
had  been  kind  enough  to  send  this  great 
o£Scer  to  this  country  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  those  regulations  had  been. 
The  noble  Lord,  therefore,  who  represented 
the  English  Government,  was  not  entitled 
to  reflect  upon  such  a  witness  by  saying 
that  he  had  given  evidence  to  promote  the 
interests  of  his  own  country. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
had  stated  that  this  witness  had  spoken 
from  the  French  and  not  from  the  English 
point  of  view. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  noble 
Lord  probably  did  not  remember  the  words 
he  had  used.  The  Committee  were  very 
much  indebted  to  the  French  Government 
for  the  information  this  gentleman  had 
given.  He  had  asked  the  Committee  to 
adopt  the  French  system,  and  that  was 
what  we  ought  to  do.  That  system  was 
to  let  the  cattle  in  from  healthy  and  unin- 
fected countries,  and  when  they  were  in 
to  treat  them  as  French  cattle,  but  not  to 
admit  them  from  infected  countries.  The 
system  had  been  successful  in  France, 
whose  Government  distinguished  between 
countries  that  were  infected  and  those  that 
were  not,  and  closed  the  frontiers  of 
France  against  importation  from  particular 
countries  as  occasion  required.  The  French 
Government  contrived  to  get  information 
and  to  act  upon  it  so  successfully  that  in 
France  the  cattle  plague  had  extended  only 
to  some  forty-five  beasts.  The  noble  Lord 
was  the  representative  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, upon  which,  however,  the  greater  part 
of  his  speech  contained  the  gravest  re- 
flections. Notwithstanding  the  alleged 
impossibility  of  distinguishing  between 
ono  country  nnd  another,  and  the  conse- 
quent necessity  of  treating  all  foreign 
countries  as  infected,  there  was  at  present 
an  Order  in  Council  founded  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  yuu  could  distinguish  between 
countries  thut  were  infected  and  those  that 
were  not.  The  Privy  Council  had  great 
experience  in  the  matter,  and  no  doubt 
they  were  acting  wisely  in  admitting  cattle 
from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  Normandy  into 
all  English  ports  on  the  South  and  West 
Coasts  up  to  the  Mull  of  Cantire.  He  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  real  intention  of  pro- 
ceeding with  this  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Gk>vernment 
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having  said  it  had  not  been  formal!  j  with- 
drawn because  there  were  special  readons 
why  it  should  be  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.      He  should  be 
glad  to  know  what  those  special  reasons 
were.     It  was  generally  desired  that  neces- 
sary business  only  should  be  disposed  of, 
and   that   the  dissolution  should  be  ex- 
pedited as  much  as  possible  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  even  those  who  favoured  this 
measure  would  have  been  glad  if  the  con- 
sideration of  it  had  been  postponed  at  pre- 
sent.    There  was  no  urgent  necessity  that 
it  should  be  passed,  for  the  cattle  plague 
did  not  exist  in  England,  and  the  Privy 
Council  had  ample  powers  to  stop  the 
spread  of  it  should  it,  unfortunately,  re- 
appear.    They  had  also  full  power  to  re- 
gulate the  importation  of  cattle  in  sach  a 
manner  as  they   might  think  best  cal- 
culated to   prevent  the    introduction   of 
cattle  plague  from  abroad.     Seeing  that 
there  were  these  securities,  what  neces- 
sity was  there  for  pressing  forward  this 
questionable  measure  ?    If  passsed  it  would 
not  come  into  operation    for    years,  aud 
during  that  time  we  must  trust  our  present 
machinery.     He  was  reluctant  to  oppose 
the  Bill  at  this  stage,  but  there  had  been  no 
previous  chance  for  discussing  it.   1 1  was  in- 
troduced  just  before  the  House  adjourned 
in  December,  and  at  the  first  opportunity, 
after  the  House  re -assembled  in  February, 
the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time.     He  had 
no  idea  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  carried 
through  with  so  little  explanation.     He 
had  taken  what  was  called  a  technical 
objection,  and  the  more  he  considered  it, 
the  more  valid  it  appeared  to  be.     It  was 
that  persons  whose  property  was  to  be 
taken  from  them  had  not  received  the  re- 
quired  notice  through   the  OoKeUe,  and 
although  the  Standing  Orders  Committee 
had  held  that  the  Government  might  be 
relieved  from  the  giving  of  such  notice, 
because  the  persons  concerned  were  aware 
of  what  was  going  to  be  done,  he  believed 
a  different  decision  might  have  been  oome 
to  had  not  erroneous  statements  been  made. 
It  did  not  follow  that  because  people  had 
presented  petitions  they  were  not  to  have 
Parliamentary  notice.     If  they  had  said 
nothing  it  would   have   been   held  that 
they    had    no    objections.     The    reasons 
given  were  insufficient  for  so  formidable 
an  invasion  of  private  rights  as  was  in- 
volved in  the  provision  of  this  exclusive 
landing-place  and  market,  which  would, 
for    instance,    deprive    Mr.    Brassey    of 
£7,000.     For  that  property  it  was  not 
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proposed  to  oompenftate  him,  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  company  or  individual 
who  proposed  to  take  away  the  private 
property  along  the  banks  of  the  Thames 
wnald  be  permitted  to  do  so  without  com- 
plying with  the  greatest  accuracy  with  all 
the  forms  which  Parliament   imposed  in 
aaeh  cases.     The  noble  Lord  who  repre- 
sented the  Privy  Council  had,  he  might 
add,  in  his  opinion,  given  a  very  imperfect 
aceonnt  of  a  very  imperfect  scheme.     His 
object  was,  he  said,  to  prevent  home  and 
foreign  cattle  from  coming  into  contact, 
and  how  was  that  object  to  be  effected  ? 
All  the  cattle  brought  up  the  Thames  in 
ships  were,  it  appeared,  to  be  taken  to  a 
particular  place ;   but  no  provision   was 
made  with  regard  to  cattle  which  happened 
to  have  been  landed  at  other  ports  and 
were  conveyed  by  railroad  to  the  metro- 
polis.     It    was  impossible,  however,    to 
avoid  the  conclusion  that  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  were  adopted  a  similar 
policy  must  be  pursued  throughout   the 
kingdom.     For  could  anything,  he  would 
a^k,  be  more  monstrous  than  to  take  away 
the  cattle  trade  from  London  in  order  that 
it  might  be  carried  on  elsewhere,  and  that 
then   the  cattle   should    be    sent    flying 
through  the  country  by  railway  ?  Looking 
over  the  memorials  which  had  been  laid 
before  the  Committee  by  the  Government 
he  found  that  they  all,  without  exception, 
pointed  to  the  necessity  of  a  general  ap- 
plication of  the   proposed   system.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Heed),  for 
instance,  in  his  petition  expressed  a  hope 
thait  the  House  would  pass  a  law  for  the 
slaughter   of  foreign   animals  at  all  the 
ports  and   lauding-places ;  hut  there  was 
no  provision    of  that  kind   in  the   Bill. 
Again,  the  Council  of  the  Smithfield  Club, 
iu  a  memorial   signed    by  the    Earl    of 
Hardwicke,  as  President,  expressed  it  to 
be  their  wish  that  animals  imported  into 
this  coantry  should  be  slaughtered  at  the 
port  at  which  they  were  disembarked.     It 
Was  but  ri;»ht,  under  these  circumstances, 
thst  the  House  should    have   the  whole 
icheme  of  the  Government  before  it,  and 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
who  was  examined  before  the  Committee, 
when  asked  whether  he  did  not  think  that 
s  general  measure  should  be  introduced, 
applicable  to  all  the  ports  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  replied,  "  It  may  be  so  ;  I  am 
not  answerable  for  this  Bill."   Who,  then, 
he  should  like  to  know,  was  answerable 
Ibf  it  ?    He  was  astonished,  he  must  con- 
to  find  the  noble  Lord  opposite  com- 


ing forward  and  casting  inflections  on  those 
who  were  his  official  superiors,  and  he 
should  wish  to  be  informed  whether  the 
Bill  was  the  Bill  of  the  Privy  Council  ? 
But  if  he  wanted  to  condemn  the  plan  of 
a  separate  market  and  the  compelling 
everyone  to  go  there,  he  need  only  state 
the  views  of  the  Government  themselves 
two  or  three  months  ago  with  reference 
to  that  very  scheme.  We  lived,  however, 
in  days  when  Ministers  seemed  to  be  able 
to  say  anything  and  not  be  bound  by  it  a 
few  weeks  afterwards.  These  were  the 
days  of  "  heedless  rhetoric,"  and  the  noble 
Lord  had,  he  thought,  recourse  to  ••heed* 
less  rhetoric  "  when  he  described  the  BilL 
The  noble  Lord  described  it  as  a  gigantic 
scheme  of  protection.  For  his  own  part, 
he  could  not  go  so  far  as  that;  for  he 
thought  that  it  was  a  little  petty  scheme 
of  protection,  and  would  not  afford  security 
against  the  cattle  plague.  It  would  raise 
the  price  of  meat  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis,  and  impose  a  very  considerable 
restraint  on  the  ibroign  cattle  trade.  If 
the  Council  were  in  favour  of  this  measure 
it  was  extraordinary  that  they  did  not  call 
before  the  Select  Committee  their  scieiitifio 
advisers.  They  called  farmers  and  agri- 
culturists, the  drift  of  whose  evidence  was, 
for  the  most  part,  that  though  they  would 
like  to  go  a  good  deal  further,  yet  half  a 
loaf  was  better  than  no  bread.  They 
would  have  liked  to  keep  foreign  cattle  out 
altogether.  The  evidence  brought  before 
the  Select  Committee  by  the  Government 
was  of  an  improper  kind.  The  Committee 
were  not  considering  class  interests,  and 
yet  the  tendency  of  the  evidence  produced 
by  the  Gt)vernmcnt  was  to  show  how  be- 
neficial the  Bill  would  be  to  the  agricul- 
turists. They  put  themselves  forward 
through  their  witnesses  as  the  farmers* 
friends,  and  it  was  not  the  first  time  that 
that  title  had  been  a^^sumed  by  the  party 
opposite,  especially  at  the  approach  of  a 
General  Election,  Sir  James  Elphinstone 
intimated  to  the  Committee  that  the  Bill 
was  a  capital  measure  for  the  agricultur- 
ists, as  it  would  raise  the  price  of  beasts 
£2  a  head.  Now.  as  thero  were  300,000 
head  consumed  every  year  in  London, 
an  increase  in  the  price  of  £2  a  head 
would  be  a  tax  of  £600.0C0  on  the  people 
of  the  metropolis,  and  if  to  that  were 
added  the  increased  price  of  sheep,  tho 
tax  on  the  population  of  London  would 
amount  to  £1,000,000  a  year.  The  noble 
Lord  talked  of  the  expense  of  the  police 
under  the  present  system,  but  what  was 
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that  to  the  £l,00d,000  a  year  which  this 
Bill,  according  to  Sir  James  Elphinstone 
and  the  Government  themselves,  would 
impose  upon  the  metropolis  ?  The  farmers 
advocated  quarantine,  because  they  thought 
that  the  expenses  attendant  thereon  would 
keep  foreign  cattle  from  coming  in,  and 
one  witness  expressed  an  opinion  that  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  if  the  country 
were  entirely  free  from  the  foreign  trade. 
The  feeling  among  the  farming  class  was 
that  the  foreigner  should  be  kept  out,  and 
that  the  metropolitan  market  was  too  good 
a  thing  for  him.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  present  Bill  was  the  Bill  of  the  Coun- 
cil. At  present,  under  the  orders  of  Council, 
foreign  sheep  were  exposed  for  sale  in  the 
metropolitan  market,  and  might  be  carried 
inland  by  railway.  But  the  Bill  proposed 
that  in  three  years  from  the  present  time 
no  foreign  sheep  should  leave  the  port  of 
debarkation — at  anv  rate  as  far  as  London 
was  concerned — but  should  be  there  slaugh- 
tered. If  it  were  safe  now  to  allow  foreign 
sheep  to  be  imported  and  sent  inland  to 
Birmingham  or  elsewhere,  why  should  it 
not  be  equally  safe  three  years  hence  ? 
The  provision  was  manifestly  absurd. 
Either  the  Privy  Council  were  wrong  in 
allowing  the  sheep  to  go  into  the  country 
to  feed  the  people  in  our  large  towns,  or 
else  the  Bill  must  be  wrong  in  stopping 
that  source  of  supply  three  years  hence. 
The  Bill  laid  down  that  from  three  years 
hence  for  ever  no  foreign  sheep  or  cattle 
shall  be  allowed  to  enter  the  interior  of 
this  country  alive ;  but,  he  contended, 
that  the  Acts  of  the  Privy  Council  were 
opposed  to  any  such  principle.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  Privy  Council  and  its 
advisers  could  be  said  to  be  the  real  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  which  was  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest. As  was  said  by  Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt 
before  the  Committee — *'  The  manner  was 
the  manner  of  the  Jacob  of  the  Privy 
Council,  but  the  hand  was  the  hand  of  the 
Esau  of  Norfolk."  It  was  said  that  this 
Bill  had  been  before  a  Select  Committee 
of  that  House,  which  had  gone  through  it 
clause  by  clause  with  great  care,  and  it 
was  asked  whetlier  the  House  could  take 
upon  itself  the  responsibility  of  over- ruling 
the  finding  of  its  Committee,  which  de- 
cided the  question  after  due  consideration 
of  all  the  evidence  that  could  be  adduced 
in  support  of  or  against  the  principles 
embodied  in  the  Bill  ?  No  doubt  there  was 
great  force  in  that  argument,  but  he  must 
Btate  one  fact  connected  with  the  decision 
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of  the  Committee  which  perhaps  was  not 
generally  known.  He  was  not  about  to 
find  fault  with  the  composition  of  that 
Committee— although,  perhaps,  the  agri- 
cultural interest  was  rather  better  repre- 
sented in  it  than  the  town  interest  was-— 
but  it  was  clear  that  if  there  had  been  one 
more  Gentleman  on  it  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Essex  (Mr.  Selwin-Ibbetson), 
who  had  voted  with  him  upon  a  vital  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  the  Bill  would  have  been 
smashed.  The  question  raised  before  the 
Committee  was  a  very  important  one,  and 
was  whether  the  Bill  was  to  apply  to  all 
foreign  cattle,  or  only  to  such  cattle  as 
came  from  infected  districts.  An  Amend- 
ment was  moved  to  the  effect — '*  That  all 
countries  shall  be  exempted  from  the  ope- 
ration of  this  Bill  which  are  declared  by 
the  Privy  Council  to  be  free  from  rinder- 
pest." He  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  were  not  desirous  of  running  the 
slightest  risk  of  infecting  our  herds  and 
flocks  ;  but  what  they  complained  of 
was  that  the  power  of  the  Privy  Council 
should  be  superseded  by  this  Bill,  and 
that  that  Department  should  have  no 
power  to  let  cattle  in  when  necessary  to 
supply  the  wants  of  the  country.  Upoa 
this  question  the  Committee  were  equally 
divided,  and  the  Amendment  was  only  re- 
jected by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chair- 
man. It  was  important  that  he  should 
bring  that  fact  before  the  House  when  he 
was  taking  so  strong  a  course  as  asking 
them  to  review  the  decision  of  one  of 
their  Committees.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Essex  said  that  the  Bill  went  too 
far  in  seeking  to  impose  one  iron  rule  for 
all  times,  upon  all  countries  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  Bill  was  almost  too  strong  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Ifr. 
Corrance).  The  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  into  this  country  was  a  very  im- 
portant trade  in'  this  country,  and  no 
foreign  cattle  should  be  excluded  which, 
could  be  admitted  with  safety,  and  no  re* 
strictions  should  be  carried  one  atom  be- 
yond what  safety  required.  But  the  Bill 
proposed  to  go  beyond  those  limits  in  say- 
ing that  all  foreign  cattle  should  be  sub* 
jected  to  this  iron  rule,  which  was  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  acts  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil. The  population  within  the  metro- 
politan district  amounted  to  upwards  of 
3,000,000,  and  half  of  the  food  of  that 
immense  population  consisted  of  foreign 
cattle;  and  it  was  a  serious  matter  to 
attempt  by  the  imposition  of  any  restrio* 
tions  to  exclude  that  half  of  tlieir  food 
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from  the  London  market.    He  contended 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  reverse  the  policy 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  that  it  was  a  re- 
trograde  step  in    our    intercourse    with 
foreign  nations,  as  it  imposed  what  was 
neilher  more  nor  less  than  a  differential 
duty  upon   the  foreign  article.     It  was 
estimated  that  in    the  CTent  of  the  Bill 
becoming  law  the  importation  of  foreign 
sheep  and  cattle  would  be  reduced  bj  60 
per  cent,  and  that  none  but  the  inferior 
sorts  would  be  sent  hero  by  the  foreign 
producer.     Was  it  likely  that,  with  the 
free  markets  of  Paris  and  other  great  con- 
tinental cities  open  to  them,  the  foreign 
producers   would   send    their  best  cattle 
here  to  be  subjected    to  these  vexatious 
restrictions  ?     Of  course  not ;  and  the  in- 
ferior  class   of  beasts  they    would  send 
would  be  the  most  likely  to  introduce  the 
cattle  plague.    The  best  provision  to  make 
against  the  cattle  plague  was  to  empower 
the  Privy  Council  to  take  proper  precau- 
tions suitable  to   the  every-varying  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  to   exclude  that 
disease.      If   necessary,    the    Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)    Act   should    be   im- 
proved, and  the  Privy  Council  should  be 
empowered  to  take  the  necessary  steps  for 
excluding  the  importation  of  the  disease 
and  for  stamping  it  out  in  the  event  of 
its  being  re-introduced  into  this  country. 
He  thought  the  provisions  which  sufficed 
to  guard   the    human   race  from   disease 
▼oold  be  amply  sufficient  to  protect  the 
bonne  race.      If  a  person  came  from  a 
country  where  the  plague  was  raging  he 
Vtt  subjected  to  quarantine,  but  that  was 
t  Tery  different  thing  from  subjecting  all 
persoDB    to     quarantine    indiscriminately 
from  whatever  country  they  might  come. 
Cattle  were  now  let  in  from  Spain,  Portu- 
gal, and  France,  but  of  course  the  Council 
wuld  not  be   unaware  that   the   French 
frontier   was  at  present   open    to   cattle 
from  all  parts  of  Europe.     [Lord  Robebt 
MosTiou :  Only  Normandy.]    Normandy, 
*bich  was  open  to  the  whole  world,  was 
•Iw  open  to  the  rest  of  France.     It  was 
obfioos  that  if  cattle   were  let   in  from 
^RMice,   Spain,   and   Portugal  the   same 
pririlege  must  be   extended  to  Denmark 
•od  Sweden.     It  was  probably  owing  to 
political  exigencies  that  it  was  determined 
^  let  in  Spanish  and  Portuguese  cattle. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Graves)  had  to  be  got  rid  of, 
^  there  was  a  report  that  he  was  going 
to  carry  his  Motion,  whereupon  the  great 
fRDciple  was  immediately  departed  from, 


and  the  great  farming  interest  of  England 
exposed  to  the  danger  of  cattle  plague. 
The  inhabitants  of  Manchester,  Ashton- 
under-Lyne,  and  the  other  hives  of  indus* 
try  appreciated  what  had  been  done,  as 
they  were  no  longer  deprived  of  the  op- 
portunity of  purchasing  excellent  Spanish 
and  Portuguese  beasts.  He  did  not  mind 
small  things  being  done  to  please  political 
friends  just  before  a  General  Election,  but 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  free  trade 
policy  of  the  country  was  a  matter  of  far 
too  great  importance  to  be  disturbed  for 
such  a  purpose.  And  he  should  not  won- 
der if  after  all  the  farmers'  friends  be- 
trayed the  farmer  as  they  had  done  before. 
No  doubt  the  farmers  had  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Government  intended  to  carry 
this  measure  ;  but  surely  no  hon.  Member 
could  think  it  was  destined  to  pass  during 
the  present  Session.  The  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  would  not,  in  his  opinion,  un- 
dertake that  it  should  pass,  and  he  thought 
it  was  time  the  farmers  should  know  they 
were  being  misled  in  this  matter.  The 
question  had  been  made  a  party  cry  ;  but 
the  matter  would  not  bear  investigation. 
He  felt  confident  that  no  Government 
would  be  found  to  give  effect  to  the  plan 
as  it  stood.  What  would  the  farmers  of 
South  Essex  say  when  they  heard  of  the 
astounding  fact  that  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represented  them  had  actually 
voted  against  the  vital  principle  of  the 
Bill  ?  The  farmers  were  a  good,  honest 
sort  of  people  ;  but  they  were  being  made 
use  of  for  political  purposes,  as  they  had 
been  during  the  time  of  the  Corn  Law 
agitation.  He  would  now  advert  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
prevention  of  infection.  In  carrying  out 
that  object  it  was  necessary  to  take  care 
that  no  injury  was  done  to  the  foreign 
trade.  The  noble  Lord  had  asserted  that 
the  present  system  was  very  vexatious 
and  restrictive,  as  the  beasts  were  detained 
on  landing  in  order  that  they  might  be 
carefully  inspected  before  they  were  sent 
to  the  metropolitan  market.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  in  favour  of  a  rigorous  system 
of  inspection,  and  of  excluding  all  infected 
beasts.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  would 
let  in  all  cattle  indiscriminately  into  the 
proposed  safety  market  at  Plaistow  Marshes; 
but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
Cattle  Plague  Commissioners  had  slated 
that  the  disease  might  be  communicated 
by  proximity  without  contact.  Upon  this 
question  of  infection  he  preferred  to  be 
guided  by  authority.     Professor  Spooner 
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denied  that  he  had  ever  hecn  in  favour  of 
a  separate  mafket.  The  Commissioners 
were  not  in  favoar  of  a  separate  market. 
[An  hon.  Mehbek  :  Yes,  they  were.]  No; 
they  were  in  favour  of  slaughtering  the 
animals  at  the  place  of  debarkation ;  but 
that  was  not  what  was  meant  by  a  separate 
market.  The  Committee  of  1866  unani- 
mously rejected  the  idea  of  a  separate 
market.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  infection  of  the  cattle  plague  might  be 
communicated  by  the  clothing  of  indivi- 
duals, and  that  the  disease  would  be  spread 
by  those  who  would  attend  both  markets. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  maintain  the 
present  cordon  around  the  metropolitan 
area,  leaving  it  to  the  Privy  Council  to 
relax  the  existing  regulations  when  they 
thouglit  it  prudent  to  do  so.  Communi- 
cations would  be  constantly  going  on  be- 
tween the  two  markets  which  would  re- 
move the  cordon  in  the  most  dangerous 
manner.  There  would  be  a  collection  of 
dangerous  beasts  in  the  foreign  market; 
the  butchers  would  be  constantly  going 
backwards  and  forwards  from  one  market 
to  the  other  in  their  carts,  and  what  was 
there  to  prevent  a  butcher  from  calling  at 
tho  foreign  market  for  dead  meat,  then 
going  to  the  live  market  and  taking  up  a 
live  calf,  and  afterwards  sending  both  into 
the  country  ?  The  time  might  come  when 
it  would  be  prudent  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  remove  the  existing  metropolitan  cor- 
don ;  but  this  was  a  matter  for  them  to 
decide,  and  it  would  be  most  unwise  in 
the  House,  by  passing  this  Bill,  to  take 
the  motter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  perhaps  compel  them  to  act 
against  their  own  judgment.  If  the  Bill 
did  not  ^i^Kvcnt  the  introduction  and  spread 
of  the  cattle  plague,  it  would  be  so  much 
superfluous  mischief,  since  it  would  sub- 
ject the  people  of  London  to  a  great  and 
unnecessary  expense.  The  Resolution  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  most  reasonable 
Besolution.  He  thought  he  ought  to  have 
the  support  of  every  Chamber  of  Agricul- 
ture and  every  Farmers'  Club  that  had 
petitioned  the  House  on  this  subject.  The 
House  by  affirming  his  Besolution  would 
not  deny  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which 
was  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  all  foreign 
cattle  brought  into  London.  Who  would 
contend  that  the  metropolis  was  not  to  be 
allowed  to  do  something  that  all  the  other 
ports  of  the  kingdom  were  permitted  to 
do?  The  Bill  would  not  secure  the  coun- 
try against  cattle  plague  infection;  it  would 
most  certainly  impose  a  serious  restriction 
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on  the  supply  of  the  food  of  the  inhabi- 
tants  of  this  great  metropolis;  and  it  in- 
volved a  great  interference  with  private 
rights  and  property  on  the  banks  of  the 
Thames  without  necessity.  His  Amend- 
ment asked  the  House  to  consider  whether 
they  would  now  entertain  the  question 
with  regard  to  London  apart  from  the 
other  ports  of  the  kingdom?  The  ques- 
tion had  arisen,  who  were  to  be  the  autho- 
rities who  were  to  manage  the  proposed 
market  ?  The  Government  said  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London;  but  they 
came  before  the  Committee  and  framed 
certain  clauses  which  would  be  necessary 
in  case  they  exercised  the  option  which 
they  were  to  have  under  the  Act  of  being 
the  market  authority.  They  could  not 
carry  these  clauses,  however,  and  Mr.  Hope 
Scott,  the  counsel  for  the  Corporation  of 
London,  thereupon  announced  that  the 
Corporation  withdrew  from  all  connectioa 
with  the  Bill.  In  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Council  it  had  been  stated  tliat  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  had 
declined  to  have  anything  more  to  do  with 
the  Bill,  because  the  Government  had 
broken  faith  with  them.  This  was  a 
serious  charge,  requiring  an  answer  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  would  naturally 
like  to  stand  well  with  the  Corporation ; 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  engage- 
ment the  Government  had  broken — what 
it  was  that  made  the  Corporation  start  off 
in  this  abrupt  manner.  The  co-operation 
of  the  Common  Council  could  not  now  be 
relied  upon,  and  the  Committee  itself  re- 
jected the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works^ 
thinking  that  the  Corporation  would  be 
the  best  authority.  As  the  authoritji 
whatever  it  was,  must  have  funds,  an  hon. 
Member  from  Scotland  proposed,  after 
raising  the  price  of  meat  to  consumers  in 
London,  to  put  a  rnte  upon  them  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  market.  It  would 
have  been  more  reasonable  in  the  hon. 
Member,  when  he  was  raising  the  price  of 
the  Aberdeenshire  beasts,  to  levy  a  con- 
tribution upon  Scotland.  The  people  of 
London  did  not  want  this  Bill,  and  the 
witnesses  connected  with  the  London  con- 
suming interest  protested  against  it ;  they 
were  satisfied  with  the  system  which  had 
proved  effectual  in  keeping  the  catUe 
plague  out  of  the  country  since  September 
last,  and  it  was  monstrous  that  the  price 
of  meat  should  be  raised  by  these  restric* 
tiouB,  and  that  then  the  ratepayers  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  an  additional  tax  to 
carry  out  the  scheme.    There  was  another 
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proposal  to  create  aa  an  authority  five 
Boyal  Commissioners,  but  they  were  to 
bsve  no  funds,  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exciiequer  said  he  would  not  propose  a 
shilling  for  them  in  the  Estimates,  nor 
woald  he  put  a  money  clause  in  the  Bill. 
How  were  the  Commissioners  to  pay  large 
compensationa  if  they  were  not  provided 
with  foods?  All  this  only  showed  that 
the  Government  could  not  be  in  earnest, 
sod  that  this  crude  and  ill-considered 
leheme  ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with. 
Uight  not  the  measure  be  safely  remitted 
to  the  new  Parliament  ?  Let  that  decide 
upon  this  new  protective  policy — upon  the 
reversal  of  the  policy  which  Parliament 
had  of  late  years  followed. .  He  was  not 
opposed  to  reasonable  precautions  for  keep- 
ing the  rioderpest  out  of  the  country  ;  but 
this  measure  bad  not  received  the  sanction 
of  any  Committee  of  Inquiry  which  ever 
sat  upon  the  subject,  and  it  was  not  in 
aceordance  with  the  Resolutions  of  the 
Committee  of  1866,  which  simply  recom- 
mended that  the  Privy  Council  should 
have  power  to  declare  any  country  infeoted, 
and  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  animals 
therefrom.  Under  those  circumstances  he 
should  conclude  by  moving  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Ur.  NORWOOD,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  the  very  able 
speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
had  so  exhausted  the  subject  that  he 
would  confine  himself  to  stating  to  the 
Houie  the  very  serious  results  experienced 
br  his  constituents  from  restrictions  of  a 
very  similar  character  to  those  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  The  importation  of  cattle  into 
Hull  in  1865  was  35,000  head;  in  1866, 
when  the  Order  in  Council  confined  the  cir- 
eulatioa  within  the  borough  boundary,  the 
import  fell  to  33,000 ;  and  in  1867,  during 
which  slaughter  was  made  compulsory 
within  an  area  of  but  ninety  acres  adja- 
cent to  the  waterside,  it  was  further  re- 
duced to  12,000,  while  for  the  five  and  half 
months  of  the  present  year  the  import  has 
not  exceeded  1,000  head.  Thus  the  im- 
port of  foreign  cattle  into  Hull  has  nearly 
ceased,  and  his  constituents  expect  that  a 
similar  result  would  attend  the  operation 
•f  the  proposed  measure  in  the  metropolis. 
1*he  trading  interests  of  the  port  had  also 
•oflfcred  severely,  for  the  reduction  of  im- 
port had  operated  in  the  same  proportion 
on  the  payments  for  freight,  wharfage, 
nilway  carriage,  and  other  charges.  In 
1(^5  the  freight  paid  to  the  steamship 
owners  on  cattle  alone  was  eatimated  at 


nearly  £27,000.  He  was  assured  by  a 
leading  butcher  at  Hull  that  the  price  of 
beef  was  Id.  per  lb.  dearer  than  it  would 
have  been  had  the  restrictions  alluded  to 
not  been  imposed,  and  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Members  for  the  large  towns  of 
the  West  Riding  to  the  fact  that  in  1865 
as  many  as  28,000  head  of  cattle  were 
forwarded  from  Hull  to  Leeds,  Wakefield, 
Sheffield,  and  other  towns.  This  was  a 
question  therefore  in  which  their  consti- 
tuents were  as  largely  interested  as  the 
outports,  and  he  called  upon  them  to  resist 
a  measure  of  so  retrograde  a  character,  and 
designed — in  his  opinion — with  a  view  of 
protecting  the  agricultural  interest  to  the 
detriment  of  the  meat-consuming  people 
of  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring 
that  in  order  to  prevent  the  introdnction  of  the 
Cattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all 
Foreign  cattle  and  other  animals  imported  into  the 
Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed 
spot,  and  shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive, 
onght  not  to  be  considered  apart  (torn  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the  United  King* 
dom,"^( ifr.  MUner  Gibson,) 

^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  said,  that 
in  the  Select  Committee  he  had  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ashton-under>Lyne 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  for  continuing  the 
permissive  power  to  the  Privy  Couucil  to 
admit  cattle  from  Spain  and  Portugal, 
where  no  cattle  plague  had  existed  ;  and 
in  so  doing  he  did  not  think  that  he  had 
struck  at  the  vital  principle  of  the  Bill. 
Barking  Creek  had  been  chosen  because  it 
presented  the  most  reasonable  prospect  of 
a  site  within  easy  limits  of  the  metropolis. 
After  having  passed  twenty-five  days  in 
the  Committee  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ashton-under-Lynei 
and  witnessed  his  efforts  to  defeat  the  Bill, 
he  was  not  surprised  at  his  Proteus-like 
appearance  in  opposition  to  it  again.  He 
found  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  strong 
supporter  of  t^e  butchers,  of  the  foreign 
importer  as  against  the  Englishman,  and, 
last  of  all,  an  instructor  as  to  the  course 
which  he  ought  to  have  taken  in  the  inte* 
rest  of  the  farmer.  With  respect  to  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  Committee,  the 
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House  ought,  he  thought,  to  be  put  in 
possession  of  one  fact,  which  was,  that  in 
order  to  lessen  the  expense  the  Committee 
determined  to  make  its  proceedings  as 
short  as  possible,  and  stopped  the  wit- 
nesses for  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in 
order  to  further  that  object.  The  Bill 
was  objected  to  on  three  grounds — that  it 
was  calculated  to  diminish  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle,  and  consequently  the 
supply  of  food ;  that  it  was  a  return  to 
protection — that  now  very  ugly  word ; 
and  that  it  would  afford  no  adequate  secu- 
rity against  the  introduction  of  the  cattle 
plague.  As  to  the  first  point  there  was  a 
considerable  amount  of  evidence  to  show 
that  though  the  importations  at  the  outset 
might  be  diminished,  it  would  soon  find  its 
level.  Other  witnesses  thought  that  the 
foreign  trade  would  not  diminish.  They 
had  the  evidence  of  one  witness,  a  large 
importer,  to  the  effect  that  the  present 
restrictions  acted  much  more  injuriously 
than  those  proposed  would  do.  But  even 
if  foreign  importation  were  diminished, 
would  it  lessen  the  supply  to  the  con- 
sumers of  London  ?  Would  not  the  home 
trade  increase  and  fill  up  the  gap  when 
the  farmers  of  this  country,  relieved  from 
the  dread  of  infection,  ceased  to  have  ob- 
jections to  the  breeding  of  cattle  }  With 
regard  to  protection,  he  could  say  that  all 
the  Agricultural  Societies  with  which  he 
had  communicated  denied  that  the  idea  of 
protection — except  the  protection  of  their 
flocks  and  herds  from  disease  ~ had  entered 
into  their  mind  at  all.  The  proper  de- 
scription to  apply  to  the  object  now  sought 
to  bo  obtained  was  to  call  it,  not  protec- 
tion, but  rather  the  establishment  of  police 
regulations,  which  it  was  necessary  to 
adopt  in  consequence  of  the  character  of 
all  the  localities  from  which  foreign  cattle 
came  not  being  sufficiently  known.  As 
the  present  metropolitan  area  was  acknow- 
ledged to  be  insecure,  inasmuch  as,  in  spite 
of  all  the  restrictions,  there  was  a  constant 
transmission  of  cattle  through  it,  they  were 
entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  measure 
which  would  reduce  that  area,  bringing  it 
down  to  such  a  circumference  that  it  could 
be  fairly  watched.  The  butchers  had  al- 
ways shown  themselves  most  consistent, 
for  whenever  any  measure  interfered  with 
their  trade  they  were  always  found  banded 
in  opposition  to  it.  They  had  opposed  the 
Copenhagen  market,  and  the  Islington 
market.  In  many  instances  their  opposi- 
tion had  proved  to  be  erroneous,  and  in 
the  present  case  they  would  discover  that 

Mr,  Selwin-lbleUon 


the  Bill  would  not  so  seriously  affeet  them 
as  they  fearod.  In  his  eountry  the  people 
felt  strongly  on  this  question,  and,  as 
Member  for  that  county,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pass  the  Bill  as  speedily  as 
possible. 

Mb.  dent  said,  he  believed  that  the 
general  feeling  of  the  members   of   the 
Royal  Agricultural   Society   was    in    fa- 
vour of   the    Bill,  but  he   thought  that 
they  did  not  thoroughly  understand  what 
the  Bill  proposed  to  do.    It  was  supposed 
by  the  farmers  generally  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to   confine  the  sale  and 
slaughter  of  all  foreign  cattle  to  a  par- 
ticular  spot  at  the  waterside.     He  did 
not  think  that  that  was  a  right  descrip- 
tion of  the  nature  of  the  Bill.     Already 
leave  had  been  given  for  the  importation 
of  cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  parts 
of  France,  and  it  was  quite   clear  that 
that  principle  must    be  carried  out  by 
allowing  the  introduction  of  cattle  from 
other  places  not    infected   with  disease* 
Perhaps  hon.  Members  were  not  aware 
what  a  large  proportion  of  the  metropoli- 
tan supply  came  from  countries  not  in- 
fected.   He  found  by  the  Customs'  Report 
for  1866  that  out  of  a  total  metropolitan 
supply  of  bulls,  oxen,  and  cows,  amount' 
ing  to  145,000  head,  73,000  came  from 
Portugal,  Spain,  Denmark,  France,  Swe- 
den, and  Norway ;  so  that  half  the  supply 
came  from  countries  perfectly  uninfectdl 
by  the  rinderpest.    If  a  waterside  depot 
were  established  in  which  the  cattle  from 
the  uninfected  countries  were  placed  ia 
contact  with  cattle  from  infected  parts  & 
manifest  injustice  would  be  done;  andif^ 
on  the  other  hand,  a  market  for  itussiaii. 
cattle  were    exclusively  established,    tho 
rinderpest  would  be  brought  there  in  A 
more  dangerous  form  than  it  had  hitherto 
presented  itself.      He   believed  that  Mr« 
Algernon  Clarke,  of  the  Central  Chamber 
of   Agriculture,   had   much   to  do    with 
the  concoction  of  the  present  Bill,  for  he 
wrote  to  The  Times  that— 

'*  The  very  purpose  of  such  a  market  is  to  pro- 
vide for  the  constant  reception  of  animals  without 
let  or  hindrance  from  aU  countries  whatever, 
whereas,  in  the  absence  of  a  safety  market,  animali 
can  be  admitted  under  a  rigorous  ezaminatioa 
only  from  those  ports  which  from  time  to  tims 
may  offer  no  danger  of  disease." 

The  Bill  afforded  the  minimum  of  safety 
with  the  maximum  of  inconvenience.  It 
was  an  attempt  to  shift  the  responsibility 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  Privy  CoonoU 
to  irresponsible  Commissioners.  The  ooorae 
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adopted  by  the  French  Ooyernment  at  the 
time  of  the  cattle  pla^e  was  most  judi- 
eiooB.  They  closed  their  ^ntiers  to  all 
cattle  daring  the  continuance  of  the  plague, 
but  the  moment  they  found  that  it  was 
extinct  they  at  once  removed  the  restric- 
tions. A  great  deal  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  went  to  prove  that 
the  metropolitan  market  was  always  more 
or  less  full  of  disease.  This  disease,  how- 
erer,  came  from  the  country  districts  of 


England  as  well  as  from  abroad.  Diseased"^  was  the  best  proof  that  the  subject  re- 


eattle  were  sent  up  from  the  country  to 
the  metropolitan  market;  and  therefore 
he  thought  it  would  be  advisable  that 
store  cattle  should  not  be  brought  to  that 
market.  It  should  be  confined  to  the  re- 
ception of  fat  stock.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  attacked  the 
foreign  cattle  importers  in  a  manner  that 
was  scarcely  justifiable.  Although  foreign 
stock  might  have  originally  introduced  the 
disease  in  this  country,  the  proportion  of 
infected  cattle  imported  from  abroad  was 
very  small.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
think  that  there  was  a  decrease  in  our 
home  production  of  cattle  ;  but  Ireland 
was  now  our  great  home  emporium  for 
our  cattle.  Before  1845  the  foot  and 
mouth  disease  was  scarcely  known  in  this 
country,  because  the  cattle  were  driven 
leisurely  along  the  roads  to  London,  being 
famished  with  plenty  of  food  and  water 
on  their  journey,  whereas  at  present  they 
were  conveyed  in  railway  trucks,  where 
they  were  kept  without  food  and  water. 
The  decrease  in  the  supply  of  English  cat- 
tle was  owing  to  the  farmers  in  many 
districts  finding  that  the  feeding  of  ani- 
mals for  the  fat  markets  suited  the  rota- 
tion of  their  crops  better  than  rearing 
yoaog  stock,  and  in  consequence  tliey  de- 
pended more  upon  Ireland  to  supply  store 
animals. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  moved  the  adjourn* 
ment  of  the  debate. 

CoLOHKL  BARTTELOT  said,  he  hoped 
sn  early  duy  would  be  named  for  resum- 
ing the  discussion. 

Mr.  HE]^ ley  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had 
stated  that  the  Standing  Order  Committee 
had  had  some  erroneous  information  placed 
before  it.  He  should  be  glad  to  know  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded. 

Sir  ANDREW  AGNEW  said,  he 
wished  to  explain,  that  whereas  the  right 
hon.  GFentleman  had  said  that  the  Scotch 
cattle  dealers  hoped  to  gain  an  additional 
t%  per  head  for  their  cattle  if  the  Bill 


passed,  they  hoped  that  the  public  would 
at  the  same  time  get  their  meat  a  great 
deal  cheaper.  He  thought  there  was  an 
attempt  by  a  side  wind  to  defeat  a  most 
useful  measure. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  it  could 
scarcely  be  said  that  there  was  an  at- 
tempt to  defeat  the  Bill  by  a  side  wind 
when  the  noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  it 
had  occupied  two  hours  in  addressing  the 
House  upon  going  into  Committee.     That 


quired  ample  discussion.  He  trusted  that 
when  the  debate  came  on  again  oppor- 
tunity would  be  afforded  for  the  metro- 
politan Members  to  express  their  opinions 
with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  explained  that 
one  of  the  erroneous  stotements  to  which 
he  referred  as  having  been  made  before  the 
Committee  on  the  Standing  Orders  was  to 
the  effect  that  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  opponents  before  the  Committee 
were  the  identical  persons  who  in  March 
last  petitioned  against  the  clause,  and  who 
for  twenty-three  days,  directly  or  indirectly 
discussed  it  without  raising  this  particular 
objection. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
would  state  whether  he  considered  these 
Morning  Sittings  satisfactory?  His  own 
opinion  was  that  they  interfered  with  the 
rights  of  private  Members  when  the  House 
resumed  in  the  evening. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  them  full  time 
to  discuss  the  question.  He  believed  they 
would  be  able  to  satisfy  him  that  the  Bill 
could  not  possibly  go  on,  but  still  it  was 
desirable  that  they  should  have  full  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  into  the  matter  ;  more 
especially  so  as.  in  consequence  of  the 
breach  of  the  Standing  Orders,  not  one 
out  of  100  of  his  constituents  would  be 
at  liberty  to  appear  before  the  House  of 
Lords  and  demand  as  of  right  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  gone 
into  de  novo.  In  his  opinion  the  Bill  would 
actually  defeat  the  object  which  its  agri- 
cultural supporters  desired  to  accomplish. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  put  the 
Bill  down  for  Monday  next,  not  because 
he  had  any  hope  that  it  would  then  come 
on,  but  to  give  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
what  arrangement  could  be  made  for  the 
discussion  of  it.  He  would  do  what  he 
could  to  bring  about  the  resumption  of 
the  discussion  next  week.     Although  hon. 
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Vemben  might  object  to  Morning  Sittings, 
they  must  at  this  period  of  the  Seesion 
be  content  with  what  time  they  could 
get. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  believed 
that  there  was  a  disposition  to  take  either 
a  Morning  or  an  Evening:  Sitting  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill.  It  was  a  measure 
of  great  importance,  and  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed fully. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  WITH 

THE  EAST. 

VOTION   FOB  PiPEBS. 

LoBD  WILLIAM  HAY,  in  rising  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  cer- 
tain Memorials  recently  presented  by  the 
Bankers  and  Merchants  of  the  City  of 
London,  and  of  Calcutta  and  Bombay,  re- 
lative to  the  Telegraphic  Communication 
with  the  East,  said,  that  the  memorials 
represented  that  this  telegraphic  commu- 
nication was  in  an  extremely  unsatisfac- 
tory condition,  which  the  Government 
were  called  upon  to  remedy.  It  might 
seem  surprising  that  the  enterprize  of  the 
present  age  had  not  supplied  anything 
like  tolerable  telegraphic  communication 
between  this  country  and  India.  But 
such  was  the  fact,  and  the  reason  seemed 
to  him  very  plain.  It  seemed  that  the 
Government  had  interfered  up  to  this  point 
^that  they  had  succeeded  in  paralyzing 
private  and  commercial  enterprize  without 
giving  on  their  own  part  complete  com- 
munication. In  1859  a  company  was 
formed  to  lay  a  cable  from  Suez  by  way 
of  Aden  to  Bombay.  The  Government 
supported  tho  scheme,  and  gave  a  guaran- 
tee of  £36,000  a  year  for  a  period  of  forty 
years.  The  cable  was  laid,  but  no  single 
message  was  ever  transmitted  along  the 
whole  length  of  the  line,  and  the  English 
Exchequer  would  be  burdened  for  forty 
years  with  an  expenditure  of  £36,000  for  a 
cable  that  was  now  at  the  bottom  of  the 
Bed  Sea.  The  bargain  with  the  company 
was  very  carelessly  drawn,  and  ocean  tele- 
graphy was  then  in  its  infancy.  Having 
burnt  their  fingers  with  this  line,  the  Home 
Government  were  not  in  a  hurry  to  inter- 
im. Divraeli 


fere  again,  and  the  matter  was  next  taken 
up  by  the  Government  of  India,  which 
selected  perhaps  the  worst  route  that  could 
have  been  chosen — namely,  through  the 
Persian  Gulf  and  the  Asiatic  dominions  of 
tho  Sultan   to   Constantinople.      It  was 
neither  a  lond  nor  an  ocean  line,  but  waa 
exposed  to  the  worst  risks  of  both.    The 
land  route  was  beset  with  physical  difficul- 
ties, and  the  line  from  the  Persian  Gulf  to 
Kurrachee  was  exposed  to  monsoons,  and 
the  coast  was  remarkably  unfavourable  to 
a  telegraphic  line.     A  Parliamentary  Ee- 
tum  of  an  important  character  had  just 
been  published,  which  represented  the  re- 
venue  and  expenditure  of  the  linee  opened 
in  February,  1865.     The  line  in  Persia 
made  by   the    British  Government   cost 
£100,000,  and  the  line  from  the  Gulf  of 
Persia  to  Kurrachee  cost  £49-1,950.     To 
this  must  be  added  the  cost  of  working 
the  line  for  the  last  three  yeara,  which, 
at  £20,000  a  year,  amounted  to  £60,G00, 
making  a  toUl  of  £654,950.     The  Indian 
Government  stated   in   the   Return  that 
they  were  unable  to  find  more  than  an 
*'  estimate"  of  the  expenditure,  which,  as 
the   lines  were  opened   in   1865,  seemed 
somewhat  strange.      Two  other  lines — a 
land  and  a  ocean  line— -had   receive^l  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
the  cost  of  which,  £197.000,  being  added 
to  the  others,  would  make  a  total  capital 
account  of  £851,950.     The  estimated  re- 
venue on  these  lines  was  £92,000  a  year, 
but  agninst  that  the  working  expenses  of 
£63,600  must  be  debited,  together  with 
£20,000  a  year  the  cost  of  working  the 
lines  in  Persia  and  £8,000  a  year  dete- 
rioration, making  a  total  annual  outlay  of 
£91,000  against  an  estimated  income  of 
£92,000.     But  this  only  took  the  commu- 
nication to  Kurrachee,  and  a  line  to  Eur> 
rachee  did  not  mean  a  line  to  India.     So 
defective  was  the  communication  by  the 
line  between  Kurrachee  and  Bombay  that 
it  was   necessary   to   have   a  aubmarine 
line  besides  the  land  line,  which  would 
cost  £200,000  in  addition.     Those  things 
being  true,  the  capital  expended  was  raised 
to  about  £900,000,  and  £200,000  more 
was  required  to  reach   Bombay,  so  that 
the   expenditure  would   be    upwards  of 
£1,000,000,  and  the   interest  would  be 
raised    to    about  £50,000.      We   might 
safely  say  that  the  loss  upon  the  working 
of  this  line  was  certainly  £40,000,  and 
might  be  estimated  at  £50,000   a  year. 
For  this  we  got  an  exceedingly  bad  line, 
passing  through  countries  beset  with  po^ 
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litl«l  and  phydoal  dilBenlties.  He  vodM 
nftd  ft  pwHgfl  tnm  the  recently  pablished 
despatches  whieh  reallj  Memed  to  be 
irritten  in  irony — 

■■  Soireit;  of  water  ftnd  Mitt  for  oamsli, 
paaeit;  ^  inhabtUnti,  and  lbs  DHul  diflbultieB 
•f  vnlfaig  with  tare*  bodtM  of  men  through  an 
Dtcrrir  dMtrt  eonntrj,  sra  tba  00I7  otutaolet  to 


The  writer  added  that  the  donble  line 
should  be  completed  within  six  monlhs  of 
the  Diaterial  reaching  Kurraohee,  if  he 
was  provided  with  the  means,  and  no  po- 
litical difficulties  were  thrown  in  his  way. 
It  might  be  said  with  truth  that  in  a  abort 
time  there  would  be  another  line  passing 
through  Persia,  the  Black  Sea,  and  Rnssis, 
and  ha  believed  it  wonld  be  worked  with 
great  sucoesi ;  hut  the  effect  of  that  wonld 
be  to  drive  oat  of  the  field  the  line  through 
ConstantiDople,  and  to  leave  a  single  line 
passing  through  the  country  which  every- 
body know  was  our  commercial  and  politi- 
cal rival.  Seltiog  aside  politicul  oonaidera- 
tions,  if  the  oompany  failed  for  a  year  to 
repair  the  Blaok  Sea  portion  of  the  line, 
the  whole  line  passed  into  the  hands  of  the 
Bnssian  Ooremment,  and  we  might  find 
onrselTce   with    no  line   to   India,   after 

rnding  £900,000  or  £1.000.000.  To 
w  that  he  had  abstained  from  ezsgge- 
niion,  he  would  quote  unbiaaied  authori- 
ties. A  Commission  had  reported  in  favour 
of  an  alternative  tine,  and  the  Qovemor 
General  of  India  used  this  strong  lan- 


*'  On  the  other  hand,  the  qnratlon  of  proridfng 
BHCOod  or  ullematlre  lias  betiTFen  Enj;liad  and 
India  ia  of  great  and  growing  iniponanoe.  It  will 
be  •opn  from  the  roemoriat  now  forwarded  that 
eoaplaint  li  made  af  imperlectiani  in  Ihe  mei- 
nfr*  kj  ibe  PeniBn  line,  which  paiMi  IhroDgh 
cnalnea  altogether  out  of  Briliih  jariadiclion, 
ud  haring  aareral  varietiee  afmae  and  language. 
And  ecrlainir  we  apprehend  that  there  ii  ■ome. 
lUag  of  pr«nrlau(ne«  abnut  the  Peraian  line, 
ui  that  elrenmilsncea  might  at  anj  moment 
tnt  10  oaoaa  either  a  Eeniporarr  luapeniioa  or  a 
■o*  Unftbened  interruption  of  that  oommanioa- 
lio.  From  orerjr  point  of  tI^w,  then,  whelhcr 
ftlilial  or  eomniereial,  the  proviiion  of  an  alter- 
UUh  hne  becomn  important.  And  anj  line  bj 
Utttedijca  <■  more  under  onr  control  and  pro- 
twioa,  and  tberelbre  more  reliable  and  perma. 
■Ml,  than  anj  line  through  Ferala  soald  be." 

Ustestiniony  of  Lientenant  Colonel  Felly 
Tm  even  more  to  the  point.     He  said — 

"Indeed,  referring  to  onr  Ailatio  land  1)n«a  In 
paenl,  I  wonld  inbmit  that  the  more  I  laarn  of 
IkNa  regiona  the  mora  ttrongiy  I  am  impreaapd 
tkal  lai^  inlitieal  oonaiderationa  point  to  a  lea 
fist  tnMn  England  to  Alexandria,  and  from  Snea 
to  Bsnbaj,  pntrlded  iuoh  line  be  praotioahls  ; 
MisTsa  U  (ueli  a  aea  line  should  hare  to  b«  mad* 


in  dapltests,  Id  rlsw  to  providing  for  Intamptlos, 
atlll  tba  eoatof  eren  thii  duplioata  aea  line  migbti 
perhapi,  in  the  long  run,  proTseoonomioal  from  a 
politioal  point  of  view." 

Be  was  in  India  when  its  safety  depended 
upon  telegraphic  communication  with  Eng- 
land, and  he  hoped  he  should  not  live  to 
see  the  day  when  India  might  be  lost  to 
us  for  want  of  telegraphic  comrounication. 
The  Government,  having  taken  this  matter 
into  its  own  hands,  had  given  us  only  one 
line,  and  that  a  had  one  ;  and  it  wns  im- 
possible for  private  enterprise  to  enter 
into  competition  with  the  Qovemment, 
whieh  had  at  its  disposal  a  revenue  of 
£50,000,000.  If  the  Government  under- 
took any  responsibility  at  all,  it  ought  to 
make  the  commnnioation  aalisfaotory  and 
complete. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  ths 
end  of  the  Question,  In  order  to  add  the  words 
"an  humble  Add  reaa  bepreiented  to  Her  Hi^jaatj, 
that  She  will  be  araoiomlj  pleated  to  give  dirao- 
tiona  that  Ihera  be  laid  betore  thli  lloute,  Copies 
of  anf  Correipondenoa  whieh  mnr  have  padrd 
between  ths  Searetar;  of  State  for  India  and  Iha 
iooal  authoriiiea  relaliie  to  Ihepropoaed  Deep  Sm 
Telegraphic  Line  from  Bombaj  to  Korraebee,  and 
the  lanotloned  linea  from  Gwadar  to  Jasit,  and 
from  Jaak  to  Buahira,"— (Lonf  William  Bay,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sin  STAFrOED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  give  the 
Papers  movitd  for  by  the  noble  Lord.  In 
answer  to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
whether  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  give  any  sssistance  towards  the 
formation  of  a  new  line  from  India  by  way 
of  the  Red  Sea,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  aware  that  the  Oovern- 
meni  of  India  had  decided  not  to  give 
any  asaiatsnce  or  grant  for  that  purpose. 
Ha  would  shortly  state  how  the  question 
at  present  stood.  The  noble  Lord  had  re- 
presented that  the  Govemmeot  of  India 
had  spent  something  like  £900,000  on 
these  communications,  and  that  the  re- 
ceipts from  the  line  were  only  £92,000 
a  year.  Se  thought  hia  noble  Friend's 
[Lord  William  Hay's)  calculations  were 
not  altogether  fair,  for  he  added  the  cost 
of  the  lines  construoted  to  those  in  course 
of  construction,  but  considered  only  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  former,  without 
making  any  allowance  for  the  increased 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  improved  com- 
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municatlon.  However,  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  was  not  carefQl  to  argue  that 
point  minutely  because,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  said,  the  question  was  one  of  Impe- 
rial importance,  and  if  they  had  not  re- 
ceived the  full  value  for  their  money,  yet  j 
the  bringing  of  India  into  more  imme-  ! 
diate  communication  with  this  country  was 
worth  the  loss  of  a  moderate  sum.  Even 
if  we  were  now  laying  out  £40,000  a 
year — which  he  did  not  admit  to  be  the 
case — for  a  limited  time,  in  the  shape  of 
expenditure  on  those  lines,  he  thought 
the  money  would  be  well  spent.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  very  much  under-rated  the 
work  which  was  being  done.  The  noble 
Lord  complained  that  no  steps  were  being 
taken  to  provide  an  alternative  line.  Such 
steps  were,  in  point  of  fact,  being  taken. 
They  had  already  two  lines  in  operation. 
There  was  on  the  one  hand  the  Indo- 
Ottoman  line  through  Turkey  to  the  head 
of  the  Persian  Gul^  and  so  on  to  Eurra- 
chee,  while  there  was  the  other  line  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred,  the 
Messrs.  Siemen*s  line,  which  was  now  being 
materially  improved,  through  Prussia,  Rus- 
sia, and  Persia.  He  had  j  ust  heard  that  a 
message  had  been  received  by  the  Messrs. 
Siemen  through  their  line  of  no  less  than 
eighty  words,  which  reached  this  country, 
through  Teheran,  in  the  space  of  five 
hours.  The  company  had  got  their  con- 
cession from  Russia,  Prussia,  and  Persia, 
and  there  was  but  a  very  small  portion  of 
their  line  to  be  completed,  and  that  was 
the  submarine  portion  under  the  Black 
Sea.  He  hoped  that  as  early  as  Novem- 
ber, or,  at  all  events,  before  next  summer 
that  line  would  be  in  full  working  order. 
We  had  concluded  a  treaty  with  Persia 
for  the  laying  of  the  land  Hue,  and  there 
was  every  prospect  of  having  a  good  du- 
plicate line  from  Bushire  to  Eurrachee. 
That  being  so,  he  did  not  think  that 
either  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  the 
Government  of  India  had  been  neglectful 
of  the  great  object  of  improving  telegra- 
phic communication  with  that  country. 
Siemen's  line,  he  might  add,  was  one 
which  was  formed  on  the  principle  that 
the  company  were  to  confine  their  atten- 
tion to  the  through  traffic.  They  were  to 
have  two  special  wires  allotted  to  them 
for  that  traffic,  and  by  that  means  the  re- 
petition of  messages  and  other  matters  of 
embarrassment  would  be  avoided.  He  did 
not,  however,  by  any  means  intend  to  say 
that  there  was  not  still  room  for  improve- 
ment. He  was  informed  that  considerable 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote 


improvement  in  the  rapidity  with  which 
messages  were  transmitted  was  being  made. 
From  a  communication  he  had  received 
from  a  gentleman  in  charge  of  a  Depart- 
ment, it  appeared  that,  in  the  first  four 
months  of  the  present  year,  15  per  cent 
more   messages  passed  between  England 
and    India    than    in    the    corresponding 
months  of  1867.      For  a  time  the  cable 
was  broken.     Before  the  cable  broke,  and 
after  it  was  repaired,  the  transmission  of 
a  message  occupied,  on  an  average,  three 
and  a  half  days,  and  while  the  interrup- 
tion continued  the  average  rate  was  five 
and  a  half  to  eleven  days.     If  no  future 
breaks  should  occur  it  might  be  assamed 
that  when  the  new  Siemen  line  was  com- 
pleted the  average  rate  would  be  reduced 
ordinarily  to  a  day.     If  no  political  com- 
plications should  arise,  therefore,  the  wants 
of  the  community  with  respect  to  telegra- 
phic communication  with  India  would  be 
very  fairly  supplied.     No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  would    reply  to  him   and   say  that 
those  political  combinations  were  just  the 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Government.     He  knew 
that  the  commercial  interests  were  verj 
much  afraid  of  political  combinations.  Bat 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  well  to  be 
over- wise  or  over-prudent  in  the  matter, 
and  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  improve 
the  lines  in  hand  instead  of  seeking  to 
meet  imaginary  evils.  The  Government  had 
a  proposal  from  a  company  for  laying  a  line 
down  the  Red  Sea,  for  which  they  asked 
that  the  interest  might  be  guaranteed; 
but  he,  for  one,  objected  to  the  extension 
of  such  guarantees  and  the  consequent  in* 
terference  of  the  Government  with  privtte 
enterprize.      With  regard  to   submarine 
cables,  the  policy  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment was  settled,  and  the  conclusion  came 
to  was  that  these  cables  were  not  a  proper 
subject  for  a  Government  guarantee  ;  for 
the  Government  considered  that  those  who 
had  taken  an  active  part  in   laying  the 
cables  down  had  succeeded  and  found  their 
profit  in  them.     That  being  the  policy  of 
the   Imperial   Government,    the    decided 
principle  of  the  Indian   Government  wis 
not  to  undertake  any  such  guarantee,  and 
charge  it  on  the  Indian  revenues  alone. 
There  was  this  further  mischief  connected 
with   Government  guarantees   to   Indian 
companies,  that  companies  not  possessing 
them   were  viewed   with  suspicion.     He 
had  represented  this  view  to  the  deputa- 
tion of  promoters  that  had  come  before  him 
to  solicit  a  guarantee  for  a  Red  Sea  line. 


n  with  Alexandria  must  go  through 
I  or  Italy;  and  unless  a  line  were 
iwB  by  way  of  Gihrallar  nnd  the 
•rraneaD  there  would  be  no  approach 
posaessioa  of  a  line  UDcIer  purely 
1  control.  Even  then  there  would 
difficulty  of  crossing  Egypt,  bo  that 
ea  of  a  line  entirely  under  British 
1  was  very  much  like  a  chimera. 
the  GoTorniDPnt  were  working  a 
J  the  Persian  OuIF  they  ivere  asked 
trantee  a  telegrtiphic  communication 
npetitioa  with  it,  and  the  prcTuoters 
the  inj^nioua  proposal  to  lease  a  por- 
rthe  Feniun  Gnlflineand  take  upon 
elres  the  charge  of  the  cabie  lost  in 
d  8oa  if  the  Gopernment  would  grant 
the  gnanntee  they  wanted  in  respect 
tA  Sea  cable.  Howeyer,  when  they 
Dt  the  tinea  in  their  posseisioo  ther 
then  have  cut  the  Persian  Guff 
lti^tl)er,  finding  it  useleaa  to  have 
•o  lines  in  operation.  The  probable 
of  accepting  their  offer  would  hove 
that  the  Government  would  hare 
n  away  what  they  had  expended  on 
BM  which  they  held,  and  have  aub- 
sd  for  them  another  line,  not  laid 
independently  of  foreign  nations,  hut 
g  to  a  certain  extent  tbroagh  Egypt, 
[adian  authorities  intimated  that, 
It  they  would  be  glad  to  see  as  many 
u  poaaible  established,  it  would  be 
t,  in  their  opinion,  to  break  off  from 
Etdertakiog  in  which  tbey  were  ea- 
rn order  to  begin  something  new. 


aited  on  him  a  short  time  ago.  But 
those  gentlemen  were  promoters  of  the 
[led  Sea  line.  [Sir  Staffobd  Nobthcote  : 
I  did  not  refer  to  that  deputation.]  Ue 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
referred  to  that  deputation.  They  con- 
siated  of  delegates  from  the  commercial 
bodies  of  London,  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
and  other  places,  yet  thoy  had  made  so 
little  impresaion  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  forgot  to  refer  to  them.  It  was 
dangerous  to  trust  to  a  system  any  portion 
of  which  was  under  the  control  of  foreign 
Govera  meats.  The  exigencies  of  war 
would  immediately  affect  telegraphic  oom- 
municaticQ  in  Europe.  Our  experience 
taught  us  to  he  suspicious  of  all  tele- 
grams passing  along  Continental  lines,  for 
all  those  telegrama  were  examined,  and 
caaes  were  known  in  which  English  com- 
mercial telegrama  were  bonded  to  those 
who  were  the  competitors  in  trade  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  therefore  desirable  that  wa 
should  be  independent  of  foreign  Powen 
in  our  private telegraphicoommunieationi. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  the 
Government  were  charged  with  supine- 
ness  with  regard  to  telegraphic  communi- 
cation, hut  that  was  not  so  ;  all  that  they 
were  charged  with  was  per>isting  iu  the 
attempt  to  establish  a  line  of  communica- 
tion which  was  certain  to  be  R  failure. 
The  mercantile  oommuuity  wished  to  be 
permitted  to  communicate  with  India  by 
way  of  Egypt,  aa  they  would  then  be 
independent  of  political  combinations,  and 
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more  than  one  instance  in  which  messages 
had  been  wholly  perverted  or  rendered 
nnintelligible.  Whether  the  mischief  was 
done  in  Ceylon  or  in  England  he  did  not 
know,  but  the  mercantile  body  had  lost 
all  confidence  in  the  present  system  of 
transmitting  telegrams  through  the  Con- 
tinent. Messages  had  been  altered  to 
suit  the  exigencies  of  foreign  Govern- 
ments, and  therefore  it  would  be  absurd 
in  the  Government  to  trust  their  most 
private  communications  respecting  the 
government  of  India  through  a  Con- 
tinental line.  The  line  throngh  Egypt 
would  be  entirely  independent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  country,  and  would  bo 
80  superior  to  other  lines  that  it  could  not 
fail  to  attract  to  itself  the  chief  share  of 
the  business,  while  the  Government  of  this 
country  would  naturally  obtain  a  preference 
for  their  messages.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  was  hoped  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  would  be  inclined  to  step 
in  and  take  some  portion  of  the  risk.  There 
was  no  similarity  between  the  line  from 
this  country  to  America  and  that  between 
this  country  and  India.  In  the  first  case 
there  was  the  whole  of  the  Old  World  at 
one  end  of  the  line,  and  the  whole  of  the 
New  World  at  the  other.  The  line  to 
India  would  bo  beneficial  principally  to 
the  Government  of  England  by  maintain- 
ing their  communications  with  that  coun- 
try. Moreover,  following  recent  prece- 
dent, if  it  became  a  successful  line,  the 
Government  might  step  in  and  assume  the 
whole  control  of  it.  It  was  felt,  therefore, 
that  it  was  not  a  project  in  which  privat<i 
individuals  could  be  expected  to  bear  the 
whole  onus  of  a  project  of  which  the  chief 
benefit  would  in  the  long  run  fall  to  the 
share  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  H.  D.  SEYMOUR  said,  that  the 
first  great  object  to  be  considered  in  re- 
ference to  telegraphic  communication  with 
India  was  to  preserve  the  control  of  the 
line  in  our  own  hands.  The  question  was 
whether  either  of  the  two  alternative  lines 
which  the  Government  of  India  proposed, 
both  of  which  passed  through  Central  Asia, 
and  were  equally  exposed  to  risk  in  passing 
through  barbarous  countries,  should  be 
adopted.  Ho  was  astonished  that  the 
Indian  officials,  in  their  communications 
on  this  subject,  should  evince  so  much 
ignorance.  Each  of  the  telegraph  lines 
proposed  was  liable  to  be  cut  off  in  the 
event  of  war,  or  to  be  taken  up  by  foreign 
Governments.  Along  the  ooait  line  be- 
yond Persia  black  mail  was  levied  by  the 
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chiefs,    and  those  who  interfered  were 
liable  to  be  hung  on  the  telegraph  lines. 
In  consequence  of  the  telegraph  clerks  in 
many  cases  not  understanding  English  the 
messages  were  often  unintelligible.    'In 
one  of  the  places  through  which  one  of 
the  proposed  lines  was  to  pass  cholera  was 
so  prevalent  that  on  the  slightest  alarm  all 
the  telegraph  clerks  ran   away  and   left 
the  line  to  take  care  of  itself.     He  was 
surprised   to  hear  that    these  two  lines 
offered  the  only  alternatives.     The  propo- 
sition of  Mr.  Stiff  to  establish  a  coast  line 
vid  Aden,  throngh  an  inhospitable  region 
and  so  on  by  tho  Persian  Gulf  to  Bom- 
bay, when  they  could  have  a  far  better 
line  by  submarine  cable  from  Alexandrii 
to  Bombay,  was  altogether  preposterous. 
Between  Alexandria  and  Bombay  a  cable 
might  be  laid  in  what  was  now  deemed  to 
be  the  best  depth  of  water  for  the  pur« 
pose  —  namely,    from    1.000    to    2,000 
fathoms.      He    trusted   the    Government 
would  seriously  consider  whether  it  was 
worth  while   to   perpetuate  a  system  of 
telegraphic  communication  through  inboi- 
pitable    regions    inhabited    by    barbarous 
tribes,  instead   of  laying  a   cable  them* 
selves,  or  at  least  encouraging  a  priyate 
company  to  do  so  ? 

SiK  HENEY  RAWLINSON  said,  there 
were  at  present,  or  shortly  would  be,  two 
lines  of  telegraphic  communication  con- 
necting India  with  Europe,  but  he  ooold 
not  regard  either  of  those  lines  as  at  all 
satisfactory.     The  Turkish  line  would,  be 
believed,  never  be  in  a  state  of  efficiencj, 
and  with  regard  to  the  other  line,  it  was 
under  the  control  of  Russia,  and  in  fte 
event  of  war  would  be  useless  to  as.    In 
the  case  of  any  disturbance  they  wonld 
be  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Russian 
Government,  and  looking  at  the  gradual 
approach  of  Russia  towfurds  India,  he  did 
not  see  how  we  could  continue  to  reLj 
upon  such  a  broken  reed  as  a  telegraph  liiM 
in  the  power  of  the  Russians.     He  there* 
fore  felt  it  was  very  desirable  that  we 
should   consider   some    other    means  of 
securing  telegraphic  communication  with     | 
India.  Looking  at  the  matter  in  all  points 
of  view,  however,  difficulties  seemed  to 
meet  them  everywhere,  both  financial  and 
political.     It  would  be  a  hazardous  mat- 
ter to  lay  down  a  submarine  teleg^ph  by 
way  of  Gibraltar  to  Alexandria,  and  again 
from  Suez  to  India.     All  that  he  oonld 
venture  to  do  would  be  to  recommend 
some  means  to  be  taken  to  induce  some 
private  company,  though  not  by  way  of 
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gnanrnteOy  to  undertake  the  work  on  its 
own  responribility. 

Ms.  GRAHAM  said,  that  the  commer* 
eial  community  had  no  confidence  in  the 
present  tel^raphic  lines  to  India.  The 
intelligence  transmitted  by  them  was  often 
betnyed  or  falsified  from  cormpt  motives. 
He  thonght  the  case  might  be  met  by  the 
Ooremment  consenting  to  take  a  share  in 
a  direct  line  by  way  of  the  Red  Sea. 
Eren  if  no  dividend  at  all  could  be  de- 
rived from  a  new  line  the  increase  of  com- 
merce and  general  benefit  to  the  two 
eoontrieB  would  more  than  re-pay  the  cost. 
He  was  quite  certain,  however,  that  a 
handsome  revenue  would,  under  ordinary 
eircumstances,  be  secbred  from  such  a 
line ;  but  how  could  any  private  com- 
pany be  expected  to  construct  it  when 
there  was  a  rival  line  backed  up  by  the 
revenue  of  India  and  the  patronage  of 
the  Gk>vemment? 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  was  ready  to  give  the  Papers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

THE  RECORD  PUBLICATIONS. 
BSSOLUnOK. 

Mr.  Pllf  said,  he  rose  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  Record  Pablica- 
tbns  relating  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
published  under  the  direction  of  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls,  and  to  propose  means  of 
rendering  these  valuable  works  more  use- 
ful to  the  Public ;  and  also  to  call  attention 
to  some  valuable  Irish  Records  which  had 
been  long  ready  for  publication,  but  were 
still  unpublished.  Great  expense  had  been 
incurred  in  publiihing  the  Records  to  which 
his  Motion  referred.  They  had  been  pub- 
lished in  an  un wieldly  form,  in  folio,  and 
in  consequence  of  that  useless  and  cum- 
brous form  great  loss  had  been  the  result 
of  this  publication.  What  he  wanted  to 
see  was  that  the  Records  should  bo  issued 
in  a  useful  form,  and  if  this  were  done  he 
should  not  object  to  the  considerable  ex- 
pense annually  incurred  in  the  work  of 
poblication.  Historically  valuable  as  the 
Record  Publications  were,  and  well  worthy 
of  a  place  in  good  libraries,  either  their 
prices  or  ignorance  of  their  existence 
caused  them  to  be  neglected,  and  to  remain 
at  useless  stores  on  the  shelves  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office ;  and  be  therefore  suggested, 
u  it  was  better  they  should  be  sold  at  a 
loss  rather  than  remain  unused,  that  the 
prioea  should  be  reduced,  and  that  copies 
should  be  presented  to  every  free  library 


in  towns  of  over  5,000  inhabitants  in  the 
kingdom.  There  were  many  valuable  Irish 
Records  which  had  long  been  ready  for 
publication,  and  it  was  desirable  that  the 
issue  of  them  should  be  expedited.  The 
Irish  statutes  from  Henry  I.  to  Henry  VII. 
should  be  published,  for  they  would  throw 
great  light  on  the  social  and  political  state 
of  the  country  at  the  time  they  were 
passed.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  l«ave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Queition,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  prioei  of  the  Re- 
cord Publicationi  ought  to  be  reduced  from  fifteen 
ihillingfl  to  ten  ihillingi,  and  from  ten  ihillinge  to 
lis  BhillingB,  and  that  the  Statutes  of  Ireland, 
from  the  first  meeting  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to 
the  Union  with  England,  ousht  to  be  published 
at  the  national  expense," — (io*.  Ptm,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

OiNXBAL  DTJNNE  said,  great  credit 
was  due  to  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls 
for  the  care  and  pains  which  he  had  taken 
in  having  these  State  Papers  given  to  the 
public.  Still  if  it  were  the  fact  that  the 
public  did  not  buy  them,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn) 
that  the  remedy  for  this  was  to  lower  the 
price.  As  to  the  Patent  Rolls  and  other 
State  Papers  a  portion  of  them  had  been 
publishea,  and  then  a  stop  had  been  put 
to  the  publication  of  the  remainder.  The 
Calendars,  from  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII. 
to  that  of  Charles  I.,  of  the  Patent  Rolls, 
had  been  published,  edited  by  Mr.  Morrins, 
but  they  had  omitted  the  Records  of  the 
time  of  James  I.,  which  were  most  in- 
teresting to  the  Irish  historian.  The 
Records  of  this  reign,  or  most  of  it,  had 
been  edited  by  a  Commission  composed  of 
most  able  men,  some  years  since,  and  pre- 
pared and  published  in  folio.  The  Go- 
vernment of  each  succeeding  Ministry  had 
promised  either  to  re- publish  them  in  that 
form  or  uniformly  with  the  Calendars  of 
Mr.  Morrins,  yet  none  had  kept  their  pro- 
mise, and  they  remained  inaccessible  to 
the  public.  The  Calendars  of  Mr.  Morrins 
were  severely  criticized,  and  ho  thought 
somewhat  severely,  for  he  attributed  most 
of  the  scanty  notices  in  them  to  the  penury 
of  the  Treasury  which  prevented  the  ori- 
ginal being  given  in  ext&nso,  or  at  least 
more  fhUy,  and  some  errors  would  natu- 
rally occur  in  a  work  of  the  kind.    The 
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Goremment  had  promised  to  eorreot  them 
in  a  supplement,  but  equally  failed  to  re- 
deem these  promises.  There  were  but  few 
of  the  more  ancient  Records  in  the  Irish 
Office.  One  of  Henry  III.  was  considered 
'apocryphal ;  but  in  the  English  Office 
there  were  Records  of  the  earliest  date, 
even  to  Henry  II.  He  had  suggested  that 
where  those  Records  were  so  mixed  with 
English  that  they  could  not  be  separated, 
they  should  be  copied,  and  the  copies  sent 
to  Ireland,  where  they  would  be  of  infinite 
yalue.  This,  also,  was  promised.  He 
could  not  understand  the  reason  of  this 
apathy  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
It  was  unfair  to  neglect,  on  account  of  the 
expense,  to  publish  Records  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  Ireland  and  without  which 
no  satisfactory  history  of  that  country  could 
be  written,  while  the  English  Records  were 
being  proceeded  with  without  any  reference 
to  cost. 

Kb.  blase  suggested  that  the  tens 
of  thousands  of  copies  lying  in  Dublin 
Castle  and  becoming  mouldy,  should  be 
issued  to  the  public  at  a  reasonable  rate. 
The  matter  was  as  important  for  the  whole 
of  the  country  as  for  Ireland  itself. 

Mb.  8CLATER.B00TH  said,  he  had 
been  taken  by  surprise,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pim)  having  concluded 
his  speech  with  a  specific  Motion  of  which 
no  Notice  had  been  given,  and  he  should 
object  to  the  House  pledging  itself  to  any 
expenditure  in  reference  to  these  docu- 
ments without  obtaining  the  advice  of  the 
officers  conversant  with  the  subject.  Ac- 
cording to  arrangement,  these  publications 
were  offered  for  sale  at  the  cost  of  printing 
and  publishing,  but  still  they  were  not 
purchased.  The  country  was  under  obli- 
gation  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Romilly) 
at  the  head  of  the  Record  Office  and  his 
able  staff  for  their  services,  and  this  sub- 
ject had  frequently  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government.  In  1857 
an  annual  sum  was  voted  for  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Records,  at  a  reasonable  price. 
With  respect  to  the  suggestion  that  those 
books,  instead  of  being  kept  in  store  at 
the  Record  Office,  should  be  sold  at  a 
cheap  price  or  given  away,  he  could  state 
that  the  giving  of  them  away  had  been 
found  of  no  benefit,  for  nearly  all  of  those 
which  had  been  so  disposed  of  found  their 
way  to  second-hand  booksellers'  stalls,  or 
into  waste-paper  shops.  The  only  mode 
by  which  the  documents  could  be  brought 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  pubUc  was  b^  the 
laboori  of  litmury  men,  who  published 
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their  contents  in  a  eondensed  and  sifted 
form.  The  yolnmes  of  Fronde  showed 
in  every  page  the  assistance  he  had  de- 
rived from  his  researches  in  the  Record 
Office.  A  Treasury  Minute  of  the  2drd 
of  April,  1866,  contained  a  statement  of 
all  that  had  occurred  in  reference  to  these 
documents.  If  copies  were  given  gratui- 
tously to  public  libraries  great  expense 
would  be  incurred  to  little  purpose,  and  it 
was  not  thought  advisable  that  they  should 
to  any  extent  be  gratuitously  circnUted. 
The  hon.  Member  might  rest  assured  that 
the  attention  of  the  Government  was  di- 
rected to  the  Records,  not  only  in  Dublin, 
but  in  Edinburgh  and  London.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  his 
Resolution. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Pirn)  bad 
done  good  service  in  bringing  the  qaestioa 
before  the  House,  and  it  was  highly  de- 
sirable to  show  that  there  were  some 
Members  of  the  House  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  matters  of  such  importance.  After 
hearing  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  he  wss 
bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think  it  was 
desirable  that  any  further  reduction  of 
price  should  take  place.  Great  credit  was 
due  to  the  Government  for  the  endeavoun 
they  had  made  to  place  at  the  service  of 
the  public  Records  and  ancient  documents, 
not  only  those  belonging  to  England,  but 
also  tliose  belonging  to  foreign  countries. 
They  could  not  expect  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  incur  a  loss  in  publishing 
those  Calendars,  considering  the  liberality 
which  they  and  their  predecessors  had 
evinced  in  regard  to  the  compilation  of 
them.  It  might  be  a  question  whether 
the  prefaces  to  the  Records  might  not  be 
produced  separately  in  a  cheap  form.  The 
services  of  Messrs.  Burganrot  and  Brown 
in  connection  with  this  subject  were 
worthy  of  great  praise.  A  key  had  been 
discovered  by  which  to  read  some  most 
interesting  historical  documents  connected 
with  the  history  of  Isabella  of  Spain,  and 
other  matters  intimately  connected  with 
important  portions  of  English  historjT* 
The  Government  had  displayed  no  parsi- 
mony on  the  subject. 

Amendment  and  Original  UotioOt  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  i^wfi  till  Monday  next. 
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OOLQVZAL  GOYXBKOBS'  PIV8Z0V8  AOI 

▲UirDlCENT. 
SMoIotion   reporUd ; 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  extend  the  proviiloni 
of  the  Aet  38  and  29  Vio.o.  113,  for  authorising 
tbe  pajment  of  retiring  Pensions  to  Colonial  Go- 
Tenion  to  persons  who  have  held  tbe  office  of 
Lord  High  Commissioner  of  the  Ion  inn  Islands." 

Resolution  agreed  to:  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
broQghfc  in  bj  Mr.  Dodsov  and  Mr.  Solatsb- 

BOOTH. 

UDWAT   BXeULATIOir  ACT  C0KTIin7AKCS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  STipnxir  Cats,  Bill  to  con- 
tiinie  in  force  an  Act  of  tbe  seconil  year  of  King 
G«orge  the'  Second,  chapter  nineteen,  for  the 
better  Regulation  of  tbe  Oyster  Fishery  in  the 
Biver  Med  way,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
SixraBir  Cats  and  Mr.  Sclatir-Booth. 

Bill  jniMeii<0(/,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

Honsa  adjourned  at  half  sAer  Twelve 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE   OP   LORDS, 
Monday f  June  29,  1868. 

INUTES.]  — Public  Bills— First  Reading--' 
Admimlty  Suits*  (182);  Contagious  Diseases 
Aet  (1866)  Amendment*  (185);  Lodgers  Pro- 
perty Protection*  (186);  Children,  &o.  Pro- 
tection* (187). 

ieond  Reading— Fsiirs*  (HI);  Drainage  Pro- 
▼i»ional  Order  Confii'mntion  *  (158)  ;  Inclosuro 
(No.  2)*  (159);  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental (No.  4)*  (165);  Local  Governnrient 
Supplemental  (No.  5)*  (16G);  Established 
Chureh  ( I  reland )  (157),  negatived, 
^Tdrd  Reading  —  Thames  Embankment  and  Me- 
tropolis Improvement  (Loans)  Act  Amcnd- 
BMot*  (156) ;  City  of  London  Gas  *  (168). 

ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (IRELAND) 

BILL— (No.   157.) 

(The  Earl  Granville.) 

SECOND  EEADINO. 

DEBATE  BE8UMED.       [tHIBD   NIGHT]. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resQining  the  ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Amendment  to  the 
UotioQ  for  the  Second  Beading,  read. 

Debate  resutnsd  accordingly. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
it  was  not  possible,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it 
wsB  not  desirable  that  this  debate  should 
be  confined  within  tbe  narrow  limits  of 
the  Bill  before  os.    Tho  truth  is  that  all 


eyes,  and  I  think  I  may  lay  all  hearts,  are 
fixed  on  the  great  questions  which  lie  be- 
hind it ;  and  this  Bill  has  no  interest  what- 
ever except  in  the  relation  which  it  bears 
to   these  ;  and   yet,  my  Lords,  I   cannot 
help  observing  that,  since  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  who   proposed    the    second 
reading  of  this  Bill — the  able  and  exhaust- 
ive speech  of  my  noble  Friend  —  attacks 
have  been  made  and  arguments  employed 
against  those  who  sit  on  this  side  the  House 
which  impose  upon  those  who  have  had 
any  responsibility  in  this  measure  the  duty 
of  giving  to  the   House  some  further  ex- 
planations of  its  origin  and  of  its  object. 
My  Lords,  the  first  great  object  of  this  Bill 
has  been  this — to  give  an  assurance  to  the 
Irish    people    that   the    Imperial    Parlia- 
ment will  deal,  without  unnecessary  delay, 
with  the    whole  question   of    the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Ireland.     My  Lords,   I 
rejoice   to   say  I  believe  that  object  has 
been  gained.     Not  even  sn  adverse  vote 
of  this  House  upon  tho  Bill  which  is  now 
before    us    can    prevent    the    substantial 
accomplishment  of  that  object.     We  hnve 
raised  the  question  of  the  Irish  Church  out 
of  the  domain  of  abstract  and  somewhat 
languid  speculation,  and  we  have  placed  it 
in  the  forefront  of  the  living  politics  of  the 
English  people.  We  have — 1  avow  it,  I  claim 
it  as  an  honour,  and  I  do  not  repudiate  it  as 
nn  accusation — we  have  made  the  dideatab- 
lishment  of  the  Irish  Church  a  grent  party 
question.     This  hns  been  the  occusation  of 
noble   Lords  opposite — they  hove  flung  it 
in  our  teeth   in  every  form  of  language. 
For  this  we  have  been  censured  severely, 
but    not,    I   think,   ofiTensively,   by   many 
members  of   the  right  rev.  Bench.     For 
this  we  have  been  censured  in  somewhat 
coarser  tones  by  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    The  noble  Duke  the  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of  Marlborough), 
who  spoke  on   Friday  night,  told  us  in  so 
many  words  that  our  policy  was  a  dishonest 
policy.  The  noble  Eoil  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
who  was  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment,   ond    who    is   still,   I  presume,    its 
guardian  angel,    talked  on  the  preceding 
night  of  the  personal  ambition  of  my  right 
lion.  Friend   the   Leader   of  the   Liberal 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  and  he 
added  some  insinuations  still  more  offen* 
sive,  as  it  appeared   to  me,  which  he  was 
good  enougli  to  say  that  he  nevertheless 
did   not  insinuate.     I  can  assure  both  the 
noble  Duke  and   the   noble   Enrl  that  this 
language  excited  in  me  no  feelings  either 
of  irritation  or  of  surprise.    It  is  perfectly 
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natural  that  men  in  whose  haudi  the  noble 
instrument  of  party  government  has  been 
for  more  than  two  years  so  much  degraded, 
by  whom  it  has  been  entirely  dissociated 
from  all  definite  political  opinions^  and  there- 
fore from  all  public  principle — it  is  perfectly 
natural  that  they  should  denounce  party 
government  and  party  movements  as  op- 
probrious imputations.     My  Lords,  I  have 
not  so  learnt  the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try. I  hold  it  to  be  the  duty  of  great  party 
leaders  to  associate  their  party  with  great 
public  principles.     I  hold  it   to  be  their 
bounden  duty  and  their  highest  honour  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  their  party  a  stand- 
ard, and  to  give  them  a  political  faith,  pro- 
vided that  standard  be  a  noble  standard 
and  that  faith  be  a  true  faith.     And,  my 
Lords,  I  can  understand  also  the  denuncia- 
tions   of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  oross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey).     He  likewise  com- 
plained of  what  he  called  our  party  move- 
ments.    I  can  understand   this  from  him, 
because  my   noble   Friend — with   all   his 
powers,  with  his  long  experience,  his  great 
abilities,  and  his  incorruptible  honesty — is 
nevertheless  the  very  type  and  leader  of 
what  may  be  called — I  do  not  say  crotchety 
politicians,  but  at  least  of   eclectic  poli- 
ticians.    But  I  was  surprised  to  bear  my 
noble  Friend,  in  his  speech  on  the  first 
night  of  this  debate,  say  that  our  conduct 
in  this  respect  had  given  offence,  and  would 
ultimately   give   greater  offence,  to  those 
wise  and  moderate  men  who  ultimately,  he 
said,  had  in  their  hands  the  destinies  of 
this  country.     If  my  noble  Friend  really 
means   those  who  are  in  the  position  that 
he  occupies,  and  that  in  their  hands  are 
the   destinies  of  the  country,  he  is  much 
mistaken.     My  Lords,  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  it  is  very  often  in  the  power  of  third 
parties — small  third  parties,  such  as  that 
with  which  my  noble  Friend  is  connected — 
to  upset  a  Government;  but  it  is  hardly  ever 
in  their  power  to  determine  a  policy.  It  was 
in  the  power  of  a  third  party  in  the  year 
1866  to  turn  out  the  Government  of  my 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Russell) ;  but  it  was 
not  in  their  power  to  turn  out  the  question 
of  Reform.     On  the  contrary,  their  con- 
duct and  their  language  did  but  precipitate 
Reform,  and  compelled  it  to  be  granted, 
even  with  larger  concessions  to  extreme 
opinions  than  if  they  had  never  interfered. 
And  I    warn    my    noble   Friend-— indeed, 
he    almost   seemed    to    be    conscious    of 
the  fact  —  I   warn   him   that  the    small 
party  he  represents   in  this   House  —  I 
am  not  sure  that  he  represents  any  party 
The  Duke  of  Argyll 


at  all,  for  he  appeared  to  stand  abiolatelj 
alonc'^win,   on  these  great  qaestioos  of 
public  policy  whioh  are  coming  on  in  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Church,  be  absolutely 
powerless  and  without  any  influence  on  the 
course  of  public  affairs.     Well,  my  Lords, 
that  was  our  first  object — to  assure  the 
Irish  people  that  this  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  be  dealt  without  nnneeessarj 
delay  ;  and  in  order  to  give  that  assurance 
it  was  our  bounden  duty  to  connect  our 
opinions,  whatever  they  might  be,  with  the 
conduct  and  with  the  fate  of  our  political 
party.     My  Lords,  there  is  no  other  test 
in  this  country,  under  our  system  of  go- 
vernment, of  the  sincerity  of  a  great  publio 
party  than  that  of  being  willing  .to  connect 
their   fortunes  with   the  measures  whieh 
they  propose.   But,  my  Lords,  we  had  also 
another  object;  and  this  object,  I  frankly 
confess  may  be  entirely  frustrated  by  the 
vote  of  your  Lordships'  House.  That  object 
was  to  save  unnecessary  waste  in  the  funds 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  own  I  was  infinitely 
surprised  to  hear  the  observations  on  this 
subject  that  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.      He  said 
he  thought  the  only  conceivable  object  of 
the  measure  was  a  little  saving  of  money, 
and    that  he  held    to    be   an   object  of 
perfect  indifference;    that   there   was  no 
want  of  money  ;  in  fact,  there  was  sueh 
an  abundance  of  money  that  he  did  not 
know    what  to  do   with  it.      This  is  the 
opinion  of  a  noble  Lord  whose  own  project 
it  is  to  divide  that  £650,000  a  year  of  the 
Irish  Church — which  we  are  told  is  barely 
sufficient  for  the   spiritual  wants  of  the 
700,000   Protestants — among  the   whole 
6.000,000  of  the  Irish  people !  That  is  the 
project  of  my  noble  Friend  ;  and  yet  he  ii 
the  man  who  tells  us  that  the  funds  are  so 
ample  that  in  point  of  amount  he  does  not 
know  what  to  do  with  them.     My  Lords,  I 
apprehend  that  if  there  is  one  man  in  thifl 
House  who,  to  be  consistent  with  himself, 
ought,  above  all  others,  to  desire  to  save 
money  and  economise  tho  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church,  it  is  that  Peer  who  proposes  to  di- 
vide them  among  all  the  sects  of  Ireland, 
and  to  introduce  religious  equality  by  the 
indiscriminate  distribution  of  the  revenue 
among    the    various    Churches.      I    beg 
the  House  to   observe    that  even  in  the 
Conservative  view  of  the  question  it  is  no 
unimportant  matter  to  save  the  funds  of 
the    Established    Church  from     needless 
waste.     We  have  not  before  us  as  yet  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission ;  we  do 
not  know  exactly  what  amount  of  surplas 
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tbej  mij  think  may  be  derived  from  the 
fondt  of  the  EeUbliohed  Church ;  but  we  all 
koow  thify  that  there  are  more  Bishops  than 
ire  neeessary  for  that  Church,  and  more 
livings  than  there  are  congregations  re- 
qninog  ipiritnal  provision  ;  and  we  cannot 
for  a  moment  doubt  that  among  the  recom- 
meadstions  of  the  Royal  Commissioners 
must  be,  in  any  case*  a  certain  diminution 
of  bishoprics  and  a  certain  amount  of  con- 
solidaiion  of  livings.  Well,  then,  I  say 
that  every  year  you  lose  you  are  running 
the  risk  of  losing  the  value  of  money, 
even  although  you  should  apply  it  strictly 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Irish  Church.  For 
remember  this, — that  the  Crown  has  not 
the  pover  or  the  right  of  keeping  vacant 
biaboprics  that  fall  vacant — the  Crown  is 
boood  to  fill  up  the  bishoprics ;  and,  there- 
lore,  if  one  feU  vacant  next  year  when  two, 
three,  four,  five,  or  six  bishopries  might 
be  deducted  from  the  Irish  Establishment, 
joa  sre  burdening  the  funds  and  the  assets 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  with 
a  new  life-interest,  to  the  detriment  of 
those  to  whom  Parliament  may  ultimately 
determine  to  apply  those  funds.  There- 
fore, ia  rejecting  the  Bill  you  are  doing 
nothing  but  pure  mischief,  even  though 
yon  determine  to  apply  these  funds  in  the 
most  Conservative  sense  to  a  system  of  re- 
distribntion  among  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  alone. 

Mj  Lords,  having  said  so  much  with  re- 
gard to  the  two  objects  of  the  Bill — and  I 
frankly  admit  that  the  latter  is  one  of  com- 
paratively small  importance — I  wish  to  sajf 
a  few  words  on  another  point  connected 
with  this  Bill  to  which  reference  has  been 
made  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  and  that 
is  the  relation  which  this  Bill  bears  to  the 
Besolotion  which  has  been  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  appears  to  me  that 
a  very  indistinct  conception  of  that  Besolu- 
tion  is  entertained  by  many  Members  of 
this  House.  The  noble  Earl  lately  at  the 
bead  of  the  Qovemment,  in  speaking  the 
other  night,  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Besolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  did 
Dot  contain  the  word  "  diseodowment." 
He  was  cheered  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  in  noticing  that  cheer  he  said 
he  hoped  we  did  not  mean  to  take  refuge 
ui  the  quibble  of  a  distinction  between  dis- 
endowment  and  disestablishment.  I  can 
Assure  the  noble  Earl  that  no  quibble  was 
iatended  by  that  cheer.  There  is  a  great 
distinction  between  disendowment  and  dis- 
•stablishment,  and  it  was  not  without  a  set 
pvpose  and  deliberate  and  oareful  inten- 


tion that  the  word  disendowment  was 
avoided  and  disestablishment  was  inserted 
in  the  Resolution.  That  course  was  adopted 
for  the  very  good  reason  that,  as  far  as  I 
know,  no  human  being  proposes  to  dis- 
endow the  Established  Church  altogether. 
The  noble  Earl  referred  to  endowments  de- 
rived from  private  benefactions.  Although 
I  think  there  has  been  some  misunderstand- 
ing on  that  point,  nobody  has  ever  pro- 
posed to  derive  the  Church  of  endowments 
derived  from  private  benefactions.  But 
more  than  this,  under  the  scheme  sketched 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  Church  is  to  be  left 
in  possession  of  the  churches  and  parson- 
ages and  of  some  land  adjacent,  so  that 
it  could  not  in  perfect  strictness  be  said 
that  the  Church  under  that  scheme  is 
to  be  wholly  deprived  of  its  endowments. 
Besides,  it  is  at  the  option  and  discretion 
of  Parliament  to  what  extent  disendowment 
shall  go ;  and  an  uncertainty  would  be  created 
if  the  word  disendowment  were  introduced. 
Therefore  those  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  voted  for  that  Resolution  are 
perfectly  free  to  vote  for  any  sort  of  com- 
promise in  respect  to  the  endowment  of 
the  Church.  There  is  another  point  which 
I  wish  to  notice  with  regard  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons.  That 
Resolution  distinctly  pledged  the  House  to 
the  principle  of  disestablishment,  and  it  has 
been  argued  in  this  House  during  the  pro- 
gress of  this  debate  that  the  Bill  is  to  be 
read  as  one  for  disestablishment  —  not 
necessarily  a  Bill  for  disendowment,  but  for 
disestablishment.  Now,  I  entirely  deny 
that  statement.  It  is  perfectly  open  to 
any  Member  of  this  House  to  vote  for  this 
BiU  and  afterwards  vote  against  any  Bill, 
even  for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  This  is  a  Bill  in  its  terras  for 
the  purpose  of  saving  the  waste  of  funds, 
and  nothing  else  ;  the  ultimate  disposal  of 
those  funds  will  remain  at  the  discretion 
of  Parliament,  and  of  this  or  of  any 
future  Government.  Now,  with  regard  to 
one  of  the  accusations  brought  against  us 
on  account  of  this  Bill,  I  wish  to  notice 
an  observation  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  who  spoke 
the  other  night  with  such  distinguished 
ability.  If,  be  asked,  this  Bill  had  been 
aimed  only  at  the  saving  of  funds,  why 
did  we  not  adopt  the  usual  and  well-known 
course  under  such  circumstances,  and 
bring  in  a  Bill  that  all  Bishops  appointed 
during  the  period  of  transition  should 
hold  their  offices  subject  to  the  pleasure 
of  Parliament?    I  can  assure  the  noble 
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MarquoBS— and  I  am  sorry  tliat  he  is  not 
here  to  bear  me — that  this  course  also  was 
carefully  considered  by  tliose  who  framed 
this  Bill,  and  it  was  rejected  for  reasons 
which,  I  think,  would  be  respected  by  the 
noble  Marquess  himself.  We  thought  it 
inconsistent  with  the  dignity  and  functions 
of  such  liigh  officers  in  the  Church  that 
Bishops  should  be  appointed  to  sees  with 
an  uncertain  voto  of  Parliament  hanging 
over  them  as  to  the  emoluments  after- 
wards to  be  attached  to  their  position. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  who  presides  over 
the  Northern  Provinco  in  England,  and 
who  spoke  with  so  much  energy  on 
Friday  night,  said  that,  even  with  regard 
to  vacant  parishes,  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  competent  men  to  fill  parishes  under 
such  conditions  as  this  Bill  imposed.  With 
how  much  greoter  reason  would  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  have  argued  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  ask  any  clergyman  to  accept 
the  office  of  Bishop  under  such  conditions 
as  those  indicated  by  the  noble  Marquess  ? 
This  argument  seemed  conclusive.  We 
conceived  it  impossible  to  propose  that  such 
high  officers  should  be  appointed  under 
Buoh  restrictions,  and  therefore  we  took 
the  only  other  course  which  was  open  to 
us  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the  funds  of 
the  Church  —  namely,  by  providing  that 
during  the  interval  no  new  appointment 
should  be  made  to  vacant  bishoprics. 
Before  passing  from  the  immediate  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  allow  me  to  notice 
some  of  the  objections  taken  with  regard 
to  the  interim  arrangements  which  are 
contemplated.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Archbishop  of  York)  argued  strongly 
that  these  interim  arrangements  would  kill 
the  Church  by  inches.  Of  course,  that  ar- 
gunient  was  entirely  founded  on  the  suppo- 
sition that  this  Bill  would  not  last  only  for 
one  or  two  years,  but  for  five  or  ten  years, 
and  that  the  Church  would,  therefore,  be 
brought  into  a  state  of  complete  anarchy. 
Now,  I  can  assure  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
that  I  agree  with  him  that  nothing  could 
be  more  dangerous  or  more  fatal  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  thon 
such  a  state  of  uncertainty  and  confusion, 
and  I  must  say  that  if  I  thought  this 
would  be  the  result  of  the  Bill  1  should 
not  support  it.  But  I  believe  the  only 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  place  all 
parties — the  Church  and  Parliament,  too 
-^under  such  conditions  that  a  compromise 
would  certainly  be  come  to  in  one,  or,  at 
the  most,  in  two  years.  And  on  this  point 
let  me  remind  your   Lordships    that  the 
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renewal  of  this  state  of  saBpensitm  will 
remain  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  This  Bill  cannot  be  re- 
newed without  the  assent  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House ;  and,  therefore,  I  would 
say  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  who  to-night  will  probably 
direct  his  great  legal  knowledge  to  show 
the  technical  difficulties  that  are  in  the 
way  of  the  Bill,  that  if  these  are  his  only 
objections  to  the  Bill— if  he  is  willing  to 
save  the  funds  of  the  Church  from  need* 
less  waste,  for  purposes  of  which  he  might 
approve — then  I  beg  him  to  allow  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  propose 
in  Committee  such  Amendments  aa  he 
thinks  necessary  for  carrying  on  fully  the 
spiritual  jurisdiction  and  functions  of  the 
Church  ;  and  I  believe  these  Amendments 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  from  this 
side  of  the  House. 

I  pass  now  to  another  question  —  not 
to  the  object  but  the  origin  of  the  Bill; 
to  the  question    how   and  why  it  is  that 
we  came   to   propose   it.     On    this  point 
also  we   have  been  vehemently  attacked. 
Your  Lordships  must  have  seen  lately  an 
account  of  a  great  public  banquet  given 
by   certain   Merchant   Taylors,    at   which 
addresses   were  delivered   by   the  Prims 
Minister,  and  by   the   noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.     The  nuhle  and 
learned   Lord   said    that   during  the  last 
thirty  years  the  Liberal  party  had   beea 
smothering  their  convictions  on  this  quea* 
tion.     Well,  I  am  going  to  confess  to  tbfl 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that,  putting  aside 
the  ironical  tone  of  this  remork,  I  do  not 
think  his  observation  was  substantially  un« 
fair.    It  is  perfectly  true  of  the  conviction^ 
which  on  this  subject  have  been  long  in 
the  minds  of  men,  and  especially  of  tli^ 
great  majority  of  the  Liberal  party,  that  in 
one  sense  they  have  long  been  smothered. 
Your  Lordships  all  know  that  public  men 
cannot  act  upon  their  abstract  convictions, 
except    under   certain   conditions   of    tbs 
public  mind.      Every  man    concerned  in 
public  life   must   know  that  public    men 
have  many  opinions  in  regard  to  the  in- 
stitutions  of  the  country  which  they  wonld 
be  willing,  if  they  could,  to  put  into  the 
shape  of  measures,  but  which  the  exist* 
ing  conditions  of  public  feeling  render  it 
hopeless  or  even  harmful  to  propose  ;  and 
this  has  been  long  the  case  with  the  con- 
victions of  the  Liberal  party  respecting  the 
Irish  Church.     Can  any  one  doubt — has  it 
not  been  in  fact  notorious — that  the  Liberal 
Leaders,  whether  speaking  in  Parliament 
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or  writiDg  in  reTiews  or  in  more  -snbsUn- 
tial  works,  liATe  nniformlj  declared  that  in 
point  of  argument  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
iiihnieDt  waa  aboolutelj  indefensible  ?     It 
is  true  that  thirty  years  ago,  and  perhaps 
St  later  times,  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  is 
BOW  the  great  Leader  in  this  movement 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  entertained  different  con- 
Tietions,  and  I  confess  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  at  the  interest  and  amusement 
vhich  some  noble  Lords  seemed  to  have  in 
reading  eitracts  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  book 
npon  Church  principles,  as  to  which  it  is 
taffioiently  notorious  that  for  the  last  thirty 
or  twentj-five  years  he  never  thought  that 
these  abstract  principlea  were  reducible  to 
praetiee.     But  I  must  complain   of  one 
qootation  made  by  the  noble  £arl  opposite 
(cbe  Barl  of  Derby).     In  the  course  of  his 
speeeh  be  referred  to  a  speech  made  by 
Sir  George  Grey  in  1865,  and  when  he 
wu  reading  the  quotation  my  noble  Friend 
near  me  said,  "Why  not  read  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Gladstone?'*   <*0h,  Mr.  Gladstone," 
ssid  the  noble  Earl ;    "  certainly  !  "    And 
with  that  almost  lightning-like  quickness 
for  which  he  is  famous,  he  immediately 
faronred  the  House,  not  with  extracts  from 
Mr,  Gladstone's  speech,  but  with  what  he 
represented  to  be   the  substance  of  par- 
ticular paasagea. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  No,  I  read 
from  Hamard  the  precise  words  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  speech. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  remember  being  told  by  the  late 
Lord  Aberdeen,  in  rebuking  me  on  one 
occasion  for  a  quotation  I  had  myself  mode, 
that  he  had  never  known  but  one  debater 
in  Una  House  who  was  perfectly  fair  in 
quoting  his  opponents  ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  of  all  the  Members  of  this  House 
who  require  to  have  their  quotations  very 
eloselj  hioked  after,  the  noble  Earl  is  the 
chief.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to  trouble  the 
House  with  quotations,  but  I  will  refer 
the  House  to  the  speech  made  by  Mr. 
Gtadatone  on  the  28th  of  March,  1865. 
But  I  must  observe  that  so  notorious  is  it 
that  this  speech  was  wholly  adverse  to  the 
Irish  Choreh  that  it  was  published,  I  be« 
lieve,  as  a  pamphlet  by  the  Liberation  So- 
ciety. There  is  not  a  single  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Irish  Establishment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  then  take 
«p  and  traverse*  with  the  obvious  intention 
of  catting  at  tlie  very  roots  and  foundations 
of  the  eiisting  puhlio  sentiment  on  this 
Mbject.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  my  right 
hoD.  Friend  had  to  reabt  a  proposal  of 


I  bringing  forward,  at  that  particular  time, 
active  measures  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church  ;  and,  of  course,  nothing  is  easier 
than  to  cite  isolated  sentences  used  in 
urging  that  argument  which  may  appear, 
without  reading  the  whole  speech,  to  make 
his  present  course  inconsistent  with  the 
course  he  took  then  ;  whereas  any  repre- 
sentation of  that  speech,  as  a  whole,  which 
would  be  even  tolerably  just,  must  exhibit 
it  as  a  direct  and  obvious  preparation  for 
such  measures  as  are  now  proposed.  I  must 
complain  also  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
cross-Benches  (Earl  Grey),  who  likewise  re- 
ferred to  this  subject,  and  who  is  very  fond 
of  twitting  us,  and  my  noble  Friend  near  me 
(Earl  Russell)  with  having  resisted  his  pro- 
posals in  1866.  Why,  what  was  the  object 
of  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross-Benches  ? 
We  were  then  engnged  with  the  question 
of  Reform ;  my  noble  Friend  hated  Reform, 
and  he  wished  to  draw  a  red  herring  across 
our  path.  Is  it  not  worse  than  idle — is  it 
not  childish — to  blame  us  for  not  having 
brought  forward  the  question  of  the  Irish 
Church  at  a  time  when  we  had  the  great 
question  of  Reform  in  hand  ?  And  if,  in- 
deed, my  noble  Friend  is  as  anxious  as  I 
believe  he  is  for  the  diseBtablishment  of 
the  Irish  Church,  he  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  us  for  our  eiertious  and  for  the  con- 
cessions which  they  ultimately  produced 
from  a  Tory  Government,  for  I  can  tell 
him  this — that  if  he  has  any  immediate 
prospect  of  seeing  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  it  is  entirely  owing 
to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act  of 
last  year,  which  is  already  casting  its  sha- 
dow before  it.  I  have  not  a  moment's  doubt 
that  the  successive  Totes  of  the  House 
of  Commons  on  this  subject  this  Session 
were  votes  which  were  entirely  due  to  the 
sense  which  that  House  entertained  of  the 
public  convictions  of  the  country,  and  of 
the  result  of  the  coming  General  Election. 
Such,  then,  being  the  convictions  of  the 
Liberal  party,  and,  of  late  years,  the  no« 
torious  convictions  also  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  what  was  it,  I  ask,  that  awoke 
those  convictions  into  active  life  ?  I  confess 
I  was  surprised  at  the  tone  which  was 
adopted  by  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross- 
Benches  with  regard  to  the  phenomena  of 
Fenianism.  He  blamed  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  for  having  even  mentioned 
Fenianism,  and  said  it  was  a  most  dange- 
rous argument  to  state  that  the  British 
Parliament  was  actuated  by  any  considera- 
tions arising  out  of  the  atrocities  of  Fenian- 
ism.   N0W9  I  hope  neither  side  of  the 
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House  will  take  lo  shallow  a  view  of 
Fenianism.  For  my  part  I  ahall  noYor 
forget  the  heginning  of  that  movement.  I 
rememhor  very  well  that  when  the  first 
letters  came  from  my  noble  Friend,  then 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley),  telling  the  Cabinet  that  ships 
were  likely  to  arrive  with  cargoes  of 
arms  for  some  secret  conspiracy,  and  that 
the  Government  must  take  immediate 
measures  for  the  d^efcnce  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland, — I  really  believed — I  speak  for 
myself  and  not  for  others — that  my  noble 
Friend,  able  as  he  is,  and  certainly  not 
imaginative  or  likely  to  be  imposed  upon, 
was  the  victim  of  a  hoax.  When,  however, 
that  conspiracy  became  fully  developed, 
when  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  had  to  be 
suspended  in  Ireland,  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  any  noble  Lord,  no  matter 
on  which  side  of  the  House  he  sits, 
should  speak  lightly  or  slightingly  of  that 
movement.  Remember,  we  are  not  acting 
while  Fenianism  is  still  alive,  from  any 
present  fear.  Fenianism  has  been  put 
down — at  least  in  its  outward  manifesta- 
tions ;  but  are  you  not  willing  to  confess 
that  making  every  allowance  for  the  officers 
released  from  the  civil  war  in  America,  and 
for  the  foreign  element  introduced  into 
Ireland — making  every  possible  allowance 
for  these  considerations,  are  you  not  struck 
with  the  amount  of  support  which  that 
movement  received  among  great  masses  of 
the  population  in  Ireland  }  And  do  you 
not  remember  this  significant  fact,  that 
until  the  explosion  in  Clerkenwell  gave 
forcible  demonstration  of  the  atrocity  and 
recklesness  of  those  conspirators,  that  move- 
ment was  not  only  unchecked,  but  was 
spreading  its  sympathy  over  larger  and 
larger  circles  of  the  people,  thus  sbowing 
a  most  dangerous  condition  of  the  public 
mind  in  Ireland  ?  If  you  doubt  this,  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to  quote 
the  confession  made  by  Lord  Mayo  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  Lord  Mayo  says — 

**  I  do  not  deny  that  a  great  amount  of  dissatis- 
faction, I  might  almost  say  of  disloyalty  and  dis- 
like, to  England  and  to  English  rule  ozbts." 

That  is  the  formal  confession  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  I  ask  was  it  not  necessary — 
was  it  not  essential — that  the  attention  of 
public  men  should  be  called  to  this  condi- 
tion of  things,  after  Fenianism  as  an  active 
conspiracy  had  been  put  down  ?  Was  it 
not  right  that  the  conscience  of  the 
English  people  should  be  awakened  to 
their   dealings   with    Ireland  ?      Was   it 
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not  necessary  that,  under  these  circum- 
stance, we  should  turn  our  attention  to  the 
remedies  which  were  to  be  proposed  ?     I 
do  not  wish,  I  never  have  desired,  to  con- 
nect the  Fenian  conspiracy  directly  with 
the  existence  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.     I  believe  it  to  be  perfectly  true 
that  you  never  will  content  the  Fenians  by 
disestablishing  the  Irish  Church.  But  what 
has  that  to  do  with  the  question  ?     It  U 
not  in  order  to  content  the  Fenians  that  we 
desire  to  act.     It  is  to  content  that  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  in  which  Fenian 
conspirators  find  the  pckhulwn  on  whieh 
they  feed.  It  is  to  content  that  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  whom,  we  know  as  a 
fact,  the  Fenians  were  able,  working  npon 
the  old  leaven,  to  excite  to  discontent  and 
disaffection.      I  sincerely  believe  that  a 
great  deal  of  the  disaffection  of  the  Irish 
people  is  purely  traditional.     My  Lords, 
there  is  a  wonderful  continuity  in  the  life 
of  nations :  terrible  where  the  antecedents 
have  been   bad  —  happy,   even    blessed, 
where  the  antecedents   have  been  good. 
And  herein  consists  the  folly — I  do  not  use 
the  word  in  a  disrespectful  sense — of  con- 
necting the  cause  of  the  Irish  Church  with 
the  cause  of  the  Established   Church  in 
England.     Whatever    else   may   be  said 
against  the  Church  of  England — this»  at 
least,  must  be  said  in  her  favour  —  she 
has  been  the  symbol  of  national  life  at 
great  periods  of  our  history,  and  that  she 
has  been — and,  I  trust,  still  is — the  stand- 
ard-bearer of  the  Protestant  feelings  and 
opinions  of  the  people.     But  can  it  bo  said 
of  the  Irish  Church  that  she  ever  has  been 
the  symbol  of  national  life  to  the  Irish 
people?     Can  it  be  said  that  she  repre- 
sents the  religious  feelings  of  the  people? 
No,  the  contrary  is  the  fact ;  and  if  the 
disaffection  of  the  Irish  people  is  a  purelj 
traditional  disaffection,  at  least  you  moit 
admit  that  tho  Established  Church  is  a 
traditional   remembrance  of  the  miseriei 
and  oppressions  of   their  former  historj. 
In  this  respect  I  cannot  for  a  moment 
doubt  that  it  will  to  a  very  great  extent 
pacify  and  conciliate  the  thinking  and  mo- 
derate people  of  Ireland,  that  this  great 
anomaly  and   injustice,  as   wo   think   it, 
should  be  removed  from  among  them.    Let 
me  remind  the  House,  before  passing  from 
the  effects  which  Fenianism  has  produced, 
that  it  is  not  wo  alone  on  this  side  who  may 
plead  with  truth  that  we  were  awakened  to 
a  stronger  sense  of  our  responsibilities  in 
reference  to  this  subject,  and  that  we  felt  we 
were  able  to  act  with  more  effect  upon  the 
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poWii  mind,  Id  eooHqiienBe  of  tbe  ontbreak 
ofFeniwiutD.  What  happened  in  your  Lord- 
■hipi'  Honae  on  the  ferj  first  night  of  the 
SMtion  1      Wbj,  a  noblo  Earl  behiod  me 
(iba  Eari  of  Ellcnborougli),  ooe  of  our  meat 
diatingttikbad    Ueoibers,    whom    »a    now 
bear  far  too  aeldoni,  confeued  the  impres- 
■ioB  whivh  the  OTenta  had  made  upon  bis 
mind,  and  aoggetted  tliat  we  ahould  endow 
the  Bonoan  Catholic  prieithood  ai  the  true 
leoMdj  for  the  e*i]a  of  Ireland.     M;  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  on  the  eroai-BenoheB 
(the  Earl  of  Hardwioke),  aa  gallant  a  poli- 
tirian    ai    he   ii   an  Admiral,  who  never 
hmatad  a  falte  flag,  and  woold  nerer  baul 
down  a  flag  wliioh  he  had  once  raised — 
be,  too,  auggeated   that  we  should  aim  at 
e^Baliaing  tba  position  of  the  Irish  ChurohoR 
not  hj  diiendowing  or  disestablisbing  the 
Proteatant  CbBroh,  bat  bj  recurring  to  the 
old  (cheme  of  endowing  the  Roman  Ca- 
tiiolic  prietthood.      iij  Lorda,   I   beltere 
IboH  two  noble  Earls  were  right  in  thia 
at  leait,  that   auoh    is  reallj   the   aller- 
natire  which    ia   now   placed   before  the 
ttktaamsn  and    Parliament  of    England. 
Tea  mnst  arrire  at  equality  either    bj 
laialling  do>n  or  b;  lerelliog  up.     There 
ia  DO  qaestion  wbateTcr  aa  to  wliel  was  the 
Ittiiioo  and  the  intentioQ  of  Her  Majesty's 
QnreranieDt  at  the  beginning  of  this  Ses- 
lion.  The  noble  Earl  on  the  eroas-Benches 
[BirlGrej] — who  was  ao  lafish  oF  his  oen- 
■MOD  those  with  whom  be  subataotially 
tgncs,  and  ao   ohnry  of   hia  censure  on 
iWvith  whom  he  Bubataiitially  diaagreea 
~-fnDd  great   fault  with  us  because  wc 
"look hold  " — that  is  what  ho  called  it—  I 
ofetrtsin  eipresaiona  as  showiog  an  inten- 
lioii  on  the  part  oF  the  Governnient  to  en- 
dow tfaa  Roman  Catbollo  priesthood.     My, 
I^rdi,  I  say  nt  once  that  I  think  it  waa 
ovdolf  to  watch  rery  closely  the  conduct 
of  tkii  Qoveniment  in  order  to  ace  what 
B^t  be  the  direction  in  which  they  were 
oMiing.     We  hare  looked  to  the  speechea 
of  the  Premier  and  other  Members  oF  the 
Goierament,  and  1  should  dow  like  to  read 
lojODr  Lordships  one  or  two  extracts  from 
iMe  opeeehea,  and  I  aak  you  what  ia  the 
OHrpratation.  which  ought  to  be  put  on 
Am.    In  the   first  place,  I  find  in  the 
wberiaed  speech — not  the  speech  found 
io  Btmtard,  bat  the  authoriaod  edition  of 
lk«  tpeeeh  made  by  Lord  Mayo  on  the  10th 
i/ lurch,  these  remarka— 

"Tba  qiMtioD  muit  bo  doalt  with  in  a  tutj 
Hnnt  (pirit  Irom  tbat  which  tbe  advocates  of 
aaJMalialition  profau.  The  Preab}t«riana  now 
iwba  a  grant  from  thia  Uooae  which  ia  misar- 
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able  in  Bmcunt,  and  wholly  inadeqiiate  to  their 

Well,  of  course  tbat  pointa  to  an  increase 
of  the  RtgiuM  Danum,  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  it.  The  noble  Earl  proceeded— 

"  llie  Proteitaati  of  Ireland  are  content  with 
the  ifstsm  whieh  preisils,  bat  ore  not  BT«rt«  to 
improTenienta  and  to  luch  alterationa  of  eooleii- 
■itioal  arrangement!  oa  would  moke  their  Cburoh 
batter  Btted  to  meat  the  wonti  of  modem  timei. 
But  we  must  not  preioriba  bftitily.  Of  all  the 
•ohomei  which  havo  been  propoiod,  I  object  prft- 
eminsntlf  to  that  known  as  the  prooeo  of '  IsTel- 
line  dovn.'  It  it  said  that  if  roa  cannot  elarate 
and  rsite  the  inititations  bo  aa  to  make  them 
equal,  Ebe  oalj  thing  to  do  ia  to  aboUih  (hem 
altagetbar.  I  object  to  that  poliof." 
The  noble  Earl  goes  on — 

"  If  it  ia  deatred  to  make  our  Chnrohoa  mora 
equal  in  poaition  than  thef  are,  thia  result  ahoutd 
bs  secured  bf  eleTation  and  reatoraticin,  and  not 
bj  eooflwatioD  and  degradation." 

Now,  my  Lords,  there  is  only  one  Inter- 
pretation possible  to  be  put  upon  that.  If 
you  are  to  bring  about  equality,  not  by 
lerelling  down  but  by  levelling  up,  clearly 
you  must  endow  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood ;  and  you  must  give  them  not  a  small 
endowment  as  if  by  way  of  oompensatioo 
for  exiating  privileges,  but  an  endowment 
of  a  aubatantiol  amount,  auch  as  would  be 
equal  to  the  endowment  of  the  Froteatant 
clergy.  But,  my  Lorda,  that  is  not  all. 
The  Prime  Minister,  speaking  only  one 
week  later,  said— 

"Whatalwoji  atrikes  mo  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land oa  a  general  prinoipla  is  (hut  70U  should 
create  and  not  destro]'.  .  .  Nor  do  I  nish  to 
conceal  mj  strong  opiaioa  that  wb  are  approach- 
ing the  time  when  there  must  be  a  ohangs  in  the 
ttatia  of  the  unendowed  clorg;  of  Ireland.  .  ■ 
I  do  not  believe  that  tbe  Irish  Eatablished 
Churcii  will  remain  with  respeot  to  tbe  other 
portion*  of  the  popnlotion— with  l«gard  to  tbe 
clergf  of  the  other  portions  of  the  population — 
In  the  identical  poiition  which  she  now  occupies." 
—[3  Baniard.  010.  1788-9-80.] 
Here,  again,  there  can  be  no  mistake  as  to 
the  acope  and  direction  of  those  words.  The 
Prime  Minister  expreases  hia  opinion  that 
we  are  approaching  a  time  when  there 
must  be  a  change  in  the  ttatus  of  the  Ro- 
man  Catholic  Clergy  iu  regard  to  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  This 
can  only  mean  that  we  should  give  them 
something  of  the  privileges  and  aomethlng 
dF  the  advantages  now  enjoyed  by  tho 
clergy  of  a.  amall  minority  of  the  people. 
Xben,with  respeot  to  the  endowment  of 
tho  Calbolio  University,  I  confess  I  ad- 
mired the  simpUcity  of  the  noble  Duke 
the  Proaident  of  the  Council,  when,  after 
reading  paissges  from  Lord  Mayo'a  speech, 
iThiri  Night. 
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he  added  that  if  what  Lord  Mayo  spoke 
of  was  an  endowmeDt,  he  did  not  know 
what  an  endowment  was.  Let  me  again 
quote  the  words  of  Lord  Mayo,  from  (he 
authorized  edition  of  his  speech.  I  do  not 
use  the  term  in  an  ofTensive  sense,  but,  if 
there  bo  not  exactly  a  quibble,  it  appears 
to  me  that  there  is  an  evasion  on  the  part 
of  the  GoTornment  in  reference  to  this 
matter.  They  deny  that  they  proposed 
an  "  endowment."  Well,  of  course,  if  they 
did  not  make  a  Motion  there  was  no  formal 
proposition  ;  but  the  question  is,  can  any- 
one read  this  statement  of  Lord  Mayo's 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Government  were  ready  to  bring  about  an 
endowment  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, and  did  substantially  propose  it  to 
the  House  of  Commons  ? — 

**  With  regard  to  endowment,  it  will  be  essen- 
tial, of  course,  if  Parliament  agrees  to  tho  pro- 
posal, in  the  first  instance,  to  provide  for  the  ne- 
cessary expenses  of  the  University — that  is  to  say, 
the  expenses  of  officers  of  the  University,  of  the 
University  Professors,  and  also  to  make  some 
provision  for  a  building." 

Why,  my  Lords,  Professors  are  the  very 
men  we  endow,  if  we  endow  anyone,  when 
endowing  Universities.  If  that  is  not  en- 
dowing a  University,  I  hope  the  noble 
Duke  will  explain  what  is. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  :  I 
ask  the  noble  Duke  whether  he  considers 
tho  University  of  London  endowed  ? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  I  consider 
any  University  endowed  in  which  the  Pro- 
fessors are  paid  by  the  State.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  observe  that  the  sentence  con- 
cludes with  the  words,  **  and  also  to  moke 
some  provision  for  a  building.''  The  noble 
Earl  goes  on  to  say,  **  But  with  regard  to 
the  endowment  of  Colleges,  it  is  impossible 
to  make  any  proposal  of  that  nature  at 
present."  I  repeat  that  to  deny  that  a 
proposal  of  endowment  was  really  made  is 
a  mere  evasion.  It  was  not  a  Vote,  but 
it  was  a  proposition  which  was  to  have 
resulted  in  a  more  definite  proposal. 

Well,  my  Lords,  the  Tory  party  having 
agreed  that  we  must  proceed  to  bring  about 
equality,  either  by  levelling  up  or  by  level- 
ling down,  the  Liberal  party  had  to  con- 
sider —  were  bound  to  consider  —  what 
course  they  should  take  in  this  great  con- 
tingency of  public  affairs.  And  now,  my 
Lords,  I  wish  to  represent  to  the  House 
tho  opinion  I  have  formed  on  this  question 
of  indiscriminate  endowment.  In  the  first 
place,  I  believe  it  to  be  impossible.  You 
cannot  do  it.  Public  opinion,  the  public 
feeling  of  the  country,  would  not  allow  you 
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to  do  it.    To  prove  this  I  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.     What  are 
all  these  attempts  to  get  rid  of  the  ob- 
vious meaning  of  those  statements  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ?  No  one  shows 
more  oaution  than  the  right  hen.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  in 
feeling  the  ground  he  is  about  to  tread. 
Wishing  to  know  how  the  wind  blew,  he 
sent  up  those  pilot  balloons  ;  but  they  did 
not  float  in  the  direction  he  desired.     My 
Lords,  here  I  must  say  that  in  these  pro- 
ceedings we  see  the  full  mischief  of  go- 
vernment by  a  minority.    It  is  a  great  law 
of  nature  that  nil  creatures  which  cannot 
live   by  strength   are  obliged    to  live  by 
cunning.     The  present  Government  lives 
by  cunning.     It  is  a  Government  of  man- 
oeuvre, and  all  Governments  of  minoritiet 
must  more  or  less  be  in  that  position.  Bot 
I  hope  that  no  Government,  even  of  a  mi- 
nority, that  may  ever  exist   again,  will 
govern  so  much  by  ambiguous  phrases  and 
by    trying    public   opinion   without  eom- 
mitting  itself  to  any  particular  policy.    I 
say  that  an  endowment  of  the  Roman  Gi- 
thollc  priesthood  is  impossible,  and  I  refer 
to  the  consciousness  of  the   Govemmsot 
that  it  is  so  as  evidence  of  the  fact.   I 
will  take  another   proof.      I   believe  the 
language  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  whom 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  address  is  wit- 
ness of  the  fact  that  such  endowment  ii 
impossible.      I  listened   very  attentively, 
and  I  assure  them  with  very  great  respeet, 
to  the  speeches   they   have  made  dariog 
the  course  of  this  debate,  and  I  read  csrs- 
fully  the  speeches  delivered  by  them  st  a 
great  public  meeting,  at  which   I  tbink 
there  was  a  somewhat  freer  expression  of 
opinion  by  the  right  rev.  Prelates.     Tbeir 
position  with  reference  to  the  endowmest 
of  the   Established  Church  in  Ireland  it 
simply   the  position   of  *'no  surrender." 
They  have  argued   the  question  on  the 
principle  of  property,   and   nothing  elsa. 
There  is  in  that  longuage  no  concession, 
and  no  possibility  of  any  compromise.  The 
right  rev.  Prelates  give  no  sign  of  their  rea- 
diness to  let  a  single  shilling  of  the  fundi 
of  that  Church  go  towards  the  endowment 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood.     More 
than  this,  my  Lords,  I  have  observed  no 
indications  that  they  have  considered  tbe 
state  of  Ireland  as  a  whole.     There  is  no 
suggestion  from  them  as  to  how  this  dan- 
gerous disaflection,  the  existence  of  whieh 
has  been  conceded  by  the  Government  of 
Canada,  by  Lord   Mayo  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  is  to  be  met.    I  think  the  motto 
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of  all  eoeletiAstieal  goTernmenti  might  be 
written  orer  every  one  of  these  speeches — 
"  Non  potncmtu.'*  They  may  say  that  to 
devise  remedies  for  Ireland  is  our  business 
and  not  theirs.  I  admit  it ;  but  I  say, 
under  these  circumstances,  we  are  not 
boand — we  are  not  even  entitled— to  listen 
to  their  advice.  They  speak  as  ecclesias- 
tics, and  not  as  statesmen.  And  when  the 
right  rer.  Prelates— as  I  fully  admit  they 
are  entitled  to  do — complain  of  our  having 
acted  in  a  party  spirit,  I  beg  of  them  to 
remember  that  thej  are  victims  of  a  party 
spirit  with  whose  strength  no  other  can 
compare.  No  kind  of  government,  no 
$iprii  de  corpi,  is  so  overpowering  to  those 
subjected  to  it  as  the  feeling  of  frater- 
nitj  among  the  members  of  Established 
Cborchea.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  complain 
of  that.  I  consider  it  an  honourable  feel- 
ing on  their  part ;  but  in  considering  the 
wronga  of  Ireland  it  is  impossible  for  us 
to  follow  their  advice.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  who,  I  believe,  is  to  follow  me  in 
iliis  debate  (the  Bishop  of  Oiford)  wound 
np  his  speech  at  the  meeting  to  which  I 
have  referred  bj  saying,  "Let  us  go  to  the 
Bopport  of  our  suffering  sister."  Let  us 
then,  my  Lords,  consider  the  advice  given 
bj  the  right  rev.  Prelates  simply  as  the 
advice  naturally  arising  from  a  strong  feel- 
ing, almost  amounting  to  personal  honour, 
as  to  their  duty  in  supporting  the  Estab- 
liihed  Church  in  Ireland.  The  right  rev. 
Prelates  may  be  actuated  also  by  a  feeling 
as  to  the  ultimate  effect  of  this  measure  upon 
the  Church  of  England.  But  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  remember  that  we  have  had 
long  experience  in  this  House  of  the  ten- 
dencies of  the  same  feeling  among  the 
occopants  of  the  Episcopal  Bench.  There 
never  was  a  time  when  that  Bench  did  not 
contain  some  of  the  ablest  and  certainly 
the  best  instructed  men  of  the  day,  and  I 
believe  at  no  time  has  it  contained  abler, 
more  noble,  or  higher-minded  men  than 
at  the  present  moment.  But  I  wish  to 
pQt  this  question.  Of  those  great  changes 
made  doring  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years, 
the  object  of  which  has  been  to  assail  and 
remove  invidious  privileges  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  which  have  all  been  pro- 
ductive of  ultimate  benefits,  have  they 
not  been  almost  universally  opposed  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  ? 
I  was  very  much  struck  with  this  when 
looking  back  a  few  years  ago  to  some  old 
debates,  upon  a  question  deemed  at  that 
tiBie  of  immense  importance  to  the  Church 
repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporations 


Act.  We  younger  men  look  bock  with 
perfect  horror  to  a  system  of  making  the 
sacraments  of  the  Church  of  Christ  the 
test  for  civil  office ;  and  yet  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Episcopal  Bench  opposed  the 
change,  and  one  of  the  Bishops  said  he 
believed  the  measure  was  only  a  step  to 
other  changes,  using  precisely  the  same 
language  which  is  used  now  with  regard 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  which  has 
been  used  with  regard  to  every  change  of 
a  similar  kind.  That  Bishop  added  that 
hardly  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House  of  Lords  which  did  not  contain  a 
spirit  of  hatred  against  the  Established 
Church  of  England.  Where  is  that  spirit 
of  hatred  now  ?  I  believe  it  to  be  utterly 
gone  ;  and  it  is  gone  because  of  those  very 
changes  which  were  resisted  by  the  Epis- 
copal  Bench.  And  so  I  believe  the  Church 
of  England  would  gain  strength  by  being 
dissociated  from  an  institution  which  sins 
against  every  consideration  of  natural 
justice. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  question  of  indiscriminate 
endowment  from  a  different  point  of  view. 
We  are  twitted  by  my  noblo  Friend  upon 
the  cross-Bcnches  (Rarl  Grey)  with  great 
cowardice  in  not  avowing  our  sentiments 
as  to  the  endowment  of  the  Ronion  Catholic 
priesthood.  He  says,  knowing  what  is  the 
best  thing  to  do,  all  politicians  arc  so  cow- 
ardly that  they  will  not  propose  what  they 
yet  consider  to  be  right.  I  nm  bound  to 
say  here — speaking  fur  myself  and  not  for 
others— that,  in  my  opinion,  such  a  mea- 
sure would  not  only  not  be  possible,  but 
that  it  would  not  be  desirable.  If  I  were 
a  Member  to-morrow  of  a  Committee,  with 
absolute  power  to  do  what  we  thought  best 
for  Ireland,  I  would  not  vote  for  the  alter- 
native of  indisQriminate  religious  endow- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  have  many  objections 
to  such  a  proposal.  In  the  first  place,  I 
say  that  in  the  case  of  indiscriminato  reli- 
gious endowments  you  have  none  of  the 
peculiar  advantages  of  an  Established 
Church  ;  you  have  none  of  that  connection 
between  Church  and  State  which  so  many 
persons  value,  and  in  which  (though  in  this 
I  do  not  agree)  some  persons  see  the  very 
essence  of  the  Church  of  England  as  it 
now  exists.  My  second  objection  is,  that 
the  funds  of  the  Established  Church  are 
utterly  inadequate  for  the  purposes  of  divi- 
sion. If  you  divide  some  £600.000  a  year, 
the  income  of  the  Established  Church, 
among  all  the  different  sects  in  Ireland, 
you  do  nothing  but  damp  their  energies, 
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giving  them  in  retarn  a  mere  pittance  in 
no  respect  adequate  to  promote  their  spi- 
ritual or  temporal  objects.     Then,  again, 
if  you    once    begin    to    endow    religious 
sects,  where  are  you  to  stop  ?     I  do  not 
see  where  you  are  to  stop  short  of  the  Bel- 
gian or  French  system,  which  is  that  when- 
ever a  congregation,  whatever  its  reIip;ion, 
amounts  to  a  certain  number,  a  right  is 
thereby  acquired  to  demand  from  the  Go- 
vernment an  endowment  from  the  State. 
I  say  that  is  contrary  to  the  whole  genius 
of  the  English  people  ;    it  never  could  be 
carried  into  effect  here,  and  I  believe  it 
ought  not  to  be  can*ied  into  effect.     A 
Church  in  such  a  position  as  that  I  have 
referred  to  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
an  Established  Church-— it  is  merely  a  paid 
Church.     What  we   mean   by  an  Estab- 
lished Church  is  a  Church  in  dose  connec- 
tion— almost  identified — with  the  institu- 
tions of  the  State.     We  have  a  noble  ex- 
ample of  what  is  meant  by  an  Established 
Church  in  the  Bench  which  I  have  now  the 
the  honour  to  address.     There  we  see  in 
the  highest  Court  of  Parliament,  the  great 
officers  of  the  Cliurch  joined  with  laymen 
in  the  consideration  of  public  affairs.    In 
the  northern  part  of  this  country,  in  the 
Church  to  which  I  myself  belong,  we  have 
the  same   principle   exhibited,   only  in  a 
different  order,  and  directed  to  a  different 
object.     Instead  of  having  ministers  of  the 
Church  sitting  in  Parliament,  we  have  laj 
members   from   every   Royal    borough   in 
Scotland  sitting  in  the  Convocation  of  the 
clergy.     Under  such  conditions  as  these,  I 
say  you  have  a  power  and  a  spirit  given  to 
religious  bodies  which  you  never  could  have 
by  mere  stipendiary  clergymen  not  other- 
wise connected  with  the  State.    I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  observe  that  all  these  are  ar- 
guments against  the  system  of  indiscrimin- 
ate endowment  which  are  entirely  apart  from 
what  may  be  called  the  bigotry  of  Protest- 
ant feeling  in  this  country.     I  say  again 
that  if  I  had  to  vote  as  a  member  of  an 
absolute  Committee,  I  should  not  vote  for 
the  indiscriminate  endowment  of  Churches 
in  Ireland.    Then,  my  Lords,  if  this  alter- 
native cannot  be  accepted — and  in  the  opi- 
nion of  many  ought  not  to  bo  accepted — 
we  have  but  one  remaining,  the  alterna- 
tive of  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland. 

And  upon  this  point  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  main  argument  of  the  noble 
Earl  and  the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke 
with  such  ability  on  Friday  night— that  is 
to  say,  with  regard  to  what  they  call  cor- 
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porate  property.    In  the  first  placo,  I  must 
observe  that  I  think  it  a  most  dangeroai 
argument  to  use  to  try  and  do  away  with 
the  distinction  which  is  inborn  in  the  mindi 
of  all  of  ns — the  distinction  between  indi- 
vidual and  corporate  property.    Talk  of  in- 
flammatory speeches  and  Fenian  addresses ! 
I  never  heard  such  inflammatory  speeches 
as  I  have  heard  in  this  debate  from  Tory 
Peers  and  Conservative  Ministers.     Some 
of  those  arguments  will  be  repeated  and 
studied  and  quoted  in  oontests  which  may 
be  coming — and  this   by   men   to   whoss 
opinions  your  Lordships  will  not  be  fk- 
vourably  disposed.     I  repeat  that  there  u 
a  radical  and  fundamental  distinction  be- 
tween individual  and  corporate  property, 
and  that  the  State  may  deal  with  one  in  a 
different  manner  from  that  in  which  it  may 
deal  with  the  other.     But  I  say  forther, 
that  even  this  is  not  the  question  before 
us.    The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquesi  of 
Salisbury)  talked  throughout  his  speech  of 
the  corporation  of  the  Irish  Church.    The 
Irish  Church,  in  that  sense,  is  not  in  soy 
way  a  corporation,  and  it  can  possess  no 
corporate  property  whatever.    Of  coarse,  it 
may  be  said  that  this  is  purely  a  technieil 
argument,  but  I  am  answering  one  teehai- 
cal  argument  by  another  ;  and  it  ia  of  im- 
mense  importance  not  to   use  loose  lan- 
guage  with   regard   to  a   principle  upon 
which  the  property  of  all  of  us  depends. 
The  Irish  Church — meaning  by  that  phrase 
the  individual  Irishmen  all  over  Ireland  who 
happen  to  be  Protestants— is  not  a  oorpon- 
tion,  and  has  no  property.    Each  individoal 
Bishop  is  a  corporation,  and  each  holder  of 
a  living  is  a  corporation ;  but  Parliament 
has  already  assumed  the  right  to  deal  with 
the  property  of  these  corporations.     When 
you  suppressed  ten  Bishoprics  in  1833,  yon 
suppressed  ten  independent  oorporatiom, 
and  you  distributed  their  property  among 
other  corporations  to  whom  it  had  never 
previously  belonged.  This  is  an  indisputable 
fact,  and  I  challenge  any  lawyer  to  con- 
tradict   it.      When   the    noble   Marqaesi 
talked  of  property  depending  upon  title  I 
was  about  to  ask  him  what  is  the  title  under 
which  tithes  derived  from  one  of  the  sap- 
pressed   bishoprics    and    given    to    some 
diocese  near  Dublin  are  held.     There  is  no 
title  whatever  except  the  Act  of  1833.    I 
am  not  disputing  the  policy  of  the  trans- 
fer at  all,  but  I  say  it  is  a  question  of 
policy  and  not  a  question  of  property ;  that 
is  my  argument.     Then  your  Lordships 
know  pei^ectly  well  that  whatever  may  do 
the  abuses,  or  what  are  called  the  ano- 
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maliefy  of  tbe  Irish  Chnrob,  whateyer  may 
be  the  OTer-proportion  of  Bishops  or  clergy 
to  tbe  congregations^  tbese  are  not  the 
anomalies  or  abases  which  have  raised  any 
■pint  of  disaffection  in  the  Irish  people. 
It  is  idle  to  talk,  in  this  point  of  view,  of 
any  mere  re-distribution  of  funds  within 
the  Irish  Church  itself  as  a  question  of 
policy.  It  may  be  right  or  not ;  but  no 
measare  of  that  kind  can  be  tried  with  any 
hope  of  snecess  as  a  means  of  ameliorating 
the  eonditioD  of  the  Irish  people.  One 
word  before  I  pass  from  the  question  of 
property.  I  entreat  your  Lordships  to  ob- 
serre  that  the  doctrine  of  absolute  property 
in  the  foods  of  the  Church  is  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  any  compromise  whatever. 
If  yoo  stand  upon  the  doctrine  of  property, 
yoQ  say  that  yon  never  will  consent  to  any 
eompromise  with  regard  to  the  division  or 
appropriation  of  any  part  of  the  funds  of 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland.  I  ask 
the  Honse  to  consider  well  whether  that 
is  a  position  to  which  they  will  be  able  to 
adhere. 

Before  I  conclude,  let  me  say  a  few  words 
as  to  the  very  alarming  opinions  of  my  noble 
Fnend  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  The 
noble  Lord  said  we  have  no  right  to  deal 
with  what  he  calls  the  property  of  the 
Chnreh,  because  it  is  property  "devoted  to 
Uie  service  of  God."  Now,  I  have  this 
fondamental  objection  to  mj  noble  Friend's 
doctrine, — I  deny  that  money  given  to  the 
serrice  of  the  Church  for  what  may  be  con- 
sidered religious  purposes  is  necessarily — 
observe,  I  say  necessarily — given  to  the 
service  of  God.  All  the  monastic  pro- 
perty of  the  Middle  Ages  represented  gifts 
for  purposes  which  the  donors  regarded  as 
religious,  and  yet  I  say  boldly  that  those 
donations  were  not  serving  God's  truth  or 
eaose.  My  Lords,  we  must  judge  whe- 
ther money  is  or  is  not  given  to  the  service 
of  God  by  the  results  which  it  produces. 
And  we  are  free  to  judge  of  this  from  age 
to  age.  Our  fathers  so  judged  of  the  lands 
held  by  the  monasteries,  given,  as  regards 
the  intentions  of  the  donors,  in  a  thoroughly 
religions  spirit,  and  devoted  by  them,  as  far 
ss  that  intention  was  concerned,  to  the  ser- 
rice of  God  ;  but  I  say  that  our  fathers 
judged,  and  all  the  civilized  Governments 
ID  the  world  have  judged,  that  practically 
that  property  was  not  spent  in  the  service 
of  God.  And  so  I  say  you  must  judge  of 
Churches  in  these  matters  precisely  as  you 
judge  of  all  other  human  institutions.  "By 
their  fruits  ye  shall  know  them.*'  If 
Chnrehes    produce    good-will    and  peace 


among  men,  then  the  money  given  to  them 
is  indeed  devoted  to  the  service  of  God  ; 
but  if  we,  in  the  exercise  of  our  reason, 
and  judging  from  all  the  circumstances 
before  us,  political,  social,  and  individual, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  money 
given  to  the  service  of  any  Church  is  pro- 
ducing evil  effects,  we  are  entitled  to  judge 
that  that  money  is  not  being  spent  in  the 
service  of  Almighty  God.  My  Lords,  I 
believe  there  is  a  great  confusion  of  thought 
in  men's  minds  upon  this  important  sub- 
ject ;  I  believe,  and  I  think  I  may  con- 
clude from  the  argument  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  as 
well  as  from  some  of  the  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  by  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates, that  there  is  some  confused  no- 
tion in  men's  minds  to  this  effect, 
that  endowments  are  the  fulfilment  of 
the  great  duty  of  Christian  giving.  Now, 
my  Lords,  the  chief  element  in  Christian 
giving  is  self-sacrifice.  But  there  is  no 
self-sacrifice  in  endowments.  So  far  from 
it,  indeed,  that  endowments  seem  very  often 
to  have  a  damping  effect  on  the  inclination 
of  members  of  Christian  Churches  to  give. 
I  was  much  struck  by  a  remark  which 
fell  from  the  Primate  of  Ireland  on. this 
subject ;  he  told  us  on  Friday  of  the 
immense  difficulty  experienced  by  the 
clergy  in  getting  in  small  subscriptions 
from  rich  members  and  rich  supporters  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  It  is 
true  he  said  things  were  mending  in  this 
respect,  and  I  believe  they  are.  I  rrjoico 
tliat  they  are  mending,  nut  only  in  Ireland 
but  in  England  also  and  in  Scotland. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  say  it  is  a  notorious 
experience  of  Established  Churches  that 
where  ybu  have  the  clergy  provided  for, 
not  by  our  charity,  not  by  our  self-sacrifice, 
but  by  the  charity  and  self-sacrifice  of 
former  generations,  there  is  a  tendency  to 
make  this  an  excuse  for  laziness  and  idle- 
ness, and  for  penuriousness  in  the  Christian 
duty  of  giving.  My  Lords,  I  utterly  re- 
pudiate the  doctrine  that  we  are  not 
entitled  to  judge  of  the  fruits  produced  by 
money  given  to  Churches,  and  to  deal  with 
that  money  as  statesmen  are  bound  to  deal 
with  the  revenues  of  all  the  otlier  national 
institutions  of  this  land.  My  Lords,  I 
have  never  ridiculed,  as  many  do,  the  doc- 
trine of  a  State  conscience,  so  strongly 
urged  in  his  yminger  years  as  the  founda- 
tion of  Church  Establishments,  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone).  I  believe 
that  States  have  a  conscience,  and  that 
Parliaments  are  bound  to  act  by  their  con- 
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geiences : — but  for  Hearen^s  sake  let  ub 
remember  that  consciences  must  be  en- 
lightened, that  they  must  be  enlightened 
by  argument  and  by  reason  ;  because  tlie 
moat  horrible  crimes  ever  perpetrated  by 
mankind  —  crimes  which  have  been  the 
opprobrium  of  great  men,  and,  alas !  the 
scandal  of  the  Church  of  Christ  have  too 
often  been  prompted  by  what  men  call 
their  consciences.  Not  merely  has  the 
plea  of  conscience  been  put  in  in  mitiga- 
tion of  guilt,  but  these  crimes  hare  abso- 
lutely been  committed  from  the  sincere 
promptings  of  a  darkened,  an  unenlightened 
conscience.  My  Lords,  the  first  dictate  of 
my  conscience  in  regard  to  such  matters 
as  those  now  raised,  is  this — that  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  a  Member  of  a  Government,  is 
not  only  free  to  net,  but  is  bound  to  act 
respecting  matters  of  religion  upon  prin- 
ciples which  may  materially  differ  from 
those  in  which  he  should  act  as  an  indi- 
Tidual.  I  cannot  believe,  for  example,  that 
my  own  private  opinions  in  respect  to  reli- 
gious truth  entitle  me  to  give  the  whole  of 
a  common  and  national  fund  to  the  support 
of  the  religion  of  a  small  minority  of  the 
people.  My  Lords,  I  am  I  confess  a  Pro- 
testant among  Protestants  ;  I  hate  the 
whole  ecclesiastical  system  of  the  Romish 
Church  ;  I  believe  it  to  be  dangerous  to 
the  faith  and  injurious  to  the  liberties  of 
mankind.  But  I  have  the  fullest  confi- 
dence that  the  Protestant  Church  will  be 
able  to  meet  her  opponents  as  well  as  and 
better  than  before,  under  the  voluntary 
system.  Let  conscience  be  consulted—- 
our  State  conscience — our  conscience  as 
public  men.  I  entreat  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates, I  entreat  the  Members  of  the  great 
Conservative  party,  to  put  to  their  con- 
sciences this  question  —  What  would  they 
feel  as  Irish  Catholics  if  they  saw  a  small 
minority  of  their  countrymen  in  exclusive 
possession  of  the  ancient  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty of  this  country?  I  maintain  that 
if  there  is  any  claim  of  property  in  the 
endowments  of  the  Irish  Church,  the  Irish 
Catholics  have  as  good  a  plea  as  any 
others;  for  those  who  hold  to  the  ancient 
medisDval  faith  of  Christendom  may  most 
naturally  claim  that  they  should  continue 
to  enjoy  the  use  of  the  funds  originally 
given  to  those  of  that  faith.  The  only 
answer  to  that  claim  is  to  assert,  as  I  have 
asserted  and  do  assert,  the  absolute  right 
of  the  State  to  dispose  of  those  funds  as 
may  be  best  and  wisest  under  all  the  con- 
ditions of  the  case.    I  therefore  entreat 
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noble  Lords  opposite  and  right  rer.  Pre- 
lates to  sweep  away  this  injustice,  re- 
membering this  above  all  things — that  in* 
justice  in  all  its  forms — political  injustice 
not  less,  but  more  than  others,  as  affecting 
the  character  and  temper  of  whole  gene- 
rations of  men — is  contrary  to  the  law  of 
God,  and  injurious  to  the  interests  of  His 
Church. 

Thb  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  My  Lords, 
although  it  may  seem  almost  presumptuous 
for  one  sitting  upon  these  Benches  to  ven* 
ture  to  address  your  Lordships  upon  this 
subject  after  the  denunciations  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) — after  having 
been  told   that,  being  ecclesiastics,  and  ne- 
cessarily bound  to  regard  matters  from  an 
ecclesiastical    point   of    view,    we   are   no 
longer  entitled    to  deliver  any   judgment 
upon  any  statesmanlike  matter  upon  any 
statesmanlike  principle ;    yet  I  venture  to 
believe  that  not  all  the  House  of  Lords  will 
endorse  that  sentiment,  in  which  my — per- 
haps prejudiced — eyes  see  written  in  large 
and  brood  characters  the  word  "  Presbyte- 
rian."    Now,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Duke 
has  not  only  given  us  this  proof  of  his  de- 
termination to  put  us  down,  but  be  has,  I 
think,  shown  to-night  a  courage  —  I  will 
not  say  an  audacity — which  has  exceeded 
the  bounds  even  of  his  ordinary  daring. 
The  noble  Duke  began  by  dealing  with  the 
Bill  and  not  with  the  general  subject  whieh 
is  occupying  your  Lordships'  attention,  and 
in  doing  so  he  first  of  all  fell  upon  the 
noble   Earl  on    the   cross- Benches  (Esii 
Grey) — which  is,  I  think,  a  great  mark  of 
courage — and  it  was   with   some  warmth 
that  be  assaulted  the  noble  Earl — wlioie 
speech,  by  the  way,  seemed   to  me  so  en- 
tirely to  demolish  this  Bill,  that  I  could 
hardly  conceive  what  could  be  said  in  iti 
favour  after  that  speech    was  delivered; 
and  what  very  much  bears  out  the  truth  of 
my  view  of  that  speech  is  this — that  until 
this  bravo  man  came  into  the  field  not  s 
single  person  has  dared  to  deal  with  the 
arguments  of   the  noble   Earl.      Falling 
upon  the  noble  Earl,  the  noble  Duke  at- 
tacked him  for  having  said  that  really  the 
funds  of  the  Church  were  so  ample  that  it 
did  not  matter  if  a  little  more  was  spent 
rather  than   have  tliis  Bill  passed,  which 
was  to   kill  the  Church  by  inches.     But, 
my  Lords,  what  did  the  noble  Earl  say  ! 
Instead  of  saying  that  the  funds  of  the 
Church  were  so  ample  that  it  did  not  mat- 
ter what  was  done  with  them,  be  said  that 
if  you  put  side  by  side  the  two  great  prin- 
ciples of  justice  to  the  Church  in  Ireland 
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and  to  its  fondi  and  the  oomparatiToly 
Utile  loss  which  would  he  entailed  hy 
letting  the  appointments  of  another  year 
or  another  six  months  go  on,  he  esteemed 
but  lightly  the  money  that  was  to  be  saved 
compared  with  the  principle  that  was  to  be 
lost.  The  noble  Duke  then  proceeded  to 
assert,  among  other  remarkable  facts,  that 
there  were  at  this  time  in  the  Church  of 
Ireland  more  livings  than  there  were 
people,  and  that  therefore  there  was  no- 
thing-^— 

TsB  DuKB  OF  ARGYLL :   I  beg  your 
pardon  ;  I  said  nothinsc  of  the  kind. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  I  wrote  the 
words  down.    I  am  quite  sure  they  did  not 
eonrey  the  noble  Duke's   meaning ;   but 
that  he  said  what  I  have  stated  there  is  no 
doubt.     "  There  are  in  Ireland  more  liv* 
ings  than  people  to  supply  them  "  fell  from 
the  noble  Duke's  mouth.     [The  Duke  of 
Argyll  dissented.]   19 o,  you  did  not  mean 
that,  of  course;  but  as  it  has  been  said 
perhaps  I  may  as  well  say  that  I  hold  in 
my  hand  at  this  moment  a  list,  which  I 
shall  be  glad  to  place  at  the  disposal  of 
the  noble  Duke,  of  twenty-two  parishes  in 
Ireland,  the  Church  population  of  which 
varies  from  8,000  to  1,000,  and  the  re- 
venues, including  pew  rents,  from  £188, 
the  highest,  to  JC89  per  annum,  the  lowest. 
There  is  therefore  certainly  a  considerable 
number  of  livings  very  ill- endowed  indeed 
at  present  in  the  Irish  Established  Church. 
1  think,  at  all  events,  that  I  do  not  misun- 
derstand the  noble  Duke's  argument  about 
diiendowment.    When  the  noble  Duke  told 
u  that  the  word  had  been  left  out  inten- 
tioDslly  after  the  most  solemn  consideration 
of  what  the  case  required,  and  that  the 
Retolntions  which  pledged  tho  House  of 
Commons   to  disestablishment  were    pur- 
poiel/Dot  intended  to  pledge  the  House  of 
Commons   to  disendowment,  I  began    to 
kesthe — I  began  to  think  that  we  must  all 
W  been   misled,  and   that   the  organs 
vbieh  represent  with  such  marvellous  ac- 
coraey  all  that  passes  in  "another  place  " 
^^^  in  this  instance  been  mistaken,  and 
l^sdled  us  to  belieTC  that  bon.  Gentlemen 
tod  right   hon.    Gentlemen    had    spoken 
words  which  conveyed  a  meaning  exactly 
thereTerse  of  what  they  intended — because 
tiie  impression  that  those  words  conveyed 
to  mj  mind,  and  to  the  minds  of  most  of 
tiioie  who  read  them,  was  that  not  only  the 
dileitsblishment  but  also  the  disendowment 
•f  the  Irish  Church  were  the  objects  which 
it  WAS  sought  to  attain.     But  I  had  hardly 
tikm  that  consolation  to  myself  when  the 
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noble  Duke*s  sacoeeding  remarks  carried 
me  back  iuto  the  midst  of  my  distress; 
because  the  noble  Duke  explained  what  he 
meant  by  saying  that  there  was  to  be  no 
disendowment.     There  was  to  be  no  disen- 
dowment, because  the  churches  were  not 
to  be  taken  away— churches  which,  as  the 
Eeturns  show,  have  been  mostly  built  during 
the  present  century ;  because  the  houses 
were  not  to  be  taken  away — houses  that 
in  still  greater  numbers  have  been  built 
during  the  present  century ;  and  because 
the  glebes  are  to  be  given  back  to  the 
clergy,  or  rather  a  small  bit  of  the  glebe 
is  in  each  case  to  remain  untouched,  thai 
there   may  be  just  something  to  delight 
the  poor  man's  eyes  as  he  looks  out  of  the 
window — glebes  which  for  the  most  part 
have  been  given  to  the  Church  since  she 
was  reformed,  which  are  still  being  given 
to  her — so  much  so  that  there  are  no  less 
than   four    now   being  conveyed    to    the 
Church  in  the  diocese  of  Limerick  alone. 
So   much  for  disendowment.      The   pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Duke  certainly  appeared 
to  me  somewhat  to  resemble  the  conduct 
of  a  highwayman  who,  after  having  robbed 
a  carriage  and  taken  away  all  the  jewels 
and  gold,  in  the  greatness  of  his  liberality 
gave  back  sixpence  to  pay  the  next  turn- 
pike.    But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  front  Opposition  Bench  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon),  not  the  latest  but  one  of  the 
former  Lord  Lieutenants  of  Ireland,  did 
make  it  abundantly  clear  that  he  at  least 
perceived   that  the  disendowment  of  the 
Established  Church  was  intended.     Now, 
my  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  was  afterwards 
kind  enough  to  take  notice  of  the  speeches 
delivered  by  my  humble  self  and  two  of  my 
right  rev.  Brethren  in  another  place,  and 
the  main  fault  that  he  found  with  us  was 
that  we  spoke  very  ecclesiastically,  because 
we  did  not  propose  that  the  money  which 
was  now  devoted  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  should  go  towards 
the  support  of  the  Roman  Catholics.     But 
anyone  who  could  suppose  that  conscien- 
tious Bishops  of  the  Established  Church, 
holding  the  positions  we  do,  and  professing 
the   doctrines   we   profess,  could   propose 
that  the  money  devoted  to   the   teaching 
of  the  Reformed  Faith  and  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  teachers  of  the  Reformed 
Faith    should     be    devoted    to     teaching 
and  to  the  teachers  of  a  religion  whoso 
doctrines  are  entirely  opposed  to  our  own, 
must,   indeed,   entertain    a    strange    and 
an  extraordinary  opinion.     Indeed,  it  re- 
minds me  of  a  sentence  of  the  late  Mr. 
H  iThiri  NigM. 
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Henry  Dnimmond,  who  in  what  was  ap- 
parently absurd,  frequently  conveyed  much 
that  was  sensible.  **  It  seems  to  me  ex- 
actly as  if  the  head  of  a  great  house  should 
pay  his  butler  a  small  premium  to  preach 
in  the  servants'  hall  against  their  coming 
to  family  prayers."  Now,  my  Lords,  when 
I  listened  to  those  parts  of  the  noble 
Duke's  speech,  I  could  not  see  why  he 
could  not  concur  with  the  alteruatiye  of  this 
Bill  suggested  the  other  evening  by  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury), who  showed  that  if  the  real  object 
were  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  vested 
interests  the  usual  form  of  enactment  ought 
to  have  been  resorted  to,  and  those  who 
accepted  any  appointments  which  might 
become  vacant  should  do  so  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  they  accepted  them 
subject  to  the  will  of  Parliament.  Now, 
my  Lords,  it  was  quite  refreshing  to  hear 
that  the  noblo  Duke  and  those  who  dif- 
fered from  this  course  objected  to  it,  be- 
cause the  high  respect  in  which  they  held 
the  Episcopal  Office  would  not  permit  them 
to  leave  its  holders  in  a  state  of  uncer- 
tainty. And  here,  my  Lords,  I  must  re- 
mark that  I  have  noticed  a  great  incon- 
sistency in  this  Bill,  for  the  Maynooth  Pro- 
fessors— for  whom  I  entertain  the  same 
sort  of  respect  as  the  noble  Duke  enter- 
tains for  those  who  occupy  these  Benches 
— are  to  have  their  places  filled  up,  and 
those  who  take  them  aro  to  take  them 
subject  to  any  alteration  that  Parliament 
may  make.  There  must  be  some  reason 
for  making  this  distinction.  I  did  not 
know  what  that  reason  was,  but  we  now 
learn  that  it  really  arose  from  a  desire  to 
honour  the  Episcopal  Bench — a  feeling 
which  I,  for  one,  should  be  glad  to  cherish 
and  nourish  in  the  noble  Duke  and  his 
Friends. 

The  noble  Duke,  however,  turned  from 
the  consideration  of  tho  Bill  itself  to  the 
consideration  of  that  which,  after  all,  is 
the  great  question  before  your  Lordships 
— not  this  particular  Bill  with  its  absurdi- 
ties and  impossibilities,  but  the  great  ques- 
tion on  which  this  Bill  is  intended  to  pre- 
pare the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try —  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Church.  That,  my  Lords, 
is  the  real  question  ;  and  that  is  tho  ques- 
tion which  will  be  submitted  to  the  consti- 
tuencies of  the  country  in  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks.  That  is  thp  question  upon 
which,  I  believe,  your  judgment  even  upon 
this  Bill  itself  ought  to  be  founded.  It  is 
for  that  reason,  and  not  on  account  of  its 
The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


own  intrinsic  value — it  is  in  itself  insig^ifi* 
cant,  it  is  a  mere  pilot  balloon  on  a  greater 
subject— and  merely  to  prevent  the  mis- 
chief of  this  Bill  a  bare  majority  against  it 
would  be  sufficient— that  I  desire  to  see, 
as  I  hope  I  shall  see,  its  rejection  insored 
by  a  great  majority  of  your  Lordships' 
House ;  and  I  desire  this  to  be  the  case 
in  order  that  the  country  may  be  made  to 
understand  that  the  Peers  of  England  are 
not  prepared    to  secularise   ecclesiastical 
property.    Is  it  possible  to  separate  the  two 
things  ?     It  is  said  that  the  Government 
of  England  may  accept  this  Bill,  and  that 
as  they  intend  to  pass  some  remedial  mea- 
sures and  to  distribute  things  much  bettefi 
they  really  ought  to  pass  it,  because  it  will 
come  in  just  in  time  to  save  a  preliminaiy 
bit  of  legislation  when  they  proceed  to  pass 
their  own  measure.     But  when  I  am  told 
that  this  Bill  is  proposed  in  connection  with 
the  Resolutions  carried  in  "  another  place,'' 
and  that  those  who  bring  it  in,  bring  it  ifl 
with  a  view  of  carrying  out  tho  ResolB- 
tions,  is  it  possible  that,  as  a  man  of  cob- 
mon  sense,  I  can  separate  this  Bill  fron 
that  intention  ?     Supposing  a  very  good 
and  wise  member  of  the  Society  of  Friendi 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  a  ''steeple  home" 
in  my  diocese,  and  came  to  me  straight 
from  a  meeting  where  it  had  not  only  been 
decided  to  pull  down  the  church,  but  when 
the  very  scaffolding  itself,  necessary  for  the 
purpose,  had  been  determined  upon— •wodM 
it  not  be  absurd  to  imagine  that  I  shooU 
listen  to  some  such  argument  as  this-' 
"  You  won't,  I  am  sure,  object  to  my  pot- 
ting up  a  scaffolding  against  your  chorek 
You  know  you  havo  often  said  that  the 
little  window  near  the  top  wants  repairing, 
and  you  will  find  this  scaffolding  very  eon- 
venient  for  the  purpose.     It  is  quite  tme 
that  in  some  quarters  there  is  an  evideat 
intention  to  pull  down  the  entire  baildiog, 
but  never  mind  what  they  say — recollset 
that  your  fane  wants  repairing,  and  let  ms 
put  up  the  scaffolding."  But  I  quite  agree 
in  one  of  the  remarks  that  the  noble  Duke 
made  towards  the  end  of  his  speech — oar 
decision  on  this  subject  ought  to  be  die- 
tated  by  tho  justice  of  the  case.     And, 
my  Lords,  whatever  may  be  the  other  sins 
of  my  conduct  in  this  House,  I  have  not 
shrunk  from  the  odium  which  my  eondnet 
in  many  cases  entailed  upon  me,  because  I 
believed  I  was  voting  for  what  was  josti 
and  I  believe  that  whatever  is  just  is  expe- 
dient. 

Now,  my  Lords,  to  take  one  single  sub- 
ject which  was  dwelt  upon  very  much  by 
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the  noUo   Barl  (Barl  Granrine),  whose 
ipeeeb  in  bringing  this  Bill  forward  was 
a  most  maaterly  speech — I  do  not  saj  con- 
Tiooing,  I  will  not  flatter  dij  noble  Friend 
w  ftr  aa  to  aaj  that — but  his  argument 
appeared  to  be  much  like  that  of  the  coon- 
ael  ID  Court,  who,  when  the  character  of 
the  unhappy  man  in  the  dock  precluded  the 
idea  of  aajing  anythiog  in  its  faTour— when 
the  efidenee  was  so  strong  as  not  to  admit 
of  eontradictioot  with  a  skill  which  could 
sot  &i]  to  excite  admiration,  went  round 
every  promontory  of  danger,  threaded  each 
troubleeome  path,   and  wound   up  by  an 
appeal  to  the  jury,  in  which  he  covered 
the  man,  to  his  own  wonder  and  astonish- 
ment, with  every  rainbow  hue  of  excellence 
and  proeecuted   virtue,  and   appealed   to 
their  sense  of  truth  and  justice  to  send  him 
btek   without  a  stain    to  his  sorrowing 
friends.     Now,   among    other    arguments 
employed  by  my  noble  Friend,  there  was 
that  great  argnment  about  the  clergy  re- 
serves in  Canada.     First  of  all,  my  noble 
Friend  urged  that  everything  that  it  was 
now  proposed  to  do  in   Ireland    had  al- 
ready been  done  in  Canada ;  that  though 
ewerj   kind   of    evil    had    been    prophe- 
sied, every  kind  of   good    had    actually 
been  the  result ;  and  that  so  it  would  be 
in  the  ease  of  Ireland.    But,  my  Lords, 
the  change  made  in  Canada  with  regard  to 
the  clergy  reserves  was  not  a  disendowing 
of  the  Church.     We  gave  an  independent 
Legislature  to  that  country ;  and  the  ques- 
tioB  was  whether,  having  given  that  Legis- 
lature, we  should  refuse  to  allow  it  to  act 
on  this  subject-matter,  or  leave  it  to  them 
to  form  their  determination.     My  Lords, 
following  as  I  have  always  endeavoured  to 
do  IB  the  path  of  justice,  notwithstanding 
the  enormous  obloquy  to  which  I  was  ex- 
posed, I  ventured  to  say  that  I  felt  bound 
to  leave  the  matter  to  that  Legislature. 
Bat  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  who  brought 
forward  the  subject,  instead  of  assuming 
that  there  was  to  be  a  disendowmeut  of  the 
Cfaureh  there,  said  in  the  speech  in  which 
he  latrodoeed  the  measure  that  he  trusted 
the  Legislature  of  that  country  were  too 
wise  and  just  to  use  the  power  we  were 
E'^H  ^  S^^®  them  for  the  disendowment 
of  the  clergy.     The  case  was  this — The 
eler^  reserves  eonsisted  of  an  immense 
extent  of  land,  little  of  it  brought  into  culti- 
vatioa,  and  presenting  a  bar  to  the  ooltiva- 
tioB  of  the  back  settlements  ;   the  clergy 
Wd  BO  means  of  cultivating  the  land  and 
^Dskiog  roads,  and  what  the  country  de- 
tM  was  that  this  should  not  be  a  con- 


tinued bar  to  the  progress  of  the  colony* 
And  when  the  measure  was  carried  what 
did  they  do  ?  By  a  liberal  calculation  the 
Canadian  Government  gave  a  large  part  of 
the  value  of  these  reserves  to  a  corporation 
they  founded  to  administer  the  funds  for 
the  benefit  of  the  clergy  ;  and  so  far  was 
this  from  being  any  injury  to  them  that  it 
is  a  remarkable  fact — and  I  mention  it  as 
greatly  to  his  honour— the  then  Bishop  of 
Toronto,  one  of  the  most  outspoken  men 
that  ever  lived,  who  sent  his  archdeacon 
over  to  pronounce  almost  a  sentence  of  ex- 
communication upon  me  for  having  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  some  six  years  afterwards 
sent  the  same  man  to  tell  me,  "Tou  were 
right;  I  was  wrong'' — that  was  the  dis- 
establishment— it  gave  us  an  immediate 
use  of  the  property  that  was  ours  at  a 
small  sacrifice,  which  we  could  not  other- 
wise have  got.  I  ask  your  Lordships  is 
that  a  parallel,  a  precedent,  or  argument 
for  what  you  are  now  proposing  to  do  with 
regard  to  the  Church  of  Ireland  ? 

My  Lords,  this  is  a  very  important  ques- 
tion. We  have  been  met  with  this  taunt, 
that  if  we  did  indeed  believe  in  the  spiritual 
power  which  belongs  to  the  Church  of  Ciirist 
we  should  not  cry  out  so  much  about  en- 
dowments. My  Lords,  no  one  has  more 
implicit  faith  than  I  have  in  the  power  of 
the  Church  of  Christ  as  a  spiritual  body— - 
given  a  fair  start — to  do  all  that  is  needful 
for  herself  in  this  matter.  But  do  not  be 
deceived  by  these  great  sounding  phrases. 
If  you  now  disendow  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
do  you  put  that  Church  in  a  fair  position 
for  providing  for  her  own  spiritual  needs  ? 
The  history  of  all  countries  and  all  times 
teaches  you  this — that  the  time  of  endow- 
ment is  the  time  of  a  nation's  youth  ;  whe- 
ther it  be  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  or  for 
educational  purposes,  for  Universities  or 
for  Churches,  it  belongs  to  a  nation's  youth, 
not  to  a  nation's  age,  to  raise  endowments. 
You  might  just  as  well,  when  you  see  a 
man  cutting  from  off  an  ancient  oak  a  cer- 
tain part  of  the  branches,  tell  him  to  go 
and  plant  it  in  the  ground,  and  it  will  grow 
up  another  oak  like  that  which  sprung 
from  an  acorn,  as  say  to  me  now  in  its  age, 
"  Disendow  the  Irish  Church  and  truat  to 
the  vitality  of  your  religion  to  re-endow  it." 
And  then,  remember,  bodies  of  men,  laity 
as  well  as  clergy,  form  habits,  and  the 
habit  of  an  old  endowed  Church  is  to  look 
at  those  endowments  as  their  right,  and  not 
to  look  for  money  to  other  sources ;  and  if 
at  this  period  of  the  Church's  history  you 
suddenly  disendow  and  cast  it  free  of  en- 
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dowmeDts,  yoo  are  not  giving  it  the  ordi- 
nary advantage  for  maintaining  the  support 
of  her  clergy  that  you  do  at  the  period  of 
starting  a  new  institution.  But,  my  Lords, 
this  is  not  all.  We  are  told  that  we  are  to 
disendow  this  Church  because  she  is  con- 
victed in  the  face  of  the  nation  of  a  glaring 
injustice.  We  are  told  even  that  it  does 
not  matter  what  is  done  with  that  which  is 
taken  from  her.  What  is  that  hut  saying 
we  are -dealing  here  with  so  open  and  con- 
victed a  felon  that  it  is  enough  for  justice 
to  take  from  her  all  she  has,  although  we 
cannot  get  the  proper  owner  to  restore  it  to 
— she  must  be  stripped  of  everything  be- 
cause she  is  such  a  convicted  robber  ?  The 
argument  of  voluntaryism  is  a  very  favourite 
one ;  and  a  very  remarkable  statement  has 
recently  been  made  on  this  subject,  to 
which  I  would  wish  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention — made  not  by  the  noble  Duke, 
but  by  one  to  whom  a  great  many  look  up. 
—I  mean  Mr.  Spurgeon.  Mr.  Spurgeon 
has  written  this  letter  concerning  it.  He 
was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  respect- 
ing the  Irish  Church  because — I  mention  it 
because  I  have  a  sympathy  with  him— of  a 
severe  attack  of  rheumatic  gout ;  but  he 
wrote  a  letter.  He  says — **It  is  in  no 
spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Irish  clergy  " — 
no,  my  Lords,  nobody  has  any  enmity  to  the 
Irish  clergy  when  they  propose  to  disendow 
them — everybody  has  the  most  wonderfuly 
feeling  of  interest  in  them,  regard  for 
them,  anxiety  for  their  welfare,  and  so  has 
Mr.  Spurgeon.     He  says — 

**  It  is  in  no  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Irish 
clergy  that  I  would  urge  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  carry  out  the  proposed  Resolution,  for  I 
believe  them  as  a  body  to  be  among  the  best  part 
of  the  Episcopal  clergy  and  to  hold  eyangelical 
truths  most  earnestly.  But  because  they  are  the 
best  of  the  clergy  they  should  be  the  first  to  be 
favoured  with  the  great  blessing  of  disestablish- 
ment. They  will  only  be  called  to  do  what  some 
of  us  have  for  years  found  a  pleasure  and  advan- 
tage in  doing — namely,  to  trust  to  the  noble  spirit 
of  generosity  which  true  religion  is  sure  to  evoke. 
They  little  know  how  grandly  the  giant  of  volun- 
taryism will  draw  the  chariot  when  the  pitiful 
State  dwarf  is  dismissed." 

Now,  my  Lords,  allow  me  to  set  before 
you  the  other  side  of  the  picture — not  by 
another  writer,  but  by  the  same  writer, 
viewing  the  same  question  from  another 
aspect.  In  An  Epistle  addressed  to  the 
Members  of  the  Baptized  Churches  of 
Jesus  Christ,  Mr.  Spurgeon  thus  writes — 

**  Beloved  Brethren, — An  exceedingly  great  and 
bitter  cry  has  gone  up  unto  Heaven  concerning 
many  of  us.  It  is  not  a  cry  from  the  world  which 
bates  us,  nor  from  our  fellow-members  whom  we 
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may  have  offondedybat  (alas  that  it  should  be  so !) 
it  is  wrung  from  hnndreds  of  poor  but  fiuthful 
ministers  of  Christ  Jesus  who  labour  in  oar  midst 
in  word  and  doctrine,  and  are  daily  oppressed  by 
the  niggardliness  of  churls  among  us.  Hundreds 
of  our  ministers  would  improve  their  eiroam- 
stances  if  they  were  to  follow  the  commonest 
handicrafts.  The  earnings  of  artizans  of  but 
ordinary  skill  are  far  above  the  stipends  of  those 
among  us  who  are  considered  to  Iks  comfortably 
maintained.  We  are  asked  repeatedly  to  send 
students  to  spheres  where  £40  is  mentioned  as  if 
it  wero  a  competence,  if  not  more,  and  those  who 
so  write  are  not  always  &rm  labourers,  bat  fre- 
quently tradesmen,  who  must  know  what  penary 
£10  implies." 

Is  that  the  provision  the  Irish  clergy  are 

to  have  ? 

*'  I  speak  not  without  abundant  cause.  I  am 
no  retailer  of  baseless  scandal.  I  am  no  advo- 
cate for  an  idle  and  ill-deserving  ministry.  I 
open  my  mouth  for  a  really  earnest,  godly,  labo- 
rious, gracious  body  of  men,  who  are  men  of 
God,  and  approved  of  His  Church.  Arc  these 
for  ever  to  be  starved  ?" 

Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  because  I  do  not  wiih 
to  see  the  Irish  clergy  reduced  to  such  s 
state  that  I  protest  against  their  bein^f 
left  to  this  specious  protection  of  volna- 
taryism. 

£ut,  my  Lords,  the  real  point  of  tfae 
question  comes  back — is  the  assertion  that 
the  Church  of  Ireland  is  not  in  justice  en- 
titled to  its  endowments  capable  of  being 
maintained  ?     I  maintain  that  it  is  not. 
The  argument  advanced  for  it  will  notbesr 
investigation,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  ths 
taking   away   of   this    property  from  the 
Church  is  an  injustice.     On  what  possiUs 
grounds  can  you  say  you  are  entitled  to 
take  it  away  ?     Does  it  not  belong  to  the 
same  body  to  whom  it  was  originally  gifen? 
Do  they  not  do  the  same  work — bonoa^ 
ably,  and  as  far  as  they  could  do  it  ?    If 
that  be  so  the  title  to  this  property  cannot 
be  gainsayed.     If  you  can  show  that  a 
corporation  does  its  duty  no  longer,  joa 
can  only  take  away  the  property  they  enjoy 
where  a  cy  prh  application  is  made  by  tho 
Court,  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  tes- 
tator.     Nor  is  the  Church  of  Ireland  the 
body  to  which  these  endowments  were  ori- 
ginally given.      Her  posseasiona  may  bo 
divided  into  three  portions.     First,  tbree- 
fourths  of  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Choreli 
property  was  given  between  the  time  of 
St.  Patrick  and  the  conquest  of  Ireland 
by  Henry  II.  to  the  native  Irish  Church. 
Do  they   teach   the   same  doctrine?     I 
maintain,  and  I  defy  anyone  to  contradict 
it,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  at  that  time 
agreed   more  completely   with   the  High 
Churchmen  of  England  at  this  time  thaa 
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with  thfi  Ultramontanistfl  on  tbe  other  side 
ihe  Gbannel.     Id  the  first  place  they  were 
jnloQs  of  the  sway  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.   They  boldly  refused  to  come  under 
the  Romish  yoke.     They  were  condemned 
by  the  Church  of  Rome  as  schismatics,  if 
not  ss  heretics,  because  they  resisted  the 
oppresiions  which  were  brought  upon  them. 
Tbe  Church  of  Rome  forbids  the  marriage 
of  the  clergy;    the  Church    of    Ireland 
sllowed  it.  St.  Patrick's  father  and  grand- 
father were  married  clergymen.     Which, 
then,  did  the  ancient  Church  of   Ireland 
agree  with— our  Church  or  the  Church  of 
Rome  ?     The  errors  of  Popery  have  been 
from  age  to  age  wrong  developments  drawn 
oot  of  truth.     There  is  no  original  error 
in  the  teaching  of  the  Church  of  Rome — 
it  is  all  truth   traYostied — the  worst  of  all 
error,  because  there  tbe  savour  of  the  old 
troth  mingles  with  the  poison  of  the  new 
error.    But,  my  Lords,  observe — the  lands 
which  were  given  to  the  Church  of  Ireland 
were  given  when  those  evils  in  tbe  Church 
of  Rome  had  not  yet  risen  to  their  height ; 
bat,  Boeb  as   they  were,  the  Church  of 
France  sod  the  Church  of  Ireland  rejected 
them.    St.  Patrick  learnt  his  Christianity 
in  France,  and,  therefore,  you  may  trace 
tbe  tone  he  gave  to  the  Irish  Church  to 
his  training  in  the  free  Gallican  Church, 
before  be  set  forth  on  his  mission  to  evan- 
gelise Ireland.      The  Irish  Church  as  it 
then  existed  as  a  corporation  is  the  Church 
which  now  exists.     The  Bishops  and  clergy 
of  that  Church,  by  lineal  descent,  have 
eome  down  to  the  present  time,  and  my  most 
rev.  Friend,  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh, 
can  trace  op  his  lineage  to  St.  Patrick 
himself,  whereas  the  Bishops  of  the  Roman 
Charcb  who  claim  that  descent  are  but  the 
pastors  of  an  intruded  branch  of  a  foreign 
communion,  and  are  not  part  of  the  Native 
Irish  Church.     Now,  my  Lords,  how  is  it 
poisible  to  deny  these  two  facts — first,  the 
comparative  identity   of  doctrine   at  the 
time  when  the  lands  were  given,  and  next 
the  certain  identity  of  body,  the  historical 
vaity  of  the  Church  then  with  the  Church 
BOW?    How  can  any  man,  therefore,  say 
thst  the  Irish  Church  has  not  a  just  claim  ? 
Bot  the  lands  were  only  one  part  of  their 
possessions;  tithes  were  also  given.    Now, 
when  were  the  tithes  secured  to  the  Church? 
I  aik  noble  Lords  who  are  pressing  this 
Bin  to  attend  to  this  argument.  The  tithes 
vers  given  when  Henry  II.  conquered  Ire- 
Issd.    They  were  given  to  the  Church  at 
the  Synod  of  Cashel,  which  declared  it  to 
he  an  essential  part  for  ever  of  that  Church 
that  in  idl  Divine  things  it  should  be  one 


with  the  Church  of  England.     Well,  the 
tithes  were  given  to  a  Church  which  had  a 
two-fold  character— it  was  to  represent  the 
nationality  not  of  what  then  was  a  con- 
quered country,  but  of  the  whole  Empire 
into  which  Ireland  was  then  inserted,  and 
it  was  to  be  governed  by  the  laws  which 
governed  the  English  Church,  and  to  be  in 
full  communion  with  it  in  all  Divine  mat- 
ters.    I  ask  you,  therefore,  on  that  prin- 
ciple which  is  the  Church  in  full  commu- 
nion with  the  English  Church  and  with  the 
English  nation — the  body  to  which  some 
would   give  these  funds,  or  the  body  to 
which  our  fathers  gave  them,  and  to  which 
I  trust  we  shall  preserve  them  ?  My  Lords, 
I  need  not  trouble  you  with  any  remarks 
about  the  third  part  of  the  possessions  of 
the  Irish  Church,  because  it  is  admitted  by 
everybody — even  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)— although  the  noble  Duke 
is  only  for  giving  back  a  bit  of  each  glebe 
— that  all  the  glebes  have  been  acquired 
by  the  Church  of  Ireland  since  the  Refor- 
mation.    Therefore,   upon   what   possible 
ground   of  justice   would  you   take  away 
these  glebes  ?    Even  the  noble  Duke  would 
give  the  clergyman  a  bit  of  land  at  which 
he  could  look  out  from  his  cabin  window. 
I  say,  then,  that  the  claim  of  justice  to 
these  possessions  rests  with  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  that  it  would  be  an  injustice 
to  take  them  from  her.     But  is  that  all  ? 
That  is  only  justice  for  the  clergy.     What 
of  the  laymen  whom  you  have  allowed  to 
settle  in  different  parts  of  Ireland  ?   What 
of  the  700,000  souls  for  whom  yon  as  a 
nation  are  mainly  responsible  that  they  are 
in  Ireland?     What  about  the  poor  man, 
cultivating  the  soil,  and  wholly  unable  if 
you  pass  such  a  Bill  to  obtain  the  minis- 
trations of  a  clergyman?     What  of  the 
farmers  who  sow  the  ground,  and  to  a 
great  degree  have  brought  tbe  soil  of  Ire- 
land under  cultivation  ?    What  of  the  small 
landed   proprietors   who  have  settled    in 
every  part  of  the  country  ?     Have  they  not 
a  claim  of  justice?    Are  they  not  to  be 
heard  at  your  Lordships'  Bar  ?     Are  you 
going  to  take  away  from  them  the  provi- 
sion which  has  been  made  for  the  souls  of 
themselves  and  of  their  children,  only  be- 
cause you  are  told  that  there  are  people 
who  will  never  be  easy  until  they  abolish 
the  Church?     I  say,  therefore,  quite  as 
much  for  the    lay   people  as    for    their 
clergy,  the  claim  of  justice  is  with  the  Irish 
Church. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  there  is  an  argu- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Church  of  Ireland 
as  to  which  I  desire  to  say  a  word — as  to 
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whether  that  Charch  has  done  its  duty.  It 
has  heen  argued  that  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Church  to  convert  the  whole 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland,  and 
that  in  that  duty  it  has  failed.  Now,  no 
one  would  have  more  rejoiced  than  I  had 
the  Irish  Church  succeeded  in  that  great 
enterprise.  £ut  when  you  proceed  to  allot 
the  blame — and  if  you  do  not  allot  the 
blame,  what  right  have  you  to  allot  the 
punishment  ? — you  must  allot  it  to  those 
on  whom  it  ought  to  fall.  And  where  is 
the  blame  to  fall — upon  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land, or  the  State  of  England  ?  My  Lords, 
I  believe  the  great  and  master-reason  of 
the  failure  of  the  Irish  Church — for  which 
you  now  taunt  her — is  because  that  Church 
was  made  the  worst  and  meanest  instru* 
ment  of  English  misrule.  Read,  my  Lords, 
the  burning  words  of  Primate  Boulter — 
or,  I  will  grant  you,  the  exaggerations  of 
the  poet  Spenser — or  come  down,  if  you 
like,  to  one  soul  incapable,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  of  a  poetical  idea — come  down  to  Dean 
Swift,  in  all  the  hardness,  the  narrowness, 
and  perhaps  even  the  insanity,  of  his  mind, 
and  you  will  see  who  was  to  blame.  Dean 
Swift  describes  what  used  to  happen.  He 
•ays — 

"  No  doubt  the  Quoon's  Government  takes  the 
best  possible  means  of  sending  Bishops  to  Ireland. 
But,  unhappily  for  poor  Ireland,  the  holy  man 
after  his  consecration  sets  out  in  his  chariot  to 
travel  down  to  the  West  Coast.  But,  as  by  the 
laws  of  geography  he  has  to  pass  over  Xlounslow 
Heath,  the  highwaymen  beset  his  cattle,  they 
murder  his  servants,  and  pitch  himself  into  a 
ditch.  The  captain  of  the  highwaymen  then  puts 
on  his  small  clothes  and  goes  over  to  Ireland, 
where  he  acts  as  Bishop  in  his  stead." 

My  Lords,  that  is  not  at  all  such  an  over- 
coloured  statement.  If  you  go  to  Primate 
Boulter's  correspondence  you  will  find  that 
if  a  clergyman  lost  his  character  here  he 
was  provided  for  in  Ireland.  That  was 
the  rule  and  not  the  exception.  And  then 
there  were  the  penal  laws  forbidding  the 
Irish  people  to  learn  to  read.  Did  the 
Irish  Church  pass  those  laws  ?  No  ;  the 
Irish  Church  in  those  times  was  unable  to 
do  the  work  of  an  Apostle,  and  now,  when 
she  is  able  to  do  that  work,  men  rise  up, 
and  for  the  ills  that  were  committed  by  our 
forefathers  they  would  visit  her  with  ezter* 
mination. 

£ut  then  wo  are  told  that  the  object  to 
be  gained  is  so  great  that  we  must  not 
look  very  closely  into  the  matter.  My 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  (Earl  Granville)  indulged  in 
some  exceedingly  useful  lectures  upon  the 
dangers  that  would  result  if   we  did  not 
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assent  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He  told 
us,  when  ire  said  that  evil  would  come  to 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  that  we  were  in- 
dulging in  vaticinations  which  we  had  do 
sort  of  right  to  indulge  in,  and  which  woald 
be  probably  contradicted  by  time.  Allow 
me  to  remind  my  noble  Friend  that  there 
are  vaticinations,  which  are  not  unfreqaent, 
as  to  bright  schemes  of  future  felicity  if 
we  only  make  such  and  such  concessiona — 
but  which  not  as  unfrequently  turn  oat  to 
be  fallacious.  We  have  been  told  that 
peace  and  concord  will  dawn  npon  Ireland, 
and  that  true  religious  knowledge  will  bo 
diffused  over  the  land  when  the  Charch  is 
disestablished.  Will  you  allow  me  to  read 
one  of  those  vaticinations,  becaase  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  bear  somewhat  on  the  aab- 
ject  ?  It  is  a  vaticination  of  a  great  man, 
J.  K.  Z. — I  know  him  best  by  that  name— 
the  Right  Rev.  Dr.  Doyle.  Dr.  Doylo  was 
asked  on  a  memorable  occasion — 

"Would  the  objection  to  tithes  as  thej  now 
stand  be  removed  in  any  degree  by  giving  admiasi- 
bility  to  political  power  to  the  R^man  CathoUs 
laity  ?  " 

His  reply  was— 

*'  Yes,  I  do  conceive  that  they  would  be  greatly 
removed."  "In  what  way  ?— I  conceive  that  ths 
removal  of  disqualifications  under  which  Romsn 
Catholics  labour  would  lessen  considerably  tbois 
feelings  of  opposition  which  they  may  at  praesot 
entertain  with  regard  to  the  Establishment,  ohielif 
for  this  reason,  that  while  we  labour  under  thi 
disabilities  which  now  weigh  upon  us,  we  find  that 
the  clergy  of  the  Establishment,  bein^  very  no- 
merous  and  very  opulent,  employ  their  inflaeoee 
and  their  opulence  in  various  ways  in  opposini 
the  progress  of  our  claims ;  and  I  do  think  that, 
if  those  claims  were  once  adjusted,  and  the  con- 
cessions which  we  desire  granted,  the  oountzy 
would  settle  down  into  a  habit  of  quiet,  and  that 
we  should  no  longer  feel  the  jealousy  against  thi 
clergy  of  the  Establishment  which  we  now  fetl ; 
because  that  jealousy  which  we  do  feel  ariasi 
chiefly  from  the  unrelaxed  efforts  which  they  hafi 
almost  universally  made  to  oppose  our  eUimi. 
We  would  view  them  then,  if  those  claima  were 
granted,  as  brethren  labouring  in  the  same  vin^ 
yard  as  ourselves,  seeking  to  promote  the  intorssts 
of  our  common  country." 

How  far  these  rose-coloured  visions  have 
been  fulfilled  in  nnhappy  Ireland  every 
Member  of  your  Lordship's  Honse  must 
know.  Whenever,  therefore,  we  are  told 
that  this  or  that  new  concession  is  to  re- 
move those  difficulties,  I  confess  there  arise 
in  my  mind  new  doubts  as  to  the  folfilmeot 
of  these  prophecies.  And  when  I  tried  to 
satisfy  my  mind  on  the  comfortable  aide  I 
had  recourse  to  what  I  think  is,  perhapiy 
the  best  evidence — that  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland — becanae  they 
are  more  likely  to  know  than  other  people 
what  would  probably  be  the  reaall.    Thort 
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wAf  a  great  meeting  of  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholie  clergy,  with  the  Yerj  Rot.  R.  B. 
O'Brien,  D.D.,  Y.6.,  Deau  of  Limerick, 
at  their  head,  at  which  they  drew  np  a  de- 
claration, in  these  words — 

''Before  the  fi^e  of  Ireland  and   the  whole 
wwld  we  make  thie  declaration." 

Tear  Lordships  may  see  from  that  how 
great  the  gravity  and  solemnity  of  the  de- 
claration is.  The  declaration  goes  on  to  say — 

"  We  eolemnly  declare  that  the  only  means  of 
eflbetiially  tranquillizing  Ireland  is  hj  a  restora- 
tioD  of  her  nationalitj.  General  legialation  by  the  | 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  will  never  be  equal 
to  the  task  of  teaching,  cherishing,  developing,  and 
rmising  Ireland.  Political  economy  will  never  do  for 
aeosntrj  like  Ireland,  any  more  than  the  ordinary 
Ibod  of  health  and  vigour  would  do  for  the  weak 
ud  licklj.  The  most  exceptional  legislation  must 
be  employed,  the  minotest  knowlege  must  be  ob> 
taioed,  the  most  persevering  local  inquiry  must  be 
iostitated,  and  a  full,  heart-whole,  and  we  would 
isjt  exeloiive  attention,  province  by  province, 
most  be  directed  to  discover  and  remedy  Ireland's 
wants  ;  and  these  things  an  English  Parliament 
esnnot  perform.  An  English  Parliament  has  al- 
ready too  much  to  occupy  it ;  an  English  Parlia- 
ment will  always  proceed  by  fixed  principles  appli- 
cable only  to  organised  communities,  and  they 
will  not  do  for  Ireland ;  an  English  Parliament 
will  have  to  command  a  combination  of  parties 
who  know  little  of  Ireland,  and  cannot  understand 
the  necessity  of  entirely  exceptional  legislation — a 
thing  absolotdy  essential  to  Ireland.  And,  above 
sU,  soeh  a  Parliament  will  never  satisfy  the  yearn- 
ings of  a  whole  people,  whose  intellects  and  whose 
hearts  combine  in  the  cry  for  nationality.  A  land 
tenore  will  accomplish  something ;  removal  of  the 
Prorestant  ascendancy,  by  placing  the  Protestant 
Chweh  in  the  same  position  before  the  State  as 
tke .Catholic  Church,  will  accomplish  much." 

(Cieerf.)     Yes,  wait — 

"  Equality  in  education,  and  the  removal  of  the 

uomsly  of  giving  a  freedom  of  education  on  the 

condition  of  people  giving  up  freedom,  will  do  its 

ibus-rand  we  will  hall  any  and  all  of  them  with 

tbuikAibess." 

Now  for  the  cheer — 

'  ''Bot  we  feel  bound  to  say  that  when  all  of 
^1^  have  been  granted,  safety  from  foreign  dan- 
|w,  perfect  development  of  home  resources,  and 
*f  repeat,  above  all,  the  heart  of  this  country 
will  leqoire  nationality ." 

^ov,  is  it  not  written  in  a  book  with  which 

|lMiK)ble  Duke  is  perhaps  familiar,  '*  Surely 

i^uio  is  the  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any 

^ini  ?"    If  those  whom  you  are  to  moke 

^t^rosl  friends  hy  the  sacrifice  of  the  Es- 

tibliihed  Church  of  Ireland  tell  you,  as  they 

Ud  out  their  hands  to  receive  the  boon, 

"It  will  do  nothing  ;  it  is  only  an  instal- 

aeot;  it  is  not  what  we  want ;  it  is  valu- 

lUe  to  as  as  a  moans,  as  a  pledge,  as  a 

step  towards  separation  from  England,  but 

witboQt  that  separation  it  will    be   worth 

aoChing  to  os;'    surely,  I  say,  one  must 

kafD  at  en  leee  sense  than  is  possessed  by 


a  certain  bird  to  be  deceived  by  these  as* 
sorances.  Well,  then,  the  argument  of 
expediency  breaks  down  altogether. 

I  have  been  told  by  an  authority  I  cannot 
doubt  that  certain  words  used  by  me  at  a 
certain  meeting  at  Oxford  will  be  very 
likely  to  be  rudely  handled  by  a  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Russell),  who  is  to  speak 
presently.  I  suppose  I  must  make  up  my 
mind  to  that,  but  I  adhere  to  those  words, 
and  think  I  can  prove  the  truth  of  them. 
They  were  delivered  under  peculiar  circum« 
stances,  and  when  I  mention  what  these 
were  there  is  not  one  of  your  Lordships  who 
will  not  understand  my  feelings.  I  was 
standing  among  the  youth  of  Oxford  when 
the  news  arrived  of  the  murderous  attempt 
made  upon  the  life  of  our  Royal  Prince. 
The  meeting  was  thrilling  with  excitement, 
and  I  did  say,  and  am  not  prepared  to 
withdraw  the  words,  "  We  are  asked  to 
confiscate  the  revenues  of  our  Church  to 
buy  off  assassins."  [''Oh!"]  I  say  I 
am  not  prepared  to  withdraw  the  words. 
We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  foreign 
friends  and  their  opinions  on  matters  which 
they^  perhaps,  know  very  little  about ;  but 
there  are  certain  things  as  to  which  it  is 
safer  to  appeal  to  other  men's  judgments 
than  our  own,  and,  as  the  Scottish  poet  so 
earnestly  desired,  "  see  ourselves  as  others 
see  us.'  One  of  the  greatest  of  our  foreign 
friends,  Count  Montalembcrt,  attributes 
this  movement  against  the  Irish  Church  to 
the  Fenian  insurrection.  Is  our  foreign 
friend  to  be  trusted  whenever  he  comes  to 
a  conclusion  based  upon  misrepresentation, 
and  is  he  to  be  cast  aside  when  he  is  judg- 
ing for  himself  what  is  the  temper  of  the 
times  ?  Is  it,  then,  entirely  untrue  that 
this  is  an  attempt  to  buy  off  this  terrible 
and  disgraceful  insurrection  ?  My  Lords,  I 
adhere  to  the  assertion.  Look  at  the 
newspapers  published  in  the  interest  of 
these  unhappy  men.  How  do  they  receive 
the  boon  you  offer  thorn  ?  One  of  their 
journals  speak  of  this  measure  as  "  Our 
first  victory."  They  connect  together  the 
two  movements — their  movements  of  evil, 
your  movements  of  conciliation.  But  sup- 
pose for  a  moment  that  there  was  not  this 
coherence  between  the  two  things — the 
belief  tiiat  such  a  connection  exists  is  still 
most  fatal  to  Ireland,  and  therefore,  eccle- 
siastic as  I  am,  I  say  that  the  bringing 
forward  of  this  measure  at  this  time  was  an 
unstatesmanlike  proceeding,  because  it  was 
so  certain  that  the  sacrifice  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  appear  to  be  a  sacrifice  to  the 
Fenian  insurrection.  If,  then,  the  Irish 
people  will  not  be  satisfied— if  we  are  told 
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that  nothing  but  nationality  or  separation 
from  England  will  satisfy  them — is  it  not 
altogether  inexpedient  to  introduce  this 
measure  ?  Is  it  not  one  of  the  most  un- 
statesmanlike  and  unjust  proceedings  that 
a  Legislature  could  devise  ?  Is  it  not  no- 
torious that  you  are  offering  them  a  boon 
in  a  sense  different  from  that  in  which  you 
know  they  are  prepared  to  recei?c  it  ?  And 
not  only  will  their  appetite  not  be  satisfied, 
but  they  will  take  it  as  an  attempt  to  de- 
ceive and  cajole  them,  and  will  probably 
turn  upon  the  giver  with  renewed  vigour. 
Therefore,  the  measure  is  most  inexpedient 
and  most  unstatesmanlike. 

But  then,  I  am  told,  we  must  remember 
that  this  is  a  sentimental  grievance ;  that 
the  Irish  are  a  very  sentimental  people,  and 
unless  you  remove  their  sentimental  griev- 
ances you  canoot  get  them  to  be  at  peace 
with  England.  Now,  I  know  something 
about  sentimental  grievances.  They  mean 
this,  either  in  individuals  or  in  States,— a 
morbid  sensitiveness  as  to  some  fancied 
wrong  which,  because  it  has  not  a  real  ex- 
istence, is  all  the  more  difficult  to  remove. 
That  is  a  sentimental  grievance,  and  if 
given  way  to  it  becomes  the  most  deadly 
poison.  A  man  has  a  sentimental  griev- 
ance against  his  elder  brother  because  he 
cheats  him  out  of  the  estate  ;  and  if  we 
were  in  the  days  in  which  mad  passion 
broke  out  into  mad  action,  the  tragedy  of 
Cain  and  Abel  would  be  enacted  over 
again.  Morally,  the  most  dangerous  thing 
a  man  can  do  is  to  cherish  a  sentimental 
grievance.  We  have  sometimes  heard  of 
destroying  a  sentimental  grievance  by 
creating  a  real  grievance,  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  has  been  the  attempt 
here,  though  it  has  been  made  in  rather 
an  Irish  way.  A  real  grievance  is  indeed 
to  be  created,  only  it  is  not  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  have  got  the  sentimental 
grievance — it  is  on  the  opposite  side.  In 
old  times,  when  a  Royal  pupil  committed  a 
fault,  a  boy  was  kept  to  bo  whipped  for 
him,  and  it  was  supposed  that  the  Royal 
pupil  would  in  that  way  learn  his  lessons 
better  for  the  future  by  seeing  another  boy 
whipped  in  his  stead.  That  practice  was 
not,  I  suppose,  found  to  work  very  well, 
for  it  has  been  abandoned.  But  it  is 
revived  now,  and  my  most  rev.  Brother 
and  the  rest  of  the  Irish  prelates  and 
clergy  are  to  be  whipped  in  order  to  heal 
the  sentimental  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  very  wise 
course  to  pursue. 

It  seems  to  me,  indeed,  that  all  the  ar- 
guments advanced  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
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sure  break  down  when  you  come  to  look  at 
them.     There  is,  to  my  mind,  the  prime 
argument  of  justice,  and  the  argument, 
which  stands  next,  of  expediency.     Then 
there  is  the  fact  that  you  will  not  be  able 
to  support  the  Church  throughout  all  Ire- 
land if  you  deal  thus  rudely  with  it,  and 
that,  in  sweeping  away  from  Ireland  that 
presence,  you  will  be  doing  a  deep  injury 
to  Ireland  itself — not  ["only  to  your  co-re- 
ligionists, supposing  that  you  are  Protes- 
tants, but  to  the  Roman   Catholics  who 
reside  in  Ireland  quite  as  much  as  to  the 
English   residents.      I    believe   that  the 
effect  upon  the  whole  of  Irish  society  of 
the  residence  in  that  country  of  the  meo 
who  are  acting  as  now  the  Irish  clergy  m 
a  body  are  acting  is  one  which  cannot  be 
easily  calculated.  They  spread  good  around 
them  upon  every  side ;  they  raise  the  tons 
of  honour,  of  truth,  and   of  piety ;  thej 
exhibit  what  it  is  to   have  a  conscienee 
capable  of  acting  in  the  concerns  of  a  man 
with  his  God.     I  believe  there  never  was 
a  time  when  the  Irish  Church  was  doing 
its  duty  as  it  is  doing  its  duty  at  this  mo* 
ment.      Try  it  by  any  test.      After  the 
Revolution   they  received  100,000  mem- 
bers   of    their    Church ;    there  are  now 
700,000  members  of  that  Church.     And 
of  whom  do  these  consist  ?     I  venture  to 
say  it — they  are  the  salt  of  the  society  of 
Ireland.     They  are,  as  a  body,  the  men 
of  the  greatest  education  ;  they  are  tbe 
men  who  undertake  the  greatest  labour; 
they  are  the  men  who  set  an  example  to 
their  fellow-citizens    in    all    the   relativs 
duties  of  social  life.     These  are  the  frnit 
of  the  work  of  the  Church  in  that  land. 
Do  not  tell  me  that  they  would  have  been 
there  equally  if  you   had    not  had   that 
Church.     I  point  to  the  example  of  Crom- 
well's    soldiers,    who    settled   in  parts  of , 
Ireland   where  there    is    no    Established 
Church,  and  whose  descendants  are  now, 
many  of  them,  the  hottest  representatives 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.     There  is 
not  among  individuals  religious  depth  and 
fidelity  enough  to  maintain  old  impressions 
for  long  if  these  individuals  are  cast  into 
the  midst  of  a  hostile  communion   with 
none  of  the  advantages  of  their  Chiirob. 
Even  in  its  days  of  weakness  yon  had  in 
the    Church   of  Ireland    that  which  yea 
have  now.      To   whom   did   we    look  in 
troublous  times  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
full  connection  between  the  twolislandst 
Was  it  not  to  those,  in  the  main,  whom 
the  Church  of  Ireland  had  leavened  with 
principles  of  order,  loyalty,  and  anhmit- 
sioQ  ?    Is  this  a  time  when  yon  can  afibrd 
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to  throw  these  men  aside,  when  churches 
ira  being  boHi  every  day,  when  schools 
sre  being  mnltiplied,  when  glebe-houses 
ire  rising,  when  the  clergy  are  improTing 
ra  every  one  of  their  moral  characteristics; 
irhen,  F  venture  to  say,  they  are  becoming 
moeb  better  Churchmen  and  far  less  Cal- 
Tinbtie — is  this  a  time  when  you  should 
torn  round  on  this  Church,  which  has 
done  BO  much  for  you,  and  with  nothing  to 
gain  by  the  sacrifice,  to  slay  her  that  you 
may  appease  a  fancied  sense  of  grievance  ? 
I,  my  Lords,  cannot  receive  the  noble 
Duke's  statement  that  we  are  to  regard 
this  messure  as  a  party  question.  I  feel 
that  if  it  were  propounded  to  this  House 
nakedly  as  a  party  move  it  would  be  re- 
jected with  the  ignominy  which  I  think  it 
woold  deserve.  But  I  cannot  believe  that 
it  is  so  proposed.  I  believe  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  have  persuaded  themselves 
that  they  would  promote  the  peace  of 
Ireland  by  such  a  sacrifice  ;  and  therefore 
I  have  endeavoured  briefly,  but  in  the  best 
manner  I  could  do,  to  show  that  justice 
does  not  allow  the  sacrifice,  and  that  ez- 
pedieney  does  not  counsel  it.  I  have  no 
doubt  how  your  Lordships  will  decide  ; 
hot  I  ask  yon  to  give  your  decision  with 
the  unwavering  voice  of  those  who  are  act- 
ing on  high  Imperial  principles.  I  have 
heard  it  whispered  that  men  have  said  they 
would  vote  for  this  measure,  although  they 
felt  that  it  would  be  an  evil  thing,  because 
they  knew  it  would  not  be  carried.  Qod 
forbid  that  there  should  be  such  an  utter- 
anes  from  any  one !  God  forbid  that  the 
great  moral  issues  involved  in  this  case 
shonld  be  decided  in  that  way  by  any 
man,  as  though  they  were  the  sport  of 
ft  party  move !  No,  my  Lords,  if  you  do 
not  look  as  much  as  I  do  to  the  religious 
aspect  of  the  question,  let  me  ask  you  to 
look  at  it  aa  it  affects  the  future  state  of 
England.  It  is  not  a  ouestion  of  the  Re- 
formation only.  For  700  years,  in  Boman 
Catholic  times  as  well  as  in  the  Reformed, 
your  forefathers  have  been  striving  against 
the  usurpations  of  Rome  in  a  free  country. 
The  Statutes  of  Provisors  came  far  before 
the  Reformation.  Tour  Plantagenet  mo- 
narehs  carried  them  and  enforced  them 
too.  Henry  III.'s  reign  gives  yon  some 
grand  examples  of  them.  They  knew  the 
evil  they  were  keeping  out  of  Ireland.  Are 
yon  prepared,  upon  the  darkening  of  a 
Bommer  cloud,  to  give  up  that  which  your 
Roman  Catholic  forefathers  refused  to  sa- 
oiiiee  to  the  arrogant  demands  of  Rome  ? 
Are  yon  prepared  to  give  to  Rome-— *  to 
give  to  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 


Ireland,  and  through  them  to  the  clergy 
under  them,  the  power  of  nominating  the 
representatives  of  that  country  in  the 
Lower  House  of  Parliament  ?  My  Lords, 
1  heartily  wish  that  all  to  whom  the  Re- 
formed Faith  is  dear  woold  carefully  ponder 
this  certain  issue.  What  if  by  driving 
from  the  remoter  parts  of  Ireland  the 
scattered  members  of  your  Church  now 
living  there  yon  should  hand  over  the  re- 
presentation of  the  sister  island  to  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  ?  If  he  is  represented  in 
the  Lower  House  of  Parliament  by  a 
serried  phalanx  of  men  bound  above  every 
other  obligation  to  receive  his  commands 
and  to  carry  out  his  will,  what  is  the  worth 
of  the  liberties  of  Great  Britain,  what  the 
worth  of  the  freedom  of  your  Chnrch  of 
England  ? 

The  Babl  of  SHAFTESBURY:  My 
Lords,  I  have  from  the  first  felt  it  quite 
impossible  to  discuss  this  great — this  un- 
speakably great — question  in  all  its  length 
and  breadth  upon  the  immediate  issue  before 
us;  and  that  impression  has  been  confirmed 
by  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke  who 
opened  the  debate  to-night,  and  who  spoke 
of  the  distinction  between  disestablishment 
and  disendowment.  When  we  were  told 
that  disendowment  was  not  intended,  and 
that  a  compromise  would  be  made,  I  think 
your  Lordships  must  have  felt  that  wecannot 
properly  discuss  this  question  until  the  whole 
scheme  is  before  us.  We  are  now  all  en- 
gaged in  dealing  with  different  issues  ; 
some  of  us  looking  to  the  Bill  itself,  others 
to  the  consequences  of  disestablishment, 
others  to  the  consequences  of  disendow- 
ment; and  we  cannot  come  to  any  consecu- 
tive and  uniform  treatment  of  the  subject. 
When  I  first  looked  at  this  Bill  I  confess 
it  seemed  to  me  a  measure  of  a  most 
meagre  and  insignificant  character,  and 
one  that  woold  do  neither  good  nor  harm. 
No  doubt,  the  argument  of  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  who  presides  over  the  Archdiocese 
of  York  showed  that  certain  inconveniences 
would  result  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
if  it  were  continued  in  operation  for  any  con- 
siderable time  ;  but  I  do  not  believe,  after 
the  Reformed  Parliament  has  met,  that  any 
long  time  will  elapse  before  a  substantial 
plan  will  be  submitted  to  this  House.  But, 
be  that  as  it  may,  the  rejection  of  this  Bill 
will  not  retard  or  advance  by  a  single  hour 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Disconnecting  the  Bill  from  all  argument 
as  to  the  extreme  consequences  which  may 
ensue,  and  disconnecting  it  also  from  the 
Resolutions  adopted  by  the  other  House, 
but  which  do  not  appear  here,  I  confess  I 
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am  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why  the  Opposi- 
tion should  be  so  anxious  to  carry  and  the 
Government  so  anxious  to  defeat  this  mea- 
gre and  insignificant  measure — a  Bill  that, 
it  seems  to  me,  derives  its  main  importance 
from  the  resistance  that  has  been  offered 
to  it.  My  Lords,  I  am  prepared  to  main- 
tain, as  strongly  as  any  man  can  do,  the 
integrity  of  the  Church  of  Ireland-^subject, 
I  mean,  to  all  those  necessary  and  wise 
reforms  which  it  must  undergo ;  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  whenever  a  full  and 
substantial  plan  shall  be  submitted  to  this 
House,  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
we  shall  find  your  Lordships  ready  to  main- 
tain  the  Church,  even  at  the  hazard  of 
your  own  extinction,  and  that  your  attitude 
will  be  as  bold  and  fearless  as  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  But  I  think  the  House 
should  look  at  this  question  in  the  way  in 
which  I  feel  assured  it  is  looked  at  by  the 
country.  Observe  how  the  Bill  has  come 
up  to  this  House.  It  came  up  backed  by 
a  very  largo  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  its  second  reading.  All  its  subse- 
quent stages  were  there  passed  almost  in 
silence,  and,  therefore,  it  reaches  us  with 
the  apparent  sanction  of  the  whole  of  that 
House.  I  must  say  we  have  a  right  to 
complain  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  intended  to  throw  upon  us  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  the  measure. 
Moreover,  it  comes  before  us  in  a  peculiar 
form,  not  only  as  bearing  the  sanction  of 
the  other  House,  but  also  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty  herself,  whose  name  and 
authority  are  recited  in  the  Preamble. 
Therefore  we  have  two  branches  of  the 
Legislature  against  one  in  this  matter. 
The  Bill  also  professes,  and  will  go  out  to 
the  country— although  I  do  not  say  it  is 
the  actual  intention — as  demanding  no 
more  than  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  for 
discussing  this  question.  Its  rejeotioUi 
therefore,  by  this  House  will  be  regarded 
as  a  refusal  of  that  demand — a  demand  in 
itself  legitimate.  That  is  the  light  in 
which  I  am  certain  the  Bill  and  its  rejec- 
tion will  be  viewed  by  the  country.  I  now 
speak  in  the  interest  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  I  solemnly  declare  that  I  view  with 
dismay — on  an  issue  such  as  this,  so 
feeble,  so  powerless,  so  totally  unaffecting 
the  great  issue  to  be  raised  hereafter — 
I  view  with  dismay  its  going  out  to  the 
country,  on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election, 
that  this  House  had  sot  itself  against 
giving  the  opportunity  of  a  full,  fair,  and  legi- 
timate inquiry.  I  know  very  well  that  will 
be  the  way  in  which  the  whole  thing  will 
be  perverted.     I  know  that  is  the  senti- 
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ment  which  is  already  begioning  to  prevaiU 
I   am   not  speaking  my   own  sentimenti 
alone,   but  that  of   many  persons  out-of- 
doors  who  are  as  anxious  as  your  Lord- 
ships for  the  maintenance  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland.     Thousands  of  those,  Who  wish 
well  neither  to  your  Lordships  nor  to  the 
Church   are    panting   with   eagernesa  for 
your  Lordship's  decision  to-night,  knowing 
that  it  is  so  liable  to  be  perverted  into  an 
argument  against  you.       If  the  elections 
were  to  be  held  a  twelvemonth  hence  there 
would  be  time  for  public  opinion  to  right 
itself :  but  as  the  elections  will  occur  in 
two  or  three  months,  with  all  this  inis-atate- 
ment,  calumny,  and  violence  prevalent*  I 
must  say  I  do  not  wish  this  House  to  be 
exposed  to  the  danger  of  misrepresentation 
without  the  possibility  of  explanation.    Il 
appears  to  me  that  this  Bill  has  been  con- 
structed with  a  strategical  purpose,  as  if 
with  the  object  of  inviting  your  Lordships 
to  come  down    from  the  strong  position 
you  have  occupied,  and  as  you  are  descend* 
ing  the  hill  depend  upon  it  there  are  thou- 
sands of  Cromwells  who  will  say,  "  The 
Lord  hath  delivered  them  into  our  hand." 
In  a  party  sense,  I  can  have  no  interest 
in   the  result  of  this  contest,   bat  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  not  have  given  to  their  Liberal 
rivals  a  heavier  blow   and  a   sorer  dis- 
couragement than  they  would  have  done  by 
passing  this  measure  without  a  division.  I 
am  aware  it  may  be  said  that  this  is  the 
first  step  towards  the  main  question-— the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church.     I 
think  those  who  argue  thus  are  justified 
in    80  arguing;    but,  on  the  other  hand, 
I   think  others  may  be  equally  justified 
in  maintaining,   as  I  do,  that  this,  though 
apparently    a    step    in     advance,    is   in 
fact  no  step  at  all,  and  yet  it  is  a  mea- 
sure  which,   if  resisted,  will  expose  this 
House  to  no  end  of  censure  and  oalnmny. 
Most  earnestly  so  I  say,  that  if  we  are  to 
come  into  collision  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  with  the  country,  let  it  be  upon 
some  grand  and  vital  measure ;   let  it  be 
upon  something  that  the  country  can  fed 
and  understand,  and  not  upon  an  issue  so 
paltry,  mean,  and  insignificant  as  this.    I 
:  readily  admit — indeed,  I  feel  it  intensely, 
'  that  the  main  question  with  which  we  shall 
!  have  to  deal  is,  perhaps,  the  most  solemn 
'  and  most  important  ever  submitted  to  our 
consideration.     It  has  not  only  a  civil|  bnt 
it  partakes  very  largely  of  a  religious  cha* 
ractcr.     There  are  very  good  men  who  see 
their  way  clearly   and  couscientionsly  to 
the   disestablishment   of   the    Proteataot 
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Churoh  of  Ireland.  I  venture  to  take  an 
opposite  vieir,  and,  perhaps,  in  taking  that 
Tieir  I  run  into  the  opposite  extreme,  be- 
cause I  do  as  conscientiouslj  believe  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  that  if  you  proceed 
to  overthrow  the  Protestant  Church  of 
Ireland  by  such  means  and  for  such 
purposes  you  will  break  up  the  foun- 
dations of  our  national  existence,  and 
take  the  first  step  towards  a  national 
apoatasy.  Now  this  Bill  involves  no  prin- 
eiple,  and  is  entirely  a  matter  of  policy  or 
expediency.  I  had  at  at  one  time  deter- 
mined, with  the  view  of  escaping  the  snare 
whieh  I  think  has  been  laid  for  the  House 
of  Lordsy  to  vote  for  it.  But  I  have  now 
determined  to  take  no  part  in  the  division. 
It  ia,  I  know,  a  pusillanimous  course,  and 
one  which  I  am  half-ashamed  of ;  but  I 
have  taken  it  in  deference  to  the  most 
urgent  entreaties  and  to  the  deep  conscien- 
tioua  feelings  of  many  viho  take  a  solemn, 
vital»  and  religious  interest  in  this  question. 
I  confess  my  weakness  in  so  doing,  but  I 
am  willing  to  surrender  that  portion  of  my 
consistency  in  deference  to  the  deep  and 
earnest  solicitations  of  persons  for  whom 
I  have  so  profound  and  constant  a  regard. 
The  Dukb  of  RICHMOND :  My  Lords, 
I  shall  not  detain  your  Lordships  any  long 
lime  after  the  lengthened  discussion  that 
hasjtaken  place  ;  but,  holding  the  position 
I  do  as  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to  remain 
silent  upon  so  great  an  occasion — especially 
as  to  do  so  would  be  contrary  to  my  in- 
clinations. The  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
addressed  you  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury) 
described  this  Bill  as  a  paltry  one,  and  of 
aucb  insignifieant  dimensions  that  your 
Lordships  might  have  passed  it  without  op- 
position ;  whilst  the  noble  Earl  who  in- 
troduced it  to  your  Lordships'  notice  (Earl 
Granville)  described  it  as  one  of  the  greatest 
importance.  I  incline  to  take  the  view  of 
the  latter  noble  Earl.  Since  its  introduc- 
tion to  your  Lordships  I  have  vainly  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  from  the  speeches  of  its 
snpporters  the  character  of  the  measure  and 
the  probable  results  which  may  be  antici- 
pated should  we  pass  it,  and  what  are  the 
special  grounds  which  exist  at  the  present 
time  that  did  not  previously  exist,  to  induce 
year  Lordships  to  adopt  the  measure.  In 
endeavouring  to  discover  its  objects  and  its 
probable  results,  I  am  somewhat  indebted 
to  the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  on  Friday 
evening  (the  Duke  of  Somerset)  with  a 
caodoor  which  is  so  characteristic  of  his 
condoct  both  in  and  out  of  this  House. 
I  iniet  say  I  sympathiie  with  him  on  the 


exceedingly  uncomfortable  position  in  which 
he  must  find  himself  placed — namely,  the 
position  of  supporting  a  Bill  which  he  des- 
cribed as  perfectly  unworkable,  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  measures  of  the  purport  of  which 
he  was  entirely  ignorant.  Nevertheless, 
though  he  had  not  been  asked  to  take  any 
part  in  the  Resolutions  on  which  this  un- 
workable Bill  was  founded,  and  though  he  is 
quite  in  the  dark  as  to  what  is  to  follow,  the 
noble  Duke  with  exemplary  faith  in  the 
party  to  which  he  belongs,  intends  to  give 
Lt  his  support.  Now  one  of  the  great  objec- 
tions I  have  to  the  passing  of  the  present 
Bill  is  that  it  is  the  forerunner  of  some 
scheme  for  the  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  If  any 
such  scheme  bo  in  existence  your  Lordships 
have  a  right  to  demand  that  it  be  laid 
before  you.  But  if  there  be  no  such 
scheme  then  that  is  a  suflScient  ground  why 
your  Lordships  should  refuse  your  assent 
to  this  Bill.  I  am  forced  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Bill  is  brought  forward  merely  in 
order  to  prejudge  and  prejudice  a  question 
which  is  avowedly  remitted  by  common 
consent  to  tho  decision  of  a  new  Parlia- 
ment. The  operation  of  the  Bill  extends 
only  to  the  1st  of  August  in  next  jear  ;  but 
is  there  a  man  in  the  country  who  will  pre- 
tend to  say  that  there  is  any  .possibility 
of  a  scheme  for  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  for 
the  appropriation  of  the  funds  which  will 
accrue  if  such  a  measure  be  carried,  pas- 
sing in  the  meantime  through  this  or  the 
other  House  ?  This  Bill  virtually  says  to 
tho  members  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland, — '*  We  have  in  our  minds  the  dis- 
establishment of  your  Church  ;  we  are  not 
able  at  this  moment  to  say  whether  it  is 
possible  to  carry  such  a  measure  or  not ; 
but  in  the  meantime  and  until  we  can  carry 
it,  we  will  hamper  and  cripple  your  minis- 
trations, and,  if  we  can  do  nothing  else,  we 
will  bring  your  Church  into  such  discredit 
as  to  render  it  powerless  for  good."  It  is 
not  my  intention  to  cite  Hansard  in  order  • 
to  prove  the  change  of  opinion  which  has 
taken  place  in  many  noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side  the  House  in  reference  to  this 
subject.  I  find  no  fault  with  those  who 
honestly  change  their  convictions,  believing 
that  tho  opinions  they  have  held  are  no 
longer  tenable,  and  that  the  progress  of 
events  and  the  force  of  circumstances 
required  the  adoption  of  a  diflPerent  policy. 
What,  however,  I  do  complain  of  is  the 
fluctuation  of  opinion  which  has  been  ex- 
hibited by  the  other  side  on  this  question. 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  the 
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other  evening  quoted  the  apeech  of  Sir 
George  Grey  who,  in  I860,  Bpeaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  opposition  to 
Mr.  Dillwyn's  Resolution  declared  that  no 
practical  grievance  eiisted,  and  that  in 
attempting  to  redrees  the  theoretical  a 
great  shock  would  be  given  to  our  laws 
and  institutions.  He  went  further,  and 
said  that  it  was — 

**  The  firm  belief  of  the  Government  that  the 
Irish  Church  could  not  be  subrerted  without  rero* 
lution  and  all  the  horrors  that  attend  rerolation." 

It  would  seem,  however,  as  if  the  rigtit 
hon.  Gentleman  had  one  set  of  opinions 
when  in  Office,  and  another  set  when  out 
of  Office.  In  1844,  when  in  Opposition, 
he  thought  the  Irish  Church  a  grievance, 
and  we  find  him  using  much  the  same  ar- 
guments and  language  as  we  hear  now. 
He  said  in  1844 — 


"  Among  all  the  nations  of  Europe  we  find  that 
Ireland  alone  is  so  peculiarly  circumstanced  that 
while  sevcn-eigUths  of  the  population  are  Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  remainder  divided  between 
Episcopalians  and  Presbyterians,  there  exists  in 
that  country  an  exclusive  Church  Establishment 
for  the  Episcopalian  minority.  This  is  a  griev- 
ance that  comes  home  to  every  man  irrespective 
of  the  question  of  payment.  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  question  is  one 
besot  with  diflSculty,  but  I  deny  that  it  is  a  diflS- 
culty  suflScient  to  deter  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
from  dealing  with  it."— [8  Hansard,  Ixxiv.  841.] 

In  1865,  being  in  Office,  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  said — 

"  For  these  reasons,  believing  that  the  object 
avowed  by  those  who  have  brought  forward  the 
Resolution  is  one  which  could  not  be  attained 
without  great  mischief,  being  of  opinion  that  no 
practical  grievance  exists,  and  that  in  attempting 
to  redress  the  theoretical  grievance  a  great  shock 
would  be  given  to  our  laws  and  institutions,  I  can 
have  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
in  opposing  the  Motion." — [8  Uantardf  clxxviii. 
402.] 

My  Lords,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
these  fluctuations,  these  changes  of  opi- 
nion are  somewhat  traditional  in  the  policy 
of  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  will  remind  your 
Lordships  of  two  lines  written  some  forty 
Tears  ago  by  a  famous  poet,  whose  works 
have  been  edited  by  a  noble  Earl,  a  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House.  Moore 
tells  u«  that — 

"  As  bees  on  flowers  alighting  cease  their  hum, 
So  settling  into  places  Whigs  are  dumb." 

During  all  the  years  the  present  Opposi- 
tion were  in  Office,  and  when  they  could 
have  calmly  and  quietly  considered  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church,  they  would 
not  entertain  it,  and  I  hope  that  the  poet 
may  prove  in  this  case  a  prophet  also,  and 
that  if  noble  Lords  opposite  succeed  to  our 
places  on  these  Benches  we  shall  hear  no 
Th$  Dm1c$  of  RiehvMnd 


more  of   the  disestablishment    and   dis- 
endowment   of    the   Irish   Church.      My 
noble  Friend   who    introduced    thia    Bill 
(Earl  Granville)  spoke  of  the  Fenian  in- 
surrection as  if  to  show  your  Lordships  the 
necessity  for  adopting  such  a  measure ; 
but,  my  Lords,  the  grievance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  if  it  be  one,  existed  in  1848, 
when,  during   the   administration  of   the 
Government,  of  which  my  noble  Friend  was 
a  Member,  an  insurrection  broke  out  in 
Ireland ;  and  vet  that  Government  did  Dot 
then  propose  any  such  Bill.     They  relied 
on  force — they  trusted  to  the  strong  arm 
of  the  law  ;  but  they  never  BUggested  the 
expediency  of  destroying  this  Church  as  t 
remedial  measure.     There  is  another  ail- 
ment which  my  noble  Friend  made  use  of— • 
namely,  tliat  the  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  were  in  a  minority 
as  compared  with   the  whole   population. 
But  is  this  new  ?     Why  thoy  hare  been 
in  a  minority  ever  since  the  Reformation— 
it  was  so  at  the  Revolution,  it  was  so  at 
the  Union,  it  was  so  at  the  passing  of  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation — and  I  ask  is  there 
any  man  alive  who  thinks  that  if  a  elause 
had  been  introduced  into  that  measure  for 
disestablishing  and   disendowing  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Protestants  were  in  a  minority,  there  would 
have  been  the  slightest  chance  of  that  Bill 
passing?     And    it   so   happens  that  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  are  in  a  less 
minority  now  than  they  were  at  any  former 
time.     Take  three  periods  during  the  last 
200  years  at  which  the  comparative  num- 
bers of   the  Established  Church  and  the 
Roman  Catholics  have  been  taken.      In 
1672  they  were  as  one  in  eight  to  the 
Roman  Catholics;  in  1824  as  one  in  twelve; 
and  in  1861  as  one  in  six  and  a  half.  Again, 
my  Lords,  if  you  allow  this  argument  of 
minority  to  prevail  in  respect  of  the  Chureb, 
I  Tenture  to  submit  that  you  will  be  ad- 
mitting a  very  dangerous  principle.     I  do 
not  see  how  you  will  be  able  to  limit  it  to 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church.    Are  not  the 
landlords  in  a  minority  ?  are  not  the  fund- 
holders  in  a  minority  ?  are  not  the  posses- 
sors of  every  kind  of  accumulated  wealth 
in  a  minority  ?     I  do  not  see  why  the  ar- 
gument now  sought  to  be  applied  to  the 
Irish  Church  may  not,  if  it  be  admitted  ia 
this  case,  be  applied  to  them.     Then  we 
are  told  that  Ireland  will  be  pacified  by 
this  measure,  or  rather  by  the  great  mea- 
sure which  is  dawning  into  existence,  but 
which  is  still  in  a  haze,  even  for  my  noble 
Friend   who  introduced   thia  Bill.     If  it 
would  pacify  Ireland  I  admit  there  woald 
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bo  MMDethiDg  gained  by  it ;  but  first  of  all 
will  it  latiifT  any  one  ?  We  know  pretty 
wdl  whom  it  will  diitatitfy.  It  will  dii- 
aatisfy  the  Protestant  popalation  of  the 
oonntry.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  read  to  your  Lordships  an  account 
of  a  meeting  held  at  Limerick,  from  which 
it  18  perfectly  clear  that  (he  Roman  Catholic 
eJergy  who  took  part  in  that  meeting  would 
Dot  be  aatisfied  with  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church,  because  the  Resolu- 
tions which  were  agreed  to  at  that  meeting 
point  to  the  repeal  of  the  Union  as  the 
measure  which  alone  can  satisfy  them. 
They  will  take  this  and  other  measures  if 
tbey  can  get  them,  but  they  will  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  short  of  a  repeal  of  the 
Union.  It  may  be  said  that  the  meeting 
in  Limerick  was  held  some  time  ago  ;  but 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Resolution  passed  at 
a  meeting  which,  as  it  so  happened,  was 
held  on  the  very  day  my  noble  Friend 
mtrodoeed  this  measure.  It  was  a  meeting 
of  the  National  Association  held  in  Dublin, 
Mr.  Alderman  M'Swiney  in  the  chair.  In 
an  account  of  the  proceedings  I  find  the 
following  statement : — 

"The  Rer.  John  Bojlao,  P.P.,  Crosserloogh, 
diocese  of  Kilmore,  propoted  the  following  Resolu- 
tion : — '  That  while  the  action  of  political  parties 
In  the  House  of  Commons  has  brought  into  bold 
pfominenoe,  at  the  present  crisis,  the  Church 
qiestioD,  we  are  oompelled  to  declare  that  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question — the  primary 
grierasce  of  Ireland— chiims  our  earnest  and  un- 
abated attention ;  and  we  are  determined  to  urge 
at  the  forthcoming  elections  the  settlement  of  the 
land  qoeetion,  wiUiout  which  there  can  be  no  in- 
dustrial progress,  no  permanent  peace,  no  flxitj  of 
the  people  on  their  own  soil.' '' 

8o  thaty  my  Lords,  we  find  that  at  one 
meeting  the  clergymen  present  will  bo 
satisfied  with  nothing  short  of  a  repeal  of 
the  Union,  while  at  another  we  find  a 
reverend  gentleman  proposing  a  Resolution 
which  declares  that  no  remedy  will  be 
effectual  till  the  land  question  is  settled. 
Your  Lordships  will  observe  that  the  pro- 
poser of  that  Resolution  attributes  to  "the 
action  of  political  parties*'  the  fact  that 
this  Church  question  has  been  brought  be- 
fore Parliament.  I  made  no  such  accusa- 
tion ;  because,  as  my  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville)  has  disclaimed  any  party  motive 
in  the  matter,  I  felt  bound  to  accept  that 
disclaimer.  I  merely  refer  to  the  state- 
ment in  the  Resolution  to  show  you  the 
way  in  which  the  question  is  viewed  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  themselves.  I 
say«  my  Lords,  that  if  jou  are  prepared 
for  such  changes  as  this  you  ought  at 
aU  e? enta  to  be  sure  that  yon  are  going 


to  satisfy  those  for  whom  you  intend  to 
legislate.  Another  argument  put  forward  in 
support  of  this  Motion  is  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  has  not  fulfilled 
the  purpose  for  which  she  was  intended^- 
that  she  has  failed  as  a  Missionary  Church. 
Now,  my  Lords,  whatever  may  have  been 
the  case  in  former  times,  this  reason 
cannot,  with  any  fairness,  be  assigned 
at  present,  I  find  it  stated  that  the 
Society  for  Irish  Church  Missions  has 
raised  within  the  last  nineteen  years,  for 
exclusively  Church  work  in  Ireland,  nearly 
£500,000 ;  and  that  the  operations  of  this 
Society  have  been  carried  on  entirely 
through  the  machinery  of  the  Established 
Church.  It  maintains  54  Sunday  schools 
and  86  week-day  schools,  and  its  mission- 
ary agency  comprises  34  ordained  clergy- 
men, 225  trained  agents  and  Scripture 
readers,  and  160  inferior  teachers.  200 
Sunday  and  193  week-day  services  are 
held  in  each  month,  and  the  Scripture 
readers  make  about  9,700  visits  during  the 
same  period.  Then,  my  Lords,  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act  has  been  frequently  al- 
luded to.  We  are  told  that,  as  Parliament 
dealt  with  the  Church  by  that  Act,  there 
is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  deal  with 
it  now.  But,  my  Lords,  the  Parliament  of 
that  day  dealt  with  the  Irish  Church  on  a 
totally  opposite  principle  from  that  now 
proposed — the  two  cases  are  entirely  dis- 
tinct the  one  from  the  other,  as  I  shall 
show  your  Lordships  by  referring  to  tho 
Preambles  of  the  two  Bills.  The  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  has  scarcely  any 
Preamble  in  the  ordinary  form;  and  ac- 
cordingly when  we  want  to  see  what  its 
clauses  are  founded  upon  we  mu&t  refer  to 
the  Resolutions  which  preceded  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  first  of  those 
Resolutions,  which  declares  that  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland  ought  to  cease  to 
exist,  is  the  real  Preamble  to  this  Bill. 
But  here  is  the  declaration  in  the  Preamble 
of  tho  Church  Temporalities  Act — 

"  Whereas  the  number  of  Bishops  in  Ireland 
maj  coDTenieDtlj  be  diminished,  and  the  revenues 
of  certain  of  the  Bishoprics  applied  to  building, 
re-building,  and  repairing  of  Churches  and  other 
such  like  ecclesiastical  purposes,  and  to  augmenta- 
tion of  small  Livings  and  to  such  other  purposes 
as  ma  J  conduce  to  the  advancement  of  religion 
and  the  efficiencj,  permanence,  and  stability  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

Is  there  any  similarity,  my  Lords,  between 
a  Bill  having  for  its  object  •'  the  eflSciency, 
permanence,  and  stability  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,"  and  one 
ha?ing  for  its  object  the  disestablishment 
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and  disendowment  of  the  Irish  branch  of 
that  Ghorch  ?  But,  my  Lords,  what  is  this 
Church  which  you  are  asked  to  disestablish 
and  disendow?  It  is  the  one  Church  estab- 
lished in  England  and  Ireland.  Of  the 
Irish  landowners  it  ha;  the  support  of 
eight-ninths  ;  and  to  disestablish  a  Church 
which  is  supported  by  eight-ninths  of  the 
landowners  of  a  country  seems  to  me 
an  exceedingly  unjust  measure.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  put  before  your  Lordships, 
with  yery  few  quotations,  the  views  which 
I  entertain  upon  this  subject ;  but  I  must 
ask  your  Lordships'  attention  to  a  few 
words  which  describe,  in  better  terms  than 
I  can  employ,  the  exact  position  of  the 
Irish  Church.  The  passage  is  taken  from 
a  speech  delifered  in  this  House  many 
years  ago  by  a  former  Bishop  of  Limerick, 
who  described  the  Eaglish  and  Irish 
Church  in  this  manner.     He  said — 

^*  On  the  whole,  then,  I  would  exhort  those  who 
loTe  and  venerate  our  Constitution^  both  in 
Church  and  State,  to  consider  what  we  have  at 
stake — ^the  integrity  of  our  United  Kingdom  and 
the  Protestant  Faith  of  this  Protestant  Empire. 
If  one  portion  of  the  Church  suffer,  all  must  suf- 
fer with  it.  The  Church  in  England  and  the 
Church  in  Ireland  have  no  separate  interests, 
have  no  separate  being — thej  must  stand  or  fall 
together.  The  united  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  is  one  and  indivisible.  It  was  made  so 
by  solemn  national  compact  in  the  Act  of  Union. 
This  identity  constitutes  the  fundamental  Article 
of  Union ;  we  might  as  properly  speak  of  two 
Houses  of  Commons,  two  Houses  of  Peers,  two 
Sovereigns,  two  complete  Legislatures,  the  one 
for  England,  the  other  for  Ireland,  as  speak  of 
two  distinct  Churches.  The  national  faith  of  both 
oountries  is  pledged  equally  to  maintain  one 
Church,  one  King,  one  House  of  Commons,  one 
House  of  Lords.  If  Parliament,  therefore,  were 
to  subvert  or  to  re-model  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Ireland  it  would  break  the  Union  ;  and  if 
it  break  the  Union  it  will  enact  its  own  destruc- 
tion ;  it  will  enact  a  revolution  ;  and  of  such  a 
revolution  the  fruit  would  be  nothing  else  than 
anarchy  and  public  ruin." 

I  fully  concur  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
that  the  compact  so  entered  into  between 
the  Parliaments  of  the  two  countries  has 
up  to  this  time  been  solemnly  and  religiously 
observed.  I  believe  the  Church  to  be  a 
bond  of  union  between  the  two  countries  ; 
and  therefore  nothing  upon  my  part  shall 
be  done  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
enemies  of  that  Church  to  proceed  with 
the  work  which  they  have  commenced. 
But  if  this  attempt  upon  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  be  successful,  it  will  be 
followed  by  other  attempts  to  subvert  the 
Protestant  Constitution  in  England  and 
Scotland.  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  balance  of  the  Constitution  thus  de- 
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stroyed  ;  and  I  believe  that  if  thia  attempt 
be  successful  such  will  be  the  result.  Re- 
collect, my  Lords,  if  you  destroy  this  Estab- 
lishment you  will  by  no  means  have  de> 
stroyed  all  Establishments  ;  you  will  be 
left  with  one  great  Establishment  which 
owns  its  allegiance  not  to  the  Queen  of 
England,  but  to  the  Pope  of  Rome, 
against  the  aggressions  of  whom  Ihii 
country  has  successfully  and  manfully 
striven  for  the  last  300  years.  I  believe 
that  this  successful  resistance  has  been 
mainly  owing  to  the  union  in  this  coantrj 
of  a  Protestant  Church  with  a  ProteataDl 
State ;  and  upon  the  continuance  of  that 
connection  will  mainly  depend  the  perma- 
nence of  the  Constitution  as  by  law  estab- 
lished in  this  country,  and  the  maintenance 
of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  all  denomi- 
nations of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  :  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships,  by  the  long  and  serious  atten- 
tion gif  en  to  this  subject  have  shown,  I 
think,  your  conviction  that  it  ia  one  which 
cannot  be  disposed  of  by  an  abstract  vote 
or  by  a  Suspensory  Bill.  It  is  fully  un- 
derstood that  we  are  now  standing  in  the 
vestibule  merely  of  a  great  national  discus- 
sion, without  any  hope  or  desire  to  close  it 
by  our  vote  to-night.  The  greatness  of 
this  question  can  be  only  appreciated  by 
men  who,  having  studied  the  history  of 
their  country,  have  seen  how  this  question 
of  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  has 
mixed  itself  up  with  other  matters,  and 
how,  having  been  discussed  and  thonght 
about  almost  during  a  century,  has  bunt 
out  in  the  front  rank.  The  question  has 
been  surrounded  with  many  collateral 
issues  ;  but  as  to  the  main  question — that 
of  the  right  of  the  State  to  deal  with  the 
Irish  Church — I  can  have  no  doubt  what- 
ever ;  for  to  entertain  a  contrary  opinion  it 
would  be  necessary,  as  it  seems  to  me,  to 
go  contrary,  not  only  to  the  very  spirit  of 
Protestantism,  but  to  the  course  of  Church 
reformation  of  any  kind.  What  has  been 
the  course  of  reformation  in  all  Churches 
but  to  deprive  them,  to  a  greater  or  less 
extent,  of  properties  received  from  the 
pious  bequests  of  bygone  generations,  but 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  these  times,  can 
no  longer  be  beneficially  applied  to  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  given  ?  We 
liave  seen  in  Spain  —  a  most  essentially 
Catholic  country,  under  the  regency  of 
Queen  Christina,  herself  a  moat  devoted 
Catholic — one-third  of  the  land  taken  ool 
of  the  hands  of  the  clergy  ;  and  that  baa 
been  since  recognised  as ''an  aecompliahed 
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fiet'*  The  ebaDge  certainlj  baa  not  been 
prodaetiTO  of  the  great  advantages  which 
were  expected  ;  neyertheleBs,  it  has  had 
the  effect  of  placing  the  ecclesiastical  sys- 
tem of  Spain  on  an  entirely  new  footing. 
The  same  prooess  is  going  on  in  Italy,  and 
is  being  carried  onfc,  notwithstanding  oppo- 
sition in  Rome.  And  there  are  many  more 
instances  of  a  like  character.  I  cannot 
■ee,  therefore,  how,  in  a  Protestant  eoun- 
try»  and  sarrounded,  as  I  am,  by  so  many 
of  your  Lordships,  who  are  possessors  of 
property  which  formerly  belonged  to  the 
Chorch,  it  can  be  contended  that  to  touch 
any  portion  of  the  property  of  the  Irish 
Chorch  is  an  act  of  sacrilege.  The  right 
rcY.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  tried 
to  be  Tcry  jocular  on  the  subject  of  what 
he  called  sentimental  grievances  ;  and  he 
wished  your  Lordships  to  believe  that  these 
meant  nothing  more  than  wounded  vanity, 
or  feelings  worthy  of  no  serious  attention. 
Bnt  I  think  that  if  we  pay  heed  to  the 
history  of  the  world,  all  the  great  tumults, 
and  difSeulties,  and  revolutions,  have 
sprang  from  what  are  called  sentimental 
grievances ;  the  line  between  sentimental 
and  material  grievance  is  so  narrow  that 
yoo  never  can  tell  when  one  will  run  into 
the  other.  Sentimental  grievances  have 
this  peculiarity — that  if  you  do  not  touch 
them  in  the  right  way  and  at  the  right 
time  they  become  material  grievances,  and 
prove  the  source  of  great  danger.  An- 
other point  put  forward  is  the  supposed 
identity  of  the  Churches  of  England  and 
Ireland,  as  to  which  the  noble  Duke  who 
spoke  last  read  a  quotation  in  which  that 
identity  was  asserted  in  the  baldest  form. 
My  own  opinion  is  that  if  it  is  held  that 
the  few  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Irish 
Protestants  form  an  integral  part  of  the 
Cbnrch  of  England,  then  it  must  with 
equal  force  be  held  that  the  millions  of 
those  who  do  not  belong  to  that  Church 
most  be  held  to  form  part  of  the  great 
Nonconformist  body.  The  Church  of  Ire- 
land must,  in  fact,  be  taken  upon  its  own 
merits,  and  must  be  regarded  in  the  h'ght 
of  its  own  political  circumstances.  Dis- 
establishment will  certainly  not  utterly  de- 
stroy the  usefulness  of  the  Irish  Church  as 
has  been  alleged.  Let  us  consider  what 
that  Church  might  become  ;  and  become 
in  consequence  of  her  disestablishment. 
Have  we  not,  for  instance,  a  Church  in 
India  admirably  served  as  to  all  its  offices, 
affording  to  English  Protestants  the  no- 
eeasary  ministrations,  and  yet  it  is  not  a 
State  Chorch  in  the  Irish  sense  of  the 


word,  and  it  exists  in  the  midst  of  a  popu- 
lation, very  greatly  superior  in  proportion 
of  numbers  to  the  Roman  Catholic  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
same  should  not  bo  the  case  in  Ireland. 
Take  it  how  you  like,  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Church,  as  long  as  that  disproportion 
of  numbers  exists  it  must  still  be  the 
Church  of  the  Conqueror — the  Church  of 
the  Garrison.  If  I  am  asked  how  the 
question  comes  before  your  Lordships,  I 
am  told  it  has  been  brought  forward  as  a 
party  movement.  The  noble  Duke  said 
so  to-night ;  but  I  cannot  see  why  that 
should  be  made  an  objection  to  doing  what 
is  in  itself  right ;  those  who  wish  earnestly 
that  a  thing  should  be  done  are  most  likely 
to  find  the  best  way  of  accomplishing  it. 
I  think,  however,  some  injustice  has  been 
done  to  the  Government  in  respect  of  the 
Irish  question.  In  this  I  think  the  effort 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
conciliate  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics — al- 
though I  do  not  think  it  was  made  in  a 
wise  direction,  for  national  education  ought 
not,  in  my  opinion,  to  have  been  the  first 
thing  modified — was,  nevertheless,  and  I 
do  believe  a  good  and  generous  effort,  and 
I  regret  that  it  was  not  appreciated  as  it 
as  it  deserved.  To  apply  a  quotation 
which  must  be  familiar  to  your  Lordships 
— *'  Quod  heni  cogitasti  aliquando  laudo ; 
quod  non  fecitti  ignosco ;  virum  ilia  reB 
qucerehat,^  It  did  require  a  great  man  to 
do  this :  it  required  a  great  man  because 
it  was  necessary  that  ho  should  have  the 
courage  and  the  power  to  set  himself  in  a 
great  degree  against  what  1  will  not  call 
the  common  sense,  but  the  common  non- 
sense of  the  country.  My  Lords,  had  Her 
Majesty's  Government  boldly  avowed  the 
intention,  even  at  the  sacrifice  of  power, 
of  conciliating  the  Roman  Catholics,  as 
Mr.  Pitt  proposed  and  as  George  III.  ap- 
proved, I  verily  believe  they  would  have 
been  successful.  But  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  it  would  bo  possible  to  introduce 
religious  equality  by  placing  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  a  position  of  dignity.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
will  go  against  this  Bill,  because  such  a 
course  would  be  contrary  to  their  history 
and  traditions.  I  believe  that  the  only 
satisfactory  way  of  solving  tho  difficulty 
will  be  to  place  the  Roman  Catholics  and 
the  Protestants  upon  the  same  footing. 
At  the  present  time  no  person  can  say  that 
they  are  upon  a  basis  of  equality.  Your 
Lordships  must  come  sooner  or  later  to  the 
resolution  to  place  the  Protestaut  popula- 
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tlon  of  Ireland  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Roman  Catholics,  among  whom  they  are 
sparsely  scattered.  '^  The  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  have  won  the  respect  of  the 
whole  of  Europe  by  the  tenacity  with 
which  they  hold  to  their  faith,  and  the 
greatness  of  their  sacrifices  to  maintain 
that  faith  inviolate.  I  therefore  trust  your 
Lordships  will  throw  no  impediment  what- 
ever in  the  way  of  this  Bill,  but  will  clear 
the  way  to  a  statesmanlike  solution  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  of  modern  times. 

The  Earl  of  BAND  ON :  My  Lords, 
my  apology  for  venturing  to  address  you 
on  this  subject  is  that  I  have  been  called 
upon  to  preside  at  one  of  the  largest  Pro- 
testant meetings  held  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century.  I  hope,  as 
a  layman,  you  will  let  me  put  in  my  plea 
in  support  of  my  claim  to  a  vested  interest 
in  the  Church  of  Ireland.  I  am  merely 
repeating  the  sentiment  of  that  vast  as- 
semblage when  I  declare  my  conviction 
that  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church  can- 
not be  confiscated.  Those  who  attended 
that  meeting  in  no  way  desired  to  curtail 
the  privileges  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects  enjoyed,  but  they  were  determined 
to  maintain  inviolate  the  great  principles 
of  the  Reformation.  They  sought  for  no 
Protestant  ascendancy,  except  that  which 
was  inseparable  from  the  supremacy  of 
their  Queen  and  the  security  of  the  Crown. 
As  a  specimen  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Suspensory  Bill  would  work  let  me  adduce  an 
example  from  my  own  parish.  The  parish 
is  large,  but  the  income  is  so  small  that 
the  clergyman  would  naturally  not  employ 
more  assistance  that  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, but  he  has  two  curates ;  and  if  we 
should  happen  to  lose  our  incumbent  in  the 
course  of  this  summer  with  this  Bill  in 
operation  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  place  only 
one  clergyman  in  their  stead,  or  even  to 
join  the  parish  to  another.  If  the  Bishop 
were  to  die  the  case  would  be  even  more 
deplorable  ;  the  whole  of  the  clergy  would 
be  without  their  chief.  And  what  does 
this  clergyman  receive  as  his  share  of  the 
enormous  revenues  of  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland  ?  The  net  reve- 
nue of  the  parish  is  £19  Ids.  3d,  I  have 
inquired  into  our  title  to  this  property, 
and  I  find  it  originally  belonged  to  the 
Knights  of  Jerusalem,  from  whom  it  was 
confiscated  and  given  to  the  Abbey  of 
Mowone,  in  the  county  of  Cork  ;  but  in 
course  of  time  it  was  again  confiscated. 
Well,  you  come  to  the  question  upon  what 
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higher  grounds  doea  the  property  of  my  noble 
Friend,  who  receives  the  rectorial  tithes,  de- 
pend than  the  property  of  the  vicar  of  the 
parish — for  both  were  taken  at  the  same 
time  ?     But  this  Suspensory  Bill  not  only 
suspended  the  property  of  the  Established 
Church,  but  it  stopped  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth.     Were  the  present  assailants  of  the 
Church  prepared  to  say  that  all  their  legis- 
lation for  the  last  thirty  years  with  regard 
to  Maynooth  was  totally  wrong?     Such, 
however,  was  the  logical  conclusion  of  their 
proceedings.     Now,  there  was  one  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced this  Bill  to  which  I  am  anxious  to 
allude,  inasmuch  as  I  think  some  refutation 
is   necessary.     The  noble  Earl   repeated 
the  accusation  which  has   so  often   been 
made — that  the  Reformed  Church  robbed 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  its  revenues 
at  the  time  of  the  Reformation.     But  it  is 
somewhat  extraordinary  that  if  such  were 
the  case  there  should  be  no  record  of  the 
fact.     By  the  Acts  of  Parliament  of  Henry 
VIII.  the  taking  away  of  the  property  of  the 
monasteries  was  recorded  ;    but  there  was 
no  record  to  be  found  of  any  transfer  of 
property  from  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
to   the    Established   Church.      Now,  my 
Lords,  we  are  told  by  those  who  support 
this  that  the  whole  of  this  Irish  Church 
agitation  is  the  result  of  the  Fenian  con- 
spiracy.   I  happen  to  be  a  resident  in  thtt 
part  of  Ireland  unfortunately  where  the 
Fenian  boats  lately  landed.    Being  so  near, 
I  listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to  all 
that  occurred  at  the  time,  and  it  struck  me 
as  somewhat  curious  that  the  connection 
between  Feniauism  and  the  Irish  Church 
was  never  discovered  till  the  late  Govern- 
ment lost  power.     The  Attorney  General 
and  Solicitor  General  of  Ireland  for  the 
late    Government,    while  conducting   the 
trials  against  those  members  of  the  con* 
s  pi  racy  who  had  been  arrested,  never  even 
hinted  at  this  alleged  cause  of  Irish  dis- 
content.    It  is  said  we  ought  to  defer  to 
the  feelings  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is  for  them  to  de- 
cide what  should   be  the  established  re- 
ligion.   But,  my  Lords,  how  is  that  opinion 
to  be  ascertained,  and   to  whom  are  we 
to  refer  the  question  ?  There  are  more  than 
2,000,000    people    in    Ireland    who    can 
neither  read  nor   write,  and  are    they  to 
have  a  voice  in  the  question,  and  to  decide 
which  Church  shall  be  the  established  one 
of  the  country  ?     I  have  been  a  good  deal 
in  the  habit  of  mixing  with  the  people  of 
Ireland,  but  I  never  hear  a  single  word 
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gaid  aboat  the  Establialied  Church.  It  is 
not  Dotil  I  come  to  London  that  I  hear  of 
complaint  as  to  its  existence.  Let  us  pass 
a  decree  for  its  abolition  and  our  diffioolties 
onlj  commence,  for  to  what  purposes  will 
jon  apply  the  monej  which  you  will  ob- 
tain? The  Roman  Catholics  profess — 
whether  sincerely  or  not  1  do  not  pretend 
to  say — that  they  will  not  consent  to  re- 
ceiFO  any  of  the  emoluments  of  tho  Estab- 
lished Churoh.  Do  you  intend  to  apply 
them  to  the  reduction  of  the  burdens  borne 
by  the  public  Treasury,  or  to  the  erection 
of  harbours  or  other  public  works  ?  And, 
my  Lords,  there  is  this  extraordinary  fact 
in  connection  with  this  Bill — that  tins  is 
the  first  time  that  it  has  been  proposed 
to  the  members  of  a  Church  to  destroy 
that  Church  for  its  own  benefit.  It  is  a 
onrions  circumstance  that  in  the  time  of 
James  II.  there  was  a  Suspensory  Bill 
broaght  forward  for  Ireland,  which  also 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
there  appears  to  have  been  some  simi- 
larity between  the  Bill  and  one  lately 
brought  up  to  your  Lordships'  House,  for 
Archbishop  Xing  told  us  that  life-interests 
were  to  be  preserved  by  James  II.;  but 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  that  day, 
not  satisfied  to  wait  their  time,  came,  and 
before  the  livings  were  vacant  took  poases- 
sion  of  them.  I  might  quote  the  testimony 
of  Lord  Coke,  to  the  effect  that  nobody 
will  bring  up  his  sons  to  study  for  a  pro- 
fession like  the  Church  when  they  would 
have,  after  painful  study,  nothing  to  live 
upon.  I  might  also  quote  from  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer'a  Hutarical  Characters  with  refer- 
ence to  the  property  of  the  French  clergy 
during  the  Revolution  when  Prince  Talley- 
rand proposed  to  preserve  the  rights  of  the 
existing  clergymen.  Sir  Henry  Bulwer 
says  that  the  clergy  complained,  not  so 
maeh  of  the  insuHiciency  of  the  provision 
made  for  them  as  of  the  grievance  that 
their  income  of  proprietors  was  changed 
into  that  of  life-renters,  and  that  tho  Bishop 
of  Autun  had  mis-stated  their  case  and 
justified  this  robbery.  But,  my  Lords,  we 
have  been  told  that  the  Irish  has  failed  as 
a  Missionary  Church.  That  statement  I 
entirely  deny.  It  is  now  thirty-four  years 
since  I  defended  the  Irish  Church  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  its  condition  has 
been  greatly  improved  since  then.  Many 
new  churches  have  been  built,,  and  the 
clergy  are  active  and  zealous;  tiie  Protest- 
ant population  has  enormously  increased  in 
proportion  to  the  Roman  Catholics ;  and 
althoogb  in  some  instances  there  has  been 
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a  slight  diminution  in  the  number  of  the 
Protestants,  and  I  can  state  on  the  authority 
of  the  clergymen,  that  in  the  county  of 
Cork,  with  which  I  am  more  particularly 
connected,  the  zeal  of  the  Protestant  por- 
tion of  the  population  and  their  attendance 
at  the  services  of  religion  has  increased  in 
a  remarkable  proportion.  The  clergy  never 
were  so  active.  The  late  lamented  Primate 
said  he  found  the  Irish  Church  in  difficulty 
and  he  left  her  in  spiritual  efficiency.  Even 
of  Roman  Catholics  there  are  many  who 
regard  the  Irish  Church  as  a  barrier  against 
the  tyranny  of  their  own  clergy.  If  absen- 
teeism is  an  evil,  this  Bill  will  greatly  ag- 
gravate it,  for  its  natural  tendency  must 
be  to  lessen  the  desire  of  the  Protestant 
proprietors  to  reside  in  a  country  in  which 
they  are  deprived  of  tho  services  of  their 
religion.  Are  you  prepared  to  take  away 
that  property  which  has  belonged  to  the 
Irish  Church  from  time  immemorial,  which 
was  secured  by  the  Act  of  Settlement,  and 
f!;uaranteed  by  an  essential  Article  of  the 
Union  ?  The  very  basis  of  that  Union 
was  that  there  should  be  one  united  Church. 
If  your  Lordships  will  suspend  nothing  else 
by  this  Bill  you  will  suspend  the  future 
peace,  happiness,  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
The  result  will  be  that  landlords  will  seek 
to  have  tenants  of  their  own  religion.  I 
do  not  say  that  is  the  right  thing  to  do, 
but  it  will  be  the  inevitable  result.  We 
are  told  that  the  Church  of  England  will 
not  suffer  if  you  attack  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land. I  think  the  noble  Earl  who  held  the 
Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office  told  us  some- 
thing that  we  should  beware  of.  He  said 
that  to  the  Church  of  England  the  danger 
was  not  from  without  but  from  within.  My 
Lords,  we  know  what  that  danger  is,  and 
will  you  increase  it  by  demolishing  a 
Church,  which,  poor  though  she  may  be  in 
this  world's  wealth,  has  been  always  pure 
in  her  faith  and  true  in  her  adherence  to 
the  glorious  principles  of  the  Reformation. 
Dr.  Jebb,  Bishop  of  Limerick,  says,  '*  I 
know  tho  Stato  knows  no  separate  Church 
of  England  or  Ireland.  The  State  knows 
of  one  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land." My  Lords,  I  wish  you  would  read 
a  speech  made  by  the  late  Bishop  of  London, 
(Bishop  Blomfield),  in  which  ho  told  this 
House  that  if  the  Opposition  were  to  de- 
stroy the  Church  of  Ireland  they  would  not 
be  content.  He  says,  that  having  once 
gained  a  victory  over  the  weaker  Church, 
they  would  be  only  encouraged  to  go  on 
when  the  prize  before  them  was  so  much 
greater.     I  firmly  believe  that  it  would  be 
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the  greatest  possible  evil  for  Ireland  if  you 
were  to  destroy  the  Established  Charch. 
If  you  were  to  ask  me  what  I  would  do  in 
a  political  sense  for  Ireland  I  would  implore 
you  to  leave  her  alone.  If  you  would  ask 
me  what  I  would  have  you  do  to  satisfy 
her  people,  I  would  say  develop  her  re- 
sources, extend  her  railways,  make  her 
great  harbours  available  to  the  shipping 
of  the  world.  That  will  secure  peace,  which 
alone  will  enable  capital  to  be  introduced 
into  the  country.  We  are  told  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  disaffected  and  dis- 
loyal. Was  that  found  to  be  so  when  the 
Prince  of  Wales  visited  Dublin  ?  I  do  not 
speak  now  of  the  reception  he  met  with 
within  the  ancient  walls  of  St.  Patrick, 
but  of  the  reception  which  greeted  him 
from  the  people  themselves  in  the  streets 
of  Bublin  and  the  racecourse  of  Punches- 
town.  My  solemn  belief  is  that  if  his 
Royal  Highness  were  to  visit  Ireland 
again,  he  it  in  the  South,  West,  or  North, 
his  reception  would  be  equally  enthusias- 
tic, and  if  he  were  to  visit  the  beautiful 
scenery  of  Eillarney  the  mountains  would 
be  made  to  echo  with  the  cordial  cheers 
of  a  loyal  people.  My  Lords,  I  would  im- 
plore you  to  reject  this  Suspensory  Bill. 
It  is  ruinous,  mischievous,  and  would  make 
Ireland  miserable.  I  pray  you,  by  the 
martyred  blood  of  the  Reformers,  by  the 
memory  of  your  ancestors,  who  gained  the 
glorious  revolution  of  1688,  by  the  present 
peace  and  the  future  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
to  reject  the  Bill.  I  would  remind  those 
who  are  about  to  appeal  to  the  country 
of  the  oft-repeated  but  true  lines — 

"  Faoilis  doscensus  Averni ; 
Sed  revocare  gradum  superasque  evadere 

ad  auras, 
Hio  labor,  hoc  opus  est." 

The  Earl  of  QRANARD  :  My  Lords, 
as  one  of  the  Peers  who  signed  the  decla- 
ration of  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  in  fa- 
vour of  religious  equality  I  have  some 
right  to  be  heard  upon  this  question.  That 
declaration  was  a  disclaimer  of  the  state- 
ments so  offensively  reiterated  that  in  Ire- 
land there  was  a  feeling  of  apathy  upon 
this  subject.  That  declaration  was  signed 
by  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  Peers,  by  all 
Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  except  two,  and  by  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  professional  and 
commercial  classes  in  Ireland  ;  and  such 
a  declaration  must  be  looked  upon  as  re- 
presenting the  opinion  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic laity  of  Ireland.  In  the  course  of 
this  debate  we  have   heard  a  good  deal 
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about  spoliation  of  the  Church.     But  we 
have  not  heard  of  the   alienation  by  the 
Protestant   Bishops   of  so   much   of  the 
landed  property  of  the    Church    for   the 
beneGt  of  their  relations,  until  the  abuse 
was  checked  some  years  ago  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament,   which  made  it  illegal  for 
Bishops  to  let  see  lands  at  a  lower  rent  than 
two- thirds  of  their  market  value.     Every 
Bishop,  on  appointment,  refused  the  re- 
newal fines ;  and  when  from  this  procedure 
the  existing  leases  expired  at  the  end  of 
twenty-one  years,  he  then  let  the  lands  at 
a  merely  nominal  rent  to  some  member  of 
of  his  own  family.  Instances  of  this  aliena- 
tion have  been  frequent  in  most  of  the  Irish 
dioceses.     For  instance  there  was  a  pro- 
perty worth   £8,000  a  year  sold  in  the 
county   of   Meath,    which   had    been   be- 
queathed by  a  Bishop  of  that  diocese  (Dr. 
Dopping)  to  his  descendants  ;  and  I  believe 
that  a  great  proportion  of  that  property, 
like  many  others  of  a  similar  oiaas,  con- 
sisted of  Church  lands,  which,  being  con- 
verted into  perpetuities,  are  now  lost  to 
the  Church  and  the  State  for  ever — un- 
less, indeed,  the  consciences  of  the  present 
possessors  are  smitten  by  their  own  argu- 
ment, and  they  restore  the  property.     It 
certainly  is  remarkable  that  the   persons 
most  vehement  against  the  spoliation  of 
the    Irish  Church   should   be  those   who 
profited  in  a  great  degree  by  a  similar  line 
of  conduct.     My  Lords,  if  you  throw  out 
this  Bill,  in  what  spirit  will  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the   Irish   people   approach   the 
hustings  next  November  ?     With  feelings 
of  the  greatest  irritation — feelings,  indeed, 
almost  of  despair  at  ever  obtaining  redress 
from    the    Imperial    Parliament    for   the 
grievances  from  which  they  have  bo  long 
suffered.  Then  there  will  be  the  smoulder- 
ing embers  of  Fenianism.     I  do  not  know 
that  Fenianism  has  much  to  do  with  this 
subject;  but  a  passage  from  Mr.  Maguire's 
book  may  be  usefully  remembered  by  yonr 
Lordships,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
Fenians  in  America  would  greatly  deplore 
to  see  the  grievances  of  Ireland  redreated, 
because  in  that  case  their  oecupation  would 
be  gone.     Lord  Cornwallis  desoribed  what 
occurred   in    the  days  of  Protestant  as- 
cendancy,  and   the  sort  of   eonTersation 
which  was   held   at   his  table   about  the 
hanging,  and  shooting,  and  burning  that 
weut  on.     He  says — 

"  The  conversation  of  the  prinoipal  persons  of 
the  countrj  all  tends  to  enooorage  this  system  of 
blood ;  and  the  conversation  at  my  taUs^  where 
you  will  suppose  1  do  all  I  can  to  preyent  it»  al- 
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waji  tarns  on  hanging,  shooting,  burning ;  and  if 
a  prieit  has  been  put  to  death,  the  greatest  Joj  is 
eipreased  by  the  whole  oompany.  So  mnoh  for 
Ireland  and  my  wretched  situation." 

In  another  he  writes  of  the  principal  per- 
sona of  the  country — 

"  The  words  Papists  and  Priests  are  for  ever  in 
their  months ;  aod  by  their  unaccountable  policy 
they  would  drire  four-flflhs  of  the  community  into 
imeeoDoilable  rebellion." 

Soeh  were  the  feelings  of  the  asceDdancy 
party  in  the  days  of  Lord  Cornwaliis.  And 
that  this  spirit  is  still  rife  in  Ireland  I 
think  the  language  held  at  recent  nieet- 
inga  of  that  party  sufficiently  proves.  At  a 
meeting  held  in  the  holy  city  of  Orangeism, 
-—its  Mecca  Enniskillen,  —  presided  over 
by  the  rector,  resolotions  were  passed  that, 
if  necessary,  the  Protestants  would  shed 
their  blood  as  their  ancestors  had  done  ; 
and  one  rev.  gentleman^  referring  to  the 
Coronation  Oath,  reminded  the  meeting 
that  an  English  monarch  had  lost  his 
crown  at  the  Boyne,  and  warned  Her  Ma- 
jesty of  what  woald  happen  if  she  broke 
her  Oath.  I  will  now  quote  from  one  of 
their  lyrics,  popularly  Ascribed  to  an  eccle- 
siastic of  the  Province  of  Armagh  ;  it  is 
to  the  tone  of  "  Lisnaglad,"  a  well-known 
party  tone— 

**  Woe  worth  the  day  that  Erin's  Isle 
To  a  Popish  King  did  bow  ; 
And  Protestants,  without  a  cause, 
Were  hanged  to  feed  the  crow. 
Then  Pope  and  Priest  our  pockets  fleeced, 
And  Protestant  blood  did  flow. 

"  They  took  our  Churches  from  us. 

And  in  them  mumbled  Mass  ; 
They  cramped  our  feet  in  wooden  shoes, 

And  our  money  they  made  of  brass. 
They  wanted  us  to  cross  ourselves. 

And  learn  their  Popish  tricks ; 
To  scrape  and  nod  to  a  wafer  God, 

And  worship  the  Crucifix." 

la  this  the  language  of  the  mild  and  tole- 
rant almoners — of  the  gentlemen  who  live 
among  us  as  civilizers,  while  the  rest  of 
the  nation,  as  the  riglit  rev.  Prelate  would 
have  as  believe,  is  a  nation  of  assassins  ? 
["  Wo,  no !"']  The  assertion  that  the 
removal  of  such  persons  would  be  a  great 
injury  to  Ireland  is  almost  as  ridiculous 
as  that  if  the  Protestant  Church  were 
disestablished  the  Protestants  of  Belfast 
would  leave  that  place  in  a  body.  I 
mast  say  that  I  regret  that  all  the  past 
history  of  Ireland  cannot  be  buried  in 
oblivion.  But  there  can  be  no  tabula 
rasa — these  sad  recollections  affect  the 
Ireland  of  to-day,  and  therefore  we  must 
deal  with  this  question.  Depend  tipon 
it  the  Irish  people  will  never  forget  the 


past,  and  the  future  of  Ireland  can  never 
be  one  of  contentment  and  of  peace  so 
long  as  the  Established  Church  lasts  ; 
there  will  be  neither  peace  nor  prosperity 
in  that  country  so  long  as  the  laws  are 
not  administered  equally  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  people. 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTY:  My 
Lords,  I  am  very  sorry  to  interpose  be- 
tween your  Lordships  and  the  nohle  Earl 
who  has  just  given  way  (Earl  Russell); 
but  connected  as  I  am  by  birth,  by  pro- 
perty, and  by  every  tie  of  sympathy  and 
affection,  with  Ireland,  so  often,  as  now, 
selected  as  the  battle-field  for  the  conflict 
of  parties  in  Parliament,  I  am  anxious  to 
address  to  your  Lordships  a  few  words, 
and  they  shall  be  very  few,  arising  out  of 
this  debate.  Although  I  shall  give  my 
vote  with  the  noble  Earl  who  has  moved  to 
defer  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  do 
not  concur  with  him  in  the  view  he  has 
taken  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
as  an  injustice  or  offence  to  my  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen.  As  a  con- 
stant resident  in  Ireland,  I  am  enabled 
with  confidence  to  affirm  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  general  entertain  no  unfriendly 
feelings  towards  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment. It  is  undoubtedly  denounced,  and 
in  no  measured  terms,  by  the  Romish 
hierarchy,  who  before  the  Emancipation 
Act  professed  such  different  views  regard- 
ing it,  but  who  now  see  no  occasion  to 
make  such  profession.  By  their  influence 
the  signatures  of  many  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic laity  were  procured  to  that  declara- 
tion against  the  Established  Church  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  alluded 
as  havings;  been  signed  by  himself;  but  I 
am  credibly  informed  that  in  the  county 
of  Galway,  one  of  the  largest  counties  in 
Ireland,  and  in  which  are  very  many  and 
most  respectahle  Roman  Catholic  land- 
owners, only  two  of  them  would  sign  it, 
others  having  refused  to  do  so,  and  that, 
too,  in  a  county  where  a  great  missionary 
work  has  been  and  is  in  active  progress. 
My  Lords,  as  an  Irishman  I  protest  against 
the  wrong  done  to  my  country  in  stirring 
up  religious  dissensions  and  making  her 
highest  interests  the  sport  of  party.  Ire- 
land is  often  reproached  for  her  backward- 
ness in  civilization  and  general  improve- 
ment, and  with  being  a  disunited  nation; 
but  nothing  so  much  tends  to  impede  her 
improvement,  nothing  has  operated  so 
much  to  produce  disunion  and  to  stir  up 
sectarian  animosities  among  the  Irish 
people,  as  the  wanton  and  ignorant  med- 
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dling  with  their  religious  interests.  As  a 
member  of  the  Established  Church  I  pro- 
test against  this  measure  as  a  first  step 
towards  the  suppression  of  the  Reformed 
Faith  in  Ireland.  Settlers  in  Ireland  have 
been  for  the  most  part  Protestants,  and 
have  purchased  their  lands  subject  to  a 
deduction  or  rent-charge  for  the  support 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  on  the  faith 
of  that  Church  being  maintained — an  as- 
surance fully  warranted  by  the  Act  of 
Union.  Towards  these  the  overthrow  of 
the  Protestant  Establishment  would  be 
manifestly  a  breach  of  faith,  no  less  dis- 
honouring to  the  British  Parliament  than 
the  proposal  of  jt  is  to  the  character  of 
British  statesmen.  Individually,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  proscribed  communion,  I  might 
complain  of  the  wrong  done  to  myself;  but 
what  is  that  compared  to  the  wrong  done 
to  the  humbler  classes  of  Protestants  ? 
I  may  provide  for  my  immediate  depen- 
dants as  in  a  foreign  land,  where  the  pro- 
fession of  the  Reformed  Faith  is  only  recog- 
nized as  an  offence;  but  what  is  to  become 
of  the  Protestant  peasantry,  scattered,  it 
may  be,  in  small  numbers  through  the 
country,  thenceforward  as  sheep  without  a 
shepherd  ?  Thirty-six  years  ago  you  de- 
prived them  of  the  blessing  of  Scriptural 
education  for  their  children  by  the  sup- 

Sression  of  the  use  of  the  Bible  in  the 
fational  schoolrooms  ;  but  you  reserved  to 
the  parson  the  right,  and  you  imposed  it 
upon  him  as  a  duty,  that,  after  school 
hours,  he  should  give  religious  instruction 
to  such  children  of  his  flock  as  he  could 
get  together.  The  clergy  very  properly 
declined  to  dishonour  their  mission  as 
ministers  of  God's  Word  by  accepting  so 
impracticable  an  arrangement,  and  have 
done  their  best,  without  the  aid  or  coun- 
tenance of  the  State,  to  provide  Scriptural 
education  for  the  poor  of  Ireland.  Carry 
out  the  policy  of  this  Bill,  and  the  Pro- 
testant poor  will  be  for  ever  deprived,  not 
only  of  the  means  of  education  for  their 
children,  but  of  the  means  of  grace  for 
themselves.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  shortcomings  and  abuses  of  the  Church 
for  a  long  period  up  to  the  beginning  of 
the  present  century.  They  are  undeniable; 
and  though  my  most  rev.  Friend  the  Lord 
Primate  of  Ireland,  and  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late who  so  ably  addressed  you  this  day, 
have  with  historical  truth  pointed  out  how 
much  the  British  Government  was  respon- 
sible for  those  abuses,  I  cannot  consider 
that  the  Church  itself — by  which  1  mean 
DOt  alone   the  clergy  but    the   educated 
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classes  of  the  laity — was,  therefore*  in  any 
degree  excusable.  When  the  mission  was 
accepted  to  instruct  the  people  in  the  Re- 
formed Faith,  it  was  no  excuse  for  the 
neglect  of  doing  so  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment acted  in  error,  as  they  so  often 
now  do,  with  respect  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Irish  people.  Dealing,  however, 
with  the  Church  Establishment  as  it  now 
is,  it  is  not  in  a  satisfactory  state,  and 
presents  anomalies  that  require  to  be  cor- 
rected ;  but  I  trust  that  remedies  for  these 
may  shortly  be  proposed  as  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  now  before  the  Church  Com- 
mission, and  that  your  Lordships  will  be 
thereby  enabled  to  assist  in  placing  the 
Establishment  henceforward  upon  a  footing 
of  greater  efficiency,  and  that,  instead  of 
severing,  you  will  draw  closer,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  Ireland,  no  less 
than  of  the  Empire  at  large,  the  union  of 
Church  and  State.  If  the  friends  of  the 
Constitution  have  seen  with  some  alarm  a 
Bill  of  so  revolutionary  a  kind  as  that  we 
are  now  considering  sent  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  think  they  may  find 
comfort  in  the  manifest  growth  of  public 
opinion  in  condemnation  of  the  measure. 
The  discussions  that  have  taken  place 
upon  it,  and  the  influence  of  this  debate, 
but  especially  the  unanswered  and  nnan- 
swerable  address  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  cannot  but  conduce  to  a 
better  understanding  and  appreciation  of 
the  security  afforded  to  our  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberties  by  the  maintenance  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  connection  with  the 
State.  I  regret  that  this  Bill  should 
have  received  the  support  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  who  spoke  third  in  this  debate. 
His  long  residence  in  Ireland,  prior  to  and 
during  the  period  he  held  the  Office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant,  gave  him  a  right  to 
speak  as  one  who  knew  the  country.  I 
was,  therefore,  much  surprised  and  grieved 
to  hear  him  speak  as  he  did  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  as  an  offence  and  con- 
stant source  of  grievance  to  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  that  he  should  have  pointed 
to  it  as  among  the  causes  of  the  Fenian 
insurrection.  The  aspersions  cast  upon 
the  Church  by  the  noble  Earl  will  un- 
doubtedly cause  pain  and  disappointment 
to  many  who  knew  and  respected  him 
while  acting  as  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  the 
noble  Earl  himself  has  happily  apared  me 
the  necessity  of  vindicating  the  character 
of  the  Irish  clergy  ;  for  when  the  fire  of 
his  zeal  in  support  of  this  party  moYemenI 
had  in  some  degree  subsided,  he  appeared 
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duet  of  tbe  Earl  of  Derby  at  tbat  time.  I 
find  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  bad  a  grudge 
agaioBt  Lord  Burleigh  and  tbe  Earl  of  Bed- 
ford, and  wished  to  clap  tlicm  into  tbe 
Tower.  I  find,  also,  that  tbe  Earl  of 
Derby  was  expected  to  join  in  a  great 
eonspiraoT,  tbe  object  of  wiiicb  was  to 
depoee  Elizabeth  and  put  Mary,  Queen  of 
Scots  in  her  place,  and  to  restore  the  Ca- 
tholic religion  in  this  country.  That  was 
expected  of  tbe  Earl  of  Derhy,  or,  at  all 
erentSy  of  bis  sons.  Unfortunately  there 
haTo  been  few  families  so  much  opposed  as 
the  Earls  of  Derby  and  the  Earls  of  Bed- 
ford— they  were  as  much  opposed  in  that 
day  as  they  are  at  present.  Another  topic 
which  noble  Lords  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce  into  their  speeches,  but 
which  does  not  appear  to  me  at  all 
needed — it  was  especially  tbe  subject  of 
the  able  speech  of  tbe  most  rev.  Pre- 
late who  presides  over  tbe  Northern  Pro- 
Tinee — is  tbe  question  whether  the  details 
of  this  Bill  effect  the  purpose  for  which  it 
is  intended.  Tbe  object  of  the  Bill,  as 
my  noble  Friend  tbe  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of 
Clarendon)  stated,  is  that  the  measure 
aboold  be  a  preliminary  to  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  its  im- 
mediate effect  is  intended  to  be  to  prevent 
tbe  filling  up  of  any  vacancies  which  may 
occur  within  the  next  twelve  months,  and 
80  save  some  portion  of  the  funds  of  the 
Church  during  that  preliminary  period.  It 
may  be,  my  Lords,  that  in  the  details  of 
tbe  Bill  those  objects  are  not  provided  for 
as  they  would  have  been  if  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward  by  a  Government  in 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
favonrablo  to  the  views  of  those  who  have 
framed  this  measure.  But  whether  it  be 
framed  in  the  moat  satisfactory  way  or 
not,  that  is  a  subject  entirely  for  the  Com- 
mittee. If  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  York)  who  objected  so  strongly 
to  tbe  Bill  on  that  ground,  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House  who  agree 
with  him,  enable  us  to  carry  the  second 
reading,  wo  promise  him  —  as  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine  has  already  promised  this 
evening— that  we  shall  bo  as  complying  as 
possible  with  regard  to  the  details  of  the 
bill.  All  their  suggestions  in  Committee 
will  receive  our  most  careful  consideration. 
Well,  my  Lords,  however  that  may  bo, 
this  b  a  great  question,  and  one  that  de- 
•errcs  from  your  Lordships  the  utmost 
attention,  xou  may  think  it  right  to 
farther  the  Bill,  or  you  may  bo  of  opinion 


tbat  the  prescription  of  many  centaries 
ought  not  to  be  disposed  of  so  hastily,  as 
it  is  said  by  those  who  oppose  the  Bill  tbat 
we  are  asking  your  Lordships  to  deal  with 
it ;  but,  at  all  events,  you  will  admit  that 
the  question  is  a  great  one,  and  one  that 
deserves  tbe  consideration  of  Parliament. 
It  has  been  said  by,  I  believe,  all  authors 
who  have  written  on  the  subject,  tbat  tbe 
use  of  an  Established  Church  is  to  promote 
morality  and  religion,  and  thus  to  further 
the  great  ends  of  society.  The  Church  of 
England  does  promote  that  object.  If  one 
goes  into  a  village  church  he  will  see 
there,  in  the  first  place,  tbe  chief  land- 
owners of  the  parish  ;  and,  further,  he  will 
see  all  grades  of  people  in  the  village, 
down  to  the  labourers,  attending  there, 
listening  to  thanks  being  returned  to  God 
for  His  mercies-glistening  to  tbe  reading 
of  tbe  Holy  Scriptifres — and  hearing  spi- 
ritual instruction  from  tbe  parish  clergy- 
man. We  see,  therefore,  that  in  this 
country  the  Church  fulfils  the  office  of  an 
Established  Church — it  promotes  religion 
and  morality.  But  if  we  go  to  Ireland  end 
enter  a  church,  will  you  find  there  tbe 
population  of  a  parish  ?  Tou  will  find  on 
tbe  average,  perhaps,  12  per  cent  of  them. 
Tou  may  find  a  larger  proportion  in  some 
churches,  but  you  will  find  a  much  smaller 
proportion  in  others.  The  people — the 
real  people  of  Ireland — are  attending  in 
other  places  of  worship,  where  they  are 
attending  the  services  of  a  different  re- 
ligion and  joining  in  a  form  of  prayer 
different  from  that  used  in  the  Established 
Church.  Therefore,  in  Ireland  the  Estab- 
lished Church  fails  in  the  object  of  pro- 
moting religion  and  morality  among  the 
great  bulk  of  the  population.  Well,  then, 
there  is  another  duty  discharged  by  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  England.  The  clergy- 
man of  the  parish  visits  the  inhabitants,  ot- 
tends  the  bedside  of  the  sick,  and  exhorts 
them  to  repentance  and  administers  religious 
consolation  to  them — he  holds  out  to  them 
the  promise  of  peace  in  this  world  and  sal- 
vation in  the  next.  But  in  Ireland  in  simi- 
lar circumstances  the  people  never  think 
of  sending  for  the  parish  clergyman — they 
look  for  spiritual  consolation  to  other  sources. 
It  is  true  that  in  time  of  any  general  cala- 
mity— in  any  misfortune  of  a  temporal  kind 
— the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  extend  words  and  acts  of  kindness 
to  people  of  all  religious  persuusions,  and 
in  this  way  they  are  useful  in  that  country. 
But  is  an  Established  Church  intended  for 
tbat  purpose  ?  According  to  Paley,  Bishop 
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WarburtOB,  Hallain,  and  other  authors,  its 
office  is  to  promote  religion,  morality,  and 
Older  among  the  people  ;  and  in  this  re- 
spect the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
has  failed — failed  almost  from  the  begin- 
ning. In  this  country  the  people  joined 
the  Reformed  Church.  Wo  introduced 
that  Church  in  Ireland,  where  the  people 
did  not  change,  but  remained  constant  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  Well,  but 
if  the  Church  is  no  good  in  Ireland,  does 
it  not  do  some  harm  ?  It  is  obvious  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  that  country  are 
placed  in  a  position  of  inferiority  as  com- 
pared with  the  Protestants.  It  is  singular 
that  throughout  this  debate  the  fact  of 
there  being  4,500,000  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  has  scarcely  been  alluded 
to.  Scarcely  any  speaker  on  the  other  side 
has  taken  noticeof  that  proportion.  They 
have  commented  on  the  fact  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church  doing  their 
duty  towards  the  700.000  members  of  that 
Church,  as  if  the  fact  that  the  4,500,000  re- 
ceived no  benefit  from  their  ministrations 
was  not  one  worthy  of  notice.  I  think  it 
fair  to  say  that  nothing  can  be  higher, 
both  as  regards  their  education  and  their 
moral  qualities,  than  the  character  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  when  the  clergy  of  one-eighth 
of  the  people  are  placed  in  a  position  of 
superiority  over  the  clergy  of  the  majority 
— when  they  have  all  the  titles  and  digni- 
ties of  an  Establishment,  it  must  be  galling 
to  the  people  to  see  inequality  established 
among  them.  Of  course,  if  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  have  any  influence— and  it 
is  well  known  that  they  have  great  influ- 
ence— it  must  be,  in  some  degree  at  least, 
exercised  in  showing  the  Irish  people  that 
they  are  considered  to  bo  degraded,  that 
this  Church  has  been  introduced  omong 
them  in  the  spirit  of  conquest,  and  that 
they  are  not  in  a  position  of  spiritual 
equality.  There  is  a  third  argument 
against  the  continued  establishment  and 
endowment  of  this  Church — namely,  that 
the  promise  made  by  Mr.  Pitt  at  the  time 
of  the  Union  has  not  been  kept.  Mr. 
Pitt  promised  over  and  over  again  when 
introducing  the  Act  of  Union  that  he  would 
carry  out  that  Act  on  equal  terms— that 
there  should  be  equality  as  regarded  all 
religions  in  Ireland.  In  1805,  on  Mr. 
Fox's  Motion,  he  explained  what  he  meant 
by  that  declaration.  He  said  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  should  have  an  endow- 
ment, and  that  this  endowment  would  be 
given  in  such  a  way  as  that  there  should 
Earl  RumU 


be  equality.  That  promise  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
on  the  faith  of  which  the  Roman  Gatholies 
agreed  to  and  promoted  the  Union,  has 
never  been  fulfilled.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
relief  to  Ireland  at  the  present  day  to  have 
the  priests  paid  by  the  State,  so  that  the 
people  should  not  be  liable  for  those  so- 
called  voluntary  payments  now  made  to 
those  clergymen,  but  we  find  that  to  be 
impracticable.  My  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Earl  Grey)  would 
not  concede  that  it  is  impracticable  ;  hot  I 
own,  from  what  I  have  heard  for  months 
past,  that,  desirable  as  I  think  it  would  be 
that  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  priests 
should  be  endowed,  and  the  Established 
Church,  though  very  much  diminished, 
should  still  exist,  I  nevertheleaa  con- 
sider that  the  project  is  now  entirely 
impracticable,  and  that  the  only  way  bj 
which  equality  can  now  be  produced  is  by 
disendowing  and  disestablishing  the  Irish 
Church.  Then  why  is  this  equality  not  to 
bethought  of?  It  could  not  but  happen 
if  you  were  to  introduce  a  plan  of  this 
sort  that  there  would  be  many  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  disendowment — that  disea* 
dowroent  would  require  adequate  prepara- 
tion ;  but  the  question  of  disestablish* 
ment  is  entirely  difl^erent.  Disestablish- 
ment might  be  effected  without  any  great 
trouble  or  delay  ;  and  thus  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  feel,  and  the  clergy  es- 
pecially would  feel,  that  the  ministers  of 
all  creeds — the  clergy  of  the  Protestant 
Episcopalian  Church,  the  clergy  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy — were  all  upon  equal  terms. 
I  have  read  with  great  interest  the  speech 
of  Lord  Mayo  on  the  subject  of  Ireland. 
It  appears  a  very  fair  speech — a  speech 
very  well  considered  and  only  failing  in 
one  point,  and  that  the  most  important— 
namely,  the  conclusions  at  which  he  ar- 
rives. It  is  evident  Lord  Mayo  thought 
— and  I  dare  say  the  Government  to  which 
he  belonged  thought  —  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  that  it  was  possible  to 
establish  equality  in  Ireland  by  what  Lord 
Mnyo  called  **  levelling  up '' — namely,  by 
providing  State  incomes  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  and  so  placing  them  on 
equal  terms  with  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  That,  perhaps,  was  not  an 
unnatural  impression.  I  am  only  sorry  to 
see  that  Lord  Mayo,  instead  of  saying  that 
the  Ministry  were  now  convinced  that  the 
attempt  is  impracticable,  utterly  denies 
having  said  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
now  says  that  all  which  the  GoYemment 
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bate  in  Tiew  is  to  gifo  some  salaries  (o 
diaplains  of  gaols  and  so  forth — that  is  to 
laj,  perhaps,  one-tenth  or  one-twentieth  of 
ihat  is  given  to  the  Established  Church  ; 
md  that  he  oalls  eqaalitj  in  the  treatment  of 
the  different  classes.  It  is  eyident  this  is  no 
remedj  at  all — this  is  no  fulfilment  of  the 
promise  which  he  gave.     As  to  what  has 
been  said  on  the  question  of  disendowmcnt 
tbereean  be  no  doubt  that  in  many  cases 
tbe  elergj  would  retain  their  glebes  and 
glebe-booses  ;    in  many  cases   also  there 
losld  be  gifts  of  land  to  the  Presbyterians 
tod  to  the  Roman  Catholics.     But  these 
ire  qaestions  of  detail,  which  can  only  be 
Mttled  IS  pari  of  a  great  scheme.      In 
former  days  it  was  the  custom  with  your 
Lordships  to  inaugurate    in    this  House 
meusres  of  great  public  advantage.     One 
noble  Lord  belonging  to  the  party  which 
liti  opon  this  side  of  the  House  introduced 
s  neuore  for  "  for  the  furtherance  of  pub- 
lic liberty  ;  "  a  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Torj  party  introduced  another  great 
metinre  called  the  Toleration  Act.     These 
were  two  great  measures  introduced  in  and 
esrried  through  the  House  of  Lords  agree- 
sbij  to  the  wishes  of  the  people,  and  re- 
flecting great  credit  upon  this  House.     In 
the  present  century  your  Lordships  have 
ttkeo  toother  course  ;    I  will  not  say  whe- 
ther it  is  as  dignified  or  as  safo  as  regards 
yoor  Lordships,  or  as  beneficial  in  the  pub- 
lic interest.      The   Catholic   claims  were 
broQght  forward  in  1805  by  Lord  Granville, 
And  defeated  by  a  majority  of  129  ;    in 
1828  they  were  again  brought  forward  by 
Lord  Lansdowne,  and  rejected  by  a  ma- 
jority of  45.     But  the  very  next  year  the 
I^uke  of  Wellington  brought  forward  the 
subject,  and  carried  his  measure  by  over 
100  majority.     So  likewise  with  regard  to 
the  Corn  Laws.     In  1843  a  mere  inquiry 
loto  the  operation  of  those  laws  was  de- 
fatted by  a  majority  of  128  ;  while  a  few 
7^1  Ister  the  measure  for  their  abolition 
^^  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons 
'^  carried.     With  regard,  therefore,   to 
^  Catholic  Relief    Bill,  the    repeal    of 
"•  Coro  Laws,  and  conspicuously,  also, 
^|b  regard  to  the  Reform  Bill,  this  House 
JJ'fonnly   resisted,  and  then  gave   way. 
"®  msy  therefore  expect — and  we  shall 
Mpect— that  if  the  pending  election  pro- 
7^1  in  the  House  of  Commons  a  majo- 
^^1  equal  to  or  greater  than  that  which 
^y  Appears  in  that  House  in  favour  of 
^ii  Bill,  your  Lordships  will  then  yield  to 
^  public  voice  and  disestablish  and  dis- 
^w  the  Church  which  so  many  of  your 


Lordships  now  are  actively  supporting. 
From  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  and  of 
the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke  late  on  Fri- 
day (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  I  conclude 
that  such  is  the  course  which  they  would 
recommend ;  and  if  they  find  by  the 
working  of  the  Reform  Bill,  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  is  the  author,  that  there  is 
a  great  majority  in  favour  of  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowmcnt,  they  will  be 
willing  to  give  effect  to  that  decision.  But, 
if  this  be  so,  is  it  wise  to  throw  out  this 
Bill  ?  Is  it  wise  to  refuse  to  suspend  ap- 
pointments which  would  facilitate  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  hereafter  ;  and  in 
order  simply  to  present  an  appearance  of 
strength  and  force,  to  do  an  act  with  which 
you  yourselves  are  not  satisfied  ?  It  is,  of 
course,  quite  uncertain  what  the  Govern- 
ment will  do.  The  strongest  declamations 
have  been  made  by  the  rremier  ;  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  whole 
foundations  of  the  civil  and  religious  liber- 
ties of  the  kingdom  will  be  destroyed  if 
Church  and  State  are  separated  in  Ireland, 
and  results  worse  than  foreign  conquest 
will  ensue.  But  we  remember  the  speech 
of  the  Queen  in  Hamlet — 
''  Methinks  the  lady  doth  protest  too  much.*' 

Strong  words  and  declarations  are  quite 
reconcilable  with  the  design  of  poisoning 
the  object  of  such  eiaggerated  affection. 
I  am  not  surprised,  though  I  am  much 
grieved,  that  my  noble  Friend  on  the  cross - 
Benches  (Earl  Grey),  who  is  in  favour  of  a 
complete  re-arrangement  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland,  should  have  been  the  person  to 
move  this  Amendment.  It  is  quite  true, 
as  he  says,  that  I  did  not  favour  his  Motion 
in  1866.  And  I  think  if  I  had  come  for- 
ward as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
told  your  Lordships,  or  if  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  come  forward  and  told  the  House  of 
Commons  that  we  had  two  measures  in 
contemplation — one  for  the  reform  of  the 
representation  from  top  to  bottom,  and  the 
other  for  the  reform  of  the  Irish  Church, 
persons  would  have  concluded  that  we  were 
quite  mad.  But  I  did  not  conceal  at  that 
time,  and  I  never  have  concealed,  that  I 
thought  the  existence  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  felt  as  a  grievance  by  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  people.  My  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Grey)  had  a  scheme  for  dealing  with  the 
Irish  Church  which  I  did  not  approve  in 
1866,  and  which  I  do  not  approve  at  the 
present  time,  because  it  is,  in  point  of  fact, 
impracticable.  But  during  the  time  that 
he  and  I  were  in  Office  together,  and  when 
he  conducted,  with  great  ability,  the  ad- 
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miniBtration  of  the  Colonies,  we  did  not 
think  it  adviBablo  to  bring  forward  the 
Irish  Church  question,  and  we  never  did 
bring  it  forward  ;  and  I  do  not  remember 
that  my  noble  Friend  ever  insisted,  during 
those  five  or  six  years,  that  the  proper  time 
had  come  for  bringing  forward  the  question. 
Measures  ought  to  be  brought  forward  at 
a  time  when  public  opinion  will  support  a 
Government  or  an  Opposition  with  regard 
to  them  ;  for  it  is  obvious  that  a  Minister 
may  think  a  particular  measure  would  be 
useful,  but  may  seo  no  possible  chanpe  of 
carrying  it.  Sir  Robert  Walpole  chose 
his  own  time  for  bringing  forward  proposals 
which  he  desired  to  carry  ;  and  Mr.  Pitt, 
in  his  second  Ministry,  did  not  bring  for- 
ward the  Catholic  claims.  In  1833,  im- 
mediately after  the  Reform  Bill  had  passed, 
the  state  of  Ireland  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration ;  and  now  having  again  passed 
a  Reform  measure — it  matters  not  under 
what  Ministry — the  time  is  again  appro- 
priate for  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church. 
I  may  be  asked  to  what  I  looked  forward 
as  the  result  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowmeut.  What  I  trust  will  happen, 
and  what  I  think  is  the  tendency  not  only 
in  England  and  in  Ireland,  but  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe  and  throughout  (he 
world,  is  that  the  differences  which  sepa- 
rnted  men  belonging  to  the  different  divi- 
sions of  Christianity  will  cease  to  have  so 
much  effect ;  and  that  men,  call  themselves 
by  what  names  they  may,  will  combine 
for  great  purposes,  like  those  of  charity, 
and  will  assist  in  their  mutual  relations 
only  upon  those  great  points  of  doctrine 
which  they  hold  in  common.  My  belief  is 
that  when  the  Church  of  Ireland  has  been 
abolished  as  an  Establishment  we  shall  see 
among  Christians  of  all  sects  a  greater  and 
more  general  love  for  one  another.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  splendour  of  the 
Crown  will  be  dimmed  if  the  Church  be 
disestablished.  I  do  not  believe  it ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  believe  that  the  Crown 
will  possess  no  brighter  gem  than  the 
country  of  Ireland  pacified  and  drawn  to 
US  by  a  large  measure  of  justice ;  1  be- 
lieve, moreover,  that  the  three  kingdoms 
will  be  joined  by  this  act  in  stronger  bonds 
of  union,  and  the  people  of  England,  of 
Scotland,  and  of  Ireland  would  vie  with 
each  other  in  the  exhibitions  of  loyalty  to 
the  person  and  to  the  Throne  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. 

The    lord    CHANCELLOR*:    My 
Lords,  it  has  been  my  fortune  to  attend  to 
the  course  of  this  debate  more  closely  than 
Farl  Rustell 


most  of  your  Lordships,  and  I  must  say, 
that  however  widely  the  views  expressed 
may  have  differed,  I  think  it  cannot  fail  to 
be  a  satisfaction  to  your  Lordships  that 
the  general  current  of  tlie  debate  has  pro- 
ceeded with  a  fulnesss,  an  energy,  and  an 
ability,  worthy  both  of  the  question  and  of 
the  reputation  of  your  Lordships*  House. 
My  Lords,  if  with  regard  to  so  much  that 
has  been  excellent,  I  might  venture  to 
express  anything  of  regret,  it  would  be 
that  there  appeared  to  be  in  the  minds  of 
some  of  the  speakers  sometliing  of  a  doubt 
as  to  what  was  the  precise  significance  of 
the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships.  That 
such  a  doubt  should  exist  is,  I  think,  not 
to  be  attributed  to  us,  but  rather  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  measure  has  come 
before  the  House.  My  Lords,  in  the  House 
of  Commons  it  was  stated  on  one  side  of 
the  House,  and  accepted  as  correct  upon 
the  other,  that  this  Bill  was  nierelj  a 
"corollary."  A  "corollary"  signifies  an 
inference  from  a  preceding  proposition.  In 
the  other  House  the  preceding  proposition 
had  been  discussed,  and  had  become  the 
subject  of  a  Resolution.  That  Resolution 
assumed  this  form — 

"That  it  is  necessary  that  the  EtUblislMd 
Oburoh  of  Ireland  should  oease  to  exist  as  sa 
Establishment,  dae  regard  being  had  to  all  per- 
sonal interests  and  to  all  individual  rights  of 
property." 

xMy  Lords,  if  I  understand  the  meaning  of 
words,  that  Resolution  involves  two  ooQ- 
sequences;  it  involves  and  implies  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  it 
involves  and  implies  also  its  diseodov- 
ment ;  because  if  it  does  not  imply  its  dis- 
endowment,  I  would  ask,  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  reservation  of  one  par- 
ticular kind  of  property,  the  only  property 
that  was  to  be  reserved  —  namely,  indi- 
vidual property?  The  course  adopted  in 
the  other  House  was  convenient  and  dis* 
tinot,  beoause  when  the  time  came  for  the 
Suspensory  Bill  to  be  introduced  it  would 
have  been  vain  in  the  face  of  this  Resolu- 
tion for  those  who  promoted  the  Bill  to 
have  offered  it  to  the  House  as  anything 
but  a  Bill  designed  to  promote  the  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  of  ths 
Church.  And  accordingly  in  that  sense, 
and  in  that  sense  only,  was  it  treated. 
But,  my  Lords,  what  have  we  seen  in  the 
course  of  the  present  debate  ?  I  ^^ 
bound  to  say  that  the  noble  £arl  (Earl 
Qranville)  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  measure,  in  a  speech  to  the  grea^ 
ability  of  which,  if  it  were  not  presomp- 
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taoiu  for  me  to  do  bo,  I  would  renture  to 
offer  my  •incere  tribute  of  admiration,  the 
noble  Earl  frankly  stated  that  the  Resolu- 
tiona  of  the  House  of  Commons  were  in- 
iroWed  ia  the  present  Bill;  but  to-night  we 
We  bad  new  ground  broken.     The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  who  opened  the 
discoMion  this  ercning,  and  who  came  for- 
ward, taking  upon  his  own  shoulders  the 
mponsibility  of  this  measure,  and  putting 
himself  forward  almost  as  the  originator 
of  the  measure,  and  certainly  as  the  ex- 
pootor  of  the  motif  es  and  designs  of  those 
who  introduced  it  before  the  public  ;  that 
noble  Duke,  speaking  as  one  of  the  authors 
of  the  Bill,  stated  it  had  not  a  word  oT  dis- 
eitihliftbment  in  it;  and  as   to  disendow- 
moot  it  was  the  greatest  mistake  to  sup- 
pQie,not  merely  that  this  Bill  had  anything 
to  u J  to  disendowment,   but  that  disen- 
dowment  had  ever  been  gravely  or  actually 
coniidered  or  discussed  even  in  the  House 
of  Commons.      Now  I  want  to   ask  the 
noble  Duke,  as    he  appears  before  your 
Lordihips  as  one  of  the  coadjutors  in  the 
preparstion  and   launching   of   this  Bill, 
does  he  mean   to  maintain   that  this  Bill 
was  not  proposed  to  the  House  of  Gom- 
moos  as    a    measure   of    disendowment? 
That  question   can  easily  be  put  beyond 
Ae possibility  of  doubt.     The  noble  Duke 
was  somewhat  severe  as  to  the  use  of  quo- 
tations from  debates  in  Parliament ;  and 
speaking  of  my  noble  Friend  lately  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
vith  a  courtesy  which    I  think  might  bo 
disputed,  and  a  good  taste  that  some  per- 
sons might  be  disposed  to  challenge,  he 
liid  that  there  was  no  person  in  the  House 
who  required  to  be  more  watched  than  my 
I     noble  Friend.     I  beg  the  noble  Duke  will 
1^     wateh  me  in  the  quotation  I  am  about  to 
Diske,  and  I  beg  he  will  compare  what  I 
^  with   the  report  he  will  find  of  his 
o*n  expressions   to-night    in    the    usual 
^ns  of    information.      Mr.   Gladstone 
^Bs  expressed   himself    on  the  30th   of 
•Arch,  in  introducing  the  Brcsolutions  to 
the  Committee  of   the   House  of    Com- 

BOOS^ 

"I  think  the  tithe  is  not  paid  by  the  landlord  ; 

^  SI  for  the  assarance  of  the  Catholic  party,  I 

moot  consent  that  any  such  assurance  "  [that 

*M  tiie  assurance  in  1829]  '^  should  bind  me  to 

spbold  what  I  conceive  to  l>e  unfair  to  the  Ca- 

tkolies  and  injarious  to  the  Empire.      In  this 

ittttar  I  say  we  should  exercise  our  own  frec- 

^Miy  and  judge  what  is  for  the  common  good  ; 

Sid  it  ia  on  the  ground  of  the  common  good,  I 

vk  you  to  consent  to  the  disendowment  of  the 

teiUished  Church  in  Ireland."  —  [3  Eantard, 

1 478.] 


My  Lords,  I  only  regret  the  course  which 
has  been  taken  because  I  think  it  has  led 
to  a  confusion  of  which  we  haye  seen  some 
fruits  to«night.  The  noble  Earl  who 
generally  sits  above  the  gangway  on  this 
side  of  the  House  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury), 
induced,  I  suppose,  by  the  blandishments 
of  the  noble  Duke,  and  the  way  in  which 
he  described  this  measure,  has  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships  is  a  "meagre  and  insig- 
nificant Bill,"  and  one  which  involves  none 
of  those  important  principles  which  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  its  second  reading 
candidly  admitted  to  be  involved.  My 
Lords,  that  the  actual  provisions  of  this 
Bill  fall  far  short  of  the  principles  which 
are  involved  in  it  I  freely  admit  ;  but  in 
what  way  the  noble  Earl  has  satisfied  him- 
self that  a  support  of  the  Bill  would  not 
imply  a  support  of  those  principles  I  am 
unable  to  understand. 

My  Lords,  I  am  very  much  disposed  to 
agree  with  was  said  by  one  of  your  Lord- 
ships, that,  although  it  will  be  proper  to 
consider  the  provisions  and  the  working  of 
the  Bill,  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
trifling  compared  with  the  greater  and 
larger  question,  which  was  the  subject  of 
the  first  of  the  Resolutions  passed  by  tbo 
other  House  of  Parliament.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  con- 
ceal from  ourselves  what  the  effect  of  the 
working  of  this  measure  would  be,  sup- 
posing it  were  to  receive  your  Lordships' 
assent.  The  mode  in  which  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  have  been  dealt  with  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  has  been 
somewhat  singular.  The  most  rev.  Pre- 
late who  presides  over  the  northern  Pro- 
vince (the  Archbishop  of  York),  pointed 
out  on  a  former  night  various  consequences 
that  would  ensue  from  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  He  was  replied  to  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Master  of  the  Rolls 
Lord  Romilly),  from  whom,  if  from  any- 
one, 1  should  have  expected  an  answer  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  made.  What 
answer,  however,  did  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  make?  He  said  he  had  listened 
to  the  objections  which  had  been  made, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  they  could  all  be 
removed  in  Committee.  But  if  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  fully  appreciated  the 
character  of  these  objections,  and  had  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  borne  in  mind 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  he  must  have 
seen  that  the  only  manner  in  which  these 
objections  could  have  been  removed  in 
Committee  would  have  been  by  striking 

IThird  NighU 


247 


JSsiailiehed  Church 


(LOBDS) 


(Trehnd)  Bill. 


248 


oat  every  clause  in  the  Bill.  Bat  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  followed  by 
a  noble  Duke  formerly  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (the  Duke  of  Somerset).  The 
noble  Duke  spoke  late  in  the  eveoing,  and 
with  a  frankness  and  freedom  which  left 
nothing  to  be  desired.  He  said  the  Bill 
was  one  of  those  things  which  nobody 
could  understand.  He  said  he  had  listened 
to  the  objections  of  the  most  re?.  Prelate, 
and  he  concurred  in  most  of  them.  He 
said  that,  for  his  part,  he  was  not  respon- 
sible for  the  Bill,  and  lie  could  not  for  the 
life  of  him  see  how  it  would  work.  He 
said  further,  that  on  the  whole,  he  was 
disposed  to  look  upon  it  as  almost  impos- 
sible. But,  although  it  was  unintelligible, 
although  it  was  impracticable,  and  although 
it  was  almost  impossible,  yet,  notwith- 
standing, the  noble  Duke  was  prepared  to 
Tote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in 
order  that,  through  the  medium  of  an  un- 
intelligible, impracticable,  and  impossible 
Bill,  we  might  convey  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land the  conviction  that  we  meant  to  deal 
with  them  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation.  Well, 
now,  perhaps  your  Lordships  *will  forgive 
me,  if  as  briefly  as  possible,  and  as  simply 
as  possible,  I  point  out  exactly  what  I 
believe  will  follow  from  this  Bill. 

I  must,  at  the  oustet,  refer  to  a  matter 
which,  though  small  in  itself,  I  should  be 
sorry  to  suppose  had  not  been  noticed  by 
your  Lordships.  The  title  of  the  Bill,  as 
it  comes  before  your  Lordships,  is,  "  To 
prevent  for  a  limited  time  new  appoint- 
ments in  the  Church  of  Ireland."  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  am  not  acquainted  with  any 
Church  that  bears  that  name.  I  know  of 
one  Church  in  Ireland,  which  is  described 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  has  not 
been  repealed  in  a  very  different  manner. 
The  Act  of  Union  says — 

''The  Churches  of  England  and  Ireland,  as 
now  by  law  established,  shall  be  united  into  one 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  to  be  called  The 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

That  is  the  Parliamentary  name  of  the 
Church  now  sought  to  be  dealt  with.  And, 
my  Lords,  I  take  the  misnomer,  which  the 
Church  has  received  in  the  title  of  this 
Bill,  only  as  an  indication  that  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  and  the  other 
compositors  of  the  measure,  were  afraid  to 
state  boldly  and  broadly  thai  the  Church 
they  were  about  to  destroy  by  their  legisla- 
tion was  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland. 

Well  now,  my  Lords,  this  Bill  proposes 
to  suspend  for  one  year— -though,  as  was 
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well  said  by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  erosi- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey),  we  knew  from  past 
experience  that  that  suspension  will  last 
considerably  longer — the  appointment  of 
Bishops  and  incumbents  of  this  Church. 
There  are  objections  to  this  which  lie 
upon  the  very  face  of  this  measure.  la 
the  first  place,  I  object  to  it  because  joo 
have  at  present  a  Church  which  is  entitled 
by  law  to  the  service  of  Bishops  and  clergj 
appointed  in  a  continual  succession,  and 
you  interrupt  that  succession  and  deprire 
the  Church  of  those  services,  not  becaase 
anything  has  been  determined  by  Psriia* 
ment,  but  because,  at  some  future  period, 
something  may  perchance  be  determined 
by  Parliament  with  regard  to  that  Chareh. 
My  Lords,  what  does  the  Resolution  which 
is  said  to  be  embodied  in  this  Bill  itself  saj 
upon  this  point  ? — 

"  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  oonsiderationi, 
it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the  creation  of  new  per- 
sonal interests,  ponding  the  final  decision  of  Fir- 
liament." 

Now,  my  Lords,  the  final  decision  of  Par- 
liament is  the  decision  of  ParliameQt. 
The  decision  of  Parliament  is  not  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is 
the  decision  of  the  Three  Estates  of  Parlia- 
ment, resulting  in  a  legislative  mesBore; 
and  therefore,  what  is  proposed  bj  the  Bill 
is  this— that  the  functiona  and  the  working 
of  the  Church  should  be  suspended  and 
placed  in  abeyance,  in  order  to  see  whether 
an  attack  to  be  hereafter  made  upon  the 
Church  should  prove  successful.  But  that 
is  not  all.  I  object  to  it  also  becaase,  at 
the  same  time  that  it  paralyzes  the  Choreb, 
it  renders  it  impossible  for  voluntary  aolion 
to  step  in  and  supply  the  vacuum,  even  if 
voluntary  action  was  at  hand.  The  epis- 
copal and  parochial  action  of  the  Chareh 
is  regulated  by  law,  and  can  proceed  onlj 
through  legal  channels.  So  that,  daring 
this  intermediate  period,  the  Church  woaid 
be  placed  in  a  position  worse  than  that  of 
any  voluntary  society  in  the  kingdom.  I 
object  to  it,  in  the  next  place,  by  resios 
of  its  unequal  working.  This  is  a  mea- 
sure which  proposes  to  suspend  the  appotot- 
ment  of  incumbents  where  the  patrons  are 
Bishops,  but  to  leave  the  appointments  fr«o 
where  the  patrons  are  laymen.  So  jov 
will  have  two  parishes  sido-by-aidc,  ^tw 
same  in  area,  the  same  in  population,  the 
same  in  spiritual  exigency.  They  will  beta 
become  vacant  in  the  course  of  the  year* 
In  the  one  of  them  the  Bishop  i«  ^* 
patron  ;  in  the  other  a  layman.  The  laj" 
man   can   appoint    an  incumbent.     Tbe 
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whieh  it  in  the  gift  of  the  Biihop 

vill  be  deprifed  of   its   iDOombent.     On 

ibat  possible  principle,  on  what  rational 

sr  plaosible  ground,  can  you  state  to  the 

Uity  of  Ireland,  that  of  the  two  parishes 

I  We  supposed,  one  is  to  be  deprived  of 

ito  ineambent,  and  the  other  is  to  continue 

to  bsTe  its  incumbent  ?     But  at  the  same 

tine  that  the  measure  works  in  this  way,  I 

object  to  it  because  it  works  blindly.     It 

itrikefl  at  one  and  the  same  time  at  the 

fimh  which  has  the  smallest  population, 

isd  tlie  smallest  need  for  endowment,  and 

it  itrikes  equally  and  at  the  same  time  at 

the  large  and  populous  parish,  where  the 

Cbureh  population  is  already  overgrown, 

asd  where  the  Church  with  all  its  present 

^tplisDces  is  unable  to  keep  pace  with  the 

lints  of  the  people.     Observe,  my  Lords, 

tlie  difference  between  this  measure  and 

tkat  which  it  professes  to  follow — the  mea- 

Mre  of  1833.     The  measure  of  1833  dealt 

with  those   parishes  —  and    with    those 

pariihcs  only — in  which  there  had  been 

00  lerfiee  performed  for  three  years.  It 
lospended,  at  well  it  might  do,  those 
pirishes  until  arrangements  were  made 
for  iocorporating  them  with  other  parishes. 
Under  this  Bill  the  populous  parishes  of 
Uliter,  where  there  is  the  greatest  diffi- 
oiltj  ia  providing  the  ministrations  of  the 

.  Chrth  to  meet  the  demands  upon  them, 
Bay  some  of  them  become  vacant  during 
tlie  jear  to  which  the  Bill  will  apply,  and 
it  wiU  be  impossible  to  supply  the  vacaoie&n 
vben  they  occur. 

Mj  Lords,  these  being  the  general  ob- 
jeetioos  which  lie  on  the  surface  of  the 
■easnre,  let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to 
observe  some  other  consequences  that 
would  follow  from  its  working,  which  have 
Bot  received  the  attention  they  deserve. 

1  tale  the  first  stage  of  the  Bill,  which 

liipends  the  appointment  of  successors  to 

Kshops    and    incumbents.      Have    your 

Wdships  considered    the    effect    of    the 

Bcuure  on   the    families  of  a   deceased 

Biihop  or  incumbent  %     There  is  hardly 

uij  see  in   Ireland,  and    there    are  still 

^er  psrishes,  where  the  incumbent  has 

lot,  upon  entering  on  tho  incumbency,  paid 

*  heavy  charge  to   his  predecessor  ;  and 

the  seeority  given  him  for  this  payment  by 

ParL'ament  is,  that  he  may  in  turn  recover 

this  charge  against  his  successor.     1  have 

fot  before  me  a  statement  with  regard  to 

the  position   of  seven  Episcopal    sees  in 

Inhad,  where  the  sums  recoverable  from 

Meeesaora    amoant  to    nearly    £30,000. 

Bit  when  I  turn  to  the  position  of  the 


incumbents,  I  find,  in  one  diocese  alone, 
that  of  Armagh  and  Clogher'— taken  not 
because  it  is  more  favourable  to  the  argu- 
ment, but  because  circumstances  led  to 
the  return  being  easily  obtained,  the 
charges  amount  to  £45,000.  Your  Lord- 
ships may,  therefore,  imagine  to  how  con- 
siderable a  sum  these  charges  amount 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland.  Tou  have 
authorized  and  secured  these  building 
charges  :  you  have  them  registered  by  Act 
of  Parliament :  they  have  become  a  Par- 
liamentary security.  In  almost  every 
instance  in  Ireland  the  incoming  incumbent 
has  paid  the  charges  out  of  his  little 
savings,  and  that  charge  has  become  the 
provision  for  his  family  in  case  of  his  death. 
I  have  before  me  an  instance,  taken  out  of 
many,  in  which  an  incumbent  had  to  pay 
this  charge  on  taking  possession  of  the 
benefice.  He  had  not  the  money  of  his 
own,  but  the  trustees  of  his  marriage  set- 
tlement had  £1,000  belonging  to  his  wife, 
which  was  laid  out  on  this  building  charge, 
and  that  has  now  become  the  only  means 
of  providing  for  his  widow  and  children  in 
case  of  his  death.  At  present  that  is  not 
only  a  charge  on  the  benefice,  but  it  is  a 
personal  debt  due  from  the  successor.  A 
clergyman  in  Ireland,  when  he  is  appointed 
to  a  living,  inquires  into  the  charge  upon 
it,  and  considers  whether  he  has  the  means 
to  pay  it  off,  and  if  he  is  prepared  to  pay 
it  off,  he  accepts  the  living.  The  course  I 
have  described  will,  I  am  sure,  be  attested 
by  the  right  rev.  Bench.  The  incoming 
incumbent  pays  it  off  by  four  instalments 
to  the  family  of  his  predecessor.  Now  I 
am  quite  aware  that  the  incumbency  will 
be  handed  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission, as  the  Bill  provides,  **  subject  to 
the  charge.**  I  quite  admit  the  charge 
will  remain  a  charge  on  the  benefice  ;  but 
how  will  the  family  of  the  deceased  incum- 
bent, to  whom  it  is  a  matter  of  life  or 
death,  be  paid  their  little  pittance  ?  How 
will  they  be  paid  ?  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  no  funds  wherewith 
to  pay  it.  There  is  no  successor  personally 
liable  to  pay  it.  The  Bill  remains  in 
operation  for  a  year,  and  is  renewed  for 
one  year  or  two  years  ;  the  charge  con- 
tinues unpoid,  and  there  will  be  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  recovering  the  charge,  that 
which  ought  to  be  paid  without  difficulty 
and  to  the  day. 

So  much,  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Bill  in  relation  to  incumbents  ; 
but  let  me  now  ask  your  attention  to  a  few 
facts,  as  to  the  effect  it  will  have  on  a 
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class  well  worthy  yonr  Lordships*  con- 
Biperation  -^  the  class  of  curates.  The 
author  of  this  Bill  (Mr.  Gladstone)  pro- 
fessed at  the  outset  a  tender  and  solici- 
tous regard  for  the  case  of  the  curates. 
Let  us  see  how  that  regard  is  manifested 
by  this  Bill.  The  average  vacancies  of 
preferments  in  the  year  throughout  Ireland 
are  about  ninety.  Take  it  that  the  mea- 
sure remains  in  force  only  ono  year,  ninety 
vacancies  will  occur.  Of  the  preferments 
in  Ireland  one-fifth  are  in  lay  hands  and 
four-fifths  in  the  hands  of  the  Bishops. 
Therefore,  seventy-two  of  these  vacancies 
will  be  in  Episcopal  patronage.  The  dif- 
ference between  tiie  incumbencies  in  the 
hands  of  laymen  and  those  in  the  hands  of 
Bishops  is  very  important.  The  layman 
is  perfectly  free  to  appoint  whom  he  likes ; 
he  has  no  ties  on  him  but  the  claims  of 
friendship,  or  personal  preference.  But 
with  respect  to  the  Bishop  it  is  altogether 
a  different  matter.  The  Bishops  are  the 
patrons  in  Ireland,  to  whom  the  curates 
may  fairly  look  for  the  reward  of  their 
labours,  and  if  they  do  not  receive  that 
reward  from  the  Bishops  they  are  not 
likely  to  receive  it  from  anybody.  I  am 
happy  to  say,  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  of  Ireland,  that  this 
claim  of  the  curates  has  on  all  occasions 
been  fully  acknowledged.  I  hold  in  my 
bands  a  very  sorrowful  list  of  names — a 
a  list  which  is  at  the  service  of  any  of 
your  Lordships  who  may  desire  to  see  it — 
of  seyenty-five  curates  in  Ireland,  who 
have,  for  upwards  of  twenty  years,  on 
their  little  pittance  of  £75  or  £100  a  year, 
been  serving  the  Church  in  their  curacies 
in  the  various  dioceses  in  that  country, 
where  it  is  proposed  during  the  next  year 
to  suspend  the  appointments  to  the  incum- 
bencies. Therefore,  virtually  and  prac- 
tically, the  whole  effect  of  the  present  Bill 
would  be — because  it  is  the  incumbencies 
to  which  the  Bishops  have  the  right  of 
presentation  that  the  Bill  will  suspend — 
that  some  seventy  out  of  these  seventy-five 
curates  will  fail  to  receive  their  preferment 
in  the  course  of  the  year  which  otherwise 
they  might  certainly  expect.  That,  my 
Lords,  is  the  glorious  result  of  the  first 
portion  of  this  Bill,  suspending  the  ap- 
pointment to  the  vacant  benefices. 

Now  let  me  go  a  step  further.  The 
next  portion  of  the  Bill  is  the  provision 
providing  for  vacancies  in  sees.  I  confess 
that  I  hardly  know  the  exact  meaning  of 
this  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  I  expected  to 
bear  some  explanation  of  it  from  the  noble 
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Earl  (Earl  Granville),  bnt  as  he  did  not 
think  fit  to  enter  into  the  poiot^  I  must 
take  the  explanation  of  it  which  was  given 
by  the  author  of  the  Bill  in  '*  another 
place."     Mr.  Gladstone  says — 

*^The  measures  taken  with  respect  to  tfaesm- 
pended  bishoprics  are  the  same  as  those  proposed 
by  Lord  Derby  in  1833.  Those  measuref  wQI 
serre  the  purpose  now." 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  author  of  the 
Billy  who  must  be  supposed  to  know  some- 
thing about  it.  My  Lords,  no  bishopries 
were  suspended  for  an  hour  by  the  legisla* 
tion  of  1833.  The  bishoprics  which  "were 
then  abolished  were  abolished  upon  the  death 
of  the  Bishops  who  held  them,  and  were  ion* 
mediately,  without  the  delay  of  a  second, 
transferred  to  the  other  bishoprics  to  whieh 
they  were  joined.  It  is  therefore  a  pare 
mistake  to  suppose  that  there  is  any  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  1833  that  will  serre 
as  a  precedent  for  what  the  Bill  proposal 
to  do.  But  that  is  not  all.  The  Act  of 
1833  did  nothing  whatever  with  respect  to 
the  spiritualities  of  the  Church  ;  it  was  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  temporalities  of  ths 
Church  only.  Here  is  a  Bill  whieh  ap- 
points certain  persons — we  shall  see  pr^ 
sently  who  they  are — the  ''  Guardians  of 
the  Spiritualities/'  and  an  Act  of  Parili- 
ment  passed  in  1833,  which  did  not  maur 
tion  spiritualities  from  beginning  to  end, 
is  invoked  as  a  precedent  for  the  arraoge- 
ment.  But,  in  the  next  place,  this  Bill 
provides  that — 

**  The  persons  designated  by  the  Act  of  1838  ta 
execute  the  powers  of  that  Act  shall  to  tks 
guardians  of  the  spiritualitiet  under  this  Bill* 

But  no  persons  were  designated  by  tbt 
Act  of  1833  to  guard  the  spirituuitiaii 
and  no  persons  were  by  that  Act  "^ 
signaled  "  for  any  purpose.  This  ii  i 
strange  mistake  to  have  been  made,  bit 
it  ought  to  be  pointed  out.  What  tbit 
Act  did  was  this — it  allowed  the  Beds* 
siastical  Commissioners  to  select  oat  of 
certain  persons  (the  archdeacons  of  tbs 
diocese,  the  dean,  and  vicars  general)  lOBil 
one,  not  to  act  as  guardian  of  the  spirits- 
alities,  but  to  make  certain  official  RetaiHi 
which  had  to  be  mado  from  time  to  tiaSt 
not  with  reference  to  bishoprics  then  sv* 
pended,  but  with  reference  to  any  bishoprie 
which  might  at  any  timo,  even  down  to  tbs 
present  day,  be  vacant.  The  duties  of 
these  persons  so  selected  were  merely  me* 
chanical  duties  connected  with  the  roakinf 
up  these  Returns.  But  ^tbat  is  not  aU. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissionera  are  Vj 
the  present  Bill  to  appoint  the 
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of  ibe  spiritiulitieB  id  erery  Tacant  diocese. 
At  the  present  time  the  Archbishop  is  the 
gDardian  of  the  spiritualities  of  a  vacant 
diocese,  and  why  is  he  to  be  displaced  for 
some  person  said  to  be  designated  in  the 
Act  of  1833»  but  who  is  not  designated  in 
that  Act  ?     But  the  climax  of  all  this  re- 
mains.   The  framers  of  this  Bill  were  un- 
acqnainted  with  the  ecclesiastical  law  of 
Ireland.     Thej  were  not  aware  that  the 
guardians   of  spiritualities,    even  if    ap- 
pointed* coold  not  exercise  those  peculiar 
and  statotory  powers  which  are  required 
for  the  go? ernnient  of  a  diocese  in  Ireland 
— powers  as  regards  residence  or  non- resi- 
dence   of  incumbents  —  as   regards    the 
licencing  and  regulating  of  curates,   and 
other  matters  of  the  same  kind,  which  are 
conferred,  not  by  the  general  ecclesiastical 
law,  but  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  1825,  which  makes  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese   personally,  and   not  through   his 
Consistory  Court,  the  judge    in   all    the 
ordinary    questions  arising    between   the 
Bishop  and    his   clergy.      Therefore,  the 
appointment  of  guardians  of  spiritualities 
woald  simply  leave  the  Church  where  a 
bishopric  fell  vacant  in  a  state  of  anarchy 
and    confusion,   because    none    of    those 
powers  to  which  1  have  referred  as  belong- 
bg  to  the  Bishops  personally  could  be  ex- 
sreiied  by  the  guardians  of  the  spiritualities, 
Mj  Lords,  these  are  objections  to  the 
Bill  which   I  challenge  the  noble  Earl  to 
inswer.     But  I  will  go  a  step  further,  and 
atk,  What  is  the  provision  made  for  filling 
ncant  incumbencies  ?     It  is  proposed  by 
^s  Bill  that  vacant  incumbencies  shall  be 
lUed  by  stipendiary  curates.   I  take  leave, 
b  the  first  place,  altogether  to  deny  that 
it  would  be  possible  in  Ireland  to  obtain, 
in  the  course  of  a  year,  ninety  stipendiary 
enrates  who,    for  an  engagement   which 
night  terminate  within  a  year,  would  un- 
^ke  to  move  house  and  home,  and  take 
ponesiion  of  one  of  these  incumbencies, 
fcr  the   purpose    of   performing  a   duty 
ivnng  a  certain  number  of  months.     But 
I  ttj  farther,  that,  even  if  this  were  pos- 
>il|le,  it  would  ruin  an  incumbency  to  ap- 
point a  stipendiary  curate  under  these  con- 
AioDS.     It    is  impossible   that  he  could 
kro  any  sympathy  with,  or  interest  in, 
(beiofttitutions  or  in  the  laity  of  the  parish. 
To  fill  np  a  f  acant  incumbency  in  this  way 
voold  be  most  fatal  to  its  permanent  in- 
terest.    Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  a 
nesncy  occuring  in  an  incumbency  in  a 
^polona  town,  where  a  stipendiary  curate 
n  appointed  under  the  conditions  I  haye 


named.  It  would  he  impossible  to  supply 
the  place  of  the  former  incumbent  under 
these  conditions  with  a  man  equal  in  power 
to  himself,  and  the  result  would  be  that  the 
congregation  would  be  broken  up.  But, 
here,  again,  your  Lordships  will  hardly  be- 
lieve it  when  1  tell  you,  that  in  many 
cases  the  stipendiary  curate  under  the  pro- 
fisions  of  this  Bill  could  never  come  into 
existence.  The  proposal  in  this  Bill  which 
relates  to  the  subject  is,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1833  for  supplying  the 
spiritual  wants  of  suspended  benefices  shall 
apply  to  the  benefices  becoming  vacant 
under  this  Act.  But  what  are  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1833  as  to  supplying 
the  spiritual  wants  of  suspended  benefices  ? 
They  are  to  this  efi^ect —  It  is  to  be  law- 
ful for  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
and  for  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  asso- 
ciated with  them  to  make  the  necessary 
provision.  But  there  may  be  no  Bishop  of 
the  diocese,  and  thus  you  leave  no  means 
of  appointing  the  miserable  substitute  in 
the  shape  of  a  stipendiary  curate  that  may 
be  required. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  passing  on  from 
this,  I  come  to  the  mode  in  which  this 
Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  When  the  subject  was 
first  mooted  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  very  frightful  story  was  told  about 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  Mr. 
Gladstone  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
something  should  be  done,  because  these 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  in  the 
habit  of  manufacturing — of  **  erecting  *'— 
benefices  ;  and  that  within  a  very  short 
period  two  benefices  had  been  manufac- 
tured, in  each  of  which  there  were  to  be 
found  only  four  specimens  of  a  class  which 
he  denominated  **  Anglicans."  That  pro- 
duced a  great  effect  in  the  other  Uouse 
of  Parliament,  and  thereupon  it  was  said. 
We  must  have  a  Resolution,  not  merely 
against  Bishops  and  incumbents,  but  also 
against  these  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
A  few  weeks  passed  away,  and  it  turned 
out  that  the  whole  story  was  an  entire  de- 
lusion. The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
have  no  moro  power  to  create  bencficos  in 
Ireland  than  any  of  your  Lordships.  Some 
person,  no  doubt,  had  told  Mr.  Gladstone 
this  story.  The  truth,  I  believe,  was,  that 
two  old  benefices  had  been  joined  together 
under  the  Act  of  1833,  or  some  Act  of 
that  kind,  by  order  of  the  Privy  Council. 
The  incumbent  happened  to  die  ;  the  union 
could  not  be  continued  ;  the  Bishop,  I 
have   no   doubt  for    very    good  reasons, 
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refusing  to  continne  it :  and  thus  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  giyen  to   understand  that 
the     Ecclesiastical     Commissioners     had 
created  two  new  henefices.     Accordingly, 
the  iilea  of  restraining  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  from  creating  benefices  has 
not  appeared  in  the  Bill.     But  what  are 
the   Ecclesiastical    Commissioners   to    be 
restrained  from  doing,  and  what  will  be 
the  effect  ?    They  are  now  to  be  restrained 
from  making  ''grants''  and  ''augmenta- 
tions."    Now  I    want  your  Lordships   to 
observe  what  the  consequences  of  that  will 
be.     Your    Lordships    are   probably   not 
aware  of  the  manner  in  which  grants  are 
made  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
They  are  made  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
of  1833,  and  the  way  of  making  them  is 
this — If   there    is  a  church  wanted  in  a 
neighbourhood,    and  the   inhabitants   are 
willing  to  contribute,  the   Commissioners 
are  known  to  be  ready  to  make  a  grant 
correlative  to  the  sum  raised  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood.   The  usual  course,  therefore,  is, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  collect  money  in 
the  neighbourhood,  to  purchase  a  site,  and, 
perhaps,  begin  to  build.    When  the  money 
IS  subscribed,  the  subscribers  go  to  the 
Commissioners   and   have   a   grant  made 
them.     Now,  so  largely  is  this  course  fol- 
lowed, that  I  find  that  in  the  last  thirty 
years  subscriptions   were    paid    into    the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  the  amount 
of  £196,000,  to  set  against  corresponding 
grants,    and  during  the  last    eight  years 
this    "  slumbering    Church   of    Ireland," 
which  the  noble  Earl  below  the  gangway 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  contrasted  so  un- 
favourably with  the  Church  of   England, 
has  paid  to  the  Commissioners — altogether 
apart   from  sums    expended    without   re- 
ference   to  the   Commissioners  —  no   less 
than  £}  03,706.     Now  observe,  my  Lords, 
you  suspend  by  this  Bill  the  power  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  make  grants 
during  the  next  year.     And  what  will  be 
the  effect  ?     It  will  be,  that  in  those  cases 
where  money   has   already   been  given — 
where,  perhaps,  sites  have  been  obtained, 
but    the  grants   have   not    been  actually 
made,   you   stop    the   power    of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical   Commissioners    to    fulfil    the 
expectations  which  have  been  held  out  to 
those  who  have  contributed  on  the  faith 
of  Parliament,  and  you  compel  the  Eccle- 
siastical   Commissioners    to    break    faith 
with  them.     But  that  is  not  all.     What 
about  the  augmentations  ?     The  case  with 
regard  to  them  is  still  more  singular.  The 
work  of  augmentation  has  also  been  pur- 
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sued  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissionen 
since  1833.     I  think  it  was  Mr.  O'Connell 
who  said  that  this  system  of  augmentation 
was  the  best  feature  in  the  Act  of  1833. 
That  Act  provides  that  all  livings  in  Ire- 
land over  £300  a  year  shall  be  taxed  in 
order  to  collect  funds  to  augment  all  livings 
below  £200,  and  bring  them  up  to  that 
amount.     Now  that  process  of  augmenta- 
tion has  beea  going  on  slowly  indeed,  at 
the  funds  have  not  been  available  to  any 
large  amount,  but  every  year  a   certain 
number  of  these  small  livings  have  been 
augmented  and  brought  up  to  £200.  Now 
I  have  got  a  list  of  those  whose  turn  would 
come  next  year,  and  I  will  just  mention 
four  of  them,  in  order  to  show  the  sort 
of   cases    they    are.      There    is    Christ's 
Church,  Lisburn,  the  net  income  of  which 
is  £125,  the  Church  population  estimated 
at  5,000  ;    there  is  St.  Paurs,    Belfast, 
the   net   income  of  which  is   £125,  and 
the     Church    population    6.000  ;     there 
is  Newtonards,  the  net  income  of  which 
is    £135,    and   the    Church    population 
2,500  ;  and  there  is  Miltown,  Armngh,  the 
net  income   of  which   is   £128,  and  the 
Church    population,    2,340.       These  ars 
samples  of  the  cases  which   would   come 
next   for   augmentation.      But  remember 
that  the  faith  of  Parliament  is  pledged  to 
these  augmentations,  because  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  you  have  not  repealed, 
holds  out  this  promise  to  the  ineumbenti 
under  £200   a  year..     Remember,  slio» 
that  here  you  have  got  two  vested  interesti 
to  consider,  not  merely  the  interest  of  the 
smaller  incumbents,  but  also  that  of  thoie 
larger  incumbents,  who  have   been  taxed 
and  whom  you  are  going  to  tax  for  the 
next  year.      But  you  have  no  right  ander 
the  sun  to  tax  the   larger  livings  anleii 
you  augment  the  smaller  ones  ;    yet  here 
you   are   asked    to    continue   taking  the 
money  from  the  larger  incumbents  withoot 
applying  it  to  the  benefit  of  the  smalltf 
livings.     My  Lords,  looking  at  the  clsoeei 
of  this  Bill,  which  some  of  your  Lordshipi 
appear  disposed  to  see  passed  into  a  1st* 
this    would    be    its   operation    and  effect* 
And  I  cannot  avoid  congratulating  thenoUe 
Earl    (Earl    Granville),  perhaps   1  shooM 
say  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argj11)i 
and     his    coadjutors,    upon    the    spirited 
form  which  their  first  effort  at  legislation 
upon   this   subject  has   assumed.      Thej 
have  been  ingenious  to  inflict  pain  tt  the 
points  at  which  it  would  be  most  keenif 
felt.      The  conscientious  conyictiona  whke 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  ad* 
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milted  had  for  thirty  jears  of  OfSce  heen 
10  diaereetly  smothered  by  the  Leaders  of 
the  Liberal  party,  have  at  last  burst  forth, 
and  a  noble  erusade  has  been  formed — a 
eruMde  not  to  rescue  or  protect,  but  to 
overthrow  all  that  is  sacred  ;  and  the  first 
Victims  selected  by  the  gallant  band  of  war- 
riors are  the  expectations — based  on  the 
fisith  of  Parliamentary  promises — of  miser- 
able and  nnderpaid  incumbencies  waiting 
for  their  long-delayed  augmentations, — 
tbe  preferments,  anxiously  looked  for  and 
BOW  almost  within  his  grasp,  of  the  hard- 
workiog  and  ill-requited  curate,  and  the 
little  patrimony  of  the  widow  and  the 
orphan,  whose  pittance  is  abstracted  if  its 
payment  is  endangered  or  delayed. 

My  Lords,  before  passing  from  this  Bill, 
there  is  one  other  subject  to  which  I  would 
ask  the  earnest  attention  of  your  Lord- 
ships. I  am  not  going  now  to  argue  the 
bearing  of  the  Act  of  Union  upon  the  great 
question  of  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Chnreb.  That  is  a  subject  which  is  much 
too  long  to  be  considered  to-night,  and 
which  mty  well  be  considered  at  some 
future  period  ;  but  I  do  ask  jou  to  consider 
tbe  effect  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  refer- 
ence to  the  present  Bill.  Upon  the  con- 
struction and  bearing  of  the  Act  of  Union, 
I  will  enter  into  no  points  of  dispute,  but 
will  take  the  construction  put  upon  it  in 
words,  for  which  the  promoters  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  are  in  the  fullest  degree  respon- 
sible. It  was  only  in  1856 — which,  I 
suppose,,  is  within  the  Parliamentary 
Statute  of  Limitations — that  a  Motion  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr. 
Bfllwjn,  for  the  disestablishment  and  dis* 
endowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  Lord 
Palmerston  was  then  Prime  Minister.  The 
noble  fiarl  who  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  (Earl  GrauYille)  was  a  Member 
of  theGoremment ;  so  was  the  noble  Earl 
near  him  (Earl  Russell)  ;  so  was  the  noble 
Doke  who  spoke  to-night  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll) ;  so  were  the  noble  Earls  beyond 
him  who  were  formerly  Lords  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  ;  so  was  Mr.  Gladstone  himself. 
We  have,  therefore,  the  collected  opinion 
and  determination  of  the  Government  of 
that  day.  Now,  the  only  ground  upon 
which  Lord  Palmerston  opposed  the  Motion 
of  Mr.  Dillwyn,  was  the  Act  of  Union. 
I  do  not  say  that  he  had  no  other  objec- 
tions, but  that  was  the  ground  he  selected 
as  tbe  answer  to  Mr.  Dillwyn.  Speaking 
for  all  the  distinguished  statesmen  who  com- 
posed his  Cabinet,  Lord  Palmerston  said — 

"If  that  6th  Article  has  any  meaning  at  all— 
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and  it  is  preposterous  to  suppose  that  it  is  a  yain 
delusion,  and  that  it  has  no  real  and  substaDtiye 
intention — it  must  mean,  in  the  common  sense  of 
mankind,  that  the  Cburoh  of  Ireland  in  harmony 
with  the  Church  of  England  is  to  be  maintained. 

Parliament  is  competent  to  deal  either 

with  the  Chnrch  of  England  or  the  Charoh  of 
Ireland  according  to  yarying  circamstances ;  but 
it  must  deal  vith  those  Chorohes  not  in  order 
to  destroy  them,  but  for  the  purpose  of  render- 
ing them  more  effeotive  in  their  operation." — 
[3  ffamard,  oxlii.  766-7.] 

I  observe  that  Mr.  Gladstone  voted  with 
Lord  Palmerston  upon  this  ground.  Well, 
that  is  a  fair  construction  to  put  upon  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  it  is  quite  sufficient  for 
my  purpose.  I  do  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  is  competent  to  Parliament 
to  vary  or  repeal  the  Act  or  Treaty  of 
Union.  That  has  not  yet  been  done,  and 
I  ask  you  this  question, — Do  you  suppose 
it  would  be  tolerated — would  it  be  attemp- 
ted— that  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  the  subject  of  a  Suspensory  Bill  of  this 
kind  for  a  year,  or  any  other  period,  be- 
cause it  was  intended  at  a  future  period  to 
alter  its  constitution  or  stop  its  existence  ? 
If  you  will  not  so  deal  with  the  Church  of 
England,  I  ask  how  is  it  possible,  consis- 
tently with  any  adherence  to  the  Act  of 
Union,  that  you  can  deal  in  a  different 
spirit  with  the  Church  of  Ireland  ?  My 
Lords,  I  asked  would  this  be  attempted 
with  the  Church  of  England.  But  I  am 
bound  to  mention  one  occasion  on  which 
the  attempt  was  made.  The  ancestor  of 
the  noble  Earl,  formerly  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon),  in  his 
History  of  the  Great  Rebellion,  has  given 
us  an  interesting  account  of  the  negotiations 
with  the  King  at  Newport,  in  1648,  and  of 
the  Convention  which  was  extorted  from 
the  King  at  that  time  by  the  Commission- 
ers who  represented  the  opinions  and  policy 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Parliamentary  party. 
It  is  a  curious  thing,  and  one  would  almost 
suppose  that  the  proposers  of  this  Bill  had 
resorted  to  that  precedent,  that  I  find  that 
the  2nd  Article  of  that  ill-omened  Con- 
vention is  in  its  wording  almost  the  same 
as  that  of  a  Suspensory  Bill.  The  consent 
of  the  King,  says  Clarendon,  was  extorted 
m(ngna  inter  swpiria,  to  a  measure  for 
suspending  for  three  years  the  functions  of 
the  Established  Church  in  England,  and 
for  alienating  and  selling  for  the  benefit  of 
the  State  the  lands  of  the  Church,  reserv- 
ing only  the  ancient  rents.  That  is  the 
only  precedent  I  can  find  for  this  measure, 
and  as  such  I  place  it  unreservedly  at  the 
disposal  of  the  noble  Earl. 

1  have  detained  your  Lordships  too  long 
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upon  this  Bill.     Allow  me  now,  to  make 
some  obseryations  upon  those  great  prin- 
ciples to  which,  under  the  guise  of  this 
Bill,  your  Lordslnpa  are  asked  to  assent. 
My  Lords,  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
the  disestablishment  and  disendo^ment  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  it  will  be  convenient, 
I  think,  at  this  period  of  the  debate,  to  get 
rid  of  some  points  that  have  been  referred 
to,  which  seem  to  me  to  have  no  real  bearing 
on  the  argument,  and  which  rather  tend  to 
introduce   perplexity    and    irrelevancy   as 
soon  as  they  are  mentioned.      1  think  we 
may  assume  that  we  are  not  going  to  hear 
anything     more  of   the  "  intelligent    fo- 
reigner "and  his  opinions.  I  think  we  may 
also  entirely  put  aside  any  observationsr— 
of  which  only  a  few  have  been   made — on 
what  are  called  the  inequalities  of  the  Irish 
Church,  as  regards  the  amount  of  emolu- 
ment received  compared  with  the  extent 
of  the  duty  performed.     My  Lords,  upon 
that  head  I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of 
asserting,  and  I  think  the  warmest  friends 
of  the  Church  have  always   asserted,  an 
anxious  desire  to  see  every  subject  of  in- 
equality of  this  kind  carefully   examined 
and   completely  redressed.     I  believe  the 
Irish  Church  has  suffered  much  from  this 
cot  having  been  done  before  ;    and  for  my 
part,  I  shall  be  better  pleased  the  sooner 
that  work  is  done.     I  think  we  may  like- 
wise put  aside  the  reference  which  has  been 
made  once  or  twice  to  the  case  of  Scot- 
land, and  the  course  taken  with  respect  to 
the  establishment  of  Episcopacy   in   that 
country.     That  case  has  no  analogy  what- 
ever to  the  present.      In   Scotland  there 
was  an  Established  Church.     That  Church 
had  endowments.     No  person  proposed  to 
disestablish  that  Church  ;    no  person  pro- 
posed to  tako  away  its  endowments  ;    but 
the  question,  the   only  question  agitated 
between  England  and  Scotland  in  the  reign 
of  William  III.  was  this — whether  the  Par- 
liament and  the  Government  of  England 
should  coerce  that  Established  Church  of 
Scotland  to  receive  a  form  of  Church  go- 
Ternment  to  which  it  conscientiously  ob- 
jected ?     I  think  we  may  also  put  aside  this 
question — What  would  it  be  judicious,  just, 
or  expedient  to  do,  supposing  we  were  now 
dealing  with  Ireland  as  a  new  country,  and 
were  considering  for  the  first  time  the  ques- 
tion  of  religious   establishments?     That, 
my  Lords,  unfortunately,  is  not  the  ques- 
tion with  which  we  have  to  deal.     That 
was  the  question  with  which  the  colony  of 
Australia,  which  has  also  been  referred  to, 
Lad   to  deal.     It  was   also  the  question, 
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though  not  perhaps  in  so  pure  a  form,  with 
which  the  colony  of  Canada  had  to  deal, 
when  we  left  the  disposal  of  the  elergy 
reserves  to  the  Legislature  of  Canada. 

One  other  reference,  and  one  only,  has 
been   made  to  a  case  supposed  to  be  tn 
analogy.     I  mean  the  case   of  Jamaica. 
That  was  alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl   of  Carnarvon)  who   sits   below  the 
gangway,  and  who  was  lately  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.     That  noble  Earl 
made  a  speech  which  was  addressed  partly 
to  the  subject  of  the   Irish  Church,  and 
partly  to  the  subject  of  Her  Majesty's  Ghn 
vernment.       With    regard    to  the    Irish 
Church  the  noble  Earl  appeared  to  me  to 
say  about  as  much  evil  and  as  little  good 
as  he  possibly  could  do.     But  with  r^ard 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  am  boimd 
to  say  he  said  nothing  except  what  wit 
evil.     The  noble  Earl  appears  to  think  that, 
since  the  occurrences  which  happened  is 
the  spring  of  last  year,  yirtue  and  honour 
have  retreated  from  the  public  senriee  and 
have  retired  into  private  life.     The  nobis 
Earl  even  proceeded  to  make  a  suggestioa 
that  the  Government,  under  the  guise  of  de- 
fending the  Irish  Church,  were  really  only 
seeking  to  prolong  her  existence  for  ashoit 
time,  in  order  that  they  might  have  the 
satisfaction  of  destroying  her  themselves 
hereafter.     Now,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  id 
hypothesis  which  presents  itself  to  the  m- 
derstanding  of  the  noble  Earl  as  rationil 
and  intelligent,  I  do  not  know  that  then 
are  any  means  of  preventing  him  from  ei* 
tertaining  it.     But  I  venture  to  tfiink  tbst 
the  Irish    Church  will    hardly  thank  tbe 
noble  Earl,  entertaining  as  he  does  tbii 
theory,  for  the   advice,  which   in  godm- 
quence  of  his  opinion  he  tenders  to  hert 
and  for  the  course  he  is  about  to  pann 
in  respect  to  this  Bill  ;  because,  as  I  si- 
derstood  his  advice  to  the  Church,  it  VM 
this,  that  in  order  to  save  herself  from  tUi 
apprehended  annihilation  hereafter  at  tiie 
hands  of  her  friends,  she  ought  immediate|f 
to  surrender  herself  to  be  destroyed  by  Imt 
enemies.    And  the  noble  Earl,  as  I  «>• 
derstood  him,  is  perfectly  willing  to  asiirt 
her  in  this  operation  by  his  TOte  on  the 
present  Bill.     The  noble  Earl,  howevfTi 
said  that  nothing  could  be  so  grossly  ia^ 
consistent  as  the  conduct  of  the  Goven* 
ment  in  defending    the   Irish   Church  it 
the  time  when  they  were  diaestablishisg' 
the  Church  in  Jamaica.     He  said  that  the 
case   of   Jamaica  waa  exactly    parallel; 
that  the  case  of  the  English  Chareh  wtf 
not  the  same  as  that  of  the  Irith  Choreh, 
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hit  dial  the  ease   of  Jamaica  iraa  the 
«aai6b  and  there  the  Ooverament  was  dit- 
eadowing  and  diBeitablishing  the  Church. 
Now,  my  Lords,  what  are  the  facts  f     I 
am  aorrj  to  have  to  state  them  to  a  noble 
Earl  who  was  Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 
Id  Jamaica  and  other  West  Indian  islands 
there  are  Bishops  appointed  by  the  Crown; 
there  are  parishes  in  those  islands  with 
archdeacons  and  parochial  ministers.   Now, 
nothing  whate? er  has  been  done,  nothing 
vhatCTer  is  proposed  to  be  done  altering 
in  any  manner  the  establishment  of  Bishops, 
archdeacons,  and  clergy  in  the   way    in 
which  it  has  snbaisted  cfer  since  it  had 
any  eiistence.     From  a  very  early  period 
the  dignitaries  of  the   Cburch  were  sup- 
ported by  the  colonies.     The  distress  in 
the  islands  arising  from  emancipation  was 
so  great  for  the  time,  that  the  Parliament 
of  England,  as  a  matter  of  charity  and 
as  an  eleemosynary  gift,  was  content  to 
pay  out  of  the  funds  of  the  mother  country 
a  sum  of  £20,000  a  year  in  order  to  eke 
out  and  complete  the  salaries  of  some,  not 
sU,  hot  of  a  certain  number  of  the  Bishops 
and  archdeacons  in  those  islands.      That 
payment  has  gone  on  for  some  time.     It 
wk  attracted  from  time  to  time  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  as  the  temporary 
pressare  of  the  islands  was  passing  oyer, 
tad  as  the  subject  moreofer  of  the  appli- 
CitioQ  of  the  resources   of  the    Imperial 
Bxebeqner  for  colonial  purposes  was  better 
uidsrstood,  a  strong  feeling  was  expressed 
Vj  Parliament  that  this  contribution  ought 
toeesse,  but  to  cease  only  so  far  as  the 
Inperisl  Exchequer  is  concerned  ;  that  is 
tOMj,  that  the  colonies  which  have  the 
Biihopi,  the  archdeacons,  and  the  paro- 
cbisl  ineombents   should  be  left  to    take 
kbit  pajment  on  themselves.     This  grant 
«f  £20,000  had  been  placed  on  the  Con- 
Niidated  Fund  instead  of  on  the  Estimates, 
isd  therefore  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
ii^NHary.     The  colonists  are,  I    believe, 
perfectly  ready  to  make  provision  for  the 
pijment  of    the   Bishops    and   parochial 
^^ ;  and  the  whole  of  this  great  quos- 
Htnof  the  disendowmcnt  of  the  Church  in 
^MBaiea  turns  out  to  be  dimply  this— the 
tnuufer  of  the  burden  of  £20,000  from 
tbs  Imperial  Exchequer   to   tho  Colonial 
£ieliequer.      Now  I  must  express  my  re- 
fntthat  the  noble  Earl,  in  his  anxiety  to 
i&sJke  a  thrust  at  Iler  Majesty's  Govcrn- 
neot,  should  hstvo  allowed  his  judgment 
to  be  so  blinded  with  regard  to  a  simple, 
ftsmionpUce  transaction  of  that  kind  as  to 
Bsgiify  it  in  his  own  mind  into  a  case 


parallel  with  that  of  the  present  Bill,  and 
with  the  disendowmcnt  and  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church. 

The  Earl  op  CARNARVON :  May  I 
be  allowed  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  this  question,  whether  the  colonists 
have  undertaken,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, to  substitute  any  payment  for  the 
endowment  for  this  country  % 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My  an- 
swer to  the  question  is  this  —  I  believe 
the  colonists  are  ready  to  make  proyision 
for  the   payment  of  the  clergy    of  the 
Church  ;  and  as  soon  as  the  Act  receives 
the  Royal  Assent,  communications  will  be 
made  to  them  by  the  Colonial  Office,  invit- 
ing them  to  put  themselves  in  motion  for 
this  purpose.     Whether,  however,  they  do 
this  or  not  does  not  signify  a  pin's  point 
in  the  argument.     There  was  no  endow- 
ment to  which  we  ever  pledged  ourselves. 
There  was  no  contract  whatever  upon  tho 
subject.     There  was  simply  an  eleemosy- 
nary donation  of  £20,000  originating  in 
the  distressed  state  of  the  island  ;  and  out 
of  tenderness  for  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  donation  was  made,  the  measure, 
to  which  I  have  referred,  contains  a  clause, 
providing  that  none  of  those  persons  who 
have  gone  out  to  Jamaica,  upon  the  faith 
of  this  donation  from  the  Imperial  Exche^ 
quer,  are  to  suffer  during  their  incumben- 
cies ;  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  during 
their  incumbencies,  will   make   good  the 
sums  they  have  been  receiving.    The  noble 
Earl,  however,  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing (Earl  Granville)  referred  to  Jamaica  for 
another  purpose.      He  said  he  understood 
the    Government    had    consented,  in    the 
case  of  Jamaica,  to  a  suspensory  measure 
analogous  to  this  Bill.      The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl   of  Carnarvon)   told   the   noble 
Earl  he  did  not  know  how  strong  the  case 
really  was,  for  that  it  was  perfectly  parallel. 
Now,  what  is  the  fact  with  regard  to  this 
suspensory  measure,  which  is  a  different 
matter  from  the  Parliamentary  grant  of 
£20,000  a  year.     There  is  in  Jamaica  a 
very  singular  colonial  law,  which  is  this — 
that  all  the  parochial  arrangements  of  the 
island  are  made  for  a  term  of  years  only. 
They  all  come  to  an  end  next  year  (1869); 
the  incumbents  and  curates  of  the  whole 
island  hold  their  preferments  for  a  term, 
which  will  then  expire;  and  the  whule  of 
the  salaries  and  of  the   work  to  be  done 
will  then  be  subject  to  a  revision.     In  this 
state  of  things.  Governor  Grant  sent  a  des- 
patch to  the  Colonial  Office,  in  which  he 
thus  expresses  himself — 
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"  The  second  measure  is  mainly  of  preparatory 
character,  though  it  will  also  have  the  effect  of 
producing  an  immediate  saving  to  the  revenue,  of 
considerable  importance  in  the  present  state  of 
the  finances  of  the  colony.  Under  a  colonial 
statute,  the  tenure  otthe  cures  of  all  the  clergy  of 
Jamaica  eipires  with  the  close  of  the  year  1869. 
At  that  time  it  will  he  legitimate  to  make  any 
changes  of  system,  and  any  reductions  in  number 
and  pay,  which  may  be  thought  proper  on  general 
principles.  Great  reductions  in  pay  were  made 
by  the  late  Colonial  Legislature  at  the  expiry 
of  the  last  temporary  statute,  by  which  the  eccle- 
siastical establishment  was  regulated  ;  and  it  has 
been  perfectly  understood  by  all  parties  here,  that 
the  re-arrangement  of  the  ecclesiastical  establish- 
ment after  1809  would  be  treated  practically  as 
an  open  question.  For  this  reason  I  have  pro- 
posed to  the  Bishop  that  no  vacancy,  occurring  in 
the  ecclesiastical  establishment,  shall  be  filled 
until  a  new  scheme  for  supplying  the  religious 
wants  of  the  island  shall  have  been  determined 
upon  by  Uer  Majesty's  Government  ;  and  in  this 
proposal  his  Lordship  has  acquiesced.  I  now 
submit  this  recommendation  for  your  Lordship's 
decision.  Already  by  the  provisional  introduction 
of  this  principle,  an  immediate  saving,  which  I 
estimate  roughly  at  about  £2,000  a  year,  has  be- 
come feasible,  without  public  inconvenience  or 
personal  loss  to  any  one :  the  details  of  which 
arrangement  I  hope  to  be  able  to  send  to  your 
Lordship  by  next  mail.  I  cannot  too  strongly 
express  to  your  Lordship  the  obligation  I  am 
under  to  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  for  the  kind  and 
liberal  support  I  have  received  from  him  in  my 
endeavour  to  improve  the  embarrassed  financial 
condition  of  this  colony,  by  economy  in  this  de- 
partment of  afES&irs." 

The  facts  are  thus  very  simple.  All  ap- 
pointments must  come  to  an  end  in  1869  ; 
and  it  would  he  very  foolish  to  appoint, 
merely  for  a  year  or  two,  when  an  entird 
change  in  the  ecclesiastical  arrangements 
of  the  island  is  already  appointed  by  statute 
to  he  made.  The  Colonial  Secretary  sent 
a  despatch  in  reply,  in  these  words — 

**  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
despatch,  No.  57  of  the  24th  of  November,  re- 
porting the  reduction  effected  by  you  in  the  ecole- 
iiastical  expenditure  in  Jamaica,  and  the  steps 
taken  by  you  with  a  view  to  a  further  reduction  of 
it.  I  concur  in  your  views  on  this  subject,  and 
approve  your  proceedings  for  giving  effect  to 
them.  I  have  observed  with  satisfaction  the  cor- 
dial co-operation  which  you  have  met  with  from 
the  Bishop. 

Now  I  think  all  this  was  a  very  ordinary 
and  Yery  natural  transaction.  Both  the 
GoTernor's  letter  and  the  Secretary  of 
State's  despatch  appear  to  me  to  be  ex- 
ceedingly proper.  I  believe  the  arrange- 
ment has  nothing  on  earth  parallel  with 
the  suspension  of  appointments  proposed 
by  the  present  Bill.  If,  howeyer,  my 
Lords,  I  am  mistaken  in  this  Tiew,  if  it  is 
the  case  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
do  not,  as  was  said    by   the   noble  Earl 
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(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  come  into  Court 
with  clean  hands  upon  this  sabject,  if  they 
are  guilty  of  the  flagrant  and  glaring  in- 
consistency to  which  he  referred,  if  that  is 
the  case,  then,  at  least,  it  may  not  be 
unfittinjr,  that  in  the  presence  of  the  accuser 
of  the  Government,  I  should  remind  your 
Lordships  that  the  hand  which  is  appended 
to  that  despatch  is  the  hand  of  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

Now,  my  Lords,  as  regards  the  dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church,  which  is  the  real  principle  of  this 
Bill,  there  are  two  questions  which  have  to 
be  considered — ^justice  and  policy.     It  hu 
been  repeatedly  said  that  the  endowment 
and  establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  are 
an  injustice.      If,    however,   anything  is 
unjust,  there  can  never  be  much  difficol^ 
in  putting  your   finger  upon  that  whiea 
constitutes  the  injustice,  and  I  listened  to 
this  debate  with  some  interest   to  know 
whether  we  should  be  informed  by  any  of 
the  speakers  what  the  injustice,  as  regards 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Church  and  its 
endowments,  was  said  to  be.     Well,  my 
Lords,  what  is  the  injustice  ?      If  these 
endowments  belonged  to  any  other  Choreh 
or  body,  I  should  admit  at  once  that  it 
was  a  great  injustice,  and  that  the  Chureb 
ought  not  to  have  them.     But  is  it  cen- 
tended  that  these  endowments  belong  to 
any  other  Church  ?     Is  it  contended  tbit 
they  belong  to  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church! 
Do  you  intend  to  give  them  to  the  Romis 
Catholic  Church  ?     Why,  the  Roman  Ci* 
tholic  Church  say  that  they  do  not  daitt 
them,  that  they  do  not  want  them,  and 
that  they  would  not  have  them.  There  is  no 
case,  therefore,   of  a  rival  claimant  de- 
manding these  endowments,  and  assertinS 
that  they  properly  belong  to  them.    The** 
is  the  injustice   this,  that  wherever  jo^ 
have  an  Established  Church,  with  endo^* 
ments,  that  is  of  itself  an  injustice  and  ^ 
inequality  as  regards  every  person  who  >* 
not  a  member  of  it  ?     My  Lords,  depeti« 
upon  it,  we  must  face  this  queation  ao» 
must  make  up  our  minds  how  to  answer  '^ 
if  that  is  said  to  be  the  injuitice.    If  tti^ 
existence  of  the  Irish  Church,  with  its  en- 
dowments, an  injustice   to   everyone  wbf 
does  not  belong  to  it  1     If   this  is  the 
theory  we  are  to  adopt,  then  I  maiotaio 
that  it  does  not  matter  whether  those  whe 
do  not  belong  to  it  are  5,000  or  5,000,000. 
The  injustice,  if  injustice  there  be  as  le* 
gards  individuals,  is  the  same.     There  eta 
be  no  greater  injustice  aa  regards  eaeh 
individual  of  the   5,000,000  than  there 
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vobU  be  towards  each  iodi? idual  of  the 
5,000.    Therefore,  if  that  principle  is  to 
he  laid  down  in  support  of  this  measure,  it 
is  one  which  applies  to  this  country  as  well 
aa  to  Ireland.     A  petition  was  presented 
the  other  night  by  a  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Ljttelton),  which  I  am  desirous  of  treat- 
ing with  erery  respect.     The  petitioners 
stated  that  the  Irish  Church  was  an  injus- 
tjce,  and  that  they  could  not  support  an 
injoalice.   I  said  to  myself  *^  Here  are  phi- 
loaophers,  literary  men,  men  of  reputation  ; 
I  shall  now  hear  what  the  injustice  is."    I 
read  the  petition  aud  found  the  usual  dog- 
matic statement,  that  the  Irish  Church, 
with  its  endowments,  was  an  injustice,  but 
I  found  nothing  more.     The  question  was 
thus  left  just  where  it  had  been.     But  the 
noble  Lord  who  presented  the  petition  took 
the  trouble  of  giving  your  Lordships  an 
explanation  on  the  subject.     If  I  am  wrong 
be  will  correct  me.     He  said  that  he  did 
not  nnderstand   that  all   those   who  had 
ugned  the  petition,  or  the  greater  number 
of  them,  approfcd  the  scheme  brought  for- 
ward in  connection  with  the  present  Bill. 
Many,  or  some  of  them,  were  in  favour  of 
a  plan  for  dividing  the  endowments  of  the 
Irish  Church  among  the  various  denomina- 
tions in  Ireland.    Now,  if  these  petitioners 
liave  adopted  the  view  that  these  endow- 
ments belong  to  all  the  different  religious 
denominations  in  Ireland,  I  agree  with  them 
that  the   present  appropriation  of   these 
mdowments  is  an  injustice.   I  do  not  agree 
vith  them  in  their  first  proposition,  that 
tUie  endowments  do  belong  to  all  tho  re- 
ligious persuasions,  but  if  they  have  arrived 
ttthat  view,  I  can  see  what  they  mean  by 
ftn  bjostice,  and  the  conclusion  at  which 
tbejsrrive  is  what  might  be  expected  from 
^gjesl  men.      But,  then,  my  Lords,  that 
petitioo  is  not  one  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
^  the  petitioners,  on  the  contrary,  are 
coDteoding  for  a  principle  disowned  by  the 
pmaoters  of  this  Bill.     Well,  but  then  it 
V  ttid  that  the  majority  in  Ireland  do  not 
*^pt  the   services   of    the    Established 
Cltoreh,  but  profess  a  different  religion,  and 
^io  this  lies  the  injustice  of  the  Estab- 
liibment.     Now,  my  Lords,  if  that  is  the 
pnociple  we  are  to  adopt — if  what  is  just 
vLen  those  who  have  the  endowments  are 
in  the  majority  is  unjust  when  those  who 
Ure  them  are  in  tho  minority,  then  the 
logical  consequence  must  bo  that  the  ma- 
jority are  entitled  to  the  endowments.     I 
uk  the  noble  Earl,  who  moves  the  second 
fsading  (Earl  Qranville),  is  it  his  proposal 
that  the  endowments  of  the  Irish  Church 


should  be  transferred  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics ;  or  is  it  that  they  should  be  divided 
among  all  denominations;  or  is  it  that  the 
majority,  whoever  they  may  be,  should 
have  these  endowments  ?  If  he  repudiates 
each  of  these  three  proposals,  then  I  am 
unable  to  see  what  is  the  injustice  which 
he  is  going  to  remedy. 

Now,  my  Lords,  one  word  about  num- 
bers—  a  difficult  and  delicate  subject  to 
enter   on.      Tho  point   to    be   considered 
seems  to  me  to  be  this.     Is  the  connection 
between   Church   and    State  an  Imperial 
question,  or  a  local  question  ?     If  it  is  an 
Imperial   question,  I  apprehend  that  the 
numbers  you  have  to  look  to  are  the  num- 
bers of  the  Empire.     If  it  be  a  local  ques- 
tion, I  want  to  know  how  far  are  you  going 
to  localize  it  ?     Are  you  going  to  stop  at 
localizing  it  in  Ireland  ?     Why  should  not 
a  proposition  be   made  to   localize   it  in 
Wales  ?      You  may   depend    that   if  you 
treat  this  as  a  local  question,  you  must  be 
prepared  to  carry  out  that  principle  far 
beyond  tho  case  of  the  Irish  Church.     If 
the  question  of  Church  and  State  is  to  be 
dealt  with  according  to  the  exigencies  of 
different  localities,  you  cannot  stop  short 
at  Ireland.     Let  me  take  a  question  which 
is  analogous.     You  have  now  a  Protestant 
Sovereign,  a  Protestant  Head  of  the  State, 
laws  to  secure  that  the  Head  of  the  State 
shall  always  bo  a  Protestant.     Is  that  an 
Imperial   principle  ?      I   apprehend   it  is. 
That  law    is  enacted  and  maintained  be- 
cause the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  Empire  hold  it  to  bo  a  good  law.     But 
I  want   to  know,  if  the  question  of  the 
connection  between  Church  and  State  is  a 
local  question,  why  the  principle  that  the 
Head  of  the  State  should  be  a  Protestant 
should  not  also  be  a  local  question  ;  and, 
if  so,  why  should  not  the  people  of  Ireland 
express  an  opinion  upon  it  ?     Why  should 
not  an  agitation  be  got  up  in  Ireland  t6 
treat  this  principle  as  an  Irish  and  not  an 
Imperial  question  ?     My  Lords,  this  is  not 
so  chimerical  a  supposition  as  some  of  your 
Lordships  might  be  inclined  to  suppose. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  Defence  Association, 
of  which  Cardinal  CuUen  is  the  President, 
it  has  been  made  a  subject  of  complaint 
that   a   law   of   this   country   inflicts   the 
grievous  hardship  on  Roman  Catholics  of 
entailing  a  forfeiture  of  the  Crown  on  any 
Sovereign  of  the  United    Kingdom    who 
should  be  converted  to  what  is  termed  in 
the    Resolution    **  genuine    Christianity." 
More  than  that.     My  Lords,  a  supporter 
of  this   Bill  in   tho  House  of  Commons, 
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more  adyanced  or  more  candid  than  his 
fellows,  has  made  a  propoaition,  which,  I 
believe,  has  not  yet  been  considered,  that 
the  declaration  which  secures  that  the  So- 
vereign should  make  a  profession  of  the 
Protestant  religion,  should  be  wiped  out  of 
tlie  Coronation  ceremony. 

My  Lords,  I  have  tlius  tried,  and  tried 
in  vain,  to  find  out  what  is  the  injustice 
complained  of  by  the  advocates  of  this  Bill; 
and  now  let  me  ask  you — for  this  question 
of  injustice  has  two  aspects — to  consider 
what  is  the  injustice  on  the  other  side  ? 
The  subject  is  too  broad  to  take  in  all  its 
details ;  but  let  me  refer,  in  order  to  show 
the  working  of  a  measure  of  discndowment, 
to  two  important  elements  of  the  property 
of  the  Irish  Church.  I  will  take  first  the 
glebe  lands.  I  do  not  mean  the  glebes 
themselves,  for  they  are  comparatively 
small  matters,  nor  do  I  speak  of  the  small 
patches  round  the  residences  of  the  clergy; 
I  speak  of  the  glebe  lands  constituting  a 
large  item  in  the  property  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.  The  glebe  lands  in  Ireland 
amount  in  round  numbers  to  133,000 
acres.  In  the  province  of  Armagh  alone 
they  amount  to  about  112,000  acres.  I 
do  not  suppose  I  over-state  the  value  of 
those  lands — they  are  said  to  be  about  the 
best  in  Ireland— when  I  say  that  they  are 
worth  considerably  more  than  £100,000  a 
year.  Now,  what  is  the  title  to  that  pro- 
perty, and  how  were  these  glebe  lands 
given  ?  Let  mc  read  to  your  Lordships  a 
very  short  extract  from  Mr.  Hallam's  ac- 
count of  tho  settlement  of  Ulster  by 
James  I.     He  says — 

"  From  a  senso  of  tho  error  committed  in  the 
Queen's  time,  by  granting  vast  tracts  to  single 
persons,  the  lands  were  distributed  in  three  classes, 
of  2,000,  1,500,  and  1,000  English  acres  ;  and  in 
every  county  one-half  of  tho  assignments  was  to 
the  smallest,  the  rest  to  tho  other  two  classes. 
3^hose  who  received  2,000  acres  wore  bound  with- 
in four  years  to  build  a  castle  and  bawn, or  strong 
court-yard  ;  the  second  class  within  two  years  to 
build  a  stone  or  brick  house  with  a  bawn ;  the 
third  class,  a  bawn  only.  The  Brst  were  to  plant 
on  their  lands  within  three  years  forty-eight  able 
men,  eighteen  years  old  or  upwards,  born  in  Eng- 
land or  tho  inland  parts  of  Scotland  ;  the  others 
to  do  the  same,  in  proportion  to  their  estates.  All 
the  grantees  were  to  reside  within  five  years,  in 
person  or  by  approved  agents,  and  to  keep  suffi- 
cient store  of  arms.  They  were  not  to  alienate 
their  lands  without  tho  King's  licence,  nor  to  let 
them  for  less  than  twenty-one  years.  Their  te- 
nants were  to  live  in  houses  built  in  the  English 
manner,  and  not  dispersed,  but  in  villages." 

That  was  the  scheme  of  settlement  gene- 
rally; but  the  instructions  with  regard  to 
assigning  glebes  were  iu  theie  words — 
TJie  Lord  Chaiicdhr 


**  The  Commissioners  are  to  assign  to  tbe  in- 
cnmbent  of  each  parish  a  glebe,  after  the  rate  oC 
threescore  acres  for  every  thousand  acres  withia 
the  parishes,  in  the  most  convenient  placet,  or 
nearest  to  the  churches  ;  and,  for  the  more  cer- 
tainty, to  give  such  glebe  a  certain  name,  wherel^ 
it  may  be  known." 

My  Lords,  the  Commissioners  proceeded 
under  that  Order  to  allot  the  glebe  lands; 
and  if  your  Lordships  have  the  curiosity 
to  look  into  tho  matter  you  will  find  in 
your  Library,  through  the  recent  publica- 
tion of  the  Patent  Rolls,  the  terms  of  the 
grant  of  every  one  of  those  glebes.  I  will 
take  the  limitations  of  two  of  these,  by  way 
of  example — 

*'  To  hold  for  ever  to  the  inonmbent  and  his 
successors  in  free,  pure,  and  perpetual  alms  fbr  all 
services  " — a  title  in  frankalmoign,  as  good  a  title 
as  a  fee-simple — **  with  a  covenant  for  the  boiU- 
ing  of  glebe  houses ;  and  in  default  Ilia  Majesty 
reserves  permission  to  enter,  and  by  the  hands  dT 
the  dean,  archdeacon,  and  two  justices  of  thos 
peace,  to  collect  the  issues  and  profits  of 
hinds  until  the  buildings  shall  be  finished  ;  aad 
person  shall  let  or  set  any  of  the  glebes  coat  _ 
to  His  late  Majesty's  instructions,  upon  pain  »: 
forfeiture  of  five  shillings  an  acre." 

In  another  grant,  the  only  other  example 
that  I  shall  give — 

'*  All  the  preceding  lands  are  to  be  held  by 
tho  incumbents  and  their  successors  for  ever.  iax> 
free,  pure,  and  perpetual  alms,  on  condition  VbaL^ 
they  shall  build  substantial  residences." 

Now,  my  Lords,  observe  what  the  consv^ 
quences  were.     This  was  the  Plantatiocm 
and  Settlement  of  Ulster.     Not  only  ditl 
tho  incumbents  settle  and  comply  with  th0 
conditions  imposed,  not  only  did  they  re- 
claim the  lands  allotted  to  them,  bat  thtf 
settlers  who  took  the  1,000  acres,  less  tb0 
sixty,  induced  by  this  grant  for  the  maim" 
tenanco  of  their  religion,  imported  or  immi- 
grated with  other  Scotch  and  Bnglish  seft— 
tiers.     They  reclaimed  the  lands  of  UlsteVv 
and  that  province,  which,  according  to  Sir 
John  Davis,  was  immediately  before  oii0 
waste  and  desolate  wilderness,  became  th0 
garden  of  Ireland.      Money  was  laid  oul 
upon  it,  men  came  into  the  country  and 
settled  thero  with  their  families,  and  if  yotl 
now  touch  these  glebe  lands,  which  were  bo 
granted,    you  unsettle   the  settlement  ot 
(Jlster.     You  take  away  that  which  wnM 
the  most  important  element  of  the  settle* 
ment ;  you  interfere,  not  merely  with  the 
interests  of  tho  incumbent  and  his  snecet- 
sors,  but  those  rights  and  interests  of  tlia 
laity  who  staked  their  fortunes  in  Ulster 
and   made  Ulster  what  it  is,  jou  entirely 
confiscate.     I  need  not  remind  joar  Lord- 
ships that  the  greatest  amoant  of  wealth, 
prosperity,    and    energy   that    wai   efer 


S69        BstaUUhed  Chureh         {Juns  29,  1868} 


{Ir$land)  Bin. 


270 


brougbt  into  Ireland  was  introdoced  by 
netni  of  that  rerf  settlement.     So  much 
for  tbe  glebe  lands,  and  for  the  £100.000 
or  £200,000  a  year  of  the  income  of  the 
Irish  Charch  which  the  glebe  lands  repre- 
teot    Now,  my  Lords,  turn  for  a  moment 
to  the  lithe  rent-charge.     I  cannot  at  this 
hoar  go  into  the  history  of  that  portion  of 
the  possessions  of  the  Church,  and  after 
the  speech  of  my  right  re?.  Friend  this 
ereniDg,  what  I  can  say  must  fall  far  short 
of  wbst  you  have  already  heard.     But  I 
ask  JOD  to  takq  one  short  and  simple  view 
of  the  results  of  confiscating  the  tithe  rent- 
ebsrge.    Eight-ninths  of  the  land  in  Ire- 
land belongs  to   Protestants.      The  pur- 
ebssers  in  the  Incumbered  Estates  Court 
vers,  it  is  well  known,  as  to  the  great  ma- 
jority, Protestants  also.     Now,  let  me  ask 
jour  Lordships  to  take  the  case  of  a  single 
ODO  of  these  purchasers,  for  we  shall  never 
Qoderstand  the  bearing  of  the  question  till 
we  look  at  iodividnal  cases.     Let  me  sup- 
pose tbe  ease  of  a  purchaser  of  land  who 
buys  a  whole  parish.     He  is  a  Protestant; 
be  natorally  looks  for  tho  enjoyment  and 
instmciion  of  bio  religion,  and  to  the  ad- 
vsotsge  of  having  a  parochial  clergyman 
upon  bis  estate.     He  knows  that  in  some 
way  or  other  this  parochial  clergyman  must 
he  provided  for,  and  he  knows,  when  he 
boys  or  iuherits  the  land,  that  there  will 
be  payable  out  of  it  a  sum  (say)  of  £500 
ft  jear  tithe  rent-charge,  which  will  be  ap- 
plicable  to  the  support  of  that  minister 
whose  ministrations  ho  values.      Now,  if 
joo  confiscate  the  rent-charge  and  apply 
it  to  secular  purposes,  what  is  the  practical 
effect  on  the   layman?     Never  mind  the 
ckrgjman;  let  him  take  care  of  himself 
for  the  present.     Tou  thereby  require  this 
Protestaot  owner,  the  purchaser  of  a  whole 
parish,  to  provide  another  £500  a  year,  in 
order  therewith  to  provide  for  the  minister 
whose  former  means  of  support  you  have 
eonfiscated.     That  brings  us  face  to  face 
with  the  character  of  this  measure.      It 
is  oot  a   measure    in    which  the  vested 
interests  of  the  clergy  are  really  so  much 
St   stske.      And     I    can    conceive   no- 
thing more  nearly  approaching  to  mockery 
than  a  Hesolntion   which   says  that   the 
Irish  Church  is  to  cease,  doe  regard  being 
bsd  to  all  personal  interests  and  individual 
rights  of  property — that  being  afterwards 
interpreted  as  meaning  the  individual  in- 
terests and  rights  of  property  of  the  clergy. 
I  am  very  anxious  for  the  clergy  and  their 
well-being  ;  but  they  appear  to  me  to  be 
of  all  persons  the  least  interested  in  this 


question,  because  their  interests  for  life 
are  to  be  secured.  The  persons  whose  in- 
terests are  overlooked  are  the  laity.  I 
have  given  your  Lordships  an  instance — a 
proprietor  buys  a  parish  knowing  that  there 
are  certain  outgoings  intended  to  provide 
for  a  clergyman  ;  having  bought  the  parish, 
he  finds  these  outgoings  confiscated  by 
your  legislation  to  some  wholly  foreign 
purpose,  and  is  by  that  means  compelled 
to  supply  the  deficiency  by  another  pay- 
ment of  equal  amount  which  he  never 
reckoned  upon  at  all.  Let  me  put  a 
homely  illustration — here  is  a  parish  hos- 
pital with  ample  endowments  for  its  sup- 
port ;  let  us  suppose  that  an  enlightened 
legislator  resolves  to  apply  its  endowments 
to  some  other  purpose,  providing  at  the 
same  time  that  all  vested  interests  shall  be 
respected.  The  hospital  is  full  of  patients, 
and  it  has  a  good  staff  of  medical  and 
other  oflBoers.  An  actuary  is  brought  in 
to  value  the  amount  of  interest  which  each 
patient  may  be  supposed  to  have  for  his 
sojourn  in  the  hospital,  and  to  value  the 
life-interests  of  the  stoff.  The  amount  of 
this  valuation  is  secured,  and  then  it  is 
said  that  all  vested  interests  are  respected. 
No  doubt  all  interests  are  respected,  except 
the  not  unimportant  interest  of  the  parish 
for  which  the  hospital  was  originally  in- 
tended. And  then,  my  Lords,  if  this  en- 
lightened legislator  were  to  find  that  the 
compensation  took  up  two-fifths  of  the  en- 
dowment, he  would,  according  to  the  views 
of  the  promoter  of  this  Bill,  tell  us  that  he 
preserved  for  the  hospital  two-fifths  of  its 
property  \  Now,  this  is  exactly  what  you 
propose  to  do  with  the  Church  ;  the  clergy 
are  all  to  be  compensated  with  money,  the 
parishes  are  to  be  simply  robbed  of  their 
endowments. 

Now,  my  Lords,  let  us  turn  to  the  po- 
licy of  the  question — the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  That  was  a  question  dealt  with 
somewhat  summarily  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Clarendon).  The  noble  Earl 
who  has  had  some  experience  of  Ireland, 
said,  ''  I  never  supposed  that  this  measure 
would  do  anything  for  the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  I  don't  think  it  will,  but  at  all 
events,"  he  said,  "  if  we  pass  this  measure 
we  shall  have  satisfied  our  own  con- 
sciences.'* That  was  the  view  of  the  noblo 
Earl.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  quite  sure 
that  your  Lordships  would  be  quite  willing 
to  do  anything  in  reason  to  bring  ease  to 
the  conscience  of  the  noble  Earl  ;  but  at 
the  same  time  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
when  one  considers  the  number  of  years 
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daring  which  the  noble  Earl  has  been  in 
Office,  and  daring  which  he  ncTer,  that  I  am 
aware,  opened  his  mouth  upon  this  subject,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  this  chronic  state 
of  uneasiness  of  conscience  has  not.  upon  the 
whole,  caused  him  much  discomfort.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  think  your  Lordships  would  do 
well  to  consider  whether  this  Bill,  which 
you  are  asked  so  suddenly  to  pass  to  the 
great  injury  of  one  class  of  the  population, 
will  haTO  any  good  effect  in  producing  that 
harmony  we  all  so  much  desire  to  see? 
Now  what  is  the  foundation  for  the  idea 
that  this  measure  will  lead  to  the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  In  the  first  place,  is  it 
the  case  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  has  been  the  cause  of  the  antago- 
nism of  races  which  has  so  undoubtedly 
and  so  long  prcYailed  ?  I  should  like  to 
answer  that  question  in  the  words  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  historian,  also  a  great 
poet,  who  gives  us  a  statement  from  the 
Roman  Catholic  point  of  view,  as  to  the 
history  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  Mr. 
Moore  says — 


« 


At  the  period  when  all  were  of  one  faith,  the 
Church  of  the  Goyemment  and  the  Church  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  almost  as  much  separated 
from  each  other  hy  difference  in  race,  language, 
political  feeling,  and  even  ecclesiastical  discipline, 
as  they  have  heen  at  any  period  since  hy  differ^ 
ence  of  creed.  Disheartening  as  may  he  some  of 
the  conclusions  deduoible  from  this  fact,  it  clearly 
shows  that  the  establishment  of  the  Reformed 
Church  in  that  kingdom  was  not  the  first  or  sole 
cause  of  the  bitter  hostility  between  the  two 


races. 


>i 


Now  take  the  present  time,  and  I  ask» 
what  reason  is  there  for  supposing  that  any 
of  these  Fenian  movements,  which  we  all 
look  on  with  abhorrence,  are  in  any  shape 
or  form  connected  with  the  Established 
Church  ?  Has  any  member  of  that  body 
ever  suggested  anything  of  the  kind  ?  On 
the  contrary,  have  not  the  whole  of  the 
attempts  of  Fenianism  been  designed  to 
obtain  possession  of  the  land  in  Ireland, 
to  effect  a  separation  of  the  two  kingdoms, 
and  to  establish  what  has  been  called  the 
nationality  of  Ireland  ?  Well,  my  Lords, 
what  as  to  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of 
Ireland  ?  It  is  impossible  not  to  observe 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of  Ireland 
have  discovered  that  the  measure  which 
has  been  bo  temptingly  held  oat  to  them, 
and  which  they  have  been  asked  to  sup- 
port, does  in  reality  give  them  nothing, 
and  may  deprive  them  of  much  which 
they  now  have.  Every  day  I  read  in 
Roman  Catholic  organs  appeals  to  the  laity, 
upbraiding  them  for  being  utterly  indif- 
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ferent  to  the  great  work  being  condaoted 
in  England  by  their  great  apostle,  Mr, 
Gladstone.  Then,  is  there  any  foundation 
for  imagining  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood,  with  their  great  influence  o?er 
the  laity,  would,  upon  receiving  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  induce  the  laity  of  Ireland  to 
be  satisfied,  and  influence  them  to  ask  for 
nothing  further  ?  If  your  Lordships  be- 
lieve that,  you  will  act  in  entire  opposition 
to  the  declared  position  and  opinion  of  tbe 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood.  Tour  Lord- 
ships have  heard  of  the  circular  issned 
from  a  meeting  of  tho  Tenant-right  So- 
ciety in  the  cpunty  of  Meath,  the  meeting 
being  attended  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  and  Vicar  General,  and  the  circnlsr 
being  signed  by  two  Roman  Catholic 
priests.     In  that  circular  they  say— 

"  The  one,  the  great,  the  sole  question  for  Ire- 
land, is  the  land  question  ;  other  agitations,  neh 
as  that  against  the  Established  Church,  are  got 
up  for  party  purposes,  would  Infuse  an  element  of 
bigotry  into  the  already  sufficiently  disturbed  re- 
lations between  landlord  and  tenant,  would  effeet 
the  ruin  of  thousands  of  tenants,  and  preeipttate 
that  social  catastrophe  we  are  anxious  to  avert." 

My  Lords,  I  could  not  help  being  stmck 
the  other  day  by  a  pamphlet  which  wsi 
sent  to  me,  purporting  to  be  written  by  tbe 
Rev.  Mr.  Malone,  a  parish  priest  of  Bel* 
mullet  in  Ireland,  and  who  writes  to  my 
noble  Friend  lately  at  the  bead  of  the 
Government  (the  Earl  of  Derby).  He 
sums  up  the  case  of  Ireland  against  Eng- 
land in  these  words,  and  your  Lordshipe 
will  see  that  he  does  not  even  mention  the 
Established  Church.  His  propositions 
are — 

"  First,  that  Irehnd,  by  Divine  right,  beloogi 
to  the  Irish  race ;  second^  that  England  nefer 
had  a  right  to  dispossess  the  people  of  Ir^nd 
third,  that  England  does,  nevertheless,  diipof* 
sees,  eztimte,  and  indirectly  put  to  death  the* 
people  of  Ireland  ;  and,  fourth,  it  will  be  a  qoei- 
tion  for  consideration  whether  the  people  of  Ire 
land  have  a  right  to  resist  and  overthrow  aoy 
Government  that  thus  violates  the  fnndimenUl 
principles  of  right  and  justice  in  her  regard." 

My  Lords,  if,  as  I  am  convinced  is  the 
case,  this  agitation  against  the  Church  is 
not  an  Irish  but  an  English  question,  and 
an  English  anti-Church  agitation,  let  me 
ask  you  to  consider  what  will  be  the  pro- 
bable effect  upon  the  Protestant  population 
of  Ireland  ?  I  do  not  claim  for  the  Pro- 
testant population  of  Ireland  any  indul- 
gence, I  do  not  claim  for  them  any  privi- 
lege, I  do  not  claim  for  them  ascendancy 
of  any  kind  ;  but  I  do  claim  for  them  this 
—  I  claim  that  it  shall  be  recollected  that 
they  represent  by  far  the  greatest  amount 
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o(  the  ednoAtion,  of  the  energy,  and  of  the  them  in  the  pamphlet  he  published  only 

prosperity  of  Ireland  ;  and  that  so  far  as  last  year.     He  said — 

they  haTO  been  introduced  into  and  settled       « i  believe  that  with  regpeot  to  what  lome  have 

m  Ireland,  they  have  been  introduced  and  proposed— namelj,  the  destruction  of  the  Pro^^ 

Httled  to  civilize,  and  to  cement  the  union  tesUnt  Church  in  Irehind,  there  could  be  no 

Wwewi  the  two  countries,  and  to  plant  in  ,T«>"«  f**  more  fatal  measure  sanctioned  by  Par- 

•iij*L  jri.i4.rj         ifS.       Li  liament.    I  believe  that  it  would  be  politically 

IreWid  the  seed  of  that  freedom  of  thought,  injurious,  because  I  believe  that  many  of  the  most 

and  speech,  and  action,  which  are  among  loyal  in  Ireland,  many  of  those  the  most  attached 

the  most  glorious   fruits  of  the  Heforma-  to  the  connection  with  this  country,  would  be 

tioo.    What,  then,  I  ask,  do  you  suppose  alienated  by  the  destruction  of  that  Church  to 

will  be  the  feeling  of  the  Protestant  popu-  Tn^'l'tlJl^LrnoS  vi'I^^tt  J/hI!Z  nn™' 

I  ,      f  1    1      J    •*  J     1       •  1-  •      L  in  a  religions  pomt  of  view,  it  would  be  the  oom- 

IstiOD  or  Ireland,  if  dealt  with  m  the  man-  mencement  of  a  religious  war ;  that  there  would 

Dsr  that  this  Bill  proposes  to  deal  with  the  be  that  which  does  not  at  present  prevail,  the 

endowments  of  their  Church  ?     I  do  not  ™ost  violent   and  vehement   attack   upon  the 

mean  to  say,  as  has  been  said  by  others,  Roman  Catholic  Chnrch  and  that  the  Roman  Ca- 

.1  .  .1^    ff    4.     -11  L    X  J  xi-'  tholics  themselves  would  be  the  first  to  complain 

h»t  the  effect  will  be  to  produce  anything  ^(^^,^  destruction  of  the  Protestant  Church." 

StrT**"^!  J    P^T    °PPfV*"J°-  My  Lords,  I  believe  these  opinions  are  not 

fl'f^     ^  -1     -""^i  kTu    '     *'•:  overstrained,  and  that  the  effect  of  this 
UUoDof  this  kind,  viewed  by  them,  as  it       „      ^^  ^^^  population  of  Ireland  will  be 

out  be  viewed,  with  resentment  and  a  ^.,.  '    •„    ^^S,J„.^^  ♦!.„  _..  „r  ,.««. 

._..   t  •  •     .•  1.  f  •■  A     •  J  either   to    perpetuate  tne  war  ot  races, 

MM9  of  injustice,  cannot  fail  to  induce  _■,•  •,  „..  L„!J|„  j„;„„  „„t  „,  ^i... „„J 

:.  ix..-  _•  J   «    i'  ft.         1  •    iU  which  was  rapidly  dyinff  out,  or  else— and 

hlti"'       1    !ff-''^'f  if"f^  *"    r'  tl^i«  «  a  result  to  which  some  agitators 

S  Jrf    1       *"°''    r*''*^v.-r  ■  look    forward   with  avowed   pleasure-to 

MtKm  of  that  close  connection  which  we  „„..    ..  ^^  .    ^  ^^^^^„  i,«.*;i:*.,  *^  v^^ 

M  »:.L  1  M  u  A  ^1  •       J  ii.  unite  tnem  m  a  common  oostility  to  ifinff- 

«i  wi6h  to  see  prevail  between  this  and  the  t     ^  j  & 

1^T?%     Y**?  .'••''"  ^'""l  I  T       Now.  my  Lords,  for  its  effect  on  the 

SZSl      /!•         testimony  which  the  ^^j^,  ^ell-being  of  Ireland.     That  is  dis- 
p^  er.  of  th|s  measure  will  regard  with  j    j  j^      «     j      .p^       j  ;,  j 


Fttter  favour  than  my  own.     Sir  Georire  i    <     j  l     il.    j  '•    •        t 

Ri..  -I.-        n  II.  e    II  .u        ifi  Ireland,  by  the  admission  of  everyone,  so 

brej.  when  a  Colleague  of  all  the  noble  ^  ^^  'j^^  ^^j,  ^j  absenteeism     Dises- 

W«if  of  'the  'Government  "of  whiX "t'hej  *''f  "^"^'f'f  absentees,  which  have  hitherto 

•er.  Members,  said,  no  later  than  1863-  7*  c»'»ted-ono  class    the  Bishops  and 

'        '  clergy,  who  have  been  the  most  numerous 

i«iu!H'*Tur  ^"^  think  of  the  wisdom  and  ^nd  most  useful  of  the  resident  gentry  of 

F^ieyoteitabliBhinfif  an  exclusive  Church  of  the  .•  .  mu^     *u         -ii  u    rL   *    i 

"ligion  of  a  minority  in   a  country,  without  ^^J^  country.     The  Other  will  be  tha   class 

?>!"ng  any  provision  for  the  religion  of  the  ma-  of  those   laymen,  who,  having  no  longer 

J^yof  the  inhabitants,  it  is  impossible  to  get  the  services  of  the  Church  to  which  they 

™<>1  the  fact  that  this  Church  has  existed  for  belong,   will  have  every  temptation   held 

^writt,  baa  become  interwoven  with  the  insti-  ^..^  ♦<ri.i,«,„  a^  /i«nuA  ^^\>An;A^  \^  *Ua  ^««« 

tntiim.  «r.u  1         J      iji.L      uij  out  to  tiiem  to  ceaso  to  reside  in  the  coun- 

iTOOQi  of  the  country,  and  could  not  be  subverted  .  a    j   u  •      t  u  i. 

withottt  a  revolution.    That  revolution  I,  for  one.  t^J-     ^nd  here  again   I  nm  happy  to  bo 

"Qi  sot  prepared  to  recommend."  —  [3  Hansard,  able  to  quote  the  words  of  the  noble  Earl 

*^  1714.]  in  his  pamphlet  this  year.    He  says,  speak- 

^J  Lords,  in  the  same  debate  a  right  hon.  i»g  of  *he  destruction  of  the  Protestant 

^•otleman,  who  represents  perhaps  more  Church — 

^D  any  other  Member  of  Parliament  the       **  It  would  manifestly  check  civilization,  and 

Wn  Catholic  opinion  of  Ireland— 1  mean  a"^«'  **»®  progress  of  society,  in  the  rural  parts 

*r.  Monacll     nuid  of  Ireland,    In  connection  with  education  it  would 

*  deprive  Ireland  of  the  Parliamentary  grants  which 

He  disclaimed  all  idea  of  supporting  the  Mo-  now  flow  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer." 
■J**  from  a  desire  to  overthrow  the  Established        »# „  t  -^j„   t  x„^„  „_.^  ^^  .i  ^  ^a^^t  ««  *y.^ 
^  of  Irehmd.    That,  he  admitted,  could  not        ^[j  ^^J^/'  ^^"^^^  °®*J  to  the  effect  on  the 

"•ecompliBhed  without  a  revolution,  and  he  was  welfare  of  the  Church  itself.    I  admit  that, 

^,  ]>repared  to  face  a  revolution  for  such  an  as  a  member  of  the  United  Church  of  Eng- 

JW."--[/Wrf.  1716.]  land  and  Ireland,  I  look  with  great  anxiety 

^  noble  Earl  (Earl  llusseli)  seems  sur-  to  this  part  of  the  subject.     My  Lords,  I 

l^d  at  that  opinion  ;  the  noble  Earl  will  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  any  theological 

Jfccrefore  allow  me  to  quote  his  own  words,  argument.    I  certainly  should  be  very  sorry 

1  iboald  not  venture  to  go  so  far  back  as  to  reciprocate  the  announcement  in   the 

1346  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not  referred  to  recent  Encyclical  from  Rome,  that  one  of 

^  opinions  at  that  time,  and   endorsed  the  dogmas  of  the  present  day,  which  are 

[ThwdNisht. 
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to  be  reprobated,  is  tbe  idea  that  Protest- 
autism  is  a  form  of  Christianitj.     I  am 
willing  to  extend  the  most  perfect  respect 
to  the  sincere  opinions  and  convictions  of 
the  Roman  Gatholio  Church,  though  [  do 
not  agree  with  them  ;   but  I  may,  at  the 
same  time,  be  excused  for  preferring  the 
doctrines  maintained  by  my  own  Church, 
and  for  feeling  alarm  and  jealousy  at  any 
policy  which  would   be   injurious   to   the 
spread  of  those  doctrines.    Now^  the  noble 
Earl,  in  moying  the  second  reading,  as- 
sured us   that  he  was   perfectly  satisfied 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  the  Church  would 
be  amply  supported;  that  she  might  safely 
rely  on  her  own  exertions,  and  would  even 
rise  to  higher  prosperity  and  greater  vigour 
than  she  has  ever  yet  enjoyed.    My  Lords, 
even  if  this  view  of  the  results  of  disen- 
dowment  were  true,  still  if  the  endowments 
are  the  property  of  the  Church,  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Earl  would  be  but  little 
to  the  purpose.     It  is  very  much  the  same 
thing  as   if  some   person,  surveying  the 
ample    rent-roll   and    possessions    of   the 
noble   Earl,   and,  being   led    by   circum- 
stances,  to    take   what    the    noble    Earl 
terms  a  "  calm  and  dispassionate  view  "  of 
the    great    inequalities    in    the    division 
of  property,  should  go  to  the  noble  Earl 
and  say  to* him,  "You  are  committing  a 
great  mistake ;     with   your  commanding 
eloquence,  your  unrivalled  tact  and  great 
abilities,  if  you  would  only  be  content  to 
give  up  any  reliance  on  these  adventitious 
sources   of    wealth    which     you   possess, 
and  launch  forth  upon  the  strength  and 
support  of  your  own  powers,  you  would 
not  feel  in  the  slightest  degree  the  want 
of  what  you  surrender ;  and  in  a  few  years 
you  would  come  back  to  me  and  tell  me 
how  much  happier,  how  much  richer,  how 
much  more  influential  you  are,  and  how 
much  you  find  your  general  welfare  im- 
proved by  having  taken  my  advice."     I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  noble  Earl 
would  think  that  a  persuasive  or  consola- 
tory mode  of  argument  in  his  own  case. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  deny  that  the  assump- 
tion is  true.    I  fully  admit — I  am  thankful 
to  believe — that  the  spread  of  the  great 
truths  of  revealed  religion  has  taken  place, 
and  will  take  place,  notwithstanding  the 
want  of  endowments.     But  I  apprehend  it 
is  an  entirely  different    thing  where   you 
have  the  case  on  the  one  hand  of  a  Church 
that   never    has  possessed    endowments ; 
wliich  has  taken  root,  and    extended    its 
branches,  and  pushed  itself  forward,  from 
time  to  time,  just  as  its  strength  and  num- 
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hers  enabled  it,  and  as  means  were  sup- 
plied to  allow  its  efforts  to  be  made ;  and 
where  you  are  dealing,  on  the  other  hand, 
with  a  Church  which  has  grown  up  and 
grown  old  in  the  possession  of  endow- 
ments, and  where,  by  a  sudden  and  hoBtlle 
wrench,  you  propose  to  tear  away  its  sup- 
ports. I  know  that  it  is  the  fashion  to 
say,  '*  Look  at  the  case  of  the  Free  Charcli 
of  Scotland,  how  it  has  repudiated  endow- 
ments, and  has  provided  for  the  sustenance 
of  its  own  ministry."  There  is  no  kind  of 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  In  Scot- 
land you  had  a  Church,  which,  under  the 
stress  and  pressure  of  conscientious  con- 
viction, was,  by  its  own  action,  rent  asun- 
der into  two  parts — one  of  which  retained, 
and  (he  other  of  which  for  conscience'  sake, 
surrendered  those  endowments  which  had 
belonged  to  the  body  as  a  whole.  That 
same  conscientious  conviction — that  same 
pressure  which  brought  about  this  sever- 
ance, became,  as  it  always  will  become, 
a  source  and  motiye  of  liberal  action,  am- 
ply sufficient  to  supply  the  place  of  those 
endowments,  which,  for  conscientious  rea- 
sons, were  given  up.  It  is  a  very  different 
matter  with  regard  to  a  Church  in  which 
there  is  no  desire  to  give  up,  no  conscien- 
tious scruple  which  demands  the  surrender 
of,  its  endowments ;  but  whose  endowments 
the  State  forcibly  carries  away.  My  Lords, 
it  is  said  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  ought 
to  rest  'upon  the  support  of  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  that  in  the  large  towns  in  that 
country  the  Church  would  continue  to  be 
supported.  It  would  be  supported  at  a 
sacrifice,  but  the  sacrifice  would  be  made, 
and  the  Church  maintained.  But  what 
would  happen  in  the  country  parts  of  Ire- 
land, inhabited  by  a  sparse  and  scattered 
population,  amid  the  wilds  and  amid  the 
agricultural  districts  of  the  country  ?  I 
apprehend  that  this  would  happen — that 
thinly  sprinkled  Protestant  population  of 
those  parts  would  either  emigrate,  or  in 
time— and  that  no  distant  time— be  ab- 
sorbed into  the  religion  of  thosQ  by  whom 
they  are  surrounded — the  religion  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  and  become  subject  to 
all  the  political  influences  connected  with 
that  Church. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  turn  to  the  con- 
nection between  tho  Church  in  Ireland  and 
the  Church  in  England.  I  do  not  wish  to 
over-state  this  part  of  the  argument.  I 
admit  that  there  ore  large,  very  large,  dif- 
ferences between  the  Church  in  Ireland 
and  the  Church  in  England,  as  regards  tbe 
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eireofflstanees  of  the  two  countries  and  the 
cireomstftneeB  of  tfae  two  Gburehes.  But 
jonr  Lordships  mnBt  bear  in  mind  what 
joa  are  asked  to  do.  Tou  are  asked  to 
deal  with  this  question,  not  in  reference  to 
cireatnstanees,  but  upon  principles — upon 
the  principles  of  justice  and  equality  ;  and 
if  jon  laj  down  the  principle  that  the  ex- 
isleoce  in  Ireland  of  an  Established  Church 
bsring  endowments  is  an  injustice  and  in- 
eqaalitj  as  regards  anyone  who  does  not 
belong  to  it — and  that  is  the  principle  upon 
which  you  are  now  asked  to  act  —  then  I 
wsBt  to  know  why  the  principle  is  not  to 
be  applied  to  England  ?  Supposing  this 
was  to  happen,  supposing  the  Church  in 
Ireland  were  to  bo  disestablished,  and, 
aeverai  years  hence,  some  statesman  were 
to  get  op  and  say,  "  Let  us  look  hack  at 
the  debates  that  occurred  upon  the  Bill 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
in  1868,  and  we  shall  find  it  laid  down  that 
the  Irish  Church  was  an  inequality  and  a 
hardship  upon  those  who  did  not  agree  with 
it,  and  are  we  now  to  have  this  inequality 
malntamed  in  England  ?  "  What  answer 
coold  we  give  ?  I  do  not  see  how  the 
principle  of  equality  can  be  applied  to  one 
eonntry  and  not  to  the  other.  Is  there  to 
be  equality  and  justice  for  Ireland  and 
inequality  and  injustice  to  England  ?  Bear 
in  mind,  my  Lords,  that  we  have  had 
ample  warnings  upon  this  point.  These 
opinions  are  not  mine  ;  we  have  had  warn- 
ings on  the  subject  from  every  body  of 
men,  who,  aa  far  as  I  am  aware,  are  anx- 
ious for  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  As  re- 
gards the  Roman  Catholic  body,  do  they 
saj  that  they  are  anxious  only  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  and 
that  they  do  not  suppose  that  anything  that 
is  done  in  Ireland  will  become  a  precedent 
for  dealing  with  the  Church  in  this  coun- 
try? I  was  much  struck  by  reading,  only 
the  other  day,  in  the  Westminster  Gazette, 
a  prominent  organ  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  England,  an  article  headed  "  The  Ca- 
tholics of  England  and  the  coming  Elec- 
tion"— 

"  The  independencj  of  the  Nonoonformists  is  a 
loi  noelean  thing  in  our  eyes  than  the  Royal  Su- 
premaoj.  We  have  suffered  less — England  has 
>afcred  Jess,  by  it  than  by  the  fatal  principle  in- 
Moeed  by  th«  Tudor  religion.  In  the  work  of 
^ixsUbliahing,  first  the  Irish,  then  the  Anglican 
Cl^areh,  we  can,  though  without  sharing  their 
inoeiplei,  join  hands  with  the  earnest  and  reli- 
poo  Dimntors  of  England." 

"Hiat  is  what  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
*^lfy  say  of  the  matter.  Now  let  us 
*^vbat  the  Disaenten  say.  Do  they  say. 


"  We  want   to    abolish  this  anomaly  in 

Ireland,  but  to  leave  it  untouched  in  this 

country?"    I  take  the  words  of  Mr.  Miall 

on  this  point — 

'*  The  Irish  Churoh  question  will  not  be  finally 
disposed  of  before  the  publio  mind  will  be  pre- 
pared to  entertain  proposals  in  referenoe  to  the 
Sootoh  Kirk  and  the  Ohurch  of  England.  As  it 
has  been  with  one  Establishment,  so  probably  will 
it  be  with  the  others.  Their  time  is  fixed.  An 
impulse  will  come  unexpectedly  and  from  an  un- 
anticipated quarter.  The  ordinary  barriers  will 
be  broken  down.  What  is  taking  place  now  is 
full  of  enoouragement  to  such  as  are  content  to 
labour  and  to  wait.  They  need  not  ask, '  Who 
will  roll  us  away  the  stone  from  the  sepulchre  f ' 
In  the  appointed  hour  they  will  be  relieved  of 
their  perplexity  by  the  intervention  of  some  un- 
looked-for messenger  from  heaven.  Mr.  Gladstone 
is  but  now  treading  on  the  verge  of  a  wide  region 
of  change.  He  luiows  not  whither  his  convic- 
tions will  ultimately  impel  him.  He  may  be  re- 
garded  as  raised  up  and  qualified  by  Divine  Pro- 
vidence for  great  and  beneficent  purposes." 

But  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  said 
that  those  who  foreboded  any  danger  on 
this  score  to  the  English  Church  were 
''prophets  of  evil."  Well,  one  of  these 
prophets  of  evil  is  now  sitting  beside  the 
noble  Earl  and  has  just  addressed  your 
Lordships  in  support  of  this  Bill.  The 
nohle  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  said  no  later 
than  last  Session  (1867),  in  moving  for  the 
Commission  on  the  Irish  Ohurch  which  is 
now  sitting — 

*'  A  third  course  would  be  to  '  secularize '  the 
Churoh  funds ;  that  is,  to  adopt  the  voluntary 
principle  in  regard  to  the  Church  in  Ireland ;  to 
establish  no  new  Church  and  to  abolish  the  Es- 
tablishment which  at  present  exists,  giving  to 
education,  or  to  any  other  object  of  general  uti- 
lity, the  revenues  which  are  now  absorbed  by  the 
Established  Churoh  in  Ireland.  Of  course  this 
proposal  contemplates  securing  a  life>interest  to 
the  present  holders  of  benefices  in  the  Church, 
This  is  a  plan  which  I  have  often  thought  might 
be  realized,  but  it  has  very  great  defects  in  it.  In 
the  first  place,  you  immediately  destroy,  as  far  as 
Ireland  is  concerned,  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ment.  Such  an  example  would  hardly  be  lost  on 
the  Dissenters  of  this  country.  Although  the 
cases  might  be  very  dissimilar,  those  who  strove 
for  the  destruction  of  the  Churoh  Establishment 
in  England  in  favour  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  precedent  to  over^ 
throw  the  Established  Church  here.  I  therefore 
think  it  would  be  unwise  in  us  to  assent  to  a  Bill 
embodying  that  view,  even  if  it  oame  from  the 
House  of  Commons." 

My  Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  there 
was  much  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
to-night  which  I  was  unahio  to  catch,  but 
I  suppose  I  ought  not  to  doubt  that  he 
means  to  act  by  voting  against  this  Bill,  as 
he  said  he  would  not  quite  twelve  months 
ago  for  he  then  held  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  assent  to  a  Bill  em- 
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bodying  the  policy  be  tben   condemned, 
that  is,  the  policy  of  disestablishing  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  e?en  if  that  Bill  came 
up   to   us  from  the   House  of  Commons. 
Well,  my  Lords,  but  then  the  noble  Earl 
the  late  Secretary  of    State  for  the  Co- 
lonies (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  says  that 
for  a  Government  to  assert  that  danger 
may  accrue  to  the  English  Church  from 
the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Church  is  a 
wanton — nay  more,   is  a  reckless  —  nay 
most,  is  a  criminal  thing;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  wanton  and  reck- 
less and  criminal  for  attempting  to   bind 
up  the  fate  of  the  English  with  that  of  the 
Irish  Church.     Now  I  want  to  know,  if 
my  house  adjoins  my  neighbour's  and  both 
stand  under  the  same  roof,  am  I  guilty  of 
a  wanton,  of  a  reckless,  of  a  criminal  act 
when,  even   although  my  foundations  are 
deeper   and   my   walls   thicker,   and    my 
beams  broader   and  my  joists  more  fire- 
proof than  my  neighbour's,  I  venture  to  sug- 
gest that  if  a  fire  breaks  out  in  his  house 
it  may  possibly  extend  to  and  injure  mine? 
But  then  we  are  told  that  the  Church  of 
England  need  not  have  any  fear  because 
she  is  firm  in  the  affections  of  the  people. 
My  Lords,  I   believe  she  is  firm  in  the 
affections  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  I  should  be  very  hopeful  of 
her  safety  if  those  who  had  to  decide  it 
were  the  people  of  England.     But  those 
who  say  so,  assuredly  forget  how  any  ques- 
tion affecting  the  Church  of  England  will 
come  to  be  decided.     Will  it  be  decided  by 
the  people  of  England  ?      My  Lords,   it 
will  not.    It  will  be  decided  by  Parliament, 
by  the  House  of  Commons.     And  whom 
will   the   House  of  Commons  represent? 
My  Lords,  do  not  imagine  you  will  have  all 
at  once  a  gross  and  open  measure  proposed 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  disestablish 
and   disendow   the    Church    of    England. 
There  will  be  nothing  of  this  kind,  but  you 
will  have,  year  after  year,  measure  after 
measure  proposed,   bit-by-bit  legislation, 
all  having  the  same  tendency,  and  all  going 
to  impair  in  some  way  or  other  the  stand* 
ing  and  coherence  of  the  English  Church. 
Aud  who  will  vote  upon  these  questions  ? 
The  people   of   England  ?     No.     There 
will   be   the   representatives  of    Ireland  ; 
rather  more  than  one-half  of  them  repre- 
senting constituencies  flushed  with  the  re- 
cent triumph  over  the  Church  in  their  own 
land,  and  eager  to  add  to  that  triumph. 
We  know  how  they  will  vote.     Then  there 
will  be  the  remainder  of  the  Irish  represen- 
tatives,  returned  by  constituencies  stung 
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with  resentment  and  grief  and  pain  at  the 
way  in  which  they  have  been  treated  and 
betrayed.  We  can  imagine  how  they  too 
will  vote.  Then  you  will  have  the  Scotch 
Members,  at  present  almost  all  returned  by 
constituencies  holding  voluntary  opinions, 
and  who,  if  as  Mr.  Miall  says,  the  Scotch 
Kirk  is  to  be  the  next  victim,  will  have  no 
establishment  of  their  own  left  to  defend. 
You  will  have  them  added  to  the  Irish 
Members.  Then  there  will  be  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Euglish  constituencies,  no 
small  number,  who  are  influenced  by  volun- 
tary opinions  ;  and  in  that  state  of  things, 
will  the  affections  of  the  people  of  Englsnd 
be  able  to  preserve,  inviolate,  the  safety  of 
the  English  Church  ? 

I  must  now,  with  your  Lordships*  per- 
mission, add  a  few  words  on  the  effeet 
which  these  proposals  will  have  on  the  se- 
curity of  property.  I  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant that  we  should  understand  upon 
what  principle  we  are  invited  to  act  ai 
regards  ecclesiastical  property.  The  pro- 
position now  is  to  secularize,  for  the  first 
time,  property  which,  from  time  immemo- 
rial, has  been  devoted  to  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. Remember,  in  the  course  of  our 
Parliamentary  history,  this  has  never  yet 
been  done.  What  is  the  true  view  of  the 
position  and  nature  of  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty? The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  says  it  is  perhaps  a  technical  viev 
to  take,  but  that  there  is  no  corporation  of 
the  Church  ;  that  there  are  individual  cor- 
porations, such  as  Bishops  and  incumbeoti, 
but  that  the  Church  itself  is  no  corporation. 
My  Lords,  this  is  indeed  a  technical  vieVi 
because  it  is  one  which  wholly  fails  to  com- 
prehend and  to  appreciate  the  broad  and 
substantial  view  of  the  question.  No 
doubt,  a  lawyer  will  tell  you  that  you  hsvo 
in  the  Church  individual  corporations,  such 
as  Bishops,  aud  rectors,  aud  incumbents. 
But  for  whom  do  they  hold  the  property 
they  possess  ?  Is  it  for  their  own  enjoj- 
ment  and  benefit  ?  Can  they  do  what  they 
please  with  it  ?  Certainly  not.  Thej  hold 
it  as  trustees  for  the  whole  Church,  for  the 
laity  and  the  clergy  alike;  and  in  that 
sense,  in  that  larger  and  wider  vieir,  iQ 
that  comprehensive  and  corporate  capacity, 
the  Church,  and  not  the  individual  corpora- 
tions are  the  persons  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  property.  Now,  it  is  said  that  there 
is  a  great  distinctiou  between  ecclesiastical 
and  private  property.  I  never  said  there 
was  not.  The  distinction  is  this — with 
regard  to  private  property,  every  owner  of 
it  has  a  right  to  do  with  it  what  he  likes. 
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With  regtrd  to  ecelesiaBtical  property,  be- 
eaaie  it  is  held  in  trust  for  othersi  that 
tnst  has  to  he  protected,  and  therefore,  as 
to  propertj  of  this  description,  the  State 
hu  a  datj  to  perform.     But  the  only  duty 
which  the  State  has  to  perform,  and  the 
only  power  which  the  State,  morally  speak- 
iog,  poasesaes,  is  the  duty  and  the  power 
to  lee  that  the  trusts  are  executed,  and 
tbtt  a  proper  ohject  of  the  trust  remains. 
And,  my  Lords,  proyided  the  trust  is  exe- 
eoted,  and  the  object  of  the  trust  remains,  I 
mftiataiD  that  Parliament  is  no  more  compe- 
tent, morally,  to  deal  with  property  of  that 
kind  than  it  is  to  deal  with  priyate  property. 
That  is  the  whole  principle  applicable  to 
the  case,  and  the  only  question  is,  as  to  an 
fthuse  of  the  trust  or  a  failure  of  the  ob- 
ject.   Now,  as  to  any  abuse  of  the  trust, 
we  have  had  OTory  speaker  admitting  that, 
whatcYcr  may  have  been  the  case  in  times 
past,  the  clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
are  now  performing  their  duty  in  a  manner 
worthy  of  all  praise.    Well,  then,  has  there 
been  a  failure  in  the  object  of  the  trust  ? 
The  noble  Earl  (Earl  OranviUe)  contended 
there  was,  and  he  made  it  out  in   this 
way  — He  said  that  when  Qneen  Eliza- 
beth confirmed   these  possessions  to  the 
Irish    Church,   she  had   a  full    expecta- 
tion th*at  the   whole  country  would   be- 
come Protestant,    and  that    the   endow- 
ments would,  therefore,  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  country.     Now,  I  do  not  in 
the  least  know,  nor  I  think  does  the  noble 
Earl  know,   what   Queen  Elizabeth  may 
have  thought  with  regard  to  Ireland  ;   but 
it  is  certain  that  when  Queen  Elizabeth 
eonfirmed  the  English  Church  in  its  pos- 
aeasions,  she  intended — for  she  made  her 
intent  extremely  clear — that  there  should 
be  no  nonconformity,  and  that  the  whole  of 
England  should  conform  to  the  English 
Chureh.    Therefore,    you  might  as  well 
say  that  because  the  expectation  and  in* 
tention  of  Queen  Elizabeth  were  defeated 
hn   England,  there  was   a  failure  of  the 
objects  in  their  entirety  which  she  had  in 
view.    But  it  has  been  said  that  there  are 
no  converts  made  in  Ireland.     I  should  be 
prepared  to  controvert  that  statement,  but 
it  is  not  possible  in  this  House  to  examine 
into  the  case  of  individual  converts.     But 
let  Q8  take  a  broader  view  than  the  view 
of  individual  instances.     We  are  told  now 
that  the  great  statistical  authority  as  to 
the  Irish  Church  in  the  days  subsequent 
to  Qoeen  Elizabeth  is  Sir  William  Petty. 
I  will  accept  hia  authority,  although  it  is, 
I  think,  Mr.  Hallam  who  says  that  Sir 


William  Potty's  conjectures  are  "prodi- 
giously vague."  Well,  Sir  William  Petty 
says  that  at  the  time  he  writes,  at  the  close 
of  the  17th  century,  there  were  100,000 
Churchmen  in  Ireland  out  of  a  whole  popu- 
lation of  1,100,000.  That  is,  one  in 
every  eleven.  There  are  700,000  now. 
If  you  multiply  700,000  by  11,  you  get 
a  population  of  something  like  7,500,000, 
whereas  the  population  of  Ireland  is  only 
5,500,000.  Therefore  you  have  a  Church 
in  Ireland,  according  to  Sir  William  Potty's 
calculation,  increasing  in  a  very  much 
greater  ratio  than  any  other  denomination 
since  the  time  of  which  he  wrote.  If 
that  be  so,  then  there  is  no  failure  of  the 
object  of  the  trust.  You  have,  therefore, 
neither  of  the  grounds  which  would  justify 
the  interference  of  the  Legislature  with 
ecclesiastical  property.  Then,  my  Lords, 
are  we  right  or  are  we  not,  in  saying  that 
the  security  of  property  must  bo  affected 
by  legislation  of  this  kind  ?  My  Lords, 
what  must  happen  ?  The  next  time  there 
is  a  Government  to  be  attacked,  the  next 
time  that  some  device  has  to  be  discovered 
for  organizing  a  "  calm  and  dispassionate" 
attack  on  something  that  excites  the  envy 
of  those  who  do  not  possess  it,  what  more 
easy  than  to  say,— taking  a  case  which  at- 
tracts considerable  attention — ''  Let  us  deal 
with  private  endowments?"  I  understood  the 
noble  Duke,  who  began  the  debate  to-night, 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  to  lay  down  broadly 
as  his  opinion,  that  "  any  money  given  to 
Churches  the  State  might  deal  with  as  it 
thought  fit."  Well,  between  the  case  of 
private  endowments  and  the  case  of  cor- 
porate property  the  transition  is  quite  easy. 
And  how  will  private  property  be  dealt 
with  ?  Not,  probably,  by  some  proposition 
to  confiscate  it,  but  by  measures  to  interfere 
with  entails  and  with  settlements,  and 
with  descents  and  successions  and  wills, 
and  thus  to  establish  the  principle  that 
the  State  has  a  right  to  change  the  dispo- 
sition of  private  property;  and  for  such  a 
proceeding,  legislation  like  the  present  will 
become  a  precedent.  In  the  pamphlet  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  he  refers  to 
the  estates  of  the  Bedford  family.  The 
noble  Earl  says  the  case  of  those  estates 
is  different  from  those  of  the  Church,  inas- 
much as  the  heir  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford 
succeeds  to  the  Bedford  estates  as  a  matter 
of  course  ;  whereas  with  regard  to  a 
bishopric,  the  new  Bishop  does  not  succeed 
as  a  matter  of  course.  My  answer  to  that 
is,  that  the  heir  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford 
succeeds  as  a  matter  of  course  as  long  as 
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you  maintaiQ  the  prosent  law  ;  the  suc- 
oessor  of  the  Bishop  eucceeds  as  a  matter 
of  course  as  long  as  jou  maintain  the 
present  law  ;  hut  if  you  alter  the  present 
law  as  regards  the  one,  I  want  to  know 
what  security  you  have  that  the  law  may 
not  be  altered  also  as  regards  the  other  ? 
I  will  not  enter  into  the  anecdote  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  has  told  us  to- 
night, when  he  said  an  Earl  of  Derby 
of  an  earlier  date  had  shut  up  the  then 
Earl  of  Bedford  in  a  castle.  But  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  tell  us  what  that  Earl  of 
Bedford  had  done. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  The  then  Earl  of 
Derby  wished  to  shut  him  up. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Oh,  he 
only  wished  to  shut  him  up  !  The  noble 
Earl,  I  tliink,  suggested  that  the  Earl  of 
Derby  did  this  because  the  Earl  of  Bedford 
would  not  join  the  conspiracy  to  dethrone 
Queen  Elizabeth.  I  only  referred  to  the 
subject  in  order  to  remind  the  noble  Earl 
that  there  is  another  version  of  that  story, 
which  states  that  the  Earl  of  Derby  of  that 
day  was  supposed  to  have  been  poisoned  by 
the  Jesuits  because  he  would  not  enter 
into  the  conspiracy  himself. 

But,  my  Lords,  how  will  this  measure 
bear  upon  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  ? 
You  have  now  a  Protestant  head  of  the 
State.  You  have  in  each  country  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  close  connection  with 
the  State,  a  form  of  the  religion  of  the 
Sovereign.  You  have  this  secured  by  a 
tripartite  contract  between  the  three  king- 
doms. For,  my  Lords,  it  is  an  error  to 
suppose  that  the  contract  on  this  subject  is 
in  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland  alone. 
In  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland,  in 
1706,  it  is  made  a  "  fundamental  term" 
of  the  Union  with  Scotland,  that  the 
Sovereign  of  Great  Britain  shall  undertake 
to  maintain,  and  preserve  inviolately,  the 
settlement  of  the  Church,  as  by  law  estab- 
lished, "within  the  kingdoms  of  England 
and  Ireland."  The  same  stipulation  is 
again  made  a  ''fundamental"  term  of  the 
Union  with  Ireland  a  century  later.  You 
have  thus  in  Ireland  the  Sovereign  of  the 
United  Kingdom  the  legal  and  recognized 
head  in  matters  ecclesiastical  as  well  as 
civil.  But  you  have  in  Ireland,  side  by 
side  with  the  Royal  Supremacy,  an  eccle- 
siastical supremacy  asserted,  which  ignores 
and  sets  aside  the  supremacy  of  the  Sove- 
reign. And  if  you  withdraw  and  termi- 
nate that  part  of  the  Royal  Supremacy 
which  the  connection  of  the  Church  with 
the  State  asserts  and  recognizes,  you  leave 
The  Lard  Chancellor 


[the  rival  and  antagODistio  sopremacy  in 
undisputed  possession  of  the  field. 

My,  Lords,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  origin  of  this  measure.     I  never 
wish  to  inquire  into  the  motives  for  the 
course  of  action  of  public  men.      But  we 
have  had  the  consideration  of   that  ques- 
tion thrust  upon  us.     We  have  been  told 
by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Qranvillo),  repeat- 
ing what  has  often  been  said  before,  that 
what  led  to  the  proposal  of  this  Bill  was 
a  statement  which  is  alleged  to  have  been 
made — but  which  never  was  made  in  the 
sense  or  meaning  which  is  alleged — by  tba 
Qovernment  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment with  reference  to  their  policy  towards 
Ireland.     My   Lords,    I   think   the  nobler 
Earl  has  himself  shown  that  this  measure 
was  determined  on  by  its  author  long  be- 
fore.    He  told  us   that  in  a  conversatioca. 
he  had  with  Mr.  Gladstone  at  the  com  — 
mencemcnt   of  last  year,   Mr.   Gladst0D^» 
stated  to  him  that  one  of  the  first  duties 
of  the  Liberal  party  would  be  to  undertak  ^9 
the  question,  in  the  sense  in  which  it  \ul.^ 
now  been  undertaken,  of  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland.     And,  my  Lords,  in  th  ^ 
pamphlet  to  which  I  have  already  referre^l 
of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  who  sifc« 
beside  him,  which  I  cannot  suppose  was 
given  to  the  world  without  some  cbnsulta- 
tion  with  the  party  with  which  he  always 
acts,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  an* 
nounced  that  it  was  not  for  one  moment 
to  be   endured  that  this   Session   should 
pass  without  a  proposition  being  made  in 
Parliament  by  the  Liberal  party  through 
Mr.  Gladstone,  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church.      If  that  be  so— when  it  was  Mr. 
Gladstone's    conviction    expressed   to  his 
Colleague  last  year— and  when  it  was  the 
conviction  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell] 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion, I  want  to  know  how  it  can  be  pre- 
tended  that   this   attack   upon  the  Irish 
Church  was  occasioned  by,  or  was  theoon- 
sequence    of,    the    statement  erroneoual^ 
attributed  to  the  Government  in  the  House 
of  Commons  ?     But  that  is  not  all.     Th«^ 
conversation  with  Mr.  Gladstone,  we  are 
told,  occurred   at   the  beginning   of  lae^ 
year.     Now,  in  the  summer  of  1865,  Mr- 
Gladstone,  then  a  candidate  for  the  Uni' 
versity   of   Oxford,   wrote  to  one  of    hi^ 
constituents    who    was  seeking   for  some 
explanation   of    his  views    on    the   Irish 
Church  ;  and  at  that  time  he  said — 

"  The  question  of  tho  Irish  Charch  ia  remott^ 
and  apparently  out  of  all  bearing  on  the  praetical 
politics  of  the  day.      I  think  I  have  marked 
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itNBflr  mj  WDie  of  the  responiibillty  attaohing 
to  the  opening  of  euoh  a  qneition.  One  thing  I 
Bta;  idd,  beeanae  I  think  it  ia  a  dear  landmark, 
JD  aigr  measnre  dealing  with  the  Iriah  Church,  I 
Ujfik^lMaroely  ezpeot  ever  to  be  oalled  upon 
to  diars  in  laoh  a  meaaare— the  Act  of  Union 
Dviibe  reeognized." 

How,  this  was  in  the  Bummer  of  1865, 
ud  there  having  been  in  the  interTal  no 
PirfitmentaTy  diaoossion  on  the  subject 
vbaterer,  it  is  perhaps  a  pardonable  ou- 
noMtj  which  leads  me  to  ask  how  it  came 
to  pass  that  within  eighteen  months  l£r. 
Gladstone,  in  consultation,  we  are  told, 
with  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville),  an- 
oooneed  to  him  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
the  first  step  in  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
partj  to  proceed  to  destroy  the  Irish 
Cboreb  ?  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll),  with  that  happy  view  which  he 
ever  takes  of  the  failings  and  imperfec- 
tions of  every  creature  in  the  horison, 
except  the  one  who  himself  pronounces 
the  criticism  and  the  condemnation,  re- 
ferred to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
llintster  of  tbe  Grown,  and  spoke  of  the 
eunniDg  of  animals  who  could  not  protect 
themselTes  by  strength.  Now  I  should 
be  Sony  to  nee,  with  reference  to  this  letter 
of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  term  "cunning," 
I  believe  it  was  written  in  perfect  since- 
rity, sccoiding  to  what  Mr.  Gladstone  at 
the  time  believed.  But  what  I  do  say  is 
this,  that  the  most  cunning  of  all  the  oun- 
sisg  animals  to  which  the  noble  Duke  re- 
ferred,  if  he  had  desired  to  bsffie  and  mis- 
lead the  innocent  and  unsuspecting  person 
vho  made  the  inquiry,  could  not  have  been 
more  happy  or  adroit  in  the  expressions 
he  Qsed  than  was  the  author  of  this  letter. 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Duke  says  the 
great  office  of  party  discipline  and  party 
warfare  in  this  country  is  to  identify  the 
fortones  of  a  party  with  great  public  mea- 
■ores.  I  agree  generally  in  that  view.  But 
I  uk,  is  this  measure  a  great  public  mea- 
■ore  in  the  proper  sense  of  that  term  ? 
That  it  will  have  a  great  e£Pect  upon  the 
Church  which  is  to  be  the  subject  of  it  I 
entirely  admit,  but  by  a  great  measure  I 
nean  a  roeasare  well-considered  in  all  its 
parts,  and  as  to  no  part  of  which  there  is 
sny  reticence  or  desire  to  conceal  the  whole 
wepe  of  its  effect  and  operation  from  the 
pArty  who  makes  it  their  political  pro- 
grsmme.  Now,  can  that  be  said  of  this 
meuore  ?  Yon  propose  to  disestablish  and 
^ndow  the  Irish  Church  ;  what  do  you 

?'opo8e  to  do  with  the  funds  of  the  Church? 
00  are  going  to  apply  them  to  Irish  pur- 
fONB ;  I  ask  to  what  Irish  purposes  ?  Are 


you  going  to  apply  them  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor?  I  apprehend  not;  that  would 
be  simply  taking  the  burden  off  property 
which  now  bears  it.  Are  you  going  to 
apply  them  to  the  primary  education  of 
the  people  ?  If  you  do,  it  will  be  a  strange 
benefit  to  Ireland  that  simply  deprives  Ire- 
land of  some  £300,000  or  £400,000  a 
year,  which  at  present  flows  there  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer.  Are  you  going 
to  apply  them  to  the  higher  or  middle 
class  education  of  the  country?  Do  you 
not  know  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
distinctly  and  uniformly  refuses  to  have 
any  participation  in  donations  of  that  kind, 
unless  they  have  them  on  their  own  terms, 
and  upon  a  system  of  education  which  you 
have  always  refused  to  admit  ?  You  ob- 
ject to  those  who  would  alter  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Church  by  taking  the  endow- 
ments of  one  parish  and  carrying  some 
part  of  them  to  another.  Are  you  going 
to  apply  these  funds  to  Irish  purposes  in 
the  particular  parish  from  which  the  en- 
dowments emanate  ?  I  want  to  know  how 
that  is  to  be  done  ?  What  is  the  reason 
why  there  is  this  concealment  as  to  what 
the  intention  is  with  regard  to  these  funds  ? 
My  Lords,  there  is  one  explanation,  and 
one  only,  that  I  can  give,  and  that,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  whatever  in  other  respects  I 
might  think  of  the  measure,  deprives  it, 
to  my  mind,  of  the  character  of  a  great 
measure — I  say  the  object  of  the  conceal- 
ment which  has  been  practised  as  to  the 
appropriation  of  these  funds  is  to  render 
possible  the  temporary  concurrence  of  the 
votes  of  those  whom  you  know  perfectly 
well  it  would  be  impossible,  if  you  were 
at  once  to  reveal  the  appropriation  you  are 
about  to  make  of  these  funds,  to  combine 
for  any  united  course  of  action. 

My  Lords,  I  feel  I  owe  your  Lordships 
a  very  sincere  apology  for  having  so  long 
delayed  you  in  my  comments  on  this  Bill, 
and  on  the  policy  of  its  promoters.  Let 
me,  however,  say  one  word  with  reference 
to  the  advice  you  have  received  from  va- 
rious noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  front 
Opposition  Bench  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  you  should  perform  your  duty  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  Several  noble  Lords 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  Benches  have 
referred,  I  thought  with  some  bitterness, 
to  the  effect  which  the  Bill  of  last  year 
will  have  on  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try. My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  a  strange 
thing  that  these  noble  Lords  who  have  al- 
ways professed  to  he  such  very  ardent  re- 
formersi  should,  whenever  they  come  to 
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speak  of  the  legislation  of  last  year,  nerer 
fail  to  communicate  to  your  Lordships  the 
impression  that  they  look  on  that  legisla- 
tion with  apprehension  and  regret.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon)  spoke 
of  the  leap  in  the  dark  which  you  had 
taken.  I  know  the  noble  Earl  is  not  the 
author  of  that  saying,  but  he  made  it  part 
of  his  argument.  He  said  you  did  not 
know  what  the  new  constituencies  would 
be,  and  he  recommended  you  to  pass  this 
Bill,  because  the  future  was  so  much  in 
uncertainty.  I  must  confess,  my  Lords, 
that  the  noble  Earl's  reasons  would  have 
led  me  to  a  different  conclusion.  This  Bill 
has  passed  the  present  House  of  Commons 
which  is  about  to  come  to  an  end.  That 
House  itself  said  that  the  ultimate  decision 
as  to  the  fate  of  the  Irish  Church  was  not 
matter  for  them — that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
mitted to  a  future  Parliament.  The  noble 
Earl  does  not  know  what  that  future  Par- 
liament will  be«-he  does  not  know  whether 
it  will  approye  or  disapprore  the  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  Now,  these  to  my  mind  are 
reasons  why  the  whole  question  should  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  new  Parliament  un- 
affected by  this  Bill,  in  order  that  it  might 
deal  with  that  question  with  full  freedom. 
But  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  who 
mored  the  second  reading,  not,  I  agree,  in 
any  words  of  menace,  but  in  more  of  bland- 
ishment and  entreaty,  asked  your  Lordships 
to  take  no  course  which  would  bring  you  into 
collision  with  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. My  Lords,  I  value  the  honour  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  the  harmonious  ac- 
tion of  the  two  Branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, as  much  as  any  of  your  Lordships  ; 
but  I  maintain  that  the  way  to  promote 
this  harmony  is  for  each  House  frankly, 
fairly,  and  respectfully,  to  discuss  on  its 
own  merits  every  question  which  comes 
before  them,  and,  if  necessary,  on  every 
question  to  pronounce  their  opinion  by 
their  votes.  My  Lords,  if  the  day  should 
ever  come  when  a  measure  carried  in  haste 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
brought  up  and  presented  to  your  Lord- 
ships for  the  first  time,  shall  be  accepted 
by  your  Lordships,  not  because  you  ap- 
prove of  it — ^nay,  while  you  disapprove  of 
it — but  merely  because  it  has  been  carried 
by  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  influence,  the  independence  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  the  respect  of  the  coun- 
try for  your  Lordships — nay,  more — the 
respect  of  yourselves  for  yourselves,  will 
be  at  an  end.     My  Lords,  differing  there* 
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fore  from  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  doty 
now  devolving  upon  you,  I  ask  you  to  re- 
ject this  Bill.     I  might  well  be  content  to 
do  this  on  the  score  of  the  vices  and  de- 
fects of  the  Bill  itself,  and  of  the  perverse 
and   blundering   ingenuity  with   which  it 
endeavours  to  accomplish  the  worst  pos- 
sible thing  in  the  worst  possible  way.    Bat 
I  ask  you  to  reject  this  Bill  on  higher 
grounds.     I  ask  you  to  reject  it  because 
it  is  the  commencement  of  a  policy  upon 
which  your  Lordships  have  not  even  yet 
been  consulted,  but  which  policy  you  will 
be  taken  to  have  accepted  if  you  approve 
this  Bill.     That  policy  is  nothing  short  of 
the  devotion   to   secular  purposes  of  the 
funds  hitherto  held  sacred,  the  seversnee 
of  the  Union  of  Church  with  the  State, 
and  the  curtailment  of  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown.     The  fruits  and  consequences 
of  that  policy,  in  our  opinion,  will  be,  not 
the  pacification  of  Ireland,  but  the  per- 
petuation of  the  conflict  of  races — the  nn- 
dermining  of  the  security  of  property — the 
arrestment  of  the  progress  of  social  im- 
provement and  toleration — and  the  quench- 
ing— so  far  as  it  is  in  the  power  of  legisla- 
tion to  quench  it— of  the  light  of  the  Be- 
formation  in    that    country.     My  Lords, 
these  are  the  vast  issues  involved  in  this 
Bill.     These   are  the  issues   involved  in 
your  Lordships'  decision  now,  and  they  are 
the  issues  yet  to  be  presented  to  the  coun- 
try in  the  great  appeal  to  its  enlarged  con- 
stituencies.    My  Lords,  in  that  appeal— 
for  I  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  that  it  is  fitting  that  a  Govern- 
ment should  uphold  a  standard  of  political 
faith — in  that  great   appeal  the  Govern- 
ment will  stand  as  the  defenders  of  all  that 
this  Bill  and  the  policy  of  its  promoters 
would  seek  to  overthrow.     By  the  result 
of  that  appeal  we  are  prepared  to  abide ; 
and,  my  Lords,  be  that  result  what  it  may 
— and  I,  for  one,  have  confidence  in  the 
true   heart  and   faith   of  the  country^s 
nobler  cause  for  which  to  fight — a  fairer 
field  in  which  to  stand  or  fall — no  Minister 
and  no  statesman  need  desire. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARTON,  who 
spoke  amid  cries  of  "  Spoke,"  "Order,' 
was  understood  to  say  :  After  the  charge 
of  inconsistency  which  the  noble  ana 
learned  Lord  has  brought  against  me,  I 
trust  the  House  will  not  refuse  me  one 
moment  for  personal  explanation.  There 
are  two  cases  to  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  referred— the  suspension 
of  certain  ecclesiastical  oflSces  in  Jamajca, 
and  the  disendowment  wholly  of  the  Church 
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m  ihe  West  Indies,  as  far  as  this  couDtry 

iieoDeerned.     I  adroit  that  upon  the  re- 

eommendation  of  the  Government  and  the 

Biihop  of  Jamaica  I  sanctioned  tho  Bill 

for  the  suspension  of  certain  ecclesiastical 

offieei  ID  Jamaica.     But  where  is  the  in- 

eoniiiteoej  ?      I  sanotioned  a  Suspension 

Bill  and  1  am  prepared  to  ?ote  for  a  Sus- 

peoiory  Bill  this  evening.     Her  Majesty's 

GoTcroment  have  sanctioned  a  discndow- 

ncnt  lelieme  to  the  extent  of  £20,000. 

[Cm  of  ••  Order  "  and  •*  Spoke  "  con- 

tmrng^  the  nolle  Earl  sat  dovm.'] 

EiRL  GRANVILLE,  rising  to  reply, 
Mid  :  Mj  Lords,  I  like  to  believe  that  it 
Til  partly  out  of  personal  kindness,  though 
cbielly  from  the  obligation  to  give  the 
itmoit  latitude  to  an  advocate  of  a  preju* 
diecd  eaose,  that  made  your  Lordships  so 
ndalgent  to  me  on  the  first  night  of  this 
debits.  I  wish  I  could  make  a  return  for 
tbit  indalgence  by  complete  silence  to- 
light  But  there  are  a  few  observations 
I  feel  bound  to  make,  and  I  am  afraid 
tbit  tbe  feeling  of  your  Lordships  will  be 
■omeshftt  similar  to  that  of  the  Earl  of 
Derby  lo  often  referred  to  in  the  course  of 
tliu  debate  upon  the  score  of  "  shutting 
Bp.**  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  was,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  uninten- 
tioDally,  inaccurate  in  his  reference  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Master  of  the 
&l)i.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
tbe  Woolsack  said  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  admitted  that  there 
▼ere  leveral  objections  to  the  measure.  I 
tibed  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  what 
objections  he  had  admitted,  and  he  replied, 
"None  whatever," 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  beg 
ibe  noble  Earl's  pardon.  What  I  said 
^M  tbat  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  after 
listening  to  a  good  many  objections,  in 
'n^lj  laid  that  they  could  be  removed  in 
Committee. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  :  Well,  the  noble 
^  learned  Lord  then  said  that  a  noble 
^obe  sitting  by  my  side  (the  Duke  of 
^enet)  had  stated  that  the  provisions 
^  Ibe  Bill  were  impracticable.  I  asked 
^  noble  Friend  if  he  had  said  that  the 
P  was  impracticable,  and  he  replied  that 
w  bid  not. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  The 
•oble  Duke's  words — I  have  them  by  me 
—•ere  '•  I  cannot  conceive  mvself  how  it 
•to  work." 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET,  amid  con- 
M^erable  laughter,  rose  to  explain,  but  his 
MBsrks  were  inaudible. 

TOL.  CXCUI.  [thibd  sebum.] 


Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  quite  agree  with  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  argued  that  the  great  question 
wos  that  of  the  disestablishment,  or,  as  he 
put  it,  that  of   tho  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church.     That  question  is  one  which 
it  is  very  difficult  to  deal  with  at  all,  and 
yet  we  find  one  of  our  most  distinguished 
Parliamentary  and  forensic  advocates,  in 
speaking  for  two  hours  and  three-quarters 
on  this  great  question,  throwing  away  just 
one  hour  by  London  clock  in  discussing  the 
minutest  and  the  most  trifling  details,  and 
then  throwing  nwoy  another  quarter  of  an 
hour  in  an  attack  upon  a  late  Colleague  of 
his  Colleagues,  exhibiting  an  evident  re« 
luctance  in  approaching  the  core  of  the 
subject.     Now,  with  regard   to  this  Bill 
and  its  provisions,  I  have  in  my  pocket 
two  briefs — one  for  an   English  and  the 
other  for  an  Irish  lawyer  a[  considerable 
eminence — which  would  explain  any  one 
point  on  which  I  could  not  give  an  off- 
hand answer.     If  this  Bill  had  gone  into 
Committee  I  could  have  shown  your  Lord- 
ships that  there  was  no  real  ground  for  all 
those  difficulties  which  have  been  conjured 
up.     But,  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
occupied,   I   believe,   an   entire    hour    in 
elaborating  that  technical  argument,  I  sup- 
pose I  should  take  about  three  in  going 
over  the  same  point,  and,  therefore,  I  pre- 
sume your  Lordships  will  give  me  the  be- 
nefit of  the  doubt,  and  prefer  that  I  should 
go  on  to  some  other  point.    The  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  argument  reminded  me  of 
what  was  said  to  me  by  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord,   a   political  opponent,   who   always 
treated  me  with  the  greatest  personal  re- 
spect. I  remember  asking  Lord  Lyndhurst 
whether  the  singular  manner  in  which  he 
condemns  what  ho  had  to  say  was  a  work 
of  nature,  or  whether  he  took  much  trouble 
about  it.     In  his  cheerful  manner  he  said, 
*'  We  must  take  a  little  trouble,  eh  ?  " 
I  and  then  he  added,  '*  The  great  difficulty 
lawyers  have  is  that  at  tho  Bar  we  are 
always  obliged  to  use  all  our  arguments, 
and  in  Parliament  we  can  only  use  our 
good  ones."     I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
omitted  that  long  disquisition  on  property, 
and  for  my  part  I   shall  decline  to  occupy 
your  Lordships'  time  in  discussing  the  case 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  put  to  me  which 
was  in  every  part  of  it  so  purely  hypothe- 
tical.    I  wish,  however,  to  say  one  word 
regarding  what  fell  from  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross- Benches.     Tho  noble  Earl,  who, 
disliking  a  motley  crew,  is  the  Leader  of 
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tbiB  opposition  to  the  attack  upon  the  Irish 
Church,  fiuds  fault  with  us  for  two  reasons. 
Wo  ought  to  have  adopted  his  proposal 
made  a  few  months  after  the  first  suspen- 
sion of  the  Hahcas  Corpus  Act.  But  if 
we  had  done  so  we  should  have  utterly 
failed,  and  nny  change  in  the  Irish  Church 
might  have  been  delayed  for  twenty  years. 
Ho  also  complains  that  now,  when  we  do 
80  with  almost  certain  prospects  of  success, 
wo  do  not  adopt  his  plan  ;  but  we  believe 
bis  plan  is  not  acceptable  to  the  Catholics, 
and  is  against  the  conviction  and  feelings 
of  the  English  and  the  Scotch.  I  have 
hopes,  however,  of  again  fighting  in  the 
same  ranks  with  the  noble  Lord,  since  he 
has  declared  that  he  prefers  disestablish- 
ment to  the  present  state  of  the  Church. 
Now,  perhaps,  the  noble  Lord  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  will  allow  me  to  say 
one  word  ab^t  his  speech.  The  noble 
Lord  repeated  the  arguments  I  attempted 
to  answer,  he  has  appealed  to  us  to  believe 
in  his  sincerity,  and  has  urged  us  to  use 
plain  words  in  expressing  what  we  think. 
I  dcsiro  to  express  in  the  plainest  words  of 
the-  Englihh  language  my  belief  that  my 
noble  Friend  is  one  of  the  most  honourable, 
most  sincere  men  and  politicians  I  know, 
the  least  likely  to  say  one  thing  and  to  do 
another  to-morrow ;  but  if  I  am  asked  to 
say  in  plain  words  what  I  think  of  certain 
portions  of  his  speech,  I  must,  with  all 
respect  to  your  Lordships  and  to  my  noble 
Friend,  acknowledge  that  I  had  rather  do 
no  such  thing.  1  prefer  quoting  from  a 
modern  poet  to  describe  that  speech — 

"  In  holy  horror,  in  pious  griof, 
lie  Bolemnly  cursed  the  rascally  thief; 
Never  was  heard  such  a  terrible  curse  ; 
But  what  gave  rise 
To  no  little  surprise, 
Nobody  seemed  one  peony  the  worse." 

Any  of  your  Lordships  who  know  how 
serious  a  matter  it  ia  to  have  an  intellec- 
tual encounter  with  one  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  must  sympathize 
with  me  in  having  to  meet  the  whole 
Bench.  But  it  is  in  their  numbers  that  I 
look  for  -safety.  I  mast  first  thank  the 
Bishop  of  this  diocese  for  having  given 
me  such  complete  reparation  as  to  the 
motives  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  and  his  Friends.  The  most  rev. 
Prelate  the  Archbi&hop  of  York,  the  Bi« 
shop  of  London,  and  the  Bishop  of  Oxford, 
feeling  how  strongly  the  colonial  cases  bear 
upon  the  Church  of  Ireland,  have  brought 
forward  arguments  to  prove  that  these 
Churches  were  still  in  connection  with  the 
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State.     The  Archbishop  nwe  as  reaioni 
the  participation  of  the  Bishops  in  the  acts 
of  the  Legislature  and  the  Church  Aasem- 
blies  under  local  Acts.     I   believe  that  if 
the  facts  were  as  stated  they  would  net 
support  this  argument.     The  noble  Earl 
the  late  Secretary   for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  showed  that  he  wai 
wrong,  and  I  can  vouch  for  the  aecnrsey 
of  the  answer  which  he  gave  in  mannsr 
and    in   substance.     The    Irish    Prelates 
have  approached  the  subject  with  a  dig- 
nified  melancholy,  as  men  who  fear  sa 
injury  to  themselves,    their  dergj,  asd 
their  flocks,  bat  my  right  re?.  Friend  who 
spoke  to-night   (the    Bishop    of    Oxford} 
spoke  with  a  merriment,  a  lightheartednaii^ 
and  cheerfulness  which,  while  it  jarred  ot 
his    Irish  Brethren,  must  have  acted  ii 
balm  on  those  of  his  English  Friends  who 
had  persuaded  themselves  there  was  daogir 
for  the  English  Church.     But  there  iiil 
great  discrepancy  between  the  right  nr. 
Prelates  themselves ;  and  the   right  refi 
Prelate  the  Bishop  of  London  says  tbstif 
the  Church  is  disestablished  the  Cathotis 
clergy,  decked  out  with  foreign  honoarii 
will  have  such  a  social  superiority  that  tin 
Anglican  clergy  will  be  crushed.     Anotlia 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Killaloe) 
snys  that  the  measure  will  give  no  satiiliM- 
tion,  because  circumstances  make  it  inpoi- 
sible  that  the  Catholic  clergy  would  tnt 
be   raised   to  the  social    position  of  tin 
Anglicans.     Which    are    we    to  beliefof 
I  must  say,  at  this  point,  that  I  fee!  looie 
little  hesitation  to  proceed.     I  do  not  knot 
whether  your  Lordships  perceived  tbst  if 
there   was   perhaps    a    slight   amoant  if 
theological  hatred  which  tainted  soms  of 
the  speeches  with   regard  to  the  RoBm 
Catholic  clergy,  they  all  treated  the  Roooa 
Catholic  laity  with  great  delicacy  andoos- 
sideration.     While  the    other    right  rer. 
Prelates  have  contradicted  each  other  tkt 
right  rev.  Prelate  appears  to  have  eootis^ 
dieted  himself,  and  wishing  to  prove  tte 
sacredness  of   Church  property    and  ti* 
necessity  of  the  connection  between  Choitk 
and    State,    he    proved    conclusively  l>f 
figures  that  the  Church  has  coDtinDOS^f 
had  taken  from  her  portions  of  her  reTOM* 
till   only    about  ene-eighth    remained  of 
them,  and  by  a  long  historical  statemoBt 
that  the  State  thwarting  and  impediogtki 
Church  in  every  direction  had   been  kw 
bane  and  the  cause  of  her  miserable  failuti 
I  hope  the  most  re?.   Primate   will  Ml 
think  it  personal  or  disrespectful  of  msil 
I  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  approaeh  him 
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witbont  seeing,  tbrongh  his  di^^ified  de- 
portment  aa  a  great  Prelate,  Nature  has 
gireo  him  a  warm  and  kind  heart.     Tet 
inch  is  the  pernicious  influence,  not  of  the 
Ghnreti,  bat  of   its  inridious  position   in 
Ireland,  that  the  Head  of  that  Church  was 
the  ool/  la  J  or  spiritual  Peer  that  repro- 
dueed  the  famous  allusion  to  hlood,  lan- 
gaafe,  and  religion  as  distinguishing  the 
CftthoHes  from  the  Protestants.  I  rememher 
u  if  it  was  yesterday,  though  it  is  thirty- 
•ii  years  ago,  hearing  the  passionate  protest 
ilmoit  screamed  hj  a  great  Irish  orator 
sgsinat  this  insult  to  his  countrymen.     He 
sidled  ao  enihosiaatic  British  House  of  Gom- 
iDoos  whether,  from  Assaye  to  Waterloo, 
those  aliens  in  blood,  language,  and  religion 
bad  shown  leas  heroic  valour  than  our  own 
glorious  Bngland,  and  aliudiog  to  the  last 
deeisife  day,  he  asked,  amid  the  peals  of 
approTing  indignation,  whether  the  blood  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  had  not 
flowed  in  the  same  stream  and  drenched 
the  aame  field,  and  turning  suddenly  to 
the  brsTe  and  generous  father  of  a  noble 
Lord  here  preaent,  and  forgetful  of  Parlia- 
mentary forms,  he  exclaimed,  "Tell  me, 
for  you  were  tbere  V*  I  own  I  then  thought 
the  phrase  had  ceased  to  exist.    The  right 
reT.  Prelate  and  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
eil  Bcemed  to  think  it  unpatriotic  and  un- 
English  of  Lord  Clarendon  and  myself  to 
ijnote  the  opinion  of  foreigners,  although  it 
was  on  my   part  an  answer  to  a  foreign 
argument  of  the  Prime  Minister.     So  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
barj),  who  objects  to  catchwords,  does  not 
like  what  he  has  christened  the  "  Foreign 
friends'  arguments  " — arguments  brought 
hy  Qs  from  foreign  drawing-rooms.     If  he 
means  by  such  only  the  places  were  the 
moit  frivolous  of  fashionable  society  meet, 
I  deny  the  fact.     If  he  means  places  where 
my  noble  Friend  and  I  have  met  states- 
men, great  lawyers,  literary  men,  and  emi- 
nent persons  belonging  to  the  aristocracy 
ftnd  middle  classes  of  some  of  the  great 
capitals  in  Europe,  we  admit  and  rejoice 
is  the  fact.     Now,   my  Lords,  I  cannot 
tkink  that  a  little  intercourse  with  foreign- 
«n  would  deteriorate  the  beneficial  cha- 
nLCter  of  the  great  influence   which   the 
aohle  Marquess  is  sure  to  exercise  in  this 
^Qntry.     The  noble  Marquess  ha^  lately 
(Bade  acquaintance  with  the  railway  world, 
vhieh  must  have  at  first  appeared  almost 
like  a  foreign  country  to  him.     I  trust  it 
^u  not  tbere  that  he  learnt  to  take  so 
^^ek  a  view  of  human  nature  as  he  de- 
^tnbed  himself  to  entertain.  But  one  great 


lesson  he  has  certainly  learnt — that  powers 
are  giyen  to  railway  companies  properly, 
and  for  the  public  good,  to  take  land  for 
which  money  is  no  compensation  to  some 
owners,  to  destroy  churchyards  consecrated 
to  God,  and  in  which  have  been  placed  the 
ashes  of  dead,  to  destroy  homes  where  the 
poor  liye  and  factories  where  they  work, 
with  compensations  to  those  who  are  pro- 
prietors, but  with  none  to  those  who  have 
to  seek  other  homes  and  other  workshops. 
And  the  result  of  the   lesson  has  been 
shown  in  this  debate.     The  noble  Mar- 
quess entirely  abandons  the  high  property 
argument  of  the  noble  Earl  below   him. 
He  recommends  compromise,  and  with  the 
word  compromise  all  the  high-flown  argu- 
ments that  have  been  used  of  sacred  pro- 
perty, sacrilege,  &o.,  go  out  by  the  win- 
dow.    I  admit  that  the  bulk  of  foreigners 
know  as  little  of  us  as  in  many  instances 
we  know  of  them  ;  but  I  will  say  that  there 
are  Frenchmen,  Germans,  and  Italians  by 
whom  I  should  shrink  from  being  examined 
on  some  nice  points  of  our  constitutional 
history  and  law.      Of  course,    when  the 
Lord  Privy   Seal  tells  us  that  the  Irish 
Church  is  the  most  sacred  portion  of  the 
British  Constitution,  and  that  it  is  one  of 
the  legs  of  the  Church  of  England  ;   and 
when  the  President  of  the  Council  says 
that  the  House  of  Lords  represents   the 
innermost  mind  and  the  will  of  the  nation, 
while  the  House  of  Commons — I  do  not 
know  whether  any  Members  of  that  House 
now  hear  me — only  represents  the  impulses 
and  declamatory  power  of  the  nation,  of 
course  that  makes  an  end  of  the  matter. 
Again,  if  M.  Guizot  or  Professor  Rancke 
and  others  —  not  fashionable  dandies,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  may  think,  but  sincere 
Protestants — were  to  tell  you  they  object 
historically  to  the  Irish  Church,  becnu&e 
while  the  English  Church  has  every  claim 
to  call  itself  self-reformed,  the  Irish  Church 
was  forced  upon  Ireland  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  ;  if  they  said  that, 
out  of  deference  to  the  laws  of  language, 
they  objected  to  a  Church   being  called 
national  which  only  ministered  to  the  wants 
of  a  small  fraction  of  the  population,  and 
lastly,  for  political  reasons,  that  they  believed 
there  must  be  some  cause  why  Poland  and 
Ireland  were  the  only  countries  where  the 
Roman   Catholic   clergy   were   not  ultra- 
Conservatives  ;  if  they  objected  morally  to 
the  Irish  Church  because  the  foreign  Pro- 
testants believed  it  was  a  duty  to  do  to 
others  as  they  would  wish  to  be  done  by, 
and  that  we  should  certainly  not  submit  in 
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England  for  a  month  or  a  week  to  Buch  a 
state  of  things — of  course  we  should  recog- 
nise the  wisdom  of  our  Government  and 
the  ignornnce  of  the  foolish  foreigners  ;  bat 
still  the  noble  Marquess  might  adroit,  with 
Charles  Fox,  that  you  might  get  some  in- 
formation in  conversing  even  with  the  stu- 
pidest man  ;  and  he  might  even  learn  that 
when  he  describes  what  has  been  proposed 
as  the  most  complete  form  of  spoliation — 
that  more  masterly  completeness  of  spo- 
liation has  been  shown  elsewhere.  I  will 
now  say  a  few  words  on  what  fell  from  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) ;  but  any 
objections  I  may  have  felt  to  the  tone  of 
'*  No  surrender  '*  in  the  greater  part  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech  vanished  when  I  heard 
two  sentences  towards  the  close.  He  said 
—I  quote  from  the  report  in  The  Times, 
which  I  cannot  doubt  is  accurate,  for  it  is  so 
like  language  which  I  have  heard  before — 

"  Your  Lordships  are  always  disposed  to  yield 
as  far  as  you  can  to  deliberately  expressed  and 
well-asoertained  opinions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons." 

And  he  added — 

**  And  it  must  be  a  very  decided  expression  of 
opinion  to  alter  my  judgment  on  such  a  ques- 
tion." 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble  Earl  will 
contradict  me. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  Tes;  I  am 
sorry  to  correct  my  noble  Friend.  What 
I  referred  to  was  the  ascertained  opinion 
of  the  country,  not  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  The  fault  is  not 
mine,  it  is  that  of  the  very  accurate  reporter 
of  The  Times;  but  the  correction  suits  my 
purpose  as  well.  But  there  are  other  points 
which  have  given  me  pain.  In  my  first 
speech  I  protested,  and  I  think  rightly,  as 
to  the  introduction  of  the  name  of  the  So- 
vereign and  the  Coronation  Oath  into  this 
question.  I  stated  what  was  the  construc- 
tion put  upon  the  Coronation  Oath  by  great 
lawyers  and  great  statesmen.  I  stated — 
what  nobody  can  attempt  to  deny — that 
whatever  the  construction  of  that  Oath  may 
be,  it  applies  equally  to  the  colonies  and 
to  the  mother-country.  I  also  reminded 
your  Lordships  that  the  present  Sovereign 
has  on  several  occasions,  by  the  advice  of 
different  Ministers,  and  on  one  occasion  by 
the  advice  of  a  Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
specially  summoned  for  the  purpose,  given 
her  assent  to  Bills  disestablishing  various 
Churches  in  the  colonies.  I  might  have 
added  that  it  was  done  with  the  full  con- 
sent and  approbation  of  one  who  well  knew 
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the  rights  and  duties  of  the  BriUsh  Crown 

— the  most  sagacious  and  most  beloved 

councillor  and  guide  that  any  Sovereign  or 

woman  ever  had.     Well,  the  noble  Earl 

after  this,  referring  to  my  having  depr^ 

cated  any  discussion  on  this  point,  made  a 

declaration  which  if  he  had  been  a  novice, 

instead  of  the  greatest  debater,  perhaps, 

in  the  world,  would  have  convinced  me  bs 

was  unable  to  deal  with  facts,  and  hai 

preferred   making  his  speech   as  he  hsj 

originally  prepared  it.     He  said— > 

"  Tou  cannot  relieve  the  Soverei^^  from  tbt 
obligations  of  the  Oath.  She  is  bound  to  protsit 
when,  in  acting  on  Her  Minister's  advice,  sin 
takes  a  step  in  direct  violation  of  ber  solemn  di* 
claration  and  Oath  that  she  will  maintain  inviolati 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland." 

The  noble  Earl  goes  on  to  add  that— 

«  The  Oath  would  be  violated  if  Her  Majsity 
endorsed  a  proposal  to  disendow  or  disestabliih 
that  which  she  has  sworn  to  maintain  imoli- 
citly." 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  understand  this  ar^go- 
ment.  Either  one  thing  or  another.  Does 
the  noble  Earl  deny  the  statement  I  hsfi 
quoted  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY :  I  eertablydo 
not  recogniie  my  speech  in  that  ststa- 
ment. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  It  is  a  very  lin- 
gular thing  that  the  noble  Earl  should  Dst 
recognize  his  speech,  of  which  I  bdiett 
every  noble  Lord  on  this  side  rememben, 
if  not  the  words,  at  least  the  aubstanee ; 
and  it  has  been  reported  by  accurate  is- 
porters  in  the  morning  papers.     I  say  Ho 
not  understand  his  argument.    Either  tbflit 
must  be  that  which   I  have  described— 
namely,  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  thft 
Sovereign  to  adhere  to  the  law  as  it  isnov^ 
or  as  it  may  be,  or  it  is  an  Oath  to  Go& 
from  which  no  earthly  power  can  abaoIflB 
her.     The  noble  Earl  repeated  twice  tW 
there  were  some  persons  who  seemed 
think  the  Queen  could  have  no  opioiois « 
and  had  no  personal  obligations.     I  do  dcp^ 
know   to   whom   he  could  allude — not,   ^ 
think,   to  any  Peer  on   this   side  of  th^ 
House,  for  we  are  as  zealous  as  himsdf  c^' 
the  Queen's  Prerogative,  and  as  devotedl^^ 
loyal  to  Her  Majesty's  person.  The  Qsse^^ 
has  exercised  during  a  long  and  suecenfi^^ 
reign  a  beneficial  influence  on  the  coart^ 
of  public  affairs.     It  haa  hecn  great  tn^ 
beneficial  in  consequence  of  Her  Msjeitv*^ 
intimate  knowledge  both  of  the  prtncipM** 
and  details  of  our  Oonstitation,  and  bs* 
cause  her  people  believe  and  know  ^ 
she  never  has  moved,  and  never  will  novs^ 
even  under   injudicioua  adviee,  one  task 
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Erom  the  path  which  she  belieTes  the  Con- 
ititDtkni  preteribes.     The  noble  Earl,  on 
I  former  oeeasion,  pledged  the  majority  of 
;hia  Hoose— greatly  increased  by  the  chi- 
ralroDt,  thongh,  I  tliiok,  mistaken,  feelings 
irhieh  have  animated  the  Episcopal  Bench, 
and  Dofc  inconsiderably  increased   by  the 
Domerons  creations  of  the  last  two  years — 
to  reject  this  measure  before  it  had  seen 
the  light,  and  before  it  was  known  by  what 
najorities  in  the  other  House  it  would  come 
recommended  to  yoor  Lordships.    I  bolicTe 
the  effect  of  that  threat  was  to  give  strength 
ind  spirit,  if  it  did  not,  as  some  positively 
issert,  increase  the  numbers  of  the  ma- 
|ority  in  the  other  House ;  and  I  have  al- 
ways  felt  that  the  mention  of  that  threat 
Bight  have  the  same  effect  upon  the  coun- 
try.   If  there  was  no  qualification,  I  feared 
in  exciting  and  dangerous  effect ;  but  the 
words  which  I  have  already  quoted  from 
the  noble  Earl's  speech  will,  I  hope,  induce 
the  people  to  see  that  all  that  is  required 
b  for  the  constituencies  to  enable  the  next 
Parliament  to  give  a  very  decided  opinion 
in  order  to  destroy  opposition  in  this  House, 
and  that  it  will  offer  no  stolid  obstacle  to 
tbeir  wishes.     With  this   feeling  I  trust 
they  will  calmly  and  dispassionately — for  I 
like  the  words,  though  they  grate  upon  the 
noble   Marquess's  ears  —  that  they   will 
calmly  and  dispassionately  examine  the  ar- 
f^aments  to  which  I  believe  the  debate  in 
joar  Lordships'    House  has   made   such 
Viloable  additions.     I  have  little  doubt  of 
ibe  result.     There  will  be  great  difficulty 
iQ  Bettling  some  of  the  details  for  the  dis- 
ettiblishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ;  much 
time  will  be  taken  to  make  the  preliminary 
smngements ;  but  in  a  very  few  months 
t^s  bittle  of  justice  and  religious  equality 
*j[sio8t  an  ascendancy  which  is  politically 
wrong,  ftDd  is   injurious  to  the  Protestant 
f^iRion  will  be  fought  and  will  be  won. 

The  Archbishop  of  ARMAGH  :  In 
cxplanntion,  I  beg  to  say  that  there  is  a 
vide  difference  between  the  application  of 
^  words  which  fell  from  me  the  other 
•vening,  and  of  those  which  the  noble  Earl 
1"«  referred  to.  The  words  "  The  Irish 
^  sliens  in  blood,  languoge,  and  reli- 
Si^f**  were  taken  up  as  an  offence  to  the 
Iriih  nation.  The  words  I  used  were  used 
™» sense  very  different.  They  were  not 
loteoded  to  be  offensive.  What  I  said  was 
tittt  the  700,000  Irish  Churchmen  were 
Bst  aliens,  but  were  of  the  same  blood  as 
joonelves,  and  I  said  so  because  I  wanted 
to  ihow  our  claim  to  your  consideration 
iad  to  jastice. 


On  Question,  Tbat  ("  now  ")  stand  Part 
of  the  Motion  ?— Contents  97  ;  Not-Con- 
tents  192 :  Majority  95. 
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Denbigh,  E.  Lyttelton,  L. 
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Brougham  and  Vaux,  L.  ricarde.) 

CAlthorpo,  L.  Stafford,  L. 

Camoys,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Cnrrington,  L.  Stratheden,  L. 

Chesham,  L.  Sudelcy,  L. 

Churchill,  L.  Sund ridge,  L  (D.ilr^20 

Clandeboye,  L.  {L.Duf^  Taunton,  L. 

ferin  and  Clanehoye.)    Truro,  L. 
Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  L.    Vnux  of  Harrowden,  L. 

Cranworth,  L.  Vivian,  L. 
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Grey,  E.    [TelUr.^ 
Haddington,  E. 
Hardwicko,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Hillsborough,    E.    (M. 

Downihire.) 
Home,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 

Leven  and  Melville,  E. 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Malmesbury,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Man  vers,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Poytarlington,  E. 
Poulett,  E. 
Powis,  E. 
Romney,  E. 
Rosslyn,  E. 
Sandwich,  E. 
Selkirk,  E. 
Shrewsbury,  E. 
Stanhope,  £. 
Stradbroke,  E. 
Strange,  E.  (D.  Alhol) 
Tankerville,  E. 
Vane,  E. 
Verulam,  £. 
Westmoreland,  E, 
Wilton,  £. 

Winohllsea    and    Not- 
tingham, E. 

Bangor,  V, 
Bolingbroke     and     St. 

John,  V. 
Canterbury,  V. 
Olancarty,  V.  (JS.  Clan- 

earty.) 


De  Veioi,  V. 
Dofieraile,  V. 
Ezmouth,  V. 
Hardinge,  V. 
Ha  warden,  V, 
Hereford,  V. 
Hill,  V. 
Hood,  V. 
Sidmouth,  V. 
Strathallan,  V. 
Templetown,  V. 

Bangor,  Bp. 
Carlisle,  Bp. 
Durham,  Bp. 
Ely,  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

Bp. 
Killaloe,  Ao.,  Bp. 
Kilmore,  Ac.,  Bp. 
Lincoln,  Bp. 
Litchfield,  Bp. 
Llandaff,  Bp. 
London,  Bp. 
Manchester,  Bp. 
Meath,  Bp. 
Oxford,  Bp. 
Ripon,  Bp. 
Rochester,  Bp. 
Salisbury,  Bp. 
Woroester,  Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 
Aveland,  L. 
Bagot,  L. 
Berwick,  L. 
Blayney,  L. 
Bolton,  L. 
Boston,  L. 
Brancepeth,     L.      ( V, 

Boyne.) 
Braybrooke,  L. 
Brodrick,  L.  ( F.  ^Mle- 

ion.) 
Castlemaine,  L. 
Chaworth,  L.  {E,M6<ah) 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Churston,  L. 
Clarina,  L. 
Clements,  L.  (E,  L&i- 

trim.') 
Clinton,  L. 
Clonbrook,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colonsay,  L. 
Colville  of  Culrots,  L. 

Congleton,  L. 
Conyers,  L. 
Crewe,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Delamere,  L. 
De  L'Isle  and  Dudley,  L. 
Denman,  L. 
De  Ross,  L. 
De  Saumarez,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Dunboyne,  L. 
Dunmore,  L.   {E.  Dun- 
more,) 
Egerton,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 


Famham,  L. 
Feversham,  L. 
Fitzwalter,  L. 
Gage,  L.  ( V.  Oage.) 
Orantley,  L. 


BajleiglifL. 
Redesdale,  L. 
Rivers,  L. 
Sa]tertlbrd,L.  (E,  (W- 

tOWH*) 


Grinstead,  L.  (E,   En-  Saltoan,  L. 

nitkilien.)  Scarsdale,  L. 

Hartismere,      L.      (L.  Sheffield,  L.  {E.  «SXi/. 

Hmniker.)  field,) 

Hay,  L.  (E.  KirmotU.)  Sherborne,  L. 

Hylton,  L.  Silohester,  L.(£.Xaiy> 

Inohiquin,  L.  f<^') 

Kesteven,  L.  Skelmersdale,  L. 

Kilmaine,  L.  Sondes,  L. 

Kingston,  L.  {E,  King-  Southampton,  L. 

$Um.)  Stewart  of  Gariiss,  L 

Lilford,  L.  (E.  OaXUnoay,) 

Lovel  and  Holland,  L.  St.  John  of  Bletso,  L 

{E,  EamotU.)  Strathnaim,  L. 

Lytton,  L.  Strathspey,  L.  (JS.5mk 

Moore.    L.    (M,    Dro-  field.) 

gheaa.)  Templemore,  L. 

Northwick,  L.  Thurlow,  L. 

O'Neill,  L.  Tredegar,  L. 

Oriel,  L.(F.ifa«<«r«0iM)  Tyrone,  L.  (if.  WaHer* 

Ormathwaite,  L.  ford,) 

Ormonde,  L.    (Jf.  Or-  Vernon,  L. 

monde,)  Walsingbam,  L. 

Penrhyn,  L.  Wemyss,        L.      (X 

Raglan,  L.  Wemyn.) 

Ravenswoith,  L.  Wharncliflb,  L. 

Resol'eed  in  the  Negative,  and  Bill  tobi 
read  2*  on  this  Day  Sim  Months^ 

ADMIBALTT  SUITS  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  ProoMi* 
ings  instituted  by  the  Admiralty,  and  for  otiMf 
Purposes  connected  therewith  —  Was  prwestw 
by  The  Lord  Siloustib  ;  read  1*.  (No.  18S.) 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT     (1866)     AXW^' 
KENT  BILL    [h.L.]    (nO.    185)  —  A  Bill  tO 

amend  the  Contagions  Diseases  Act,  1868! 
Also, 

LODGEES   FROFERTT   FBOTECTIOIT  BILL  [h^] 

(no.  186)  —A  BiU  to  protect  the  Proper^  ^ 
Lodgers :  And  also, 

CaiLUEEN,    &C.     PROTECTION      BILL     [h.lJ 

(no.  187)— a  Bill  for  the  better  ProteotU* 
of  Children.  Servants,  and  Apprentices : 

Were  severally  presenUd  by  The  Marquess  Tfl«^* 
SHiifD ;  read  1*. 

House  a<youmed  at  Three  o'dook,  ^ 
to  half  past  Tin  o'ctoii' 
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ffOirSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Monday  J  June  29,  1868. 

— Coamittee  b.p. 
Pciue  &U4 — Ordered  —  Portpatriok  lUid  Bel- 
kA  iod  Gonntj  Down  Railway  Companies  * ; 
UbA  (Ireland)  * ;  Tarnpike  Tnuts  Arrange- 

Fim  Beading ^-JlUi  (Ireland)*  [199];  Turn* 
pike  Trusti  Arrangements  *  [200] ;  Port- 
patriek  and  Belfast  and  Countj  Down  Railway 
Companies*  [201];  Colonial  Goyemors' Pen- 
■ons  Aet  Amendment  *  [802]. 

Steand  BtacUnff  —  Metropolitan  Police  Funds 
[138];  Poor  KeUef*  [186];  Municipal  Elec- 
tions (Scotland)*  [189];  Contagious  Diseases 
Aet  (1860)  Amendment*  [193];  Medway  Re- 
gaktion  Act  Oontinnance*  [196];  Sale  of 
Psisoos  and    Pharmaoy    Aot    Amendment* 

CffsmtftM— Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  *  [69] ; 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  (re-eomm,)* 
[111]:  Regulation  of  Railways*  [142]  — b.p.  ; 
Local  Goyemment  Supplemental  ( No.  8)  {re- 
ceim.)*  [191];  Curragh  of  KUdare  (re- 
eomsi.)*  [192]  ;  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  [187];  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Mwket  (rv-cowwn.)*  [1J*9],  debtkie  further  ad- 
jwmed;  Bank  of  Bombay*  [178];  New  Zea- 
isod  (LogislatiTB  Council)*  [186];  Prisons 
(Seotiaad)  Adnainisiration  Ajots  Amendment 
(rf.e98mi.)*  [197]  —  R.P. ;  Bankruptcy  Aot 
(1861)  Amendment*  [145]--b.p. 

E^ort — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners*  [69]; 
lead  Wfiu  ELegiatration  (Scotland)  (rf-«0mm.  )* 
[111] ;  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  8) 
(jv-covm.)  *  [191] ;  Curragh  of  Kildare  {re- 
cmm)*  [192];  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  [187];  Bank  of  Bombay*  [178]; 
New  Zealand  (Legislative  CouncU)*  [185]. 

Ctntiitnd  ae  emended  —  Consular  Marriages  * 
[188]  ;  Bank  Holidays  and  BUls  of  Exchange  * 
(180J. 

2aw«f  Reading —  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental (No.  8)  {re-wmm,)*  [191];  Courta  of 
Iaw  Fees  Ac.  (Scotland)*  [158];  County 
General  Assessment  (Scotland)*  [172]. 


AKMT— SHORNCLIFFE  CAMP. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  VANDERBTL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  uk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  a  Notice  which  was  given  by  bis 
Department  to  terminate,  as  on  the  let  of 
April  last,  the  monopoly  which  has  for 
many  years  existed,  and  still  prcTails,  in 
the  supply  of  Malt  Liquors  to  the  Troops 
at  Shorncliffe  Camp  has  been  withdrawn  ; 
uid  whether  it  is  intended  to  continue  such 
nonopoly  ? 

Stt  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re. 
ptj,  that  the  Notice  given  to  terminate  the 
noaopoly  in  the  supply  of  Malt  Liquors  to 
^  Troops  at  Shorncliffe  had  not  been 


withdrawn,  and  it  was  not  intended  that 
the  monopoly  should  be  continued.  Nego- 
tiations were  in  progress  for  purchasing 
the  rights  of  the  person  having  the  mono- 
poly, but  some  little  time  would  probably 
elapse  before  the  question  would  be  settled. 

ARMY- THE  86xh  REGIMENT. 
QUSSTION. 

Mn.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
The  number  of  Lieutenant  Colonels  who 
have  commanded  the  86th  Regiment  since 
January,  1862  ;  the  number  of  different 
Stations  at  which  the  86lh  Regiment  has 
been  quartered  during  the  last  three  years, 
including  removals  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  and  Mauritius  ;  whether  it  be  true 
that  the  sum  of  five  shillings  a«day,  allowed 
for  sixteen  days  to  the  Officers  of  the  86th 
Regiment  on  arrival  at  Algoa  Bay,  to 
compensate  for  unavoidable  expenses  and 
loss  of  mess,  has  been  since  stopped  out  of 
the  pay  of  the  Officers  by  Orders  from 
home ;  whether  the  Colonial  allowance  of 
\s.  6d.  per  diem  allowed  at  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  has  been  since  stopped,  and 
Officers  compelled  to  re-fund  that  sum  ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  tlie  admis- 
sions into  the  Hospital  in  1868,  of  Men, 
Women,  and  Children  of  the  86th  Regi- 
ment were  in  January  370  men,  45  women, 
68  children ;  February,  320  men,  39  wo- 
men, 61  children  ;  March,  257  men,  35 
women,  47  children;  April,  175  men,  27 
women,  38  children :  whether  he  has  any 
ohjcction  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  of 
Medical  Officers  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  Port  Elizabeth,  shadowing  forth  what 
would  happen  if  the  Regiment  was  sent 
to  the  Mauritius  ;  and  all  Correspondence 
between  the  Medical  Officers  and  the  au- 
thorities at  the  Mauritius  regarding  the 
landing  of  the  Regiment  during  the  epi- 
demic ;  and,  whether  it  be  true  that  it  is 
contemplated  sending  the  86th  Regiment 
to  India  in  its  present  reduced  and  sickly 
state  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  ho  would  give  the  best  Answer  to  the 
seven  Questions  .that  he  could.  The  num- 
ber of  Lieutenant  Colonels  who  had  com- 
manded the  86th  Regiment  in  the  term 
specified  was  fife  ;  and  the  Stations  at 
which  it  had  been  quartered  in  the  last 
three  years  were  Gibraltar,  the  Cape,  and 
the  Mauritius.  It  was  not  the  case  that  the 
allowance  of  5s,  per  day  had  been  stopped 
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from  the  OflSccrs' pay,  but  a  smaller  aU  Mr.    SCLATER- BOOTH,   in    replj, 

lowance,  known   as   the  Field  allowance,  stated  that  the  Commission  appointed  to 

had  been  stopped,  and  that  was  probably  inquire  into  the  alleged  grieTances  of  the 

the  origin  of  tho  hon.  Member's  Question.  Clerks  in  the  Customs  had  concluded  a 

The  Colonial  allowance  of  Is,  6d,  per  day  portion  of  their  inquiry,  and  he  hoped  that 

at  the  Cape  was  stopped  under  a  misap-  the  Report  would  be  in  the  hands  of  the 

prehension,  but  it  was  now  to  be  re-com-  Treasury  before  the  close  of  the  Session, 
menced.     With  respect  to  the  admissions 

into  hospital,  he  regretted  to  say  that  he  IRELAND—RECORDS. — QUESTION, 

believed  the  numbers  given  in  the  Question  ^^  Q'BEIRNE  said,  he  also  wished  to 

to  be  subs  antially  correct.     He  should  be  ^^^  ^^^  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 

Tcry  unwilhng  to  produce    he  Correspond-  ^^^^^  ^^^  Governm'ent  intend  taking,  doring 

ence  referred  to  in  the  latter  part  of  the    .1  ^   x   o^.-:-- a  ^xT.^  >*-Zi 


-,       .  Ill        J  xi     1.  '^    %r     1.  the  present  Session,  any  and  what  stSM 

Question  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  f^^  ,;„dering  ar.ilable  to  the  Iri.h  pobli. 

would  not  press  for  it.     In  answer  to  ran-  jj,,  „„„erou8  and  very  important  PoUie 

oas  Questions  that  had  been  put  he  had  j^^^^^  ^^,^^j      j^  Ireland,  which  are  pre- 

aljrnys  stated  the  exact  posi  ion  of  affairs  ^^^^j  ^^  ^j,^  ^^^^  q^^       London,  wd 

with  respect  to  this  Regiment  at  tho  Mao-  ^^  ^,,5^,,  j,,^  ,„^„tjj,„  ^^  ^^^  QoremmMt 

ritius.  and,  amongst  other  things,  that  in  ^^^  ^-^^^^  f^„^  ,i„^^  .     ^^^^  Chirf 

consequence  of  the  circumstances  under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutennit  ? 
which    the  Regiment    landed,   the   Com-        Ma.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  replj. 

m«nder-iii-Cinef  had  sent  out  an  Order  for  ^^^^  ^^  ^^,  „^j  ^^^^^  ^,,^4  ^^^^  ^^  f^ 

*  ^?V^  "-^u*'? n""''"TV*f  t'  *°  ''*  •"':  Portant  Public  Records  to  which  the  Qms- 

worded.     Tha    Report  had  been  received  '.^^  ^f  „,^  ,,^„  M^^b„  ^^^^^^    H,  ^ 

and  submitted  o  him  (Sir  John  Pak.ngton),  i„f„„ed  that  there  were  no  Records  r»- 

but  he  was  reluctant^  obliged  to  concur  ^^^.      ^^  i,.^,^„j  -^  ^,,g  ^^^^^^  Office,  bit 

in  the  opinion  of  his  Royal  Highness,  that  th„o%ere  entries  in  the  Rolls  of  Oh.nceT 

that  Report  was  not  satisfactory.     In  con-  ^„j  ^^^^  Courts,  which  it  had  been  p«^- 
sequence  of  that  decision  the  Commander-  j  ^^  transcribe,  in  order  to  Ihcir  b^sff 

in-Chief  had  communicated  to  the  General  ^      ^^  ;„  the  Dublin  Office.     This  «• 

commanding  at  Mauritius,  his  opinion  on  ^^.     ^  ^^^  „j  exfeuae.  and  might 

the  subject.     Justice  had  been  done,  and  ^^  poJtponid  until  the  other  questions  »- 

he  thought  no  good  effect  "ould  be  pro-  i^ti;;^  ,^  ^,,6  Irish  Record.,  were  deciW 

duced  by  reviving  the  subject     There  was  .     j,,^  jj^^j^^  ^f  the  Rolls, 
no  intention  of  sending  the  Regiment  to 

India,  nor  did  he  believe  that  such  an  in-        rpjjg  LEOMINSTER  MAGISTRATES, 
tention  had  ever  exiated.  queshon. 

Mr.  p.  a.   TAYLOR   said,  he  would 

CLERKS  IN  THE  CUSTOMS  DEPART-  y^^^  ,^  ^^^  ,y^^  Secretary  of  State  for  tha 

^  M EN  r.— QUESTION.  i^^^^  Department,  Whether  his  attentioo 

Mr.  0*BEIRNE  said,  ho  wished  to  ask  has  been  called  to  a  report  stating  that  the 

the   Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  Leominster  Magistrates  have  recently  fined 

the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  some  boys  1$.  and  costs,  or  in  default  leren 

the  grievances  complained  of  by  the  Clerks  days'  imprisonment,  for  plajfing  cricket  oD 

in  tho  various  Departments  of  the  Customs  Sunday  ;  and,  whether  he  considers  bqcI^ 

Imve  concluded  their  labours  ;  and,  whether  conviction  in  accordance  with  the  Law? 
tho  result  of  the  comparison  which  they  have        Mr.  GATKORNE  HARDY,  in  replft 

instituted  between  the  duties  performed  by  said,  that  the   clerk   to   the    justicei  ^^ 

the  Clerks  in  the  Departments  of  Account  Leominster  had  written  to  him  to  explsii^ 

in  the  Customs  and   Inland  Revenue  De-  that  there  had  been  no  conviction  befot* 

partments  respectively  has  been  such  as  them  of   boys  for  playing  at   cricket  Oil 

to  prove  that  the  duties  performed  by  the  Sundays.     A  great  number  of  boys  bil 

Clerks  in   the  former  are  as  arduous  and  been  in  the  habit  of  playing  at  cricket  in  i 

important  as  those  performed  by  the  Clerks  field   of    growing  grass,   and   some   were 

in  the  latter  Department ;  and,  if  so,  whe-  brought  before  the  magistrates  and  fined 

ther  it  is  proposed  to  placo  tho  Clerks  in  Is,  and  costs,  which  fines  were  immediatd} 

tho  several  Offices  of  Account  in  the  Cus-  paid.     The  offence  had  nothing  to  do  witk 

toms  on  the  same  footing  as  to  salary  as  its  being  Sunday,  for  they  would  hare  beet 

the  Clerks  in  the  Inland  Revenue  ?  equally  summoned  for  playing  in  ibis  fisll 

Sir  John  Palington 
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ea  loj  other  day.  With  regard  to  such  a 
eonfietlon  being  eontrary  to  lair,  the  hon. 
Member  iroald  find  in  the  7 let  Tolume  of 
Hwtard,  third  series,  an  opinion  giyen 
by  Sir  Frederiok  Pollock  on  this  'subject. 

CfDU— THE   MUTINT  MEDAL. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  ADAM  said,  be  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  When  the 
Correspondence,  mored  for  on  the  22nd 
Mireh  1867,  relative  to  the  grant  of  the 
Medal  to  Troops  and  Police  engaged  in 
iQppretsing  the  Mutiny  and  Bebellion  in 
the  Bombay  Presidencj  during  the  years 
1857, 1858,  1859,  &e.  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table;  and,  whether,  taking  into  con- 
nderation  the  acrvioea  performed  by  the 
Troops  and  Police  so  engaged,  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
order  the  Grant  of  the  Medal  to  them  ? 

Sia  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  the  Papers  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Geotleman  had  been  received^  from 
Bombay.  They  formed  three  very  large 
Tolomes,  which  it  would  be  impossible  to 
prodace  to  the  House  in  full ;  but  Mr. 
Loshiogton,  the  late  Commissioner  of  Po- 
liee  at  Bombay,  had  noir  the  volumes  in 
bis  possession,  and  had  undertaken  to  mark 
the  despatches  which  it  wonld  be  desirable 
to  prodace.  He  might  inform  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  had  written  a  despatch 
by  the  last  mail  to  India,  with  respect  to 
the  question  of  extending  the  grant  of  the 
laditn  Mutiny  Medal.  He  had  resolved 
that  it  should  be  given  to  all  persons  who 
hsd  performed  service  against  the  mutineers 
or  rebels,  including  amongst  the  latter  all 
who  had  made  common  cause  with  them. 
The  word  persons  would  include  Police, 
and  he  hoped  the  settlement  of  the  question 
voald  be  satisfactory. 

REFINING  OF  SUGAR  AT  COLOGNE. 

QUESTION. 

Ma.  CRAWFORD  said,  be  wished  to 
uk  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
a  statement  of  the  particulars  and  results 
of  the  experiments  in  the  Re6ning  of  Sugar 
eoodocted  at  Cologne  previous  to  the  Con* 
yention  of  November  1864,  the  same  hav- 
ing been  already  published  by  authority 
io  Holland  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply,  that 
BO  publication  of  the  details  of  these  experi- 
ments had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Commis- 
*HMi ;  nor  was  anyone  authorised  by  them  to 


make  experiments.  He  heard  that  a  Mr. 
Lottman,  who  was  employed  by  the  Dutch 
to  watch  the  proceedings,  did  make  private 
experiments  and  had  published  the  results; 
but  he  understood  that  these  were  per- 
formed and  published  entirely  on  his  own 
responsibility  and  not  on  that  of  the  Go* 
vemment  of  Holland.  A  blue  book  would 
shortly  be  issued  by  the  Foreign  Office, 
which  wonld  afford  all  the  information  that 
could  be  given  in  regard  to  the  experimenta 
at  Cologne. 

ARMT— QUEEN'S  REGULATIONS,  1868. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  he  would  beff  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  paragraph  165,  of  the  Queen's 
Regulations,  1868,  "the  Commander-in- 
Chief  will  in  all  oases  select  the  senior 
officer  who  may  have  qualified  for  promotion 
to  the  higher  grade,"  will  in  all  cases 
be  complied  witb  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  refer  to  the  paragraph  in  question, 
he  would  find  it  applied  only  to  the  cases 
of  the  promotion  of  officers  who  had  neg- 
lected to  pass  the  necessary  examination. 
He  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief would  carry  out  the  regu- 
lation. 

RELIGIOUS  SERVICES   IN  THE  INDIAN 
ARMY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  he  would  beg  also 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  reference  to  his  statement  that  a  room 
had  been  provided  in  quarters  in  India  to 
be  used  by  the  Protestant  soldiers  for  read- 
ing and  prayer,  but  that  the  Order  in  ques- 
tion did  not  apply  to  Catholic  soldiers  as 
they  had  not  asked  for  anything  of  the 
kind  and  were  not  likely  to  do  so.  Whe- 
ther he  can  state  what  applications  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  by  Protestant 
soldiers  ;  and,  whether  there  will  be  any 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  Military  autho- 
rities on  the  ground  of  discipline  or  the 
regulations  of  the  service  to  Catholic  sol- 
diers in  Her  Majesty's  service  signing 
petitions  or  making  other  written  applica- 
tion asking  for  similar  privileges  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  thought  the  moat  satis- 
factory way  of  dealing  with  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  to  forward  a 
copy  of  it  to  the  Governor  General,  and 
call  his  attention  to  the  matter. 


807 


ImporMion  of 


{COMMONSI 


Foreign  SM(m$. 


90B 


PATENTS  OF  QUEEN'S  COUNSEL  AND 
OF  PRECEDENCE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he-  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  would  ob- 
ject to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a 
Return  from  the  time  when  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  Brougham  became  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  the  number  of  Barristers  who 
have  receired  Patents  of  Precedency  and 
Patents  constituting  them  of  Council  to 
the  Crown,  commonly  called  Queen's 
Counsel  or  King's  Counsel,  distinguishing 
in  such  Return  the  number  of  Barristers 
receiving  such  Patents  respectively  during 
the  holding  of  the  Great  Seal  by  each  Lord 
Chancellor  respectively,  and  stating  the 
date  of  the  call  to  the  Bar  of  each  such 
Barrister  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  request  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
for  a  Return  on  the  subject. 

METROPOLIS— ORNAMENTAL  WATER 
IS   REGENTS  PARK.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  way  in  which  the  work  con- 
nected with  the  Ornamental  Water  in  the 
Regent's  Park  is  being  carried  out,  and 
whether  the  gradients  have  not  been  made 
at  an  angle  extremely  dangerous  in  the 
event  of  any  persons,  especially  children, 
slipping  into  the  water  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  way  in 
which  the  works  connected  with  the  Orna- 
mental Water  in  the  Regent's  Park  was 
being  carried  out.  There  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  it  was  likely  to  be 
dangerous  to  children  who  might  slip  into 
the  water  ;  but  the  question  was  under  his 
consideration,  and  if  it  should  appear  that 
any  serious  danger  was  likely  to  occur,  he 
should  consider  whether  some  protection 
could  not  be  afforded. 

DISINTEGRATION   OF   SEWAGE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  certain  experiments  recently 
conducted  on  a  large  scale  at  Tottenham, 
for  disintegrating  the  impurities  of  Sewage 
Water  by  an  admixture  of  alum  ;  whether 
the  Government  have  called  the  attention: 


of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  the 
successful  results  of  these  experiments, 
with  a  view  to  the  remedy  of  the  evils 
complained  of  at  Barking  as  arising  from 
the  system  of  Metropolitan  Drainage  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Report  of  these  experiments, 
and  Copy  of  any  Correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  upon  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE    HARDY  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  experiments  at  Tottenham 
had  been  carried  on  by  the  local  autho- 
rities who   had   sent   him    a  letter,  from 
which  he  gathered  that  the  experimeols 
had  not  been  so  satisfactory  as  his  hoo. 
Friend  seemed  to  suppose.    He  thought  be 
should  be  going  out  of  his  way  if  he  were 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject.   Tv« 
experiments  had  been  made  by  different 
persons,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  gather, 
they  had  not  been  so  successful  as  experi- 
ments made  with  lime.     At  present  the 
fertilizing  properties  of  the  residuum  hid 
not  been  ascertained.     No  Report  on  the 
subje9t  had  come  before  the  Government. 

IMPORTATION   OF  FOREIGN   RIBBONS. 

QTTESTION. 

Mr.  EATON  said,  ha  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  if 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  state- 
ment lately  published  calling  in  queatioB 
the  accuracy  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Retomi 
of  Foreign  Ribbons  imported  into  this 
country  ;  what  is  the  system  pursued  bf 
the  Customs  House  authorities  in  order  tt 
ascertain  the  net  weight  of  silk  and  satin 
ribbons  imported  ;  and,  whether  the  R^ 
turns  of  those  articles,  as  published  bj  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  to  be  looked  upon  as  subeUffl- 
tially  correct  or  not  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  this  state- 
ment by  tho  hon.  Member  for  Covestrji 
and  ho  had,  in  consequence,  caused  ioqai- 
ries  to  be  made  at  the  Customs.    He  foooi 
that  the  Customs  authorities  obtained  their 
information  with  regard  to  silks,  as  in  thi 
case  of  other  articles  free  of  duty,  from  dw 
person  who  cleared  the  goods  for  the  mtf* 
chant  and  passed  the  entry.  The  net  weight 
was  taken  from  the  gross  weight,  allowance 
being  made  for  tare.      When  daty  wai 
charged  this  computation  was,  of  eonne, 
accurate,  and  in  the  case  of  velvets,  when 
the  same  method  of  packing  continaed,  tha 
Returns  were  still  very  correct.    They  were 
so,  too,  when  made  by  some  one  aeqnaintad 
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with  the  caatom  of  the  trade,  bat  when  made 

bj  nere  cmrrien  tbej  were»  no  doubt,  less 

aeeorate.     It  did  not,  howe?er,  follow  that, 

beeanse  two  parcels  of  the  aame  gross 

weight    were    returned    at  different    net 

weights,  there  was  necessarily  inaccuracy, 

beeanse  some  were  packed  in  wood,  others  in 

paper.    The  Customs  did  their  best  to  ob- 

taio  precision,  and  sometimes  opened  parcels 

and  insisted  on  amended  entries.     When 

the  onit  of  entry  system  pre?  ailed  Be  turns 

were   more  accurate,  on  account  of  the 

penny  stamp,  but  this  had  been  given  up, 

u  an  impediment  to  trade.     The  invoice 

wsi  of  no  assistance,  as  silks  and  ribbons 

wen  not  sold  by  weight,  but  by  the  piece 

or  length.     These   Returns   were  so  far 

uefsl  that  they  enabled  a  pretty  accurate 

(ooiparison  to  be  made  between  the  im- 

Kof  different  years.  The  Statistical 
rtment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  could, 
«f  eonne,  only  be  responsible  for  compiling 
eureetly  the  Returns  in  the  Customs  re- 
fUtry,  tlie  accuracy  of  which  they  had  no 
metai  of  testing. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT    AOT   FOR 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

tfi.  PIM  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Ciiief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it 
N  hii  intention  to  lay  upon  the  Table, 
Wore  the  end  of  the  present  Session,  the 
Bill  for  extending  to  Ireland  the  principle 
of  the  Local  Government  (England)  Act, 
1858,  and  the  General  Police  and  Improve- 
aeot  (Scotland)  Act,  1862? 

Tee  Eabl  of  MATO  in  reply,  said,  he 
■opod  within  the  present  week  to  lay  on 
^  table  a  Bill  for  extending  to  Ireland 
tbeprioeiple  of  the  two  Acts  alluded  to  by 
tbe  bon.  Member. 


CBTLON— LIGHTHOUSE  ON  THE  GREAT 
BASSES.— QUESTION. 

Ml.  HANBURY  -  TRACY  said,    ho 

*ovId  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 

^  Board  of  Trade,   Whether   it  is  the 

*KOtion  of  the   Government  to   erect  a 

^^thonse  on  the  Great  Basses,  for  which 

fc  ibipping  of  the  commerce  of  the  East 

^V6  for  years  been  subject  to  a  charge 

*UMmt  any  return  or  advantage  whatever; 

ud,  whether  the  Ceylon  Government  have 

Nt  offered  to  construct  and  maintain  this 

l^bthoQse ;    and,  if   so,   what  objection 

uiils  to  the  proposal  ? 

Hi.  STEPHEN  GAVE  :  It  is  not  the 
ftfii,  Sir,  that  the  shipping  of  the  commerce 


of  the  East  has  been  subject  to  a  chargo 
for   a   Lighthouse  on   the   Great  Bassos 
without   any   return    or   advantage.      No 
charge  has  been  made  in  respect  of  any 
Lighthouse  there.     In  1863  a  Light  Ship 
was  placed  at  the  Littlo  Basses,  and  since 
then  a  toll  of  Id,  per  ton  has  been  im- 
posed on  all  ships  passing  the  Light  which 
enter  or  leare  Dritish  ports.     The  net  re- 
ceipts from  this  toll  are  about  £7,500  a 
year.     Out  of  this  has  to  be  paid  interest 
on  the  construction  of  the  Light  Ship,  and 
of  a  spare  Light  Ship,  and  tho  expenses 
of  maintenance,   including  the  crew  and 
tender.  As  regards  tho  erection  of  a  Light- 
house on  the  Great  Basses,    the  Ceylon 
Government  haTO  sent  home  certain  pro- 
posals which  are  totally  inadequate.  Care- 
ful plans  and  estimates  have,  however,  been 
prepared  by  Colonel  Frazer,  who  erected  a 
Lighthouse  on  the  Alguada  Reef,  Bay  of 
Bengal,  and  by  Mr.  Douglas,  engineer  of 
the  Trinity  House,  and  these  are  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the   Colonial   OflSce, 
Board  of  Trade,  and  Trinity  House.  There 
are  considerable  difficulties  both  as  to  the 
work  itself   and   the   mode   of  providing 
funds.     A  Correspondence  on  this  subject 
will  be  found  in  a  Return  laid  on  the  table 
in  1863. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT 
WINDSOR.— QUESTION. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  ho  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  justice  to  the  whole  Vulunteer 
Force,  any  inquiry  has  been  mado,  or  will 
be  made,  to  ascertain  what  Volunteer 
regiments  or  Volunteers  showed  a  want  of 
discipline  at  Windsor  on  Saturday  week 
last;  and  who  arc  the  officers  that  left 
their  regiments  on  that  occasion?  Ho  wished 
to  put  this  further  question,  it  being  stated 
that  one  or  two  companies  of  some  ad- 
ministrative battalions  showed  great  want 
of  subordination,  and  conducted  themselves 
with  impropriety  towards  the  General  in 
command.  If  that  were  proved  was  it 
intended  to  wipe  these  companies  out  of 
the  Volunteer  Army  List^.  There  was  a 
strong  feeling  that  such  a  course  should  be 
pursued,  and  that  no  other  would  be  satis- 
factory. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  Sir,  on 
the  Monday  after  the  review  I  had  a.  con- 
versation with  General  Lindsay  with  regard 
to  the  occurrences  to  which  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord  relates.  Since  that 
time  General  Lindsay  has  been  absent  from 
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London  engaged  in  inspecting  some  regi- 
ments of  Militia  in  Scotland;  but  I  am 
daily  expecting  a  Report  from  General 
Lindsay  of  what  occurred  on  the  day  of 
the  revievf,  and  I  shall  probably  receiTe  it 
to-morrow.  I  have  also  taken  steps  to 
ensure  General  Lindsay's  early  return  to 
London.  Until  I  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  personal  conference  with  General  Lindsay 
I  do  not  think  I  shall  be  justified  in  an- 
nouncing the  measures  I  intend  to  adopt. 
I  intend  to  confer  very  fully  with  him  on 
the  subject,  and  whatever  may  be  the 
course  which  I  ultimately  think  it  right 
to  adopt,  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to  take 
measures  that  will  tend  to  prevent  for  the 
future  any  repetition  of  such  conduct. 

SURGEON  IN  CHIEF  OF   THE    POLICE 
FORCE.— QUESTION. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
upon  the  retirement  of  the  late  Surgeon 
in  Chief  to  the.  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
the  candidates  for  that  office  were  informed 
that  the  restrictions,  debarring  the  holder 
of  that  appointment  from  pursuing  any 
private  or  hospital  practice,  would  continue 
in  force  ;  that  within  a  few  months  of  the 
present  Surgeon,  Mr.  Holmes,  being  nomi- 
nated such  restrictions  were  suddenly  re- 
moved ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that  such 
a  rule,  though  afterwards  relaxed,  pre- 
vented many  distinguished  men  in  the 
medical  profession  from  offering  themselves 
as  candidates  for  that  appointment  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  :  Sir,  as  this 
Question  refers  to  an  arrangement  made 
by  me  three  years  ago,  I  had,  perhaps, 
better  answer  it.  On  the  resignation  of 
Sir  John  Fisher,  the  Chief  Surgeon  to 
the  Metropolitan  Police,  a  question  was 
raised  as  to  the  necessity  or  expediency 
of  continuing  the  prohibition  of  private 
practice.  I  consulted  Sir  John  Fisher  upon 
it,  and  his  opinion  was  that  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  the  police  that  the  Chief 
Surgeon  should  have  hospital  practice;  but 
he  thought  extensive  private  practice  would 
interfere  with  the  duties  of  the  office.  I 
acted  on  this  opinion.  The  office  was  first 
offered  to  Mr.  Pollok,  an  eminent  surgeon, 
of  St.  George*B  Hospital,  who  had,  besides, 
extensive  private  practice.  He  was  un- 
willing to  relinquish  this,  and  therefore 
declined  the  appointment.  It  was  then 
offered  to  and  accepted  by  Mr.  Holmes,  an 
assistant-surgeon  at  St.  George's  Hospital, 
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a  gentleman  also  of  the  highest  repntation 
in  his  profession,  and  of  whose  qaalifiea- 
tions  for  the  office  no  doubt  conld  be  enter- 
tained. After  some  months'  experience  he 
found  that  the  duties  of  the  oflice  did  not 
nearly  occupy  the  whole  of  his  time,  and 
it  was  represented  with  great  force  that 
no  man  in  the  prime  of  life  and  devoted  to 
his  profession  would  permanently  retain  an 
office  which  did  not  fully  occupy  him.  Oa 
a  re'Consideration  of  all  the  facts  of  tbs 
case  I  decided  that  the  restriction  might 
be  relaxed  by  allowing  the  Chief  Suigeoa 
to  practise,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
there  should  be  no  such  absence  fron 
London  as  to  interfere  with  his  primsry 
duty  in  connection  with  the  Police,  vA 
that  the  salary  was  to  be  reduced  from 
£500  to  £300,  the  amount  at  which  H 
had  been  fixed  before  the  restriction  wai 
originally  imposed.  I  have  no  reaaoo(» 
suppose  that  any  inconvenience  has  ariiaa 
from  the  relaxation  of  the  rule;  but  if  thft 
experience  of  the  last  two  years,  with  if- 
spect  to  which  I  have  no  informatioo,  baa 
shown  that  private  practice  has  in  any  de- 
gree interfered  with  the  efficient  dischaifc^ 
of  Mr.  Holmes's  duties,  I  am  sure  thatko 
would  himself  feel  that  he  should  «lhar 
give  up  his  practice  or  resign  the  offiee. 


IRELAND  —  ERECTION    OF  MIUTABr 
STORES  AND  BARRACKS. 

QITESTIOK. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  nid# 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tk^ 
Treasury,  If  the  Treasury  have  the  {•••J 
to  authorize  the  granting  of  Loans  to  wu^ 
Juries  on  the  security  of  the  Coanty  Om^ 
for  the  erection  of  Militia  Stores  tt^ 
Barracks ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  if  tla^ 
intention  of  the  Government  to  apply  t^ 
Parliament  for  such  powers  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  inrtply* 
that  it  appeared,  by  a  recent  Report  frU^ 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  thst  thtr^ 
was  no  power  to  advance  money  for  tb^ 
erection  of  Militia  Stores  and   Barrsdc^ 
by  presentments  from  the  Grand  Juries  i^ 
Ireland,  as  there  was  for  the  erectioo  o^ 
Court  Houses.     He  was  not  aware  that  sa^ 
inconvenience  had  arisen   from   this  £i^ 
ability  ;  but  as  he  found  it  was  a  matter sf 
considerable  interest  and   importance,  Imp 
should   inquire  whether  it   would  not  W 
possible  to  amend  the  law  in  that  respect 
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EJffiMPTION  OF  SCHOOLS  AND  CHA-  f  ®^*'*«'  /^'  ?  Catholic  University  in  Ire- 

BITIES  FROM  POOR  RATES.  *»°^  *   •^^^  ^*  ^'^J^fj^^'^'f^  \ 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  it  was  his 

auBsnoir.  intention  to-morrow  to  lay  on  the  table  of 

.  Mb.  BAINES  said  he  would  beg  to  ask  the  House,  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Arch- 

Itr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  bishop  Leahy  and  Bishop  Doroy ,  and  of 

the  GoTemment  have  come  to  a  decision  his  reply  thereto, 
as  to  the  exemption  of  schools  and  charities 

from  the  recently  declared  liability  to  the  STRAY  DOGS.^QUESTIOX. 

payment  of   poor  rates,  on  which  subject  Mr.  BENTINCK   said,  he  would  beg 

the  present  and  the  late  Goyernment  haye  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

nceifed  important  representations,  and  to  Department,    Whether  he   is  aware   that 

which  they  have  promised  a               ^  tl,o  Commissioner  of  the  City  Police  has, 

iv^^^.^?^®^,^^?°'7?"^^^^^;  under  the  18th  section  of  the  Metropolis 

qUER  said,  in  reply,  that  this  matter  had  gtreete  Act,  fixed  the  Ist  of  July  next  as 

ViMi  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go-  the  date  for  detaining  dogs  unprovided  with 

mment,  and  they  had  come  to  the  con-  muzzles,  instead  of  the  22nd  of  June  last, 

dmon  that  they  could  not  treat  it  as  an  the  date  adopted  by  the  Commissioner  of 

Mhted  question.     The  whole  subject  must  the  Metropolitan  Police  under  the   same 

M  deslt  with  if  any  question  were  raised  section ;   whether  such  want  of  unity  of 

mpsetiDg  the  exemption  of  chariUble  pro-  action  between  the  Police  authorities  is  not 

•^^  J    ,    /^.^®^'  '          ?^®  rise  to  a  ^  j^rious  evil,  and,  whether  he  will  address 

fiist  desl  of  discussion,  and  it  would  be  ^  remonstrance  to  the  City  authorities  as  to 

apwnble  to  deal  with  it  in  the  present  the  folly  and  impolicy  of  their  proceedings 

"•'"•'*'  in  this  respect  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in  re- 

AiWr-OFFICERS  OF  DEPOT  BAT-  ply,  he  was  not  aware  until  his  attention 

TALIONS^QUESTION.  had  been  called  to  the  matter  a  short  time 

Coiom  FRENCH  said,  he  would  beg  »«0'  ?f  ,^^®  existence  of  the  state  of  things 

to  Ilk  the  SecreUry  of  State  for  War,  If  J^  7*^"5h  his  hon.  Friend  referred.     He 

'     hb  ittention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  H*^  "«>  ^^^^''^}  ^^^r  the  City  Police  ;   but 

thit  CircDlar  900,  December  15, 1866,  has  J^®  Metropolitan  Police  had  seized  a  very 

pneticslly  withdrawn  from  the  Officers  of  '^''f  ®  n«in*>er  of  dogs,  and  great  difficulty 

DepotBaitalions  the  privileges  of  exchange  "*^    o««"    experienced    in    disposing    of 

ttd  promotion  by  purchase  which  up   to  ^hem. 

thitdale  they  enjoyed  ;  end,  if  so,  whether  cttppt  y 

it  ii  proposeid  to  make  any  compensation  SUPPLY. 

ibrtholMS  they  have  thns  sustained  ?  Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sn  JOHN    PAKINGTON,   in  reply,  Motion  made,   and  Question  proposed, 

lud,  ko  could  only  repeat   the  Answer  «  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

vkiefa  he  had  given  to  a  similar  Question  Chair.*' 
00  s  former  occasion.     The  greatest  care 

tad  tenderness   had    been   exercised    to-  EMPLOYMENT  OF  DISOnARGED 

wirdi  existing  interests,  but  there  was  no  SOLDIERS.— RESOLUTION. 

WeBtion  to  make  such  compensation   as  Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  in  rising  to 

we  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in-  move,  That  it  is  expedient  to  employ  in 

^^^*  Government   situations   non-commissioned 

oflScers  and  privates  discharged  from  the 

IRELAND-PROPOSED    CATHOLIC  ^''"'7  ''^^^  «<>?^.  cji.^^r^c^er*  ^f]^y   *>«  j»»d 

UNIVERSITY.-QUESTION.  claim  to  no  originality  m  making  such  a 

proposal.     He  found  that  a  Uoyal  Lom- 

SlB  JOHN   GRAY  said,  he  wished  to  mission  which  had  sat  in  1861,  and  had 

•ik  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  \^^^^  presided  over  by  the  noble  Lord  the 

•ill  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a  ^i,^  Member    for  the  East  Riding  (Lord 

Copy  of  the  Letter  of  Archbishop  Leahy  Hotham)  had  reported  as  follows  :— 

wd  Bishop  Dorey,  addressed  to  him  during         ,      .  ,      ,     .^  ^  ^«*  *^ 

A^           ^          Ii!  •        1  *•       *    *i.  "  It  m  ffht  also  be  a  great  encouragement  to 

Oe  present  month  in  relation  to  the  nego-  recruiting  and  to  good  conduct  while  ierviDg,  if  a 

UstioDS  opened  by  the  Government  with  the  preference  were  given  to  pensioners  discharged 

Imh  Catholie  prelates  for  the  granting  of  with  good  oharaotert,  in  filling  up  such  situations 
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ai  porters  and  messengen  in  pablio  offlees,  and  | 
any  of  the  subordinate  appointments  in  the  Ex- 
oiso.  Customs,  Post  OflSce,  and  other  civil  Depart- 
ments, for  which  they  might  be  qualified." 

Again,  a  circular  had  been  issyed  from 
the  War  Department  in  1858,  which  let 
forth  the  opinion  of  tlie  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  as  to  the  advantages  of  employing 
such  men  in  the  War  Department,  and 
laid  down  rules  and  regulations  under 
which  they  might  he  so  employed.  He 
wished  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  furnish  the  House  with  the 
results  of  his  experience  as  to  the  working 
of  that  system,  which  he  belieted  had 
been  rery  successful,  both  in  point  of 
efficiency  and  economy.  It  was  only  fair, 
he  might  add,  that  he  should  refer  to  two 
societies  of  an  independent  character  which 
had  conferred  great  benefits  on  persons 
discharged  from  the  army.  The  one  was 
the  Army  and  Navy  Pensioners'  Employ- 
ment Society,  who  gave  the  following 
account  of  their  operations  : — 

**  In  the  year  1855,  in  consequence  of  the  war 
with  Russia,  men  of  all  ages,  in  large  numbers, 
wore  daily  discharged  from  the  service,  disabled 
by  wounds,  or  from  broken  health  and  other 
causes  unfitted  for  military  duty.  Those  men 
experienced  the  greatest  difficulty,  almost  amount- 
ing to  impossibility,  in  obtaining  any  employment 
to  enable  them  to  support  themselves  and  families. 
The  arrangements  of  the  public  service  did  not 
permit  them  to  receive  pensions  in  any  degree 
adequate  to  their  support,  nor  was  it  desirable  on 
sound  social  principles  that  they  sbojild  be  placed 
beyond  the  general  necessity  of  industrial  occupa- 
tion. In  cases  of  limited  service  the  pensions 
awarded  were  generally  from  fid,  to  8d.  per 
diem,  and  seldom  rose  to  Is,  The  discharged 
soldier  became,  in  consequence,  idle  and  half  des- 
titute, and  rapidly  lost  his  military  instincts  and 
habits  of  discipline  and  order.  The  Council  con- 
sidered that  in  peace,  as  in  war,  such  a  society 
would  be  a  means  of  raising  the  character  of  the 
services,  by  showing  to  the  soldier  and  sailor 
that  in  the  decadence  of  his  powers,  whether 
from  wounds,  climate,  accident,  or  long  service, 
he  was  still  cared  for,  and  could  come  with  his 
good  character  in  his  hand  and  claim  the  aid  of 
the  institution.  From  the  re-constitution  of  the 
society  in  1859,  to  the  present  date,  nearly  4,766 
pensioners  of  good  character  have  been  registered, 
and  2,981  provided  with  employment.  The 
situations  vary  in  value  from  £30  to  £100  or 
more  per  annum ;  the  men  are  recommended  only 
for  such  places  as  their  antecedents  qualify  them 
for,  and  it  is  gratifying  to  the  Council  to  be  able 
to  state  that,  from  the  favourable  reports  received 
both  from  employers  and  the  pensioners  them- 
selves, the  operations  of  the  society  continue  to 
givo  general  satisfaction.  The  Council  is  now 
most  anxious  to  extend  to  pensioners  in  other 
large  cities  the  same  advantages  afforded  by  the 
three  oflSces  now  established  in  London,  Dublin, 
and  Edinburgh.  Though  a  large  amount  of  good 
is  at  present  being  done,  great  disappointment 
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is  oaoied  to  many  pemionen,  who,  mwu»  of  tbe 

existence  of  the  society,  or  recommendfid  bj  olB* 
cers  to  apply  to  it,  still  come  in  large  namben  to 
London,  seeking  its  aid,  which,  under  the  circom- 
stances  stated,  all  cannot  obtain.  The  Cooncil 
feel  sure  that  ofBcers  in  Her  Majesty's  lerviet 
cannot  be  aware  of  the  diflBculties  which '  pen* 
sionera  '  meet  with  on  re-entering  into  civil  li£s; 
and  in  how  many  instances  some  of  the  best  men 
are,  with  their  families,  in  a  short  period  after 
their  discharge,  reduced  to  a  state  bordering  on 
destitution." 

In  1859  the  Corps  of  CommiBsionaires  wu 
formed  by  Captain  Walter,  who  deserved 
the  cordial  thanks  of  everjr  person  feefing 
an  interest  in  the  army  for  the  pains  ho 
had  bestowed   in   the   formation  of   that 
corps,  upon  which  ohjoct  he  had  expended 
mnch  money  and  time.     Captain  Walter, 
imagining  that  it  would  be  well  to.  hud 
over  the  corps  to  those  who  from  their 
peculiar  position  might  be  better  qaalifiei 
to  carry  out  the  objects  for  which  it  wai 
organized  transferred  its  administration  to 
an    executive    committee,    composed  of 
Colonel   C.  R.   Egerton,    Colonel    J.  N. 
Sargent,  Rear  Admiral  J.    W.  Tarleton, 
Colonel    Sir    £.    Wetherall,    and    Mijor 
General  H.  D.   White.      This   was  dooa 
with  tlie  view  of   representing  the  War 
Department,  the  Horse  Guards,  and  th^ 
Admiralty.     It  appeared  that  1,448  men. 
had  passed  through  the  corps.     The  totiL 
strength  at   present   was  360,    and  ihft 
amount    deposited    by    tlio    men  in  tlift 
savings  bank   of  the  corps   was  £2,349. 
The  number  of  the  men  belonging  to  th» 
corps  employed  in  Government  Departments 
was  35,  and  the  average  wages  of  fintr 
class  men  were  22s.  6d.  a  week.     Thm 
wages   paid  by  Government   to   Commit- 
sionaires  were  from  18f.  to  20f.  per  week. 
The  wages  in  the  country  were  about  lit* 
a  week.     Every  Commissionaire  emplojeA 
by  Government  was  required  by  the  oorpft 
to   put   If.  per  week    into    the    savings 
bank,  and  was  thus  able  to  provide  for  his 
family  or  against  old  age,  and,  as  ho  hii 
hid  pension  besides,  Government  was  not 
called  upon  to  make  him  any  further  pro- 
vision or  retain  him   when  really  beyond 
work.     The    yearly   average    number  of 
men  discharged  from  the  army  for  three 
years  ending  on    the  31st  of  December» 
1867,  was  13,735.     Of  these  6,381  wiie 
discharged  with  pensions,  and  7,354  with- 
out pension ;    and    these   men    laboured 
under  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  situatiofll* 
A   letter   written    by    an  old    soldier,  % 
corporal  in  the  Engineers,  who  had  beea 
discharged  after  twenty-one  years'  aeivioe^ 
expressed  the  disappointment  he  had  ex- 


S17 


Anplaifmmiof 


I  Juke  29,  1 8  68 )         Discharged  Soldicrt.        8 1 8 


parieneed  from  iDability  to  obtain  emploj- 
ment.      There   were   a  vaBt    number    of 
utuationa  in  the  Post  Office,  Customs,  Ex- 
eisOt  and  other  Government  Departments 
which  might  be  well  filled  bj  discharged 
soldiers.      The  Postmaster    General    had 
30,000  persons  employed  under  him,  and 
some  of  the  other  Departments  were  equalljr 
extensive.     Ample   opportunity  ^vas  thus 
affonled  for  carrying  out  the  plan  he  pro- 
posed, and  the  adoption  of  such  a  system 
would    be  a  great  blessing  to  men  dis- 
charged from  the  army.     They  had  pro- 
vided first-rate  schools  and  reading  rooms 
for  soldiers ;  but  the  troops  did  not  fully 
avail  themselves  of  these  advantages,  be- 
CMM   they  did    not  see  of  what  use  it 
wodd  be  to  them  to  do  so.     If,  however, 
i      ih«j  knew  that  they  would  have  a  chance 
I      it  the  end  of  their  service  of  obtaining  a 
QoTerooient  appointment    they  would  fit 
themselves  for  such  a  position.     He  sin- 
cerely trusted  that  some  effort  would  be 
made  to  hold  out  an  inducement  to  soldiers 
to  fit  themselves  to  hold  such  situations. 
At  present  one  of  the  greatest  checks  to 
anj  loeh  employment  was  the  age  which 
the  Ciril  Service  Commissioners  had  fixed 
IB  the  limit   for  applicants   entering  the 
lerriee,  and  when  men  applied  they  were 
told  that  they  were  just  beyond  the  age  at 
vhieh  they  could  enter  the  service.     If 
this  rale  was  modified,  and  a  portion  of  the 
fflinor appointments,  as  messengers,  porters, 
sod  third  class  clerks,  given  to  discharged 
aoldiers,  a  great  boon  would  be  conferred 
upon  that  class,  and  he  believed  that  great 
l^efit  would  also  accrue  to  the  State. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Inve  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
*^  y  the  (^estion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

it  ii  expedient  to  employ  in  Goyemment  situa- 
uOBi  DOD-commissioned  oflScert  and  privates  die- 
jj^fwl  fix)m  the  Army  with  good  obaraoter," — 
I*  CkarU9  Rustell) 

^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
Foposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
QoestioD." 

Captain    VIVIAN   cordially    endorsed 

^  that  the  hen.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 

^  on  this  matter.     Encouragoment  to 

^  soldiers  in  this  way  was  the  principal 

iXNle  io  which  they  could  hope  to  induce 

*  better  class  uf  men  to  enlist  in  the  army. 

Veo  in  the  army  were  now  offered   only 

tte  iodocement  of  promotion  to  the  non- 

Mamissioned   ranks,  with    the    addition, 

After  a  great  many  years'  good  service,  of 


a  pension  which  barely  kept  body  and  soul 
together,  and  a  good  conduct  medal.  In 
some  few  cases  a  commission  was  also 
offered.  But  in  the  present  constitution  of 
the  army  a  commission  given  to  a  non- 
commissioned officer  was  a  very  question- 
able advantage,  and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  the  constitution  of  the  army 
materiallv  altered.  That  being  the  case, 
he  lookea  to  the  employment  of  discharged 
soldiers  in  the  various  grades  of  the  publio 
service  for  which  they  were  qualified  as 
one  of  the  greatest  inducements  that  could 
be  held  out.  In  some  of  the  public  De- 
partments he  was  aware  there  was  a  great 
objection  to  the  employment  of  soldiers  as 
clerks.  He  had  received  several  letters 
from  persons  employed  in  those  Depart- 
ments urging  objections ;  but  he  could  not 
concur  in  them,  because  he  knew  that 
many  of  the  discharged  soldiers  were  ex- 
cellent penmen  and  accountants,  very  me- 
thodical, and,  he  believed,  quite  as  capablo 
of  discharging  the  duties  in  civil  Depart- 
ments as  the  ordinary  third  class  clerks. 
He  hoped  that  the  system  of  employing 
them  which  had  been  commenced  in  the 
War  Office  would  be  elaborated  in  other 
Departments ;  for  there  was  no  doubt  that 
if  it  becamo  known  that  such  posts  would 
be  filled  up  by  military  men,  it  would  be  a 
great  inducement  not  only  to  good  beha- 
viour in  the  army,  but  to  a  superior  class 
of  men  entering  the  service. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  House  that  when  the  subject 
of  the  purchase  of  commissions  in  the  army 
was  before  the  House,  he  had  read  a  letter 
from  a  sergeant  in  his  own  regiment,  point- 
ing out  that  the  greatest  boon  to  the  soldier 
would  bo  to  offer  him  employment  in  the 
Civil  Service  after  his  term  of  military  ser- 
vice had  expired.  He  was  far  from  im- 
plying that  the  duti^  performed  by  civil 
clerks  were  not  admirably  performed,  but 
he  was  perfectly  certain,  from  the  training 
which  men  received  in  the  army,  and  from 
what  he  had  seen  of  military  clerks  at 
Wimbledon  and  Hythe,  that  they  would 
perform  the  duties  equally  well,  and  their 
employment  in  that  capacity  would  not 
only  be  most  economical  to  the  State,  but 
would  add  to  the  efficiency  of  the  army  by 
attracting  to  it  the  best  men  in  the  coun- 
try. He  saw  no  reason  why  the  superior 
clerkships  should  not  be  open  to  retired 
officers.  As  regarded  the  men,  giving  com- 
missions was  no  inducement ;  but  it  would 
be  a  great  inducement  to  offer  situations 
in  the  publio  service  from  £50  to  £150  a 


819 


Employment  of 


ICOMMONS)  DUohargei  SoUim.         8S0 


year.  In  France  and  PrusBia  the  duties 
of  the  War  Department  were  performed 
entirely  hy  military  men,  and  he  did  not  Roe 
why  the  example  of  thoso  countriei  could 
not  he  followed  in  this.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  with  either  party  in  power,  the  Go- 
Yernment  would  turn  their  attention  to 
this  question,  as  he  believed  that  not 
only  efficiency  in  the  army  but  economy 
in  the  public  service  would  result  from 
elaborating  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  the  thanks 
of  the  army  were  due  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles 
Busseli)  for  bringing  this  subject  forward, 
because  there  was  an  acknowledged  diffi- 
culty on  the  port  of  soldiers,  even  when 
discharged  with  the  best  character,  in  ob- 
taining employment  of  any  kind.  In  the 
course  of  last  week  a  soldier  formerly  in 
his  own  regiment,  who  possessed  admirable 
business  qualifications,  and  had  been  dis- 
charged with  a  first  class  character,  had  come 
to  him  in  a  state  of  absolute  starvation  and 
bad  implored  him  to  procure  him  some  em- 
ployment. If  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  were  assented  to,  it 
would  prove  one  of  the  greatest  boons  that 
could  be  conferred  upon  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  the*privates  of  the  army, 
who  at  the  present  time  formed  a  very 
superior  class  of  men. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  presumed 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  to  press  his  Motion  upon 
the  House  for  present  acceptance,  as  it 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  endeavour  to 
bind  the  judgment  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  contents  of 
such  a  Motion.  If  that  was  the  intention, 
he  could  not  concur  in  the  Motion  now 
being  put;  but,  subject  to  that  reservation, 
he  could  not  help  saying  how  much  justice 
he  thought  there  wav  in  the  general  desire 
that  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet.  It  was,  however,  a  very 
large  subject.  He  confessed  ho  thought 
it  desirable  that  a  larger  scope  should  be 
given  to  the  consideration  of  this  subject, 
which  was  by  no  means  free  from  difficulty, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  barrier  of  age.  Now,  that  barrier  was 
one  which  had  not  been  fixed  precipitately 
but  really  did  represent  in  a  great  degree 
the  result  of  the  experience  of  the  autho- 
rities in  the  Civil  Service  Departments 
themselves.  Now,  he  was  by  no  means 
disposed  to  say  that  no  modifications  should 
take  place  with  reference  to  this  barrier. 

Lor4Ekho 


With  respect  to  the  eivilians  generally  we 
might  suppose  that  it  had  been  judiciously 
arranged,  and  how  far  it  could  be  modified 
in  the  case  of  persons  who  had  served  ia 
the  army  was  a  very  nice   question.     It 
was   not  only  a  question   as    to  the  din 
charged  soldiers,  but  also  a  question  as  to 
what  would  be  fair  to  civilian  candidates. 
So  far  as   prepossession  was   concerned, 
there  was  no  proposal  he  should  look  upoa 
with  greater  favour  than  that  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet.  He  thought  it  wooU 
be  well  worth  the  while  of  the  Government 
to  take  measures  for  a  careful  review  of 
most  of  the  lower  branches  of  the  Civil 
Service  to  see  how  far  it  would  be  possibb 
to  make  them  the  means  of  affording  so 
honourable  and  useful  career  for  discharged 
soldiers  and  non-commissioned  officers.  Ai 
regarded  the  effect  of  such  appointmenti 
on  the  composition  of  the  army,  and  tin 
inducements  they  would  offer  to  enlist,  tbit 
was  a  very  large  question,  which  wentevea 
to  the  extent  of  the  term  of  service  in  the 
army.  It  was  possible,  if  the  House  sliosli 
see  fit  to  carry  ont  the  view  supported  bf 
men   of  great  weight,   of    introducing  ft 
shorter  term  of  service  in  the  army,  that 
it  might  greatly  facilitate  the  views  of  ths 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet.  He  only  tooebsi 
the  surface  of  a  question  which  ho  tliooght 
well  worthy  of  examination  to  its  very  root 
and  foundation.     It  would  not  be  diffieolfc 
to  suggest  the  means  at  any  rate  of  a  prt- 
liminary  examination.  A  commission  wooU 
not  be  desirable,  but  if  the  GovennMst. 
were  disposed  to  appoint  a  mixed  offieiil 
committee  of  practical  men,  including  mili- 
tary men  and  an  intelligent  officer  of  tba 
Treasury,  to  make  an  investigation,  th» 
result  though  not  necessarily  final  woill 
be  useful ;  because  it  was  pot  to  be  ex- 
pected or  desired  that  rapid  progress  ihoiU 
be  made.     He  suggested  this  as  a  mesis 
of  breaking  ground  in  a  direction  that  vss 
of  great  importance,  and  he  joined  in  ss- 
knowledging  the   services  of   those  hoo* 
Gentlemen  who  had  brought  the  mstttf 
before  the  House. 

General  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  to 
was  not  sanguine  about  such  a  scheme  is* 
ducing  a  different  class  of  men  to  eoliit ; 
but  he  believed  it  would  be  valuable  it 
inducing  men  in  the  army  to  behave  them* 
selves,  and  to  educate  themselves  so  as  to 
be  qualified  for  appointments  in  the  Cifil 
Service  on  their  discharge.   Where  soldiers 
were  employed  in  some  of  the  Departme&ti 
at  the  Horse  Guards  he  believed  that  the 
duties  were  performed  most  8atiafaotonl}» 
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lid  inth  a  great  sATing  of  expense  to  the 
>iintr7.  Within  hie  own  knowledge,  there 
ere  two  clerks  in  a  public  office  receiTing 
Jarieft  between  them  of  JS500  a  year  to  do 
le  duties  which  any  ordinary  clerk  could 
iseUarge  efficiently  for  £120,  and  which 
e  knew  a  discharged  soldier,  of  excellent 
haraeter  and  abilities,  would  be  delighted 
e  perforin  equally  well  at  5s,  a  day. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  he  should 
apport  the  Motion.  He  considered  that  the 
loTemment  did  not  look  after  discharged 
loldiers  as  they  ought  to  do.  He  deemed 
il  desirable  that  Government  should  en- 
dssTonr  to  employ  to  the  end  of  their  lives 
who  had  served  out  their  time  in  the 


inny. 

Geiebal  DUNNE  said,  that  about  ten 
jnn  ago  he  brought  the  question  under 
ll»  attention  of  the  House,  and  the  diffi- 
edtj  with  which  he  had  been  met  was  the 
ige  before  which  men  were  required  to 
inter  the  Civil  Service.  But  he  thought 
they  ought  not  for  a  moment  to  contem- 
pUte  reducing  the  term  of  service  in  the 
sray  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
lebone.  In  the  War  Department  dis- 
ebtrged  soldiers  were  specially  qualified  for 
snployment  in  consequence  of  the  peculiar 
tnioing  they  had  undergone. 

CoLOKEL  SYKES  said,  the  scheme  was 
Mceesary  to  make  service  in  the  army 
popQlar.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
•ge,  he  would  point  out  that  as  men  gen- 
^\j  entered  the  army  at  eighteen  for 
twenty  years'  service,  when  they  were  dis- 
charged they  were,  as  a  rule,  in  good  health 
ttdqoite  able  to  discharge  their  duties  in 
isy  Government  situation  to  which  they 
ttight  be  appointed.  His  experience  of 
■oldien  taken  from  the  ranks  for  civil  em- 
pjoynents  in  India  had  given  him  the  very 
Bigbeit  opinion  of  the  qnalifications  of  the 
*n  who  would  be  eligiblo  for  the  public 
••niee.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that,  as  a 
■•tter  of  economy,  policy,  and  justice,  the 
icheme  would  be  carried  out. 

8m  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
"lOQght  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
^  Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles 
ttUiell)  bad  taken  a  very  judicious  course 
iiithe  interest  of  the  soldier  in  pressing  the 
^BCttioo  on  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Heeoold  not  doubt  that  the  more  extensive 
*aoptioD  of  the  principle  of  employing  dis- 
cbrged  soldiers  of  good  character  in  the 
Ciril  Service,  would  be  a  great  cncourage- 
*nt  to  good  conduct  in  the  ranks  of  the 
■nay  and  a  legitimate  reward  to  thoso  who 
lift  the  service  with  good  characters.     He 
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had  been  referred  to  as  a  witness,  because 
it  was  in  his  Department  that  the  ex- 
periment had  been  most  extensively  tried. 
The  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
was  to  elicit  from  the  Government  some 
declaration  in  favour  of  a  more  extensive 
adaptation  of  that  principle.  It  was  im- 
possible, however,  for  him  to  say  how  far 
the  Government  might  be  disposed  to  adopt 
the  principle,  or  how  far  the  heads  of  the 
different  Departments  might  be  inclined  to 
apply  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
had  under-rated  the  number  of  soldiers  em- 
ployed in  the  Civil  Service  in  saying  there 
were  only  thirty-five. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  explained 
that  he  had  said,  or,  at  any  rate,  meant  to 
say,  that  only  thirty-five  of  the  Corps  of 
Commissionaires  had  been  employed  in 
Government  situations.  He  did  not  refer 
to  the  employment  of  soldiers  in  the  War 
Department,  beyond  appealing  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
glad  to  have  elicited  that  explanation,  be- 
cause it  would  be  undesirable  that  an  im- 
pression should  go  forth  that  only  thirty- 
five  soldiers  were  employed.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  statement  of  the  ages  at  which 
soldiers  were  taken  into  the  public  service 
as  messengers  in  the  several  Departments, 
employment  which  he  was  happy  to  say  was 
not  limited  to  the  army,  but  had  also  been 
extended  to  the  naval  service.  In  the 
War  Department  no  less  than  thirty- three 
old  soldiers  were  employed,  and  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  express  a  general  concurrence 
in  the  propriety  of  such  appointments,  for 
they  not  only  conferred  a  boon  upon  the 
well-conducted  soldier,  but  also  tended  very 
much  to  the  economy  of  the  public  service. 
There  were  no  doubt  many  duties  dis- 
charged by  clerks  in  the  public  offices  for 
which  soldiers  upon  leaving  the  army  would 
be  unfit,  but  on  the  other  hand,  there  were 
many  functions  for  which  they  were  well 
suited,  and  they  had  performed  such  func- 
tions with  entire  satisfaction  in  the  Depart- 
ment where  he  was  best  able  to  form  a 
judgment.  He  therefore  saw  no  reason 
why  the  same  system  should  not  be  intro- 
duced in  the  other  Departments. 

Lord  HOTHAM  said,  that  as  the  system 
proposed  was  one  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by'a  Royal  Commission  over  which 
he  presided  some  nine  or  ten  years  ago, 
it  was  natural  he  should  take  an  interest  in 
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it.      His  hon.   and  gallant    Friend   (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  had  eTery  reason  to  be 
satisfied    with    the    discussion.      SeTeral 
Members  had  given  an  opinion  farourable 
to  the  object  he  had  in  view,  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire (Mr.  Gladstone)  took,  as  was  natural 
and  proper  for  him  to  do,  a  Treasury  view 
of  the  subject,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  looked  at  it  with  the 
greatest   possible  fairness,   and   gave    an 
opinion  favourable  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  proposal.     The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  also  stated  that   the   thing 
worked   well   in   the  War  Office,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  en- 
deavour to  enlist  the  sympathy  of  his  Col- 
leagues in  favour  of  doing  something  in  the 
same  way  in  the  Departments  over  which 
they  presided.     He  was  not  one  of  those 
who  expected  that  they  could  very  mate- 
rially change  the  condition  of  the  men  who 
entered  the  army  ;  but  he  thought  that  by 
holding  out  inducements  of  this  kind  they 
might  make  soldiers  better  conducted,  and 
thus  improve  the  discipline  of  the  army 
and  increase  its  efficiency. 

Mb.  II.  BAILLIE  said,  he  was  glad  the 
question  had  been  brought  before  the 
House.  It  was  the  abominable  practice 
which  prevailed  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
of  placing  all  the  small  situations  in  the 
gift  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at 
the  disposal  of  Members  of  the  House,  for 
distribution  among  their  constituents  that 
prevented  the  employment  of  deserving  men 
of  the  class  referred  to.  He  believed  that 
among  the  many  thousands  of  persons  in 
the  employment  of  the  Post  Office  not  one 
discharged  soldier  was  to  be  found,  although 
there  were  many  quite  capable  of  discharg- 
ing the  duties.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  wUMraum. 

IRISH  CHURCH  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford, 
What  progress  has  been  made  with  the  in- 
quiry entrusted  to  the  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners; has  the  inquiry  been  concluded, 
and,  if  not,  what  subjects  have  been  inves- 
tigated, and  what  yet  remain  to  be  inves- 
tigated ;  if  the  inquiry  has  been  concluded, 
why  the  Report,  which  the  House  was  led 
to  expeet  would  be  presented  in  the  early 
Lord  Hbtham 


part  of  the  Session,  has  not  been  presented 
before  this  ;  is  it  intended  to  preient  the 
Report  in  such  time  as  to  admit  of  its 
being  printed  and  oiroulated  amongst  the 
Members  of  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons ? 

Mr.  CLIVE  :  The  delay,  where  then 
has  been  delay  in  London,  has  been  es- 
tirely  caused  by  the  necessity  for  serenl 
of  the  Commissioners   sitting  -  in  Dablm, 
there  to  get  up  the  statistics.     The  Report 
has  been  completed,  and  it  is  not  neeesssiy 
,  for  me  to  go  into  the  subjects  that  hsfs 
been  investigated   and   the   subjects  thst 
have  not  been  investigated ;  for  none  re- 
main to  be  investigated.     The  Schedolei 
of  this  Report — the  draft  of  which  I  boM 
in  my  hand — are  very  voluminous  and  eon- 
plicated,  and  require  extensive  ezamioa- 
tion  and  close  revision.     That  examinstios 
and  revision  have  been  going  on  within  the 
last  few  weeks  in  Dublin.     That  aeeoimti 
for  the  Report  not  being  issued,  and  there 
is  reason  to  hope  that  in  less  than  a  fort- 
night the  Report  will  be  in  the  hands  oC 
Members.     Two  more  sittings  are  all  (hs^ 
will  be  necessary ;  the  Commissioners  will 
be  in  London  to-morrow,  and  in  a  fortnigiift 
from  that  time   I  have  reason  to  expeoft 
the  Report  and  Schedules  will  be  preseotaS 
to  hon.  Members. 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  Grat, 
Mr.  OLIVE  added :  The  Report  hss 
not  been  conclusively  adopted,  and  thor9 
must  be  one  or  two  more  sittings  of  tho 
Commissioners,  but  there  is  hardly  aoy«* 
thing  to  be  done. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUEr 
Has  any  fresh  inquiry  been  taken  op  bjT 
the  Commissioners  within  the  last  tvo 
months  that  has  tended  to  prolong  tboir 
labours  ? 

Mr.  olive  :  I  am  not  aware  thst  sbj- 
thing  new  has  taken  plaee  sinoe  that  tioe- 
The  delay,  as  I  have  already  stated,  i* 
almost  entirely  due  to  the  volnminoss  vBr 
ture  of  the  Schedules. 

THE   NEW   COURTS   OP   JUSTICE. 

MOTION  for  a  select  COlOaTTEl. 

Mb.  golds  MID:  Mr.  Speaker-Sir, 
in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the  reeeni 
appointment  of  Architects  for  the  Now  Fob- 
lie  Buildings  in  the  Metropolis  I  make  ne 
apology,  as  the  question  baa  been  alresdy 
considered  in  '^  another  place/'  and  as  tm 
buildings,  when  completed,  will  either  W 
amongst  the  greatest  eyesores  or  the 
greatest  ornaments  of  the  metropolis.    It 
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11  w«n  therefore  that  the  HouBe  of  Oom- 
mras  ehoeld  knoir  whet  is  going  on  ;  it  is 
veil  it  thoold  consider  the  applleation  of 
the  pehlie  money,  and  shonld  lee  that  faith 
hae  heen  kept  with  the  oompetiog  arehi- 
tteta  An  annonnoement  was  made  in  The 
T^Mi  a  few  daya  ago  that  Mr.   Street 
bad  been  appointed  architect  to  the  New 
lew  ConrlOy  Mr.  Barry  to  the  National 
Gallery^   Mr.   ScotI   to  the  continuation 
and  completion  of  the  Foblio  Offices  in 
Downing  Street,  and  Mr.  Waterhouse  to 
the  new  erections  at   Sooth  Kensington. 
Last  year   I  brought  the  resnit  of  the 
competition   for  the   National   Gallery  to 
the  notice  of  the  House ;  now  I  desire  to 
direct  attention  to  that  for  the  Law  Courts. 
The  history  of  the  proceedings  with  regard 
te  them  is  shortly  this  —  By  the  Courts 
of  Justice  Building  Act  1865,  the  duty  of 
superintending  the  building  was  assigned 
to  the  Treasury  with  the  adrioe  and  as- 
sistance of  certain  Commissioners  who  were 
appeinted  in. the  same  year,  and  who  were 
a  mixed  body  some  fifty  in  number.     The 
next  step  was  that  in  February  1866,  the 
Treasory,  with  the  consent  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  fire  Judges  of  Design. 
Sir  Alexander    Cockburn,  Sir   Roondell 
Palmer,    Mr.    Gladstone,     Sir     William 
8tirling*Mazwe1l,  and  Mr.  Cowper.     But 
at  the  same  time  the  Commission  laid 
down  this  condition-^that  "  the  plans  nlti- 
mately  adopted   should   receive  the   final 
confirmation  of  the  Commission  by    the 
signature  of  the  Chairman  being  attached 
to  them   when   the  contracts   should   be 
entered  into."      And   this  condition  was 
confirmed  by   a  Treasury  Minute,  dated 
December  23rd,  1865.     Further,  Messrs. 
Shaw  tnd  Fownall,  surveyors,  were   ap- 
pointed by  the  Commission  to  report  upon 
the  designs,  and  to  see  whether  they  com- 
plied with  the  Instructions  as  to  internal 
arrsngeroent,  ventilation,  access,  &c.,  &c. 
At  a  much  later  period  those   two  gen- 
tlemen were    added    to   the    number    of 
Judges  ;   in  fact,  it  was  after  they  had 
prepared  their  Report.     Another  surveyor 
(Mr.  Oardioer)  was  named  to  test  the  esti- 
mstes  of  cost  given    by   the    competing 
srehitects.     Such,  then,  shortly  were  the 
arrangements  made  to  judge  of  the  de- 
ligos.    The  next  question  to  consider  is — 
what  were  the  conditions  of  the  competi- 
tion 9    The  Judges  of  Design  decided  that 
it  should  be  limited  to  six  architects  whom 
they  named  ;  but  by  a  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  number  was  in- 
cnssed  to  twelve.  Of  the  twelve  requested 


to  compete  one  subsequently  retired  s  bo 
that  eleven  actaally  entered  the  lists.  This 
matter  settled,  the  Treasury  issued  In- 
stmctions,  which  had  been  most  carefully 
prepared  by  the  Commission,  and  which 
entered  minutely  into  all  important  details. 
Therein  it  is  laid  down  that — 

*'  The  arraogement  of  the  Courts  and  Oflloes  is 
of  vital  moment ;  on  it  mainlf  depends  the  incoess 
or  fidlnre  of  their  oonoentrmtion,  and  its  import- 
anoe  cannot  he  over-estimated."— [Seo.  21,  p.  7.] 

Further,  they  state  at  Sec.  41,  p.  12, 
that— 

"  The  chief  points  to  he  kept  oonstantlf  in  view, 
and  to  he  treated  as  rapeneding»  so  far  as  thej 
may  oonfliot,  ali  ooniiderations  of  arobiteetnral 
effect,  are  t^e  aooommodation  to  he  provided,  and 
the  anrangements  to  be  adopted,  so  as  in  the  great- 
est degree  to  facilitate  the  despatch  and  the  accu- 
rate transaction  of  the  law  business  of  the  ooon- 
try." 

And  Sec.  54  that^ 

"  The  comparative  cost  of  carrying  out  each 
design  will  he  an  important  element  in  determin- 
ing the  competition." 

And  finally  it  is  declared  that  each  unsuc- 
cessful competitor  is  to  receive  £800.  and 
that  the  successful  one  is  to  be  employed 
to  erect  the  building.  Everything  in  these 
Instructions  appears  so  careful  and  accurate 
that  one  might  hope  that  there  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  deciding  clearly  the  relative 
poaitions  of  the  contending  architects.  But 
the  result  did  not  prove  thia  to  be  the  case  ; 
for  on  the  30th  July,  1867,  Mr.  Cowper, 
on  behalf  of  the  Judges,  informed  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  that— 

"The  design  of  Mr.  Barry  was  the  heit  in 
regard  to  plan  and  distrihation  of  the  interior, 
and  that  the  design  of  Mr.  Street  was  the  best  in 
regard  to  merit  as  an  arohiteotaral  composition." 

Thereupon  Lord  John  Manners  consulted 
the  Commission,  who  recommended  him  to 
refer  the  matter  back  to  the  Judges  of 
Design  as  they  had  decided  without  con- 
sidering the  question  of  cost,  and  before 
receiving  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report.  This  ad- 
vice waa  followed  ;  but  the  Judges  replied 
that  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report  contained  no- 
thing to  affect  their  previous  decision.  In 
accordance  with  a  recommendation  of  the 
Commission,  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  was  then  taken  upon  the  points 
arising  under  the  original  Instructions  in  con- 
sequence of  the  double  award,  to  which  seve- 
ral of  tho  architecta  had  objected  on  the 
ground  thatthey  had  been  invited  to  compete 
against  each  other  singly,  but  not  against 
any  two  conjointly.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral held  that,  as  no  competitor  had  gained 
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pre-eminence  and  been  named  Binglj,  the 
competition  had  failed,  and  the   Govern- 
ment were  at  liberty  to  appoint  any  archi- 
tect they  choBe.      And,  accordingly,  by  a 
TrenRury   Minute,  dated   the  30th   May, 
1868,  they  appointed  Mr.  Street — an  ap- 
pointment to  whicli,  for  yarious  reasons, 
some  of  the  competitors  objected.      One 
would  have  thought  that  this  was  compli- 
cation enough,  but  there  was  more,   for 
other   tribunals    had    been    appealed     to. 
The     Commission     had     appointed     two 
sub-Committees,    one    of    barristers    and 
the   other   of   solicitors,  to  consider   the 
designs.      They   soon   amalgamated   and 
presented  a  joint  Report  which  was  sub- 
stantially   in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhouse, 
and  which  gave  the  next  place  to  Mr.  Scott. 
This  Report  was  subsequently  confirmed 
by  the  Commission.     Moreover,  the  Com- 
mission passed  a  Resolution  in  favour  of  a 
central  hall,  such  as  Mr.  Waterhouse  and 
Mr.  Street  had  provided  ;  whereas  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall,  who  first  drew  up  a 
Report  as  mere  ordinary  assistants,  and 
were  subsequently  appointed  professional 
Judges,   disagreed    with   this   Resolution, 
and   especially   found   fault   with  Messrs. 
Waterhouse's  and  Street's  central  hall.  Nor 
was  this  all.  There  was  yet  a  further  compli- 
cation ;  for  the  Judges  and  Officers  of  the  dif- 
ferent Courts  and  Departments  to  be  lodged 
in  the  new  building  had  been  requested  by 
the  Commission   to  report  on  the  accom- 
modation   provided    for    them,    and    out 
of    sixty-four   such    Departments,    forty- 
three   reported.      They   gave   in   twenty- 
eight  cases  the  first  or  second  place  to  Mr. 
Scott,  and  in   twenty-nine    the    first    or 
second  to   Mr.    Waterhouse  ;  whereas   to 
Mr.  Lock  wood  they  gave  sixteen,  to  Mr. 
Street  nine,  and  to  Mr.  Barry  also  nine. 
Now  twenty-one   offices   did   not  report ; 
and  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  gave,  in 
seventeen   out  of    these   twenty-one,   the 
palm  to  Mr.  Barry,  which,  is  most  extraor- 
dinary, considering  the  relative  numbers  he 
obtained  in  the  other  offices.     And  it  must 
be  added  that  subsequently  the  Commis- 
sion refer  to  the  decision  of  Messrs.  Shaw 
and    Pownall   only   to  disagree   with    it. 
Moreover,    in    two    remarkable   instances 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  and  their  offi- 
cers  was  decidedly  against  all  the  com- 
petitors except    Mr.    Waterhouse.      The 
oases  were  those  of  the  Probate  and  Divorce 
Courts  and  the  Courts  of  Appeal.     With 
regard  to  the  former  Sir  J.  Wilde  says 
that    the    only    admissible    plan    is   Mr. 
Waterhouse 's.     Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have 
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shown  by  this  statement  that  ihe  taak  the 
Government  had  to  perform  was  one  of  no  or- 
dinary difficulty,  and  that  though  dictated  by 
the  most  conscientious  desire  to  do  jostici 
their  decision  could  not  fail  to  caoaa  mueb 
heartburning.    There  was  an  embarrassing 
number  of  different  awards — namely,  that 
of  the  Judges  and  Officers  of  the  Courts*  in 
favour  of  Messrs.  Waterhouse  and  Scott ; 
that  of  the  Commission  and  its  aub-Com* 
mittees,  in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhooae;  and 
that  of  the  Judges,  in  favour  of  Mestn. 
Barry  and  Street.     And,  finally*  there  was 
a  Report  of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  PownsU, 
drawn  up  before  they  were  appointed  pro- 
fessional   Judges,  which  was  strongly  ia 
favour  of  Mr.  Barry.     Doubtlesa  the  Oo* 
vernment,  on  looking  into  the  eaaea  of  tin 
four  gentlemen — Messrs.   Barry,    Sittf^ 
Waterhouse,    and   Scott  —  observed  —  1. 
That  Mr.    Barry's  designs  exceeded  the 
given  area,  had  no  system  of  ventilatioo, 
and,  according  to  Mr.  Gardiner's  Report^ 
immensely  exceeded  his  own  estimate  sf 
cost — namely,    by  some  £400,000;  sbA 
that  his  claims  rested  on  the  award  of  ths 
Judges,  which  was  well-known^not  to  bsT0 
been  unanimous,  and  on  Messrs.  Shaw  sad 
Pownall's  Report,  of  which  the  LordChia— 
oellor  had  said — 

«  That  it  was  disagreed  with  by  all  the  variosfl 
bodies  of  the  profession,  who  after  all  were  tho$m 
best  qualified  to  decide  with  respect  to  intsnal 
accommodation. ' ' 

2.  That  Mr.  Street's  design  was  not  wtot« 
ing  on  the  points  just  referred  to ;  thai 
his  internal  arrangements  were  defeetife  ; 
and  that  his  claims  also  rested  on  tb0 
award  of  the  Judges.  3.  That  Mr.  Water- 
house's  designs  were  approved  by  th« 
Commission  and  its  Committees,  sind  bj 
the  Judges  and  Offioera  of  the  variotf 
Courts  ;  that  his  estimate  of  cost  was  ex- 
ceedingly accurate  ;  and  that  he  had  shorn 
his  powers  by  building  the  Manebeitsf 
Assise  Courts.  4.  And  lastly,  that  Hr« 
Scott's  plans  were  commended  by  the  08- 
cers  of  the  Courts  ;  and  that  he  had  been 
successful  in  much  former  public  work* 
Now,  as  I  have  stated,  the  Govemmoai 
must  have  been  greatly  perplexed, aetoatsi 
as  I  am  sure  they  were  by  an  earnest  de* 
sire  to  net  fairly  towards  all  the  compel* 
tors.  As  a  way  out  of  their  difficuldet, 
they  adopted  what  would  appear  to  the 
public  to  be  a  system  of  oompenaation,  bj 
making  the  four  appointmenta  I  mentioiun 
at  the  commencement  of  my  atatemeat 
But  the  announcement  of  theae  appoiol* 
ments  waa  not  correct ;  for  thai  of  lb. 
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MTalerhoiiae  was  made  bj  the  late  GoTern- 

Deot  in  1866.      Gonseqoentlj,  as  far  as 

le  was  concerned,  it  was  no  compensa- 

ion.     Mr.  Barry  says,  through  the  right 

ton.  Member  for  Calne,   that   he  has  an 

squitable    claim    to   build  the    new  Law 

Covrtt ;  and  others  will  doubtless  through 

other  friends  in  this  House  put  forward 

their  rights.     Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  quarrel 

with  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Street ;  hut 

u  it  has  been  stated  that  the  public  faith 

kta  not  been  kept,  I  think  it  is  a  question 

the  HoDse  of  Commons  ought  to  investi- 

gile;  and  if,  as  I  believe,  the  Gorernment 

liife  endeavoured  to    act  fairly  between 

tbe  competitors,  they  can  only  court  such 

•a  inquiry.     In  whose  favour  soever  may 

1m  the  result,  I    hope    that   a   building 

vorthy  to  be  called  our  great  Palace  of 

jMtiee  and  one  of  the  greatest  ornaments 

added  in  modern  times  to  the  metropolis 

ntj  be  erected ;  and  at  the  same  time, 

ihit  there  may  be  no  well-grounded  reason 

for  eomplaining  that  the  public  faith  has 

Mi  been  kept  with  the  competing  archi- 

tMti.  For  these  reasons  I  beg  to  move*- 

"TlMtt  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
fBbi  into  the  recent  appointment  of  Architects  for 
tMNev  Public  Bulldiogi  in  the  Metropolis." 

Mb.  GREGORY  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

TolesTo  ont  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the  end 
of  tba  (^estion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  a 
Btlaet  Committee  he  appointed  to  inquire  into 
f^iteent  appointment  of  Architects  for  the  New 
1^ Buildings  in  the  Metropolis/'— (ifr.  Oold- 

— iwtead  thereof. 

Kft.  GLADSTONE  said,  that   having 
^ooe  of  the  Judges  of  Design,  he  was 
^  disposed  to  give  a  vote  on  the  Motion, 
but  he  could  not  absolve  himself  from  tbo 
flQty  of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
j^t.    His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  the  case 
ycvj laroinously  and  impartially,  but  he  was 
ndined  to  demur  to  the  proposition  of  his 
■00.  Friend  that  there  was  sufficient  reason 
^by  a  Select   Committee  should   inquire 
ntQ  the  matter.      His   hon.   Friend   had 
P<Mited  out  the  great  difficulty  the  Govern- 
^nt  were  placed  in  with  respect  to  the 
Wiion  they  arrived  at,  and    every  ono 
BBit  admit  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  arrive  at  any  decision  which 
toold  not  be  open  to  plausible,  and  even 
MCB  than   plausible,  objections.     In    his 
•poioa  the  Government  were  perfectly  free 
wNB  Uame  io  the  coarse  they  bad  taken 


with  reference  to  the  difficult  question  with 
which  they  had  to  deal,  and  he  could  only 
express  his  regret  that  he  and  those  who 
acted  with  him  had  so  entirely  failed  in 
rendering  effective  aid  to  the  Government 
in  this  matter.  He  was  persuaded  that, 
upon  the  whole,  the  Government  had  come 
to  a  recommendation  which  the  House 
would  do  no  good  in  endeavouring  to  dis- 
turb. The  House  in  this  matter  was,  if 
he  might  so  speak,  a  rude  instrument  for  a 
delicate  process.  To  appoint  a  Committee 
upon  this  subject  would  be  to  re-open  from 
the  beginning  an  operation  which  had  been 
found  to  be  extremely  laborious  and  com- 
plicated, and  to  re-commence  the  labour 
with  even  less  chance  of  arriving  at  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  than  they  had  when 
the  matter  was  first  started.  The  only 
prudent  course  was  to  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  for  them  to 
act  upon  their  own  responsibility. 

Mb.    LOWE  said,   he   wished,   in   the 
first  place,  to  state  that  he  had  not  the 
honour  of  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Barry, 
except  with  respect  to  this  matter,  and  he 
had  no  intention  of  expressing  himself  or 
of  asking  the  House  to  express  any  opinion 
upon  the  respective  merits  of  the  different 
Gentlemen  whose  names  had  been  connec- 
ted with  this   subject.      He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   who  had  just 
spoken   (Mr.  Gladstone)  that  it  would  be 
most  improper  to  re-open  this  question  from 
its  commencement  by  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  it.      The  only  charge 
that  he  intended  to  make  against  the  Go- 
vernment was  that  under  very  difficult  cir- 
cumstances  they   had   missed   their  way, 
and  had  not  adopted  the  best  course  which 
was  open  to  them.     They  had  put  too  vio- 
lent a  construction  upon  the  failure  of  the 
Judges  to  make  an  award,  and  they  seemed 
to  think  that  the  whole  proceedings  were 
rendered  void  ab  initio,  and  they  therefore 
set  at  nought  the  contract  which  they  had 
entered  into  with  the  architects.     In  mak- 
ing this  statement  he  had  no  desire  to  cast 
reproach  or  blame  upon  the  Government, 
his  object  being  simply  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  there  was  a  course  now  before 
the  Government  which  they  might  adopt 
without  re-opening  the  question  from  the 
i  beginning.      It  had   been   stated  by   the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  ''another  place''  that 
Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  were  not  ap- 
pointed Judges,  but  in  making  that  state« 
ment  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was  in- 
accurate.      There   was  no   dispute   about 
the  facts  of  the  case.     There  was,  most 
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undoubtedly,  a  contract  of  lome  kind  or  an- 
other entered  into  between  the  GoTernment 
and  the  competing  arohitecte,  and  when  it 
was  found  that  the  Government,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  course  taken  bj  their  agents, 
could   not  carry  into  effect  the  terms  of 
that  contract,  the  Government  should  do 
all  in  their  power  to  carry  into  effect  the 
spirit  of  that  contract.     The  Treasury  de- 
termined to  appoint  certain  eminent  per- 
sons as  Judges,  and  caused  Instructions  to 
be  prepared  for  the  competing  architects, 
the  number  of  whom  was  limited  to  tweWe. 
Out  of  these  twelve  one  was  to  be  selected 
on   account  of  the  design,   and  not  upon 
any  other  consideration.    The  Government, 
however,  were  not  pledged  to  adopt  the 
'  dosign,  but  the  successful  architect  was  to 
prepare  another  for  actual  use.     A  copy 
of  the  Instructions,  signed  by  Lord  Gran- 
worth,  the  then  Lord  Chancellor,  was  sent 
to  each  of  the  competing  architects.      One 
of  the  provisoes  in   the   rough    draft  of 
these  Instructions  was  that,  in  the  event 
of  none  of  the  designs  being  adopted  by 
the  Judges,  the  Government  would  be  quite 
unfettered  in  the  selection  of  an  architect, 
and   though  this  was  subsequently  with- 
drawn,  in    consequence    of    an   objection 
raised  by  Mr.  Barry,  the  fact  of  its  being 
originally  inserted  was  a  proof  that  the  In- 
structions constituted  a  contract  of  some 
nature  or  other  between  the  Government 
and  the  architects.      lie  maintained  that 
the  Judges  were  not  arbitrators,  but  rather  ; 
agents  and  delegates  of  tho  Government, 
exercising  a  duty  which  the  Government 
could^  if  it  had  chosen,  have  exercised  it- 
self.    The  Judges  could  not  ogree  npon 
an  award,  and  they  therefore  certified  to 
the  Government  that  Mr.  Barry's  design 
was  tho  best  as  regarded  the  interior,  and 
Mr.  Street's  the  best  as  regarded  the  ele-  | 
vntion.      The  Attorney  General  was  there-  | 
upon  consulted,  and  advised  the  Govern-  j 
ment  that  the  Judges  were  not  authorized 
to  appoint  two  architects,  and  that  conse- 
quently no  architect  had  been  appointed  at 
all.      This  opinion  being  communicated  in 
due  conrse  to  the  Judges,  they  replied 
that,   unhappily,  they   could  come  to  no 
other  conclusion,  and  so  the  matter  termi- 
nated.    Now,  as  far  as  the  Government 
were  concerned,  he  had  no  fault  whatever 
to  find  with  their  conduct  up  to  this  point, 
and  he  believed  the  Attorney  General  had 
given  them  good  advice  ;    but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  were  wrong  in  arriving  at 
the  conclusion  that  they  were  set  perfectly 
at  liberty  by  tho  failure  of  the  Judges  to 
Mr,  Zowe 


make  an  award,  and  that  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings  had  been  rendered  ?oid  ab  uitttbt 
What  he  contended  was  that,  although  the 
Judges  had  not  given  such  a  deeision  ai 
was  expected  of  them,  that  fact  did  not  re- 
lieve the  Government  from  all  the  obliga* 
tions  they  had  entered  into  with  the  arebt- 
tects,  who,  it  should  be  borne  in  miod,  had 
incurred  great  expense,  and  who  had  been 
guilty  of  no  fault.  Under  the  eiroumstaneci 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  folil 
tho  contract  as  far  as  possible,  or,  as  i 
lawyer  would  say,  cy  pres,  because  i\uj 
were  bound  by  what  they  had  done  than- 
selves  as  well  as  by  what  the  Judges  hsl 
done  within  their  legitimate  authority.     It 
was  true  that  the  failure  of  the  Judges  did 
not  give  Mr.  Barry  a  right  to  bring  il 
action  at  law  against  the  Government,  boli 
at  the  same  time,  the  Government  wen 
bound  in  good  faith,  and  in  some  degm 
also  by  law,  to  stand  by  their  contract.  Of 
course  the  view  be  took  of  the  matter  ex- 
cluded all  the  competitors  except  Memi. 
Street  and  Barry.  The  professional  JudgM 
(Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall)  made  oati 
table  containing  the  number  of  marks  thej 
gave  to  the  competitors  on   the  diffnenl 
matters  of  arrangement.  The  total  nninber 
of  marks  was  eighty-eight,  and  of  these  Mr. 
Barry  gained  forty-one,  or  nearly  half ;  Hr. 
Gilbert  Scott,  who  came  next,    obtained 
twenty-five ;    while   Mr.    Street    obtsiDed 
only  three,  and  these  were  npon  tramwaji 
and  upon  comparatively  unimportant  mat- 
ters.    In  all  the  principal  things  which  tlia 
Instructors  contemplated —namely,  amplt 
and  uninterrupted  communication;   ligM* 
air,  and  quiet — Mr.  Barry  was  thought  bjf 
these   professional   Judges  to    have   eoe* 
ceeded.     But,  although  the  Judges  did  not 
give  effect  to  this  Report  by  recommendrsf 
Mr.  Barry's  plan,  the  Government  wouhI 
have  done  rightly  and  wisely  if  they  li>d 
selected  it,  because  the  points  upon  wbieh 
the  selection  was  to  turn  had  been  beet 
accomplished  by  Mr.  Barry.      The  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  "another  place,"  said  thattte 
competition  having  failed  or  miscarried,  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  saying  vbs 
should  be  the  architect.     But  how  did  the 
competition  miscarry  ?     Not  through  the 
fault  of  those  who  were  prejudiced  by  the 
selection  of  the  Government.      The  efhet 
of  what  had  occurred  would  be  not  only  to 
throw  discredit  upon  the  Government,  but 
to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  arohitectund 
competition.      The  object  of  competition 
was  to  get  the  best  mani  bat  the  eflbet  of 
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iriutt  had  occurred  wat.io  prevent  the  best 
B«a  from  comiog  forward.  The  ?ery  high- 
est aotbority  on  this  Bubjeot,  Lord  Gran- 
worth,  who,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  signed  the 
loatnictionB  to  the  architects,  stated  in 
*'sDother  place  "  that  the  Instructions  were 
to  sttend  almoat  excIusiTely  to  matters  of 
utcroal  aeeommodation,  cooYenience,  and 
arraogement.  Lord  Cranworth,  like  him- 
wlf,  was  personally  unacquainted  with  Mr. 
Bany,  but,  like  him,  argued  this  subject 
sot  oo  the  question  of  merits  but  of  Go- 
T^nment  faith. 

SikROUNDELL  palmer  said,  he  had 
the  misfortuDe  to  be  one  of  the  Judges  of 
these  designs  who  were  appointed  to  render 
what  assistance  they  could  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  should  feel  it  unbecoming  in 
him  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  archi- 
tects except  th'is,  that  many  of  them  mani- 
fested very  great  merits.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  addressed  the  House, 
had  taken  an  entirely  different  view  of  the 
duties  of  the  Judges,  and  of  the  meaning  of 
their  award,  from  that  which  the  Judges 
IbemseWes  took.     No  doubt  it  was  a  main 
and  leading  point  in  the  Instructions  to  the 
arebitdets  that  they  were  to  attend  to  the 
important  uses  of  the  building,  and  that  so 
£aras  these  might  conflict  with  architectural 
beauty  the  internal  accommodation  was  to 
be  preferred.     But  it  was  never  considered 
that  the  competition  was  to  be  decided  by 
reference  to  internal  matters  only.     On 
such  a  principle,  there  would  have  been  no 
elevations  wanted  at  all.  The  contract  of  the 
Government  with  the  architects  was  to  sub- 
mit their  plans  for  a  consideration  of  their 
relative  merits  to  the  appointed  Judges, 
who  were  in  no  sense  agents  of  the  Govern- 
ment except  in  the  event  of  their  reporting 
io  favoor  of  one  particular  competitor;  and 
if  they  failed  to  report  one  competitor  as 
better  than  all  the  rest  they  had  no  power 
to  bind  the  Government  by  any  opinion 
which  they  might  haye  expressed,  and  in 
OMnmon  sense,  as  well  as  in  law,  the  matter 
was  wholly  at  large.     To  argue  that  the 
void  award  which  had  been  made  took  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Government  the  respon- 
sibility of  making  the  appointment  seemed 
to  him  perfectly  wild  and  extravagant,  and 
it  might  involve  the  greatest  possible  injus- 
tice to  other  architects  whose  names  the 
Judges  had  not  mentioned.    You  could  not 
in  a  particular  purpose  detach  a  particular 
•pifiion  from  its  context,  and  adduce  it  for 
ft  forpose  for   which   the  Judges   never 
hooght  it  forward ;   you  could  not  base 
aijthing  upon  the  unauthoritative  expres- 


sions of  opinion  of  those  who  had  failed  in 
their  character  of  Judges.  If  all  the  Judges 
had  been  of  the  same  opinion  as  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  it  might  then  no  doubt 
have  had  great  effect ;  but  it  was  not  so  ; 
and  the  barristers  and  solicitors,  who  were 
the  best  judges  of  what  was  wanted, 
preferred  to  the  plans  of  Mr.  Barry 
those  of  nother  gentleman  who  was  not 
named  by  the  Judges.  The  Officers  of 
the  Courts,  he  believed,  either  concurred 
in  this  opinion,  or  preferred  the  plans  of 
Mr.  Scott.  These  gentlemen  were  as 
well  qualified  as  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall 
to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  nature  and 
character  of  the  accommodation  to  be  pro- 
vided in  the  building,  and.  of  the  arrange- 
ments by  which  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness might  best  be  facilitated  ;  and  other 
architects  might  just  as  well  say  that 
the  Government  was  bound  to  accept  the 
opinion  of  the  lawyers  and  Officers.  It  was 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  that  Mr. 
Barry  had  by  his  internal  arrangement 
placed  himself  upon  such  a  pinnacle,  that 
they,  without  taking  into  consideration 
other  things,  could  recommend  him ;  and  it 
was  a  fallacy  to  say  that,  because  of  the 
Report  of  Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall,  Mr. 
Barry  ought  to  be  appointed  the  architect. 
Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  begged  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion  as  representing 
a  class  which  not  yet  been  heard — namely, 
the  entire  art-loving  public.  He  had  de- 
voted many  hours  to  the  study  of  the  de- 
signs when  they  were  exhibited  atLincoln*s 
Inn,  and  he  felt  justified  in  begging  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  would  only  lead 
to  further  complication.  It  would  unsettle 
the  little  progress  that  had  already  been 
made,  and  come  to  no  result,  working  out, 
as  it  would  have  to  do,  against  the  grain, 
within  the  few  hours  still  left  of  the 
active  life  of  the  last  old  Parliament,  a 
most  perplexed  problem.  Those  who  had 
preceded  him  in  the  debate  had  spoken  as 
if  the  question  would  only  lie  between  four 
given  architects  ;  but,  in  fact,  if  it  were 
re-opened  at  all,  it  must  be  re-opened  com- 
pletely, and  the  claims,  not  of  those  four 
only,  but  of  all  the  eleven  would  have  to 
be  considered.  H  is  hon.  Friend  had  dropped 
the  name  of  Mr.  Brandon.  Well,  the 
grandiose  design  of  that  architect  would 
have  to  be  considered,  so  would  the  strik- 
ing one  contributed  by  Mr.  Seddon  ;  so 
also  would  the  design  which  all  who  were 
not  lawyers,  but  experts  in  architecture^ 
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with  a  BiDgnlar  unanimity  pronoanoed  to  be 
a  model  both  of  learned  labour  and  of 
Tigorous  genius — that  of  Mr.  Burgefts.  Mr. 
Street's  design  was  no  doubt  a  very  good 
one,  by  a  most  competent  and  distinguished 
architect,  and  it  would,  of  course,  in  its  re- 
modelling be  materially  improved.  Against 
his  friend,  Mr.  Barry,  he  was  yery  un- 
willing to  say  a  word,  but  he  feared  that  if 
that  gentleman  succeeded  in  obtaining  the 
inquiry  which  he  was  seeking,  other  re- 
ports, as  authentic  as  those  of  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall,  and  not  so  favourable, 
might  come  out ;  one,  for  instance,  from 
the  Probate  Department,  which  as  he  had 
heard  rumoured,  would  virtually  put 
Mr.  .Barry's  entire  plan  out  of  court.  On 
the  whole,  then,  he  said  "Let  well  alone." 
That  "  well "  no  doubt  might  be  better,  but 
it  might  also  be  worse,  and  as  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  only  result  of  a  Committee 
would  be  completely  to  throw  back  the 
whole  scheme  of  re-building  the  Law  Courts 
for  an  indefinite  period,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  consent  to  it. 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  the  Government 
having  selected  eleven  of  the  best  archi- 
tects in  England — he  might  say  in  Europe 
— to  enter  into  a  competition  for  designs 
for  the  new  Courts,  it  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune that  they  did  not  find  themselves  in 
a  position  to  adhere  faithfully  to  the  bar- 
gain which  was  made.  He  had  the  highest 
possible  opinion  of  the  fourgentlemen  whose 
names  had  been  introduced  into  this  discus- 
sion. They  were  an  honour  to  the  country. 
It  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  some  ar- 
chitects had  not  been  placed  upon  the  Com- 
mission, which  was  composed  almost  en- 
tirely of  lawyers.  After  a  long  dis- 
cussion, the  names  of  two  of  the  com- 
peting  architects  —  Messrs.  Street  and 
Barry— had  been  bracketed  together.  It 
was  very  unfortunate  that  when  the  Judges 
had  bracketed  two  gentlemen  together,  as 
of  equal  merit,  one  excelling  in  interior 
arrangement  and  the  other  in  the  exterior 
design,  and  when  a  course  had  been 
agreed  upon  acceptable  to  those  two  gen- 
tlemen, that  course  had  not  been  carried 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
as  a  man  of  honour  and  desiring  to  act 
fairly  between  them — the  system  of  joint 
architects  having  been  objected  to— -gave 
the  erection  of  the  National  Gallery  to  Mr. 
Barry ;  but  he  adjudged  the  enormous 
prize  of  the  erection  of  the  new  Palace  of 
Justice  to  Mr.  Street.  On  account  of 
this  great  inequality,  it  was  most  de- 
sirable,  he  thought,  that    some  compro- 

Mr.  Berts/ord  Mopt 


mise   in    the    matter  should   be  arrived 
at,  and  what  he  would  suggest  was  that, 
as  the  present  site  was  declared  by  eom« 
petent    authorities    to   be    too   small  for 
the  erection  upon  it  of  all  the  Courts  of 
Chancery  and  Common  Law,  the  land  re* 
claimed  from  the  Thames  should  be  turosd 
to  account.     If  that  were  done,  the  nof 
Chancery  Courts   might  be  built  on  tlio 
present  site,  and  Mr.  Street  might  be  ap- 
pointed as  tlie  architect.     There  would  not 
be  the  least  diflSculty  in  making  a  oommi- 
nication  by  a  gallery  between  those  Coorti 
and  the  new  Common  Law  Courts  which 
might  be  erected  on  the  Thames  Embsnk« 
ment,  and  the  erection  of  which  might  bs 
committed   to    the  hands  of  Mr.  Bsny. 
The  enormous   expenditure    requisite  to 
extend  the  existing   site  would  thus  ho 
avoided,  and  a   tolerably  satisfactory  in 
rangement  arrived  at ;  for  two  architeete 
had  been  more  than  once  known  to  wodc 
conjointly  at  the  same  building  with  per- 
fect success. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  theHouo 
would  abide  by  the  decision  to  which  ithsA 
already  come  with  reference  to  the  site  off 
the  new  Courts.     The  often  contemplsteS 
project  for  the  fusion  of  law  and  equity 
would  be  likely  to  be  indefinitely  postponecl 
if  the  new  Chancery  and   Common  Iaw 
Courts  were  to  be   kept  separate  io  tho 
way  which  the  hon.  Member  who  had  jut 
spoken   suggested.      The  proposed  Coo* 
mittee  would,  in  his  opinion,   find  itself 
wholly  unable  to  solve  the  problem  whieli 
would  be  submitted  to  it.     If  they  selected 
the  design  of  Mr.  Street,  a  truly  sobto 
design  would  be  chosen,  in  which,  accord* 
ing  to  the  opinion  of  Judges,  members  of 
the  Bar,  attorneys,  and  suitors,  all  the  re- 
quirements for  Courts  of  Law  would  he 
well  provided  for  ;  but  the  Committee,  if 
unfit  to  decide  the  problem  proposed  to  he 
submitted  to  them,  would  be  still  more  aolt 
to  determine  the  question  of  law,  and  he 
thought  that  the  House  should  abide  bj  the 
decision  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crows. 

Mr.  WINTBRBOTIIAM  said,  he  did 
not  attribute  to  the  Government  any  objeet 
but  the  appointment  of  the  best  arebiteet 
they  could  find;  but  he  considered,  at  the 
same  time,  that,  desiring  to  get  rid  of  a 
very  complex  subject,  they  chose  rather 
hastily  to  cut  the  knot,  and  did  not  show 
the  patience  necessary  for  untying  it.    He 
should  not  have  objected  if,  in  the  first 
instance,  tho  Government   had   appmnted 
an  architect  and  given  no  reasons  for  the 
appointment;  but  it  was  importaiii  thatstriet 
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joitiee  sbould  be  done  in  these  matters, 
and  when  the  GoTernraent  had  entered  into 
t  distinct  contract  with  certain  indiridiials 
it  Bhonld  be  religiously  observed.     That 
bsd  not  been  done  in  the  present  instance. 
Fife  Judges  of  the  designs  were  appointed, 
and  it  was  declared  that  their  award  should 
be  final,  and  that  the  successful  competitor 
iboold  be  employed  as  the  architect  of  the 
bailding.     The  Judges  recommended  two 
designs.    Now,  it  was  obfious  at  the  first 
blash  that  each  competitor  might  be  willing 
to  compete  with  the  other  competitors  in- 
diridnallj,  but  not  with  two  combined.  The 
award  was  not  within  the  terms  of  the 
eompetitioo,  and  if  the  GoTornment  were 
of  opinion  that  the  award  was  in? alid,  why 
ihonld  indifidoal   architects  be   made  to 
suffer  by  it  ?     In  matters  of  this  descrip- 
tion it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
public  faith  should  be  observed  to  the  Yery 
letter.    The  confusion  that  had  arisen  was 
entirely  owing   to   the  circumstance  that 
Messrs.  Shaw  and  Pownall  had  been  raised 
from  the  position  of  assistant  architectural 
clerks  to  that  of  Judges.     This  step  had 
been  taken   in  deference   to  the  Trades' 
Union  feeling  of  the  London   architects, 
who  anticipated  that  this  addition  to  the 
nnmber  of  the  Judges  would  neutralise  the 
chance  of  the  competitor  from  Manchester 
being  successful.     The  result  of  this  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  the  Judges  was 
that  the  two  Judges  who  were  in  favour 
of  Mr.   Barry   united  with  the  two  who 
were  in  favour  of  Mr.  Street  against  the 
three  who  were  in  favour  of  Mr.  Waterhouse, 
who  bad  succeeded  so  admirably  with  re- 
gard to  the  Manchester  Law  Courts.     One 
of  the  conditions  of  the  competition  was 
that  the  element  of  cost  would  be  taken 
into  coosideration.     It  was  stated  that  the 
torn  of  £750,000  had  been  fixed  upon  as 
the  limit.    Mr.  Street's  offer  was  £193,000 
outside  the  amount  specified,  Mr.  Barry's 
£330,000,   and   Mr.    Waterhouse's    only 
£1,600.     But  this  was  not  known  when 
the  Judges  made  their  award.      If  some 
steps  were  not  taken  to  insure  justice  being 
done  in  this  instance  by  terms  of  the  con- 
tract being  adhered  to,  competitions  of  this 
l^iad  would  be  put  a  stop  to  entirely.     It 
vas  already  difficult  to  induce  gentlemen 
of  first-class  position  to  enter  into  them. 
The  honour  of  Parliament  was  involved  in 
little  things  quite   as  much   as  in  great 
tbiogB,  and   it  was  desirable  that  strict 
&ith  should  be  kept  in  this  matter.     He 
iboold  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Kmber  for  a  Select  Committee,  not  with 


the  Tiew  of  obtaining  a  decision  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  plans,  but  in  order  that  it 
might  be  ascertained  how  this  miscarriage 
arose,  and  how  it  could  be  remedied. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion stood  in  a  different  position  from  any 
other  question  relating  to  public  buildings. 
The  new  Law  Courts  were  not  to  be  erected 
at  the  cost  of  ordinary  Votes  of  this  House  ; 
but  mainly  from  balances  of  Fee  Funds  and 
charges  specially  imposed  upon  suitors  ; 
and  the  Bill  would  never  have  passed  had 
not  the  responsibility  and  authority  to  carry 
on  the  work  been  expressly  given  to  a 
Royal  Commission  conjointly  with  the 
Treasury.  Tet  no  sooner  did  they  begin 
to  take  any  action  than  the  House  of 
Commons  stepped  in  and  interfered  with 
that  responsibility.  First,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
carried  a  Resolution  increasing  the  number 
of  architects,  then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  (Mr.  Lanyon)  forced  the  Govern- 
ment to  add  to  the  Judges ;  and  the  result 
is  the  unsatisfactory  and  inconclusive  award 
of  these  gentlemen.  At  the  same  time, 
as  practically  the  Judges  had  bracketed 
two  architects  as  equal,  he  regretted  that 
Government  had  not  made  a  joint  appoint- 
ment, but  he  was  not  at  all  prepared  to 
advise  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  third 
time  to  step  in  and  interfere  with  their 
responsibility ;  and  he  trusted  the  matter 
would  be  left  as  it  stood,  and  would  not  be 
relegated  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
hoped  the  suggestion  to  have  two  buildings 
would  not  be  listened  to,  and  as  to  putting 
the  Common  Law  Courts  in  one,  and  the 
Equity  Courts  in  another  half-a-mile  off, 
his  hon.  Friend  had  probably  not  considered 
that  perhaps  the  distinction  between  Com- 
mon Law  and  Equity  Courts  would  not 
last  another  Parliament. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  thought  that 
as,  according  to  the  Instructions,  utility 
was  to  be  more  regarded  than  ornament, 
the  Government  ought  to  have  selected 
Mr.  Barry  as  the  architect.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  architectural  profession,  Messrs. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  were  the  Judges  most 
to  be  relied  upon,  and,  sitting  as  assessors, 
their  opinion  could  not  but  exercise  great 
weight  with  the  other  Judges.  He  was 
sorry  that  hon.  Members  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  inspecting  the  designs  be- 
fore being  called  upon  to  say  whether  the 
decision  of  the  Judges  was  correct.  He 
would  not  pretend  to  say  whether  the  de- 
sign which  had  been  adopted  would  prove 
satisfactory  to  the  country  ;  but  with  re* 
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gard  to  the  appointmeDt  of  a  Committee,  |  was  unjuit  to  all  to  make  the  oompromii 


he  felt  a  great  objeotioQ  to  it,  and  on  the 
whole  he  thought  it  would  be  better  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Goldsmid) 
not  to  diride  the  House  upon  his  Motion. 

Mb.  pease  said,  he  had  been  told  bj 
Mr.  Street  that  he  4)ad  done  him  an  injus- 
tice, when  speaking  on  this  subject  on  a 
former  occasion,  by  representing  that  he 


which  the  Goyernment  proposed,  whieh  wt 
an  awkward  and  a  weak  one.  He  ventore 
to  predict  that  the  thing  would  be  a  failan 
the  building  would  be  commenced,  an 
when  the  mistake  was  found  oat  the  ai 
swer  would  be  that  it  was  too  late  to  in 
terfere,  because  the  works  were  alread 
too  far  advanced.     It  was  impossible  tha 


had  exceeded  the  estimate  by  £300,000,    a  worthy  Palace  of  Justice  oould  be  erectei 


instead  of  £193,000.  Mr.  Street  was  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  correction.  The 
truth  was  that  the  cost  had  been  put  very 
much  out  of  Wew,  and  almost  all  the  ar- 
chitects except  Mr.  Waterhouse  had  greatly 
exceeded  the  original  estimate.  Mr.  Barry 
was  out  by  £330,000,  while  Mr.  Waterhouse 
was  only  £2,000  in  excess  of  the  estimate. 


Whatever  celebrity  Mr.  Street  possessed    suitable,  and  a  useful  building. 


as  an  architect  was  in  connection  with 
church  architecture  ;  but  this  was  not  the 
style  they  required  in  the  Law  Courts. 
They  wanted  no  "dim  religious  light"  to 
be  introduced  there,  but  that  the  light  of 
justice  should  illuminate  the  judgments  to 
be  delivered  there. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  CHAMBERS  thought 
that  this  was  a  case,  of  all  others,  for  a 
Select  Committee.  The  decision  of  the 
Government  was  entirely  unsatisfactory  to 
the  House  and  to  the  public  out-of-doors, 
and  it  was  remarkable  that  not  one  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  concurred  in  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Street.  Messrs.  Shaw 
and  Pownall,  who  were  called  in  as  sur- 
veyors, were  desired  to  go  through  the  de- 
tailed plans.  They  were  eminent  and 
honourable  men,  whose  characters  were 
above  suspicion,  and  who  had  no  prejudice 
in  favour  of  one  candidate  over  another  ; 
and  their  judgment  in  favour  of  Mr.  Barry, 
on  the  score  that  he  had  complied  with  the 
requisitions,  ought  to  have  been  conclusive. 
Mr.  Street  was  only  entitled  to  be  men- 
tioned with  regard  to  elevation.  He  could 
not  help  saying  that  when  certain  details 
had  been  sent  to  the  competing  architects, 
and  when  elevation  was  the  condition  placed 


on  the  site  which  had  been  cleared,  am 
he  helieved  there  was  a  growing  opiniei 
out-of-doors  that  it  ought  to  be  built  U 
front  the  river.  He  should  vote  for  tiM 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  eai 
he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  GovernmeBt 
the  postponement  of  all  other  prooeediogi 
as  the  only  means  of  securing  a  grandi  i 


LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  moit 
compliment  the  hon.  Member  for  Hooitsi 
on  the  judicial  temper  with  which  be  hii 
introduced  the  subject ;  but  the  propoul 
to  inquire  into  the  appointments  of  aroU* 
tects  during  the  last  few  months  or  years 
was  too  considerable  to  be  entertained  this 
Session,  and  on  the  part  of  the  Goven- 
he  must  take  exception  to  it.  There  biS 
been  considerable  misapprehension  on  tho 
subject ;  and  he  might,  therefore,  state 
that  two  or  three  years  ago  Mr.  Water- 
house  received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Cowpar) 
the  appointment  of  architect  of  the  aar 
buildings  at  South  Kensington  that  wen 
to  receive  the  Natural  History  CoUectieia 
from  the  British  Museum  ;  and  fresh  il- 
structions  with  reference  to  the  preparalioa 
of  plans  had  recently  been  sent  to  hiak 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Gilbert  Scott,  be  baj 
within  the  last  few  weeks  been  appointe' 
architect  of  the  proposed  Colonial  aal 
Home  Officea  that  were  to  complete  tli 
quadrangle  now  partly  formed  by  the  la- 
dian  and  Foreign  Offices.  The  right  bee* 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  did  notapiv 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton  u  li 
what  was  to  be  referred  to  the  propoieJ 


last,  it  was  a  hard  case  that  the  Govern*  ;  Select  Committee.    The  right  hon.  Geatle- 


ment  should  finally  say  to  Mr.  Barry,  "  Al- 
though you  have  been  most  successful  in 
that  which  we  principally  demanded,  you 
shall  not  havo  the  execution  of  this  great 
work."     The  leading  architects  would  not 


man  held  that  nothing  ought  to  be  referrei 
but  whether  or  not  there  was  a  eontrait 
between  the  Government  and  the  oompfl^ 
ing  architects,  and  whether,  in  spite  of  tkl 
admitted  failure  of  the  Judges  to  make • 


have  entered  into  a  competition  for  the  j  binding  award,  there  was  not  that  amook 
mere  hagaielle  of  £800,  if .  they  had  not  I  of  legal  obligation  upon  the  Govemmeat 
felt  certain  that  the  most  successful  com-  which  would  compel  them  to  adopt,  Vfk 
petiior  would  have  been  appointed  to  erect  the  recommendations  of  the  Judges,  bat  a 
the  building  ;  and  there  having  been  a  I  certain  portion  of  them  with  which  ha  haf- 
failure  with  regard  to  all  who  competed,  it  pened  to  agree.  The  right  hon.  QenileMft 
Mr,  Beniinck 
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biaed  bu  opinion  not  upon  anything  in  the 
iirard  of  the  Judges,  but  upon  something 
thai  hftd  prenottsly  oeourred.    Bat  it  was 
ekar  from  all  that   had   been  said  that 
etetiing  that  the   GoTernment  might,    if 
they  ^080,  hafe   called  for  a  fresh  un- 
limited eompetitioDj   and  that  they  might 
baTfl  appointed  anybody  to  be  the  architect 
of  tbe  new  Law^  Courts,  without  legally  tio- 
latiDg  the  contract  which  had  been  made. 
He  moat  entirely  dissent  from  the  opinion 
that  the  GoTemment    should   be  guided 
more  by  the  recommendations  of  Mesara. 
Shaw  and  Pownall  than   by  that  of  the 
eofflmittee  of  barristers  and  solicitors.   The 
object  which  the  Government  had  in  view 
onder  the  cireumatanoes  was  to  arrive  at  a 
eooelosion  which,  upon  general  principles, 
ftboold  be  fair   to  the  competitors  in  the 
Tariona  competition  a,   and    which    should 
leears  that  the  architects  selected  for  the 
erection  of  the  great  works  in  contempla- 
tioD  should  be  such  as  to  render  it  probable 
that  those  works  would  be  worthy  of  the 
naUon.    After  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances they   had   appointed  Mr.    Street 
to  build  the   new    Law   Courts,   and   in 
so  doing  they    believed   they  had  taken 
tbe  wisest   course  open  to  them  ;    and 
fnrtber,  he  was  glad  to  think,  from  the 
tone  of  the  debate,  that  that  was  the  opi- 
sion  of  the  House  of  Commons.     He  quite 
eoocnrred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  tbe  opinion  that  the  Judges  were  bound 
to  take  into  their  consideration  the  question 
of  iDteraal  arrangement ;  but  then  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  a  protest  against  the 
phii  of  Mr.  Barry  had  been  sent  in  by  the 
prmeipal  Officers  of  the  Probate  and  Di- 
vorce Goart,  to  whose  use  one- fifth  of  the 
space  in  the  new  Courts  would  have  to  be 
sJlotted,  and    that  the  Committee  of  the 
Bar  and  aolicitors,  whoae  views  were  en- 
dorsed by  the  Coromiasioners,  also  objected 
to  that  plan.     Now,  when  it  was  borne  in 
isind  that  the  architect  appointed  would, 
ni  conjunction  with  aome  of  those  very 
gentlemen,  have  to  carry  out  the  necessary 
istemal  arrangements,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  view  a  of  men  who  would  have  to 
Vie  tbe  building,   and    who  poaaessed  a 
prsetieal  knowledge  of  the  requirements  of 
sueh  a  building,  must  prevail  over  that  of 
say  single   individual;    and    under  these 
sireomstanees  the  Government  were  justi- 
fied, he  must  contend,  in  not  selecting  Mr. 
"srry,  from  whose  views,  aa  to  internal 
srraogementa,   those  gentlemen   differed, 
^tbe  Government    had   appointed  Mr. 
"^  to  be  architect  of  the  interior  and 


Mr.  Street  to  be  architect  of  the  exterior 
thia  result  would  have  followed  — •  Mr. 
Street  would  have  been  able  to  carry  out 
his  part  of  the  design,  while  Mr.  Barry 
would  have  had  the  mortification  of  finding 
that  his  plan  for  the  interior  would  have  to 
be  materially  altered  before  it  would  give 
satisfaction  to  one  important  branch  of 
those  using  the  new  Courts.  The  Govern* 
ment  then  had  to  take  into  account  the 
other  great  competitions  in  which  Mr. 
Barry  was  concerned  ;  and,  finding  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  of  the  National 
Gallery  competition  he  had  produced  the 
design  which  showed  the  greatest  architeo- 
tural  skill,  they  had  appointed  him  to  be 
the  architect  of  that  building  ;  so  that  they 
had,  he  thought,  come  to  the  fairest  de- 
cision possible  as  regarded  the  two  com- 
petitions, both  of  which  had  failed  so  far 
as  the  legal  obligations  went.  As  to  Mr. 
Street's  appointment,  the  Commission  had 
not  expressed  any  opinion  ;  but  they  had 
been  in  communication  with  Mr.  Street  as 
to  the  preparation  of  the  final  plan,  and 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Commissioners  objected  to  Mr.  Street's 
appointment.  Several  suggestions  had 
been  made  as  to  the  course  which  Govern- 
ment should  pursue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Tite) 
had  ventured  on  the  snggeation,  which  was 
not  likely  to  find  favour  with  legal  authori- 
ties, that  the  Courts  of  Law  should  be 
divided  into  two  great  groups,  and  that 
one  should  be  confided  to  Mr.  Street  and 
the  other  to  Mr.  Barry.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  had  sug- 
gested that  a  Committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed more  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  claims  of  Mr.  Waterhouse  than  for 
anything  else  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Honiton  (Mr.  Goldsmid)  took  an  enlarged 
view,  and  suggested  an  inquiry  which 
would  probably  last  to  the  end  of  next  Ses- 
sion. All  such  inquiries  would  only  result 
in  adding  to  the  confusion  and  complexity 
with  which  the  subject  was  already  in- 
vested. He  believed  that  the  Government 
had  made  the  best  decision  in  their  power ; 
and  when  the  natural  feelings  of  disap- 
pointment which  generally  followed  all 
these  competitions  had  subsided,  all  par- 
ties would  probably  admit  that  a  wise  and 
sound  decision  had  been  arrived  at. 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  explained  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  suggest  that  any  wide  in- 
quiry should  be  entered  on,  but  that  what 
he  wished  to  be  investigated  was  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  public  faith  had  been  kept. 
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Qaestion  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ajes  90  ;  Noes 
45 :  Majority  45. 

Main  Question  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply  contidered  in  Committee. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednesday. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE   FUNDS    BILL. 

{Mr.  Secretary  Oathame  Bardy,  Sir  James 

Fergueton.) 

[bill  132.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  moving 
"That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"said,  in  the  course  of  the  autumn  Ses- 
sion the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Viscount  Enfield)  put  some  Questions 
to  him  respecting  the  numbers  of  the 
police,  to  which  he  replied  that  it  was 
manifest  that  the  police  were  shorthanded, 
and  that  they  were  overworked,  and  that 
it  was  desirable  that  they  should  have  that 
amount  of  rest  without  which  no  for<ia  could 
remain  eflScient.  At  that  time  the  men  in  the 
police  force  had  only  one  day's  rest  in  every 
five  or  six  weeks,  or  even  less,  while  their 
duties  at  the  same  time  were  most  arduous 
and  difficult.  It  was  under  these  circum- 
stances that  he  had  determined  to  add 
1,000  men  and  120  officers  to  the  force — 
an  addition  that  did  not  raise  its  numbers 
to  the  same  proportion  to  the  population 
and  the  acreage  which  it  bore  to  them 
when  it  was  first  instituted  in  1830.  At 
that  time  there  were  only  twenty  acres  to 
each  constable,  whereas  there  were  now 
fifty-seven  acres  to  each  constable.  The 
population  of  the  metropolis  in  1830  was  only 
1,496,000,  whereas  it  *was  at  the  present 
time  somewhere  about  3.506,000.  The 
police  force  consisted  at  its  first  establish- 
ment of  3,300  men,  officered  by  two  Com- 
missioners ;  but  in  1856  Sir  Richard 
Mayne  became  the  sole  Commissioner  with 
two  Assistant  Commissioners.  In  1856 
the  number  of  buildings  in  the  metropolis 
was  368,000  ;  but  that  number  had  since 
been  increased  to  472,000.  The  force  for 
the  protection  of  the  Thames  and  of  the 
dockyards  was  a  separate  body,  and  was 
not  paid  out  of  the  police  rate.  Great 
difficulties  had  been    experienced  at  one 

Mr.  Qoldemid 


time  in  keeping  up  the  numbers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police ;  but  these  diffiesltisi 
had  now  disappeared  in  consequence  of 
the  addition  that  had  been  made  to  their 
pay  at  the  instance  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Walpole)  in  the  coarse  of 
last  year,  and  since  then  a  good  elsis  of 
men  had  come  into  the  force.  Owing  to 
the  favourable  regulations  that  had  bees 
made,  the  numbers  of  the  force  were  now 
oomplete  within  200  or  300  men.  The 
pay  of  the  force,  howeTer,  even  now  wai 
by  no  means  excessive,  and  was  lower  then 
that  of  the  City  Police  force,  which  hsd, 
moreover,  several  privileges  not  enjoyed 
by  the  Metropolitan  Police.  The  loweit 
pay  of  the  police  when  they  entered  the 
service  was  lOf.  a  week  ;  but  thst  wai 
only  for  a  week  or  two,  during  which  thej 
were  being  trained.  The  next  pay  wei 
19«.  a  week  for  the  third  class,  and  £1 3i. 
for  the  second  class.  The  pay  of  the 
officers  according  to  rank  was  in  propo^ 
tion.  Last  autumn  his  grest  desire  wu 
that  the  men  should  be  allowed  one  dsy  of 
rest  in  the  seven  ;  and  he  was  glad  to  isj 
that  by  the  augmentation  of  the  force  thst 
ohject  had  since  been  attained.  Ad  Order 
had  been  issued  to  insure  them  that  reet, 
and  to  allow  them,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
ohooie  the  day  themselves.  It  had  bees 
stated  in  the  newspapera  that  too  much  of 
the  time  of  the  police  was  occupied  is 
drill ;  but  the  fact  was  that  they  were 
only  drilled  during  a  portion  of  the  yesr, 
and  the  drill  —  which  was  company  drill 
only,  not  battalion  drill  —  occupied  only 
one  hour  in  the  week  in  the  cue  of  M 
constables.  The  exaggeration  oo  tbii 
subject  had  been  very  great.  The  only 
objection  to  the  Bill,  ao  far  as  be  wtf 
aware,  was  that  it  would  necessitate  s 
slight  increase  to  the  rates  of  the  metrO' 
polis.  It  was,  of  course,  necessary  thst 
some  additional  sum  should  be  raised,  ssd 
the  Id.  in  the  pound  which  he  bad  dete^ 
mined  to  take  was  the  smallest  sum  which 
could  supply  the  needful  funds.  The  police 
rate  was  now  equal  to  8d.  in  tiie  pound  on 
the  rental,  but  2d.  was  paid  by  the  Tres- 
sury,  so  that  in  fact  the  metropolis  wss 
only  rated  to  the  extent  of  6d.  in  the 
pound.  He  was  anxious  to  observe  the 
greatest  economy  possible  ;  and  under  this 
Bill  it  was  proposed  to  add  {d.  in  the 
pound  to  the  police  rate,  and  id.  to  the 
proportion  to  be  paid  by  the  Treasury.  In 
case  no  addition  were  made  to  the  amoont 
raised  there  would  be  a  deficit  of  £^^fi^' 
The  additional   cost  would   be  X88|100. 
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The  extra  Id.  would  raise  £72,247,  and 

ibere  would  be  a  surplas  in  hand  at  the 

end  of  this  month  of  about  £15,000,  after 

providing  for  the  pay  of  the  men  and  for 

penaiona.     It  was  necessary,  he   might 

remark,  to  keep  a  good  balance  in  hand, 

aa    the    payments    amonnted    to    about 

£10,000  a  month.     The  estimated  cost  of 

pay  and  clothing  for  1 868.9  was  £616,707. 

It  was  necessary  to  proride  a  large  sum  to 

Bsei  the  cost  of   pensions  and  superan- 

■Dttions,   which    amonnted   this  year  to 

£58,836,  and  was  likely  ultimately  to  rise 

to  £100,000.     There  was  a  necessity  for 

idditional   buildings  and   stations,  which 

nrs  especially  demanded  for  the  married 

ms.    There  was  also  in  the  Bill  a  provi- 

WD  for  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  the 

two  Assistant  Commissioners  from  £800 

io  £1,100  a  year,  which  he  thought  only 

juttSonsidering  the  great  increase  of  their 

Mm,  and  the  augmentation  of  late  years 

is  tbs  rents  of  houses  and  the  keep  of 

Inimi.    Considering  the  manner  in  which 

tiM»s|tntlemen  performed  their  duties,  he 

thoQgbt  the  House  would  not  grudge  them 

thii  additional    remuneration,    especially 

when   it    was    considered    that    Colonel 

Fnier,  who  had  a  much  smaller  force  to 

foomand  in  the  City,  had  a  house  and 

£1,000  a  year. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
line."— (Jfr.  Oathome  Hardy,) 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  thought  that 
tin  iohsbitants  of  London  had  great  rea- 
*oo  to  eomplain  of  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
Mt  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  From  the 
int  moment  of  its  introduction  they  had 
MQgbt  to  obtain  from  the  Secretary  of 
8t«ts  for  the  Home  Department  some 
tUtoment  of  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
PVvposed  the  imposition  of  this  additional 
wdsQ  npon  them  ;  but  he  had  steadily 
tti  ledalously  refused  to  give  this  informa- 
tiis,  sad  eren  the  statement  he  had  now 
iMdewas  inadequate  in  the  last  degree. 
Ik  House  ought  not,  on  a  mere  state- 
^•Bt  from  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  with- 
Ntsny  inquiry  being  made,  to  pass  a  Bill 
if  tbis  kind  imposing  special  taxation, 
i^liat  was  the  history  of  that  measure  ? 
Bs  beliered  that  it  originated  in  a  mere 
ftnie,  arising  from  eveots  which  alarmed 
As  Secretary  of  State  and  the  public. 
lit  what  were  the  facts  ?  He  found  from 
At  Censna  that  the  population  of  London 
kdinereaaed  at  the  rate  of  about  18  per 
MM  m  ten  years  ;  and  on  turning  to  the 


police  he  found  that,  without  taking  into 
account  the  Dockyard  Police,  they  had 
during  ten  years  increased  rather  more 
than  18  per  cent,  whilst  the  increase  of 
expense  in  their  maintenance  had  amounted 
to  no  less  than  48  per  cent.  Why  did 
they  propose  that  increase  ?  No  doubt 
the  police  were  now  governed  by  a  man 
of  great  experience  ;  but  it  was  certain 
that  a  time  came  when  a  man's  experience 
became  so  great  as  to  be  hardly  compa- 
tible with  activity.  He  did  not  blame  the 
Chief  Commissioner  for  holding  on  to  his 
office  at  present ;  for  if  there  were  any 
truth  in  what  was  said  as  to  the  pressure 
put  upon  him  to  induce  him  to  resign,  and 
what  would  happen  when  he  did  resign,  he 
believed  that  he  had  rendered  great  ser- 
vice to  the  metropolis  by  clinging  to  his 
office.  He,  howeyer,  was  assisted  by  two 
Assistant  Commissioners,  whose  salaries 
the  Bill  proposed  to  increase.  One  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  was  said  to  be  in 
ill-health,  and  the  other  employed  himself 
in  promoting  what  he  called  tlie  military 
organization  of  the  force,  ond  the  waste  of 
time  in  carrying  that  idea  into  effect  was 
equal  to  one-fifth  of  the  power  of  the  force. 
The  Metropolitan  Police,  moreover,  whiUt 
it  spread  over  far  too  large  an  area  in  the 
surrounding  counties  to  be  worked  effi- 
ciently, had  yet  to  maintain  a  costly  rivalry 
with  another  force  actually  in  its  own 
midst.  The  Metropolitan  Police  and  the 
City  Police  were  bidding  against  each 
other  for  men,  and  this  rivalry  was  equiva- 
lent to  an  additional  charge  on  the  metro- 
polis of  not  less  than  £25,000  a  year. 
Last  year  a  Committee  of  that  House  re- 
ported that  in  their  opinion  there  ought  to 
be  only  one  police  force  in  the  metropolis. 
If  the  Chief  Commissioner  would  surrender 
his  rural  charge  to  the  police  of  the  rural 
districts,  he  would  be  much  better  able  to 
perform  his  duties  in  the  metropolis.  It 
was  not  numbers  that  make  a  useful  police 
force,  but  intelligence ;  and  within  the 
past  year  we  had  had  painful  experience 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  force  in  this  respect.  There  had 
been  a  panic  about  the  doings  of  certain 
Fenians  ;  and  what  was  the  real  foundation 
of  the  panic  ?  It  appeared  that  there 
were  about  a  dozen  drunken  tailors  who 
were  engaged  in  emancipating  Ireland 
from  the  dominion  of  England.  All  London 
was  alarmed  at  the  doings  of  these  drunken 
tailors,  and  the  Home  Secretary  swore  in 
25,000  special  constables  to  protect  the 
metropolis  against  them.      The  cause  of 
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the  panic  was  that  there  had  heen  no  in* 
telligent  pursuit  of  the  real  crimiDali,  when 
these  men  were  guilty  of  certain  acts  of 
violence,  and  rumour  was  thus  allowed  to 
amplify  their  power.  We  had  at  that  time 
7,000  police,  but  they  had  not  intelligence 
enough,  when  these  men  were  about  to 
commit  a  great  crime,  to  prevent  the  com- 
mission of  that  crime,  although  they  had 
previous  information  respecting  it ;  and 
even  after  it  was  committed  they  only 
succeeded  in  securing  the  conviction  of  one 
of  those  engaged  in  it.  No  stronger  proof 
could  be  given  of  the  incapacity  of  the 
police  of  the  metropolis.  Before  asserting 
that  the  numbers  of  the  police  were  in- 
sufficient, the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to 
have  shown  that  crime  had  increased,  and 
the  cause  of  that  increase.  But  he  had 
given  no  such  information.  It  was  not 
easy  for  a  private  Member,  without  the 
assistance  of  a  Committee,  to  inform  the 
House  on  that  subject,  but  he  believed 
that  within, the  last  seven  years  there  had 
been  a  great  increase  in  the  vagrant  class, 
and  a  disproportionate  increase  in  the 
number  of  persons  committed  for  criminal 
offences  to  the  Sessions  ;  but  the  number 
of  persons  summarily  convicted  before  the 
magistrates  had  hardly  increased  at  all.  It 
was  quite  necessary  there  should  be  a 
searching  investigation  into  the  causes  of 
that  increase  of  crime  and  of  vagrancy 
before  any  steps  were  taken  to  increase 
the  numbers  of  the  police.  The  House  was 
now  asked,  however,  in  a  most  hurried 
and  inconsiderate  manner,  to  impose  a  per- 
manent charge  on  the  metropolis,  greater 
than  had  been  found  necessary  before 
during  thirty  years.  Latterly  the  increase 
iu  expense  of  the  police  had  been  greater, 
in  proportion  to  its  numbers,  than  ever  it 
had  been  before.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  committed  himself  in  regard  to 
expenditure  let  him  pass  a  Bill  for  a  year  ; 
hut  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  en- 
titled to  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill 
creating  a  permanent  increased  charge  on 
the  metropolis  until  there  was  authentic 
evidence  before  the  House  that  means  had 
been  taken  to  re-organize  the  police  in  ac- 
cordance with  recommendations  of  Com- 
mittees of  that  House.  On  these  grounds 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Mr.  HARVET  lewis  seconded  the 
Amendment.  He  cordially  concurred  in 
that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  which 

Mr,  Ayrton 


he  had  expressed  regret  at  the  fnrtiposel 
increase  of  the  taxation  of  the  metropolii. 
The  proposal  to  inerease  the  police  fores 
because  the  numbers  were  insuffieient  to 
protect  the  metropolis,  and  to  give  the  ds- 
cessary  rest  to  the  men,  was  a  very  differsit 
question  from   that  involved  in  the  Bill, 
which  sought  to  impose  a  permanent  tit 
on  the  metropolis.     If  the   Seeretary  of 
State  had  so  far  committed  himself  as  to 
make  such  a  Bill  necessary,  it  ought  to  be 
limited  in  its  operation  to  one  year.    Tliots 
was  no  kind  of  necessity  for  increasing  tho 
taxation  of  the  metropolis   by  means  of 
that  Bill ;  because  the  rapid  increase  in  tho 
number  of  houses  supplied  an  increase  of 
rates   that  ought  to  be  amply  snffideit 
There  was  no  rate  imposed  upon  the  m^ 
tropolis  which  the  ratepayers  so  much  ob- 
jected to  as  the  police  rate,  because  tiioy 
had  no  control  over  it,  and  did  not  know 
how  it  was  applied.    All  they  had  to  ib 
with  it  was  to  pay  it.     Grime  was  contui* 
ally  committed  at  their  very  doors,  bii 
unless  they  offered  a  handsome  rewaid» 
the  police  gave  no  assistance  in  diseoverisif 
the  perpetrators.      They  objected  also  t» 
the  absurdity  of  drilling  the  poliee  u  ft 
military  force,  and  believed  that  bat  ibr 
such  drilling  a  smaller  body  of  men  wodi 
be  required.     The  inefficiency  of  the jpotti 
had  been  shown  during  the  recent  Feoisft 
alarm.  The  present  time,  therefore,'seesnsi 
most  inopportune  for  increasing  the  eoiolt* 
ments  of    the   Assistant    Commiasionsnt 
Efforts  had  been  made,  but  in  vain,  to  ob- 
tain   Returns  of   the  police  expenditnn^ 
such   as   were  made  by  the  QovemoMit 
offices  of  their  disbursements.  The  rateaUs 
value  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  area  hsi 
largely  increased,  and  it  seemed  ineredsUi 
that  the  increased  cost  of  the  poliee  show 
have  absorbed  the  rates  oolleoted  npon  Ikl 
augmented  valuation.    He  held  in  hisbsDli 
Returns  of  the  increase  in   the  rateslk 
value  of   the  metropolitan  area  betwstf 
1856  and  1868,  which  showed  that  tM 
value  had  increased  from  £9,188,070  il 
the  former  year  to  £14,355,068  u  Iki 
latter.     At  8d.  in  the  pound  that  ioerosH 
would  give  to  the  police   an   addition  4 
£134,556  between  1856 and  1868.   las^J 
case,  the  taxation  sought  to  be  imposed  fif 
this  Bill  was  not  yet  necessary ;  for  di 
county  assessment  as  hetween  1847  lei 
1864  showed  an  increase  in  the  poliee  latoi 
of  £159,033,  and  if,  therefore,  the  Qoven* 
ment  only  waited  until  the  eonnty  of  Itt- 
dlesex  was  re-assessed,  as  the  county  i( 
Surrey  had  been  re-assesaed,  thej  weiU 
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oMn  A  great  deal  more  money  for  the  I  lation.    He  eoniended  that  the  increaBe  in 
police  than  thej  wanted.     Bat  how  would    the  police  force  was  necoBsarj,  but  he  felt 


the  ntepajere  then  get  back  the  tax  it 
was  propoeed  to  levy  on  them  by  this 
BiU? 

Amesdment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Qiies- 
tioii  to  add  the  words  **  npon  this  day 
tbea  months/' — {Mr.  Ayrion). 

Mb.  Aldebmak  LTTSE  said,  he  believed 
that  the  failure  in  the  prevention  of  the 
Clerkenwell  explosion  was  due  rather  to 
mismanagement  than  to  any  inadequacy  in 
the  Bombers  of  the  police.  What  was 
wanted  was  organixation,  not  increase  in 
the  force,  and  even  if  increase  were  re- 
quired, it  should  not  he  made  without  full 
inqoirj  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  rate- 
pajers? 

VscoTniT  ENflELD  said,  he  regretted 
the  tone  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  spoken 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Bspartment.  He  (Yiscoont  Enfield)  thought 
the  greatest  good  faith  had  been  displayed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  dealing  with 
the  qoeation  under  discussion,  and  he 
thanked  him  for  the  oourtesy  he  ioTariably 
exhibited  ia  conneotion  with  matters  of 
metropolitan  interest.  Nothing  was  easier 
thsa  to  sneer,  after  the  danger  was  past,  at 
Ae  alarm  which  bad  been  excited  by  the 
FeDiao  ontragea  of  last  winter  ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Qentleman's  consti> 
toents  would  approve  of  his  remarks.  The 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had, 
he  believed,  only  done  his  duty  in  making 
an  addition  to  the  police  force.  Be  would 
point  oQt  that  while  in  1830  there  were 
3,274  men  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  their 
doties  extend^   only  to  ten  miles  round 


some  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  expense, 
because  the  Metropolitan  Police  force  were 
frequently  sent  to  the  country  on  duty,  and 
the  metropolitan  ratepayers  had  to  pay  for 
them.  He  thought  that  the  Imperial 
Treasury  might  fairly  contribute  one-half 
towards  their  expenses,  when  we  em- 
ployed men  in  the  discharge  of  important 
duties,  they  were,  he  •  thought,  fairly  en- 
titled to  be  paid,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  opposite  would  promise  to  insti- 
tute a  full  inquiry  next  year  into  the  entire 
organisation  of  the  police,  he  believed  the 
public  would  be  perfectly  satisfied.  Mean- 
time he  would  give  him  his  cordial  sup- 
port. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pointing  out  that  this  Bill  was  not 
a  just  and  proper  one,  for  it  departed  from 
the  principle  of  the  4  d&  5  Will,  lY.,  in 
whicn  Act  it  was  laid  down  that  the  rate- 
payers of  the  metropolis  were  only  to  be 
required  to  pay  6d.  in  the  pound  police 
rate,  and  that  whatever  additional  sum 
might  be  wanted  was  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Why  should  an  altera- 
tion be  made,  and  a  further  sum  be  levied 
on  the  metropolis  for  police  purposes  ? 
Fenianism  was  a  national  evil,  and  why 
should  the  ratepayers  of  London  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  larger  sum  for  putting  down 
Fenianism  than  the  inhabitants  of  any 
other  portion  of  the  kingdom  ?  It  was  said 
in  justification  of  this  Bill  that  more  police 
were  required  as  the  area  was  increased, 
but  the  increased  area  would  return  an 
increase  of  rates. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  saw  no 

objection  to  the  police  having  a  holiday 

once  in  every  sev$[n  days,  but  he  thought 

Charing  Cross,   and  that  the  population  I  the  money  required  should  not  come  out  of 


vhieh  they  had  to  protect  amounted  only 
ts  1,500,000.  In  1839  the  area  was  ex- 
tended to  fifteen  mileefrom  Charing  Cross, 
tod  at  the  present  day  a  force  of  some- 
thing QQder  8,000  men  of  all  ranks  had  to 
proteet  a  population  of  3,400,000.  But  it 
>ho«ld  not  he  forgotten  that  out  of  those 
8,000  men  a  considerable  nnmher  were 
iacapseitated  for  duty  by  illness  and  wounds, 
ttd  that  1,200  were  draughted  off  for 
*pwial  duty  in  connection  with  the  palaces, 
ttaieoms,  and  other  public  buildings.  In 
As  Citj  Police  there  was  one  man  to  two- 
»^half  acres  of  district,  and  284  in 
popalation.  In  the  Metropolitan  Police  the 
FCfsrtion  was  one  man  to  seventy  or 
^7  acres  of  district,  and  600  of  popu- 


the  pockets  of  his  constituents,  but  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund.     The  Act  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South wark  (Mr.  Locke)  fixed  the  police 
rate  in  the  metropolis  at  6i.  in  the  pound, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
Hpuse  to  give  more  money.      It  was  ge- 
nerally supposed  that  Sir  Richard  Mayne, 
of    whom   he   wished   to  speak  with  the 
greatest  respect,   was  only  remaining   in 
office  for  another  jear  to  entitle  himself  to 
a  pension,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  wait  until  they  could  make  some 
permanent  arrangement  than  to  increase 
the  salaries  of  the  sub-Commissioners.  He 
should  vote  against  the  second   reading 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
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it  wouM  be  nferred  to  a  Seleet  Ooramit- 
tee.     He  protested  Kgainat  the  Bill  going 

on  without  further  inquirj. 

Kh.  Aldebxan  LAWRBNCB  >aid,  n 
•Utement  had  been  made  to  tlie  effect  that 
the  population  of  tbe  Citjr  of  London  wni 
only  112,000  ;  but  lie  wiihod  to  point  out 
that  there  were  dniljr  in    the    City 
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expenui  of  the  Uetropolitan  Poliea  u  of 
the  Coontj  Police.  It  wm  aaid  tbe  Gorero- 
oaent  ought  to  paj  more  becanae  of  the 
■pecial  Berricea  rendered  to  GoTerament 
property,  but  these  aervieea  were  paid 
every  year  by  a  apecial  Vote  for  the  polite 
in  the  Eitimates,  which  amounted  to  be- 
itween  £50,000  and  £60.000.     Something 


600,000  or  7dD,000  perioiiB,  who  hod  to    had  been  said  about  their  miliUrj  o  _ 
be  protected  or  looked  after  by  Ihe  poliee.    introa,  but  their  training  wee  not  carried 


He  also  remarked  that  nothing  waa  e 
tributed  to  the  aupport  of  the  City  Folici 
Fund  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fui  ' 


my  excess.     If  large  bodies  were  to  art 
together   it    waa   necessary   they    ehoaU 
i  some  organiRRtion,  and  it  i 


Sir  JAMES    FERQUSSON  said,  he    possible  to  haie  this  unless  they  Tweired 


thonght  it  would  require  a  good  deal  n 


training   and  drilling.      If  a  Cob- 


than  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member    mittee  sat  in  reference  to  the  poliee  sj^ 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Ur.  Ajrton)  to  ,  tern,  he  beliered  it  would  be  the  i 


e  the  House  to  reject  tbe  Bill.     The  I  removing  much  apprehension,  and  of  sbov* 
measure  was  only  to  proride  for  the  addi- 
tional charge   rendered   necessary  by  an 
'i  the  number   of  police,  which 


everybody  admitted  to  be  neceasary. 
was  no  fault  of  the  GoTernment  that  the 
Bill  was  brought  on  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session  ;  and  as  to  having  a  Select 
Committee  to  inqoire  into  the  police  sys- 
tem, no  necessity  for  it  had  been  proved. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  had  not  stated  any  facta  to  warrant 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  nor  was  there  in 
hia  (Sir  James  Fergusson's)  opinion  eny 
ground  for  tbe  attack  which  had  been 
made  upon  Sir  Richard  Mayne.  The  police 
force   called  forth  the  admiration  of  th 


ing  bow  efficient  the  force  waa. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  'nsv' 


whole  country,  and  much  credit  n 


stand  part  of  the  Question." 
The  House  (ftei<M  .'—Ayes  192;  Hon 

22:  Majority  170. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 

for  Thwiday. 


F0BTPA.ISICK  AKD  BXLFABT  AND  COOnT 
DOWN  EAILWAT  COHPAima  BILL. 

Reiolalion  reporUd  ,- 

"  To  autlioriie  Luni  of  Pnblie  Uotiaj  ts  Hi 
Portpatrick  ■□<)  tlie  Belfitt  aod  Oonatj  Dnl 
Railwaj  Companiee,  and  a  pajmi    '   --  —  -  "-^ 


the  Commissioners  for  their  efficiency.    As 
to  drill,  the  men  were  only  drilled  one  hour 
ind  that  only  during  the  summer 


e  to    Patrick  Company  Id  ooniequcnce  of  the  A1 


knd,  as  to  the    increase  of  the  |  Sclitib-Booti 


of  tbs  commantoatian  betwei 
d  Partpktriok." 
Bill  ordered  to  b«  brought  In  by  Mr.  Dda 

Mr,   Cn*KOEu.oB  of  tbs   EioatainB,   ud 


'BWX  pTttenUi,  and  read  thaflntti 


int  claes,  surely  if  there 

ase  the  number  of  the  police  should 
also  be  increased. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  be  hoped 
the  House  would  not  take  upon  itaelf  the 
responsibility  of  reiectinir  this  Bill.     An 

necessary,  not  on  account  of  Fenian  out-  " 
rages,  but  on  account  of  the  enormous  in- 
oreaae  of  the  metropolis,  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property,  and  the  ques- 
tion rather  was  out  of  what  fund  they 
abould  he  paid.  The  new  regulation  under 
which  a  holiday  of  one  day  in  the  week 
would  he  given  to  the  force  had  met  with 
general  approval.  It  would  doubtless  con- 
duce to  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  and 
would  induce  better  men  to  enter  it;  but 
its  operation  vras  to  require  a  certain  in- 
crease of  the  number  of  police.  The  Trea- 
sury only  paid  the  same  proportion  of  the 
Xr.  L{Aouehtr§ 


[MM] 


LIBZL    (iBXLIITD)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Couuk  O'LoaHLW,  BIlll 
siiimitata  the  Law  in  Ireland  to  tin  LawIaEW 
Coats  la  Asliona  of  Libel,  ordfrMltsM 


Bill  pretettled,  and  read  the  Orat  time.  [Uli  191] 


TmtHPUE  TBUSTS  AHRUTSraiXirTB  KU, 
On  HotiOD  of  Sir  Jmaa  Faaoosaoa,  HSfe 
ooLflrm  certain  Proviiioiul  Order*  tnada  nalV 
an  Aot  of  tbe  flfteanth  jear  of  the  iTi|n  »f  t* 
proaeol  Majeil;,  Co  rnciiitate  arrangemeatatortla 
relief  olTurppika  Tniata,  ordered  ta  be  Wos^ 
in  bj  Sir  Juua  FiaoDaaoM  and  Mr.  SeoelBQ. 

OlTHOBII  UlADT, 

Bill  prtttmed.tai  read  the  flrtt  Xita»,  [BUI Nil 


Honaa  ai^oanMd  at  i 


^^. 
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HOUSE   OF    LOBDS, 
Tiu9day,  June  80,  1868. 

UINrTES.}— PuBUo  BiLU-^Firit  Beading— 
Conns  of  L»w  Fee8,Ae.  (Seotland)*  (189); 
Coootj General  AtseMment  (Scotland)*  (100). 

Seemi  Beading  —  Vagrant  Aet  Amendment  * 
(J38):  Liquidation  (181);  Judgment!  £x- 
teiwion  (160);  Repreientation  of  the  People 
(Irabuid)  (176). 

Cii wim' ftitf—  Repreeentation  of  the  People  (Soot- 
bud)  (164-192);  Drainage  Proviiional  Order 
(^mfi^maUon*  (158);  Indosnre  (No.  3)* 
(61 ) ;  Local  GoTemment  Supplemental  (No.  4)* 
(165) ;  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  5)* 
(166). 

Meperi  —^  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Conflrma- 
tion*  (158);  Indosuro  (No.  2)*  (01)  ;  Local 
GoTtmmeni  Supplemental  (No.  4)*  (165) ; 
Local  GoTomment  Supplemental  (No.  5)  * 
(166). 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  AND  SOUTH 

COAST  RAILWAY  BILL. 

TEIRD   BEADING. 

Bill  read  S\  with  the  Amendments. 

TBI  Kabqusss   of   CLANBI garde 
mored  to  leaye  out  Clause  26,  which  em- 
powered the  Directors  to  raise  the  maxi- 
mum ntes  of  fares  for  passengers.     The 
Boble  Marquess  said  he  was  no  advooate 
for  extremely  low  fares  on  railways;  on 
the  contrarjy  he  admitted  that  they  must 
be  fixed  at  remunerutiye  rates.    But  when 
a  railway  company  had  undertaken,  with 
the  sanction  of  Parliament,  to  make  and 
maintain  a  railway  at  certain  fares,   an 
application  by  that  company  to  raise  the 
fares,  which  they  themseWes  then  fixed  as 
Bvtffident,  ought  not  to  be  acceded  to  with- 
out carefal  and  close  inquiry,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  the  demand  had  not  its 
origin  in  mere  reckless  and  extravagant 
management ;  and,  above  all,  such  a  case 
as  this  ought  not  to  be  drawn  into  a  pre- 
cedent.   Now,  as  far  as  he  could  discover, 
for  the  last  twenty  years  this  Bill  had  no 
precedent.     And  what  were  the  grounds 
itated  for  the  increase  of  fares  ?    Only  one 
nch  ground  appeared  on  the  face  of  the 
BilL    There  might  be  other  grounds,  and 
he  wss  sure  the  Committee  had  considered 
them  well ;  but  the  Preamble  only  men- 
tioned  one. 

**  Wh«mit,"  [it  said,]  '*  since  the  pnssing  of  the 
Act"->[iDcantng  the  Act  of  1863] — '*cirounittanoes 
Ws  bMome  materiallj  altered,  and  the  Company 
^vt  been  involved  in  a  large  expenditure,  and  it 
h  ixpcdient  that  the  Company  be  anthorized  to 
^>ttm  to  a  small  extent  the  tolls  and  charges 
fcrsiiMiiMii  limited  by  that  Act." 


TOL  CXCm.  [xHXBS  asBiss.] 


But  then  the  question  arose  how  this  ex- 
penditure had  been  incurred,  and  what 
was  the  position  of  the  Company.  If 
this  expenditure  had  been  incurred  not 
through  any  reckless  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  Directors,  but  legitimately  for 
the  purposes  of  the  railway  and  the  service 
of  the  public,  and  if  the  railway  had  been 
discreetly  managed  without  blame  to  the 
Directors,  then  a  primd  facie  case  was 
made  out  for  an  increased  tariff.  Their 
Lordships  would  see  how  this  was.  Up 
to  1863  the  tolls  on  the  London  and 
Brighton  line  were  higher  than  were  fixed 
by  this  Bill ;  but  in  that  year  a  competing 
scheme  was  proposed  for  the  construction 
of  a  line  called,  he  believed,  the  Becken- 
ham,  Lewes,  and  Brighton  line.  The 
Directors,  in  consequence,  voluntarily  of- 
fered to  reduce  their  fares,  and  did  so ; 
and  the  competing  line  did  not  pass.  Was 
this  reduction  of  fares  conditional?  No; 
it  was  absolute.  Beckenham  line  or  no 
Beckenham  line,  it  was  to  be  made.  To 
show  that,  he  would  quote  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Slight,  late  Secretary  of  the 
Company,  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  which  the  Becken- 
ham, Lewes,  and  Brighton  Bill  was  re- 
ferred in  the  Session  of  1863.  The  report 
of  the  examination  was  as  follows : — 

"  Mr.  RouHi) :  Is  there  a  resolution  about  re- 
ducing the  rates?— I  have  the  full  authority  of 
the  Board  in  this  matter  to  act  in  this  Committee 
Room. 

'*  By  the  Coiocittxi  :  Have  you  any  authority 
to  communicate  to  this  Committee  nny  decision  of 
the  Board  with  regard  to  the  future,  or  any  pledge 
to  give  on  their  part  as  to  the  future  ? — Tes,  I 
think  I  may  say  1  have.  Not  in  the  form  of  a 
resolution  of  the  Board  ! — Of  course,  if  that  ques- 
tion is  put  to  me  1  am  bound  to  say ,  but  I 

am  speaking  in  the  presence  of  three  Directors, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact. 

''Mr.  Hops  Scott:  You  are  speaking  in  the 
presence  of  three  Directors,  and  you  are  aware 
that  what  you  say  will  be  taken  down  f — ^Yes,  cer- 
tainly. Tou  are  aware,  also,  that  being  taken 
down  it  may  at  any  time  be  quoted  against  the 
Brighton  Company? — Yes,  and  quoted  against 
me.  Now,  under  that  responsibility,  will  you  say 
to  the  Committee  what  you  are  prepared  and  con- 
sider yourself  authorized  by  the  Board  to  state  to 
the  Committee  as  to  the  rates  ? — I  think  the 
question  which  was  put  to  me  was  whether  1  was 
authorised  to  pledge  the  Board  and  the  Company 
not  to  increase  the  present  adopted  schedule  of 
rates  ?  1  haTe  full  authority  from  the  Board  to 
give  that  pledge  in  the  name  of  the  Company." 

By  these  representations,  then,  the  Com- 
pany succeeded  in  their  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  and  the  reduced  rate  of  fares  was 
retained  up  to  the  present  time.  In  1866 
a  competing  line  was  again  proposed,  but 
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it  was  ultimately  given  up,  and  the  Brigh- 
ton Company  retained  their  monopoly.  The 
inhabitants   of   Brighton   were  therefore 
still  dependent  upon  one  line,  and  they 
depended  upon  the  Parliamentary  pledge 
and  enga^remont  entered  into  by  the  Com- 
pany.    To  get  rid  of   the    Beokenham, 
Lewes,  and  Brighton  line  the  Company 
were   ready  to  adhere  to   their  reduced 
rates;  but  now,  having  a  perfect  mono- 
poly and  having  no  dread  of  competition, 
the  Company  asked  Parliament  to  enable 
them  to  raise  their  fares  and  to  make  the 
burdens  on  the  customers  of  the  railway 
greater  than  they  had  ever  been  before. 
Looking  at  the  broad  facts,  he  thought 
their  Lordsliips  would  pause  before  they 
passed  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.    How 
many  railways  of  the  country  could  adopt 
the  language  of  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill  ? 
Or,   rather,   hovr  many  were  there  that 
were  not  in  a  position  to  adopt  it  i    How 
many  were  there  that  had  not  been  in- 
volved in  expenditure  that  had  not  been 
profitable,   either  to    themselves    or  the 
public  ?    If  this  Bill  were  passed^  in  the 
absence   of  any   special    oireumstanoe  to 
justify  it,  other  companies  would  be  put- 
ting in  a  similar  claim,  to  the  great  dis- 
turbance of  the  commerce  of  the  country 
and  to  the  great  increase  of  the  tax  which 
locomotion  imposed  upon  it.     The  general 
receipts  of  railways  had  not  increased  as 
they  ought  to  have  done ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  that  indicated  a  comparative  dimi- 
nution of  the  trade  of  the  country,  upon 
which  the  cost  of  locomotion  was  really  an 
inland  duty.     He  believed  that  the  gross 
amount  paid  by  the  publio  to  the  railway 
companies  was  not  less  than  £38.000,000 
annually.    lie  warned  the  House  to  pause 
before  making  a  precedent  which  might  be 
injurious  to  the  country. 

Jfovid,  "  To  leave  out  Clause  26."— 
{Th$  Marquess  of  Clanriearde,) 

LoBD  CAMOYS  said,  that,  aa  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  defend  tbe  decision  it  arrived 
at.  and  suggested  that  if  the  House  did 
not  approve  that  decision,  the  proper  course 
was  to  refer  the  Bill  back  to  that  Select 
Committee.  He  denied  that  any  pledge 
had  been  given  by  the  Company  which 
ought  to  preclude  it  for  ever  from  raising 
its  tolls.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
the  proposed  scale  of  fares  was  lower  than 
the  scale  which  was  authorized  from  1846 
to  1868.  Daring  that  period  the  flrst- 
class  express,  seoond-olass  express,  first- 

Th$  MarquenB  of  Clanrtoarth 


class  ordinary,  seoond-dass  ordinary,  and 
third-class  rates  of  fares  were  respectively 
as  follows :— 3(Z.,  3i.,  2  2^5d.,  1  4-5(1., 
and  1  l-5<^.  per  mile;  in  1863  the  rates 
were  2M-*  2(i.,  2d.,  l\d.,  and  1(2. ;  and 
tlie  scale  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  2f<}., 
2id.,  2ld.,  1  Id.,  and  Id.    This  scale  gare 
a  small  increase  of  }(f.  per  mile  for  flnt 
and  second-class  passengers — there  being 
no  alteration  as  regards  third-class  pas- 
sengers— beyond  the  amount  which,  by  an 
Act  of  1863,  the  Company  were  author- 
ized to  take.     The  scale  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  1863  was  a  considerable  reductioa 
on  the  scale  which  the  Company  were 
then,  and  from  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  their  Act  of  incorporation  of  1846, 
authorized  to  take,  and  it  was  a  redac- 
tion which  the  Company  volunteered  as  s 
concession  to   induce  Parliament  not  to 
sanction   a  competing   line  to  Brighton. 
But  in  a  subsequent  Session  (1866),  Par- 
liament did  sanction  the  competing  line, 
after  the  Company  had  been  put  to  sii 
enormous  expense,  in  the  vain  attempt  to 
uphold  the  decision  of   1868.     It  was, 
therefore,  submitted  by  the  Company  that 
if  the  adoption  of  the  tolls  of  1868  ooold 
originally  have  been  considered  as  s  eon- 
tract  between  the  Company  and  Parlia- 
ment, the  contract  was  put  an  end  to  by 
the  action  of  Parliament.     The  Compaay 
were  in  1863  supposed  to  be  in  a  mack 
better  financial  condition  than,  in  &ot, 
they   were,    as   subsequent  investigatioft 
had  shown  ;  and  they  had  since  Isid  oat 
very  large  sums  of  capital  in  station  aad 
other  accommodation  on  the  main  line  for 
the  benefit  of  the  publio,  upon  which  they 
did  not  get  any  adequate  return;  — ud 
indeed  the  net  income  for   the  last  yetf 
(1867)  proved  to  be  insufficient  by  upwards 
of  £100,000  to  pay  preference  chargci. 
It  was  manifestly  for  the  interest  of  the 
publio  that  railways  should  be  effioiently 
maintained,  and  it  was  impossible  tooeooro 
that  object  unless  a  reasonable  sum  was 
received  in  the  shape  of  tolls.     The  Com- 
pany were  not  asking  Parliament  to  re- 
store the  full  amount  of  tolls  authorised 
before  1863  ;   they  asked  only  an  increase 
equal  to  about  half  of  that  reductioa,  sad 
this  only  on  the  first  and  second-elaaa  pas^ 
sengers.     They  asked  no  alteration  at  all 
as  regards  third-class  passengers,  o'.*^ 
mals  or  goods.     The  promoters  submitted 
that  the  scale  proposed  was  a  very  mode- 
rate scale,  and  Mow  the  ordinary  stan- 
dard.     It   was    much   lower   than  the 
authorized    maximum    charges    of   the 
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Sooth- WMtern»  South-Eastern,  Chatham, 

and  other  adjoining  rail  ways  in  the  South 

of  England,  and  lower  than  the  actual 

aTerage  charges  of  the   eight  principal 

nilwayi  having  termini  in  the  metropolis. 

The  promoters  farther  said — 

**  The  reduction  of  1863  proves  to  be  more 
tWa  tbe  ndertaking  can  bear—thereiiumption  of 
hfttf  (be  MBoant  of  that  reUaction  it  essential  to 
•Msre  the  preferenee  shareholders'  interest — and 
tit  Oompany  submit  that,  under  the  circum- 
itBiteet,  they  mnj  fairly  ask  that  they  shall  not 
hi  Veld  bound  to  the  full  amount  of  a  oonoesiion 
ntUy  made  by  their  then  Directors  in  1803,  when 
thi  sbareholders  were  not  aware  of  the  actual 
IMltion  of  the  Company.  The  Committee  to 
ikn  your  Lordships  referred  the  Bill  gave  the 
lAjtei  of  tolls  very  patient,  full,  and  careful 
ittiAioB,  and,  having  heard  nil  that  could  be 
•UsBsd  on  both  sides,  they  decided  in  £ivonr  of 
«hi  tslU  proposed  in  the  BUI." 

?«r  these  reasons  he  supported  the  clause. 
SiBL   FORTESCUE  said,  he  had  no 
mterett' except  that  of  the  public  interest 
in  the  question  before  the   House.     He 
tntared  to  submit  that  this  was  just  one 
of  thois  great  questions  of  principle  which 
it  VIS  desirable  the  House  should  decide 
ftritielf  instead  of  delegating  the  respon- 
■bilitj  to  five  of  its  Members,  who,  how- 
erersble  they  might  be,  would  be  desti- 
t^  of  the  advantage  of  being  guided  by 
frindples  laid  down  by  the  House  itself. 
At  present  the  question  at  issue  was  whe- 
ther railway   companies    should  be   em- 
fovered  to  levy  what  taxes  they  pleased 
tt  personal  locomotion  and  the  movement 
of  goods ;   or,   in  other  words,   whether 
Krlisment  should  practically  hand  over  to 
ftoie  companies   the   power  of-  levying 
ittport  and  export  duties  on  the  trade, 
Ittufiustures,  and  commerce  of  the  coun- 
tij.  Bail  ways  were  practically,  and  ought 
fc  be  economically  monopolies,  well  re* 
Urieted  and  guarded   by    Parliamentary 
Innsions  enforcing  adequate  service  and 
mtrsiniDg  them  from  undue  charges.  But 
If  it  were  sanctioned  in  any  one  instance 
Art  a  oompany  was  to  break  through  these 
VEttnints,  and  obtain  the  power  to  raise 
fteir  charges  a  crowd  of  companies  would 
<ik  tile  Legislature  for  increased  powers  of 
tehg  our  trade  and  commerce.     In  the 
inient  ease  there  were  three  Companies 
^h  proposed  to  amalgamate,  and  all  of 
tUeh  had  become  notorious  for  extorting 
V^  iiires  from  the  public.     They  all  had 
indsely  tho  same  object  in   view  ;  and 
nfar  the  circumstances  was  it  likely  that 
■f  private  individual  would  deem  it  worth 
kivhile  to  incur  the  enormous  expense 
it  on  employing  counsel  and  bring- 


ing witnesses  before  the  Committee  to 
oppose  the  Bill  ?  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Companies  possessed  an  immense  advantage 
over  private  individuals;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  the  duty  of  that  and  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  lay  down 
general  principles  instead  of  throwing  so 
great  a  responsibility  upon  a  Committee 
which  had  before  it  two  sets  of  counsel, 
both  of  whom  were  interested  in  recom- 
mending the  plunder  of  the  public.  It 
was  to  Parliament  itself  and  not  to  Select 
Committees  appointed  by  cither  House 
that  the  public  must  look  for  protection 
against  what  might  become  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  increased  fares  for  passengers  and 
increased  charges  for  goods  all  over  the 
kingdom. 

Loan  VERNON,  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  examine  this  Bill, 
could  not  for  a  moment  call  in  question  the 
propriety  of  submitting  it  to  u  thorough 
examination,  without  which  it  could  not 
be  framed  on  definite  principles ;  and  he 
thought  their  Lordships  must  feel  obliged 
to  the  noble  Marquess  for  having  brought 
the  subject  forward.  Although  he  had  hud 
only  abriefexperienceof  the  businessof  their 
Lordships'  House  he  had  already  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  whole  system  of  rail- 
way legislation  was  very  vague  and  uncer- 
tain, and  that  the  more  general  princi|)les 
were  adhered  to  the  more  simple  and  less 
costly  would  be  the  working  of  the  system. 
There  was  ample  proof,  however,  submitted 
to  the  Committee  thut  tho  fares  on  the 
Brighton  line  were  not  sufRcient  to  earn  a 
fair  dividend.  When  the  line  was  opened 
in  1841  the  ordinary  first-class  fare  from 
London  to  Brighton  was  15«.,  and  the 
second-class  lU.  In  July,  1867,  however, 
they  were  reduced  to  8«.  10(f.  and  6«.  8c2. 
respectively.  Therefore,  although  a  slight 
increase  was  now  proposed,  tlie  fares 
would  be  nothing  like  so  high  as  thoso 
charged  when  the  railway  was  first  opened. 
In  conclusion,  he  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  circumstances  would  fully  justify  their 
Lordships  in  passing  the  Bill. 

The  Duxe  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
could  not  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Marquess..  Tho  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (EarlFortescue)  had  reference 
to  the  whole  system  of  private  legislation, 
but  did  not  contain  a  single  argument 
tending  to  show  that  this  particular  Com- 
mittee had  arrived  at  a  conclusion  contrary 
to  the  evidence  brought  before  it.  For 
his  own  part  he  differed  entirely  from  the 
noble  Earl,  being  of  opinion  that  a  ques- 
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lion  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  eifted  by  a 
Select  Committee,  which  had  the  assistance 
of  the  counsel  on  either  side  and  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  witnesses.     Indeed, 
everybody  who  had  paid  attention  to  the 
Private  Bill  legislation  of  this  House  must 
be  aware  that  a  Bill  could  not  be  submitted 
to  a  more  searching  trihunul  than  a  Select 
Committee.     The  noble  Earl  was  some- 
whot  in  error  as  to  what  took  place  before 
the  Select  Committee    in    1863.     There 
was  no  direct  assertion  made  that  the  fares 
were  reduced  in  consequence  of  the  oppo- 
sition scheme  of  the  London,  Lewes,  and 
Beckenhom  railway ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  during  the  progress  of  that  Committee 
the   Brighton  Company  practically  said, 
"  If  you  think  our  fares  are  too  high  we 
are  willing  to  reduce  them."      The  result 
was  that  the  London,  Lewes,  and  Becken- 
ham  scheme  being  thrown  out, the  Brighton 
Company  had  no  line   to  compete    with 
them.     In   1866,   however,  the   London, 
Lewes,  and  Beckenham  Bill  was  passed. 
The  London,  Lewes,  and  Beckenham  line 
was  passed  in  1 K66  as  against  the  London 
and  Brighton  Company ;  but  it  had  never 
been  proceeded  with,  because  the  affairs  of 
all   the  companies  had  got  into  so  very 
disastrous  a  state.     The  increase  of  tolls 
now  sanctioned  by  the  Committee  did  not 
bring  them  up  to  what  the  Company  were 
entitled  to  ch&rge  in  1863.     The  total  of 
that  increase  amounted  to  only  ^d,  a  mile 
for  first  and  second-class  passengers.  There 
was  no  increase  on  the    third-class  pas- 
sengers, nor  was  that  injustice  done  to  the 
agricultural   interests    which    seemed    to 
weigh  so  much  on   the  noble  Marquess. 
The  Committee    had  displayed  great  in- 
dustry.    It  had  brought  before  it  a  very 
large  scheme,  a  part  of  which  would  have 
entitled   a  company  to   charge   any  toll 
without  being  bound  by  any  maximum. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Committee  was 
an  able  one,  and  that  it  had  very  fully 
considered  the  whole  subject.  He  thought, 
therefore,  it  would  be    unwise  in  their 
Lordships   to  do  anything  which  might 
lead  the  public  to  suppose  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  the  confidence    of  their 
Lordships'  House.     In  consequence  of  a 
decision  to  which  the  Committee  had  come, 
the  Amalgamation  Bill,  to  which  so  much 
objection  had  been  taken  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  had  not  been  pressed.     Be- 
lieving that  the  small  increase  sanctioned 
by  the  Committee  was  necessary  in  order 
to  enable  the  Company  to  carry  on  their 
affairs  with  advantage  to  themselves  and 
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the  public,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
not  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  nobis 
Marquess. 

Lord  REDESD  ALE  regietted  the  Tiewi 
of  the  noble  Duke.     Bailway  fares,  onos 
fixed,  should  not  be  increased ;  and,  if  the 
proposed  alteration  was  made  in  this  esse, 
there  would  soon  be  a  flood  of  simihur 
applications  from  the  other  railway  eom« 
panies  of  the  country.     This  was  a  ques- 
tion of  principle,  in  which  the  House  had 
a  right  to  interfere,  and  he  should  cer- 
tainly support  the  proposition  of  the  noUe 
Marquess.     With  regard  to  the  Brightoa 
Company  having  reduced  their  fares  under 
fear  of  competition,   they   were  now  ia 
precisely  the  same  position,  and  held  joit 
the  same  monopoly  of  the  traffic  as  when 
they  agreed  to  the  reduction,  for  the  Lon- 
don,   Lewes,   and   Beckenham    line  hsd 
fallen  through,  and  was  never  likely  to  bo 
revived. 

LoBD  TAUNTON  concurred  with  Im 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committsss. 
He  protested  against  the  proposition  tbDt 
railway  companies,   after    giving  solemn 
pledges    to    Parliament,    and    obtainisip 
powers  and  privileges  on  the  strength  oX 
those  pledges,  being  allowed  afterwardi  to 
throw  their  engagements  to   the  winds- 
From   his  former  experience  in  *'  anothar 
place,''  he  could  say  that  it  was  the  pno* 
tice  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  keep 
railway  companies  to  their  pledges.    If  M 
company  violated  any  pledge  it  had  given 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  CommoB0» 
when  it  came  before  that  House  agshi» 
the  Board  of  Trade  appeared  against  iC^ 
no  matter  how  unobjectionable  the  sehsiM 
in  hand  might  be — and  represented  thsC* 
as  it  had  broken  its  promise,  it  had  wo   , 
right  to  come  again  before  the  House  ot  . 
Commons.     That  mode  of  proceeding  hoi  '■ 
made  companies  very  careful   of  gMog  ' 
pledges  which  they  did  not  intend  to  keep* 
Knowing  the  ability  of  his  noble  Frieofl 
the  Chairman  of  the   Select  Committet 
(Lord  Camoys),  in  this  case  he  shonU 
have  voted  for  upholding  its  deci8ion«  if 
his  noble  Friend  had  not  stated  the  M" 
sons  for  that  decision.     His  noble  Frieod 
said  the  Committee  had  been  guided  )>f 
the  consideration,  whether  the  incresse  of 
toll  was  not  necessary,  in  order  to  ensM 
the  company  to  pay  its  way.    He  objsebi 
to  holding  out  facilities  to  compamss  tl 
levy  from  the  public  money  which  th^f 
had  squandered.     He  could  not  couaot 
with  the  noble  Duke  the  Ftesident  cf  tkft 
Board  of  Trade  in  thinking  that  the  pn- 
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poied  increase  of  tolls  would  not  have  an 
lojorions  effect  on  the  trade  of  the  district. 
Bat  then  he  conld  not  certainly  approve 
»f  the  course  taken  by  his  noble  Friend 
;he  Chairman  of  Committees,  whose  duty 
it  was  to  preserve  an  attitude  of  strict 
impaitiality.  On  the  whole,  if  the  Motion 
was  pressed  to  a  division,  he  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  with  the  noble  Marquess. 

Lou>     STANLEY    of    ALDERLEY 
libonght  their  Lordships  would   not   act 
wisely  in   tying   up   the  companies   too 
tightly  in  Uie  matter  of  fares,   as  the 
eompanies   would   be  driven  to    protect 
themselves  by  diminishing  the  accoramo- 
datbn,  and  so  force  passengers  to  pay  the 
higher  rate  of  fares.     He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  refuse  their  sanction 
to  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  as  such 
tpiroceeding  would  be  calculated  to  in- 
cnsis  the  difficulties  already  felt  by  Com- 
nittees,  and  cause  questions  of  this  des- 
cnptba  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  legiti- 
Biis  tribunals  and  bandied  about  and  dis- 
fsmA  among  the  Members  of  the  House. 
luL  GREY  said,  he  never  wished  to 
ofir-nla  the  decision  of  a  Committee  upon 
sutten  turning  on  considerations  of  de- 
I     till  i  but  it  was  the  positive  duty  of  the 
I     Eooie  to  see  that  questions  of  principle 
neeired  due  consideration.     It  was  per- 
Aetlj  dear  from  what  had  been  said  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion  that  the  im- 
portance of  maintaining  the  implied  con- 
tract between  the  companies  and  the  pub- 
lie  had  not  been  duly  considered.     There 
vers  numbers  of  persons,  clerks  and  others, 
vho  had  fixed  their  residences  along  par- 
ticolar  lines  of  railway  on   the   faith  of 
vhat  they  considered  the  scale  of  fares 
utabliahed  by  the  companies.  An  increase 
sf  the  travelling  charges  would  be  practi- 
tiUy  an  increase  of  rent  in  the  case  of 
ftan  persons,  and  would   be  manifestly 
ttJQit  to  the  public.     There  could  be  no 
mbt  whatever  that  the  Brighton  Com- 
pny  possessed  exclusive  control  of  their 
ova  district ;  and  had  the  amount  of  capi- 
ta expended  by  them  in  the  construction 
of  their  railway  been  only  proportioned 
ts  the  requirements  of  the  district  and  the 
Ktoal  cost  of  the  line,  they  would  now  be 
finding  a  handsome  dividend.     It  was 
ttBtrsry  to  all  sound  policy  to  sanction  an 
aerease  of  fares  under  circumstances  like 
tte  present,   merely  to  earn  a  dividend 
Qon  the  preference  shares. 

Sail  ORAI^YILLE  said,  he  had  come 

ti  the  House  not  knowing  how  he  should 

upon  the  Question,  and  determined 


to  give  the  benefit  of  any  doubt  to  the 
Committee,  who  had  carefully  examined 
the  subject,  and  that  disposition  certainly 
was  strengthened  by  the  declarations 
which  he  had  heard  as  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Gt>vemment.  To  rid  themselves  of 
competition  the  Company  promised  to 
lower  their  fares :  the  bargain  was  struck, 
and  low  fares  were  tried ;  but  now  the 
question  arose  whether  the  fares  were  re- 
munerative or  not.  The  Committee  hav* 
ing  gone  into  the  question  and  decided 
that  the  fares  were  not  sufficient  to  sup- 
port the  railway  in  a  proper  condition,  he 
was  inclined  to  side  with  the  Committee. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  thought 
it  would  be  unwise  to  reverse  the  decision 
of  the  Committee ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
felt  it  most  impolitic  to  allow  railway 
companies  to  break  solemn  promises. 

TuE  Mauquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  the  case  resolved  itself  into  this — 
that  as  long  as  the  Company  feared  com- 
petition it  was  prepared  to  lower  its  fares, 
and  as  soon  as  it  had  secured  a  monopoly 
it  asked  for  powers  to  levy  increased  rates 
from  the  public.  He  would  not,  however, 
persist  in  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

On  Question,  That  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Lord  REDESDALE  felt  bound  to  pro- 
test against  the  principle  of  allowing  a 
Company  to  raise  its  fares.  Up  to  this 
time  he  had  always  resisted  any  demand 
for  such  au  increase ;  now,  however,  the 
demand  had  been  granted  in  opposition  to 
him,  and  he  asked, — What  am  I  to  do 
next  year?  Parties  will  come  asking 
for  an  increase  of  fares,  the  decision  of 
the  House  will  be  quoted  against  me,  and 
my  hands  will  be  tied. 

Bill  poited,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM— 

REPRESENTATIOiN    OF  THE   PEOPLE 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL-(No.  ISi.) 

( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

COMMITTEE. 

The  Eakl  of  AIRLIE:  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  oppose  or  delay  the  progress  of  this 
Bill ;  but  it  seems  to  me,  I  must  say,  that 
we  are  not  in  a  condition  to-night  to  con- 
sider the  Amendments  which  were  printed 
only  this  morning.  I  ask  any  of  your 
Lordships  to  look  at  these  Amendments. 
They  are  so  numerous  that  I  have  not 
counted  them  ;  but  I  think,  at  a  rough 


863  ReprMentation  of  the  iLOBDS}  Pea^U  (ScaOmdi  BOL         S64 


computation,  there  are  about  fifty.  One 
of  these  Aroendments  contains  a  proposal 
of  a  most  important  character.  It  refers 
to  the  representation  of  the  great  city  of 
Glasgow,  and  the  intent  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  no  less  than  this— to  extend  the 
Parliamentory  boundaries  of  Glasgow,  so 
as  to  include  within  its  limits  a  population, 
as  I  nm  informed,,  of  62,000  persons  who 
ore  not  now  within  them.  Now,  my 
Lords,  this  is  not  the  first  time  the  ques- 
tion has  been  mooted.  When  the  Bill 
came  originally  into  the  other  House  it 
proposed  to  extend  the  Parliamentary 
limits  of  Glasgow.  A  division  took  place 
in  the  Committee,  and  the  Government 
were  defeated ;  and  now,  after  this  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Commons,  leaying 
the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  as  they  are, 
the  Bill  having  come  up  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  it  is  proposed  not  merely  to 
reverso  the  decision  of  the  other  House, 
hut  it  is  proposed  by  this  Amendment  to 
include  a  very  much  larger  population  than 
the  oi-iginal  draft  of  the  Bill  proposed  to 
include.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  petition 
of  the  inhabitants  of  those  burghs  it  is 
proposed  to  annex  against  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the 
merits  of  the  case  now,  for  it  is  merely 
on  the  ground  of  time  that  I  object  to 
going  into  Committee ;  and  I  therefore 
propose  that  the  Committee  be  postponed 
till  Monday  next. 

The  Eaul  op  MALMESBURY  :  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  that, 
owing  to  circumstances  over  which  I  had 
no  control,  these  Papers  have  been  laid 
upon  your  Lordships*  table  later  than  was 
intended,  and  certainly  without  giving  your 
Lordships  time  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ments. The  fact  is  that  the  Amendments 
were  sent  to  be  printed  on  Friday  night; 
but  from  some  cause  or  other,  which  I  have 
not  ascertained,  they  have  taken  longer 
than  usual  to  print.  So  far,  however,  was 
it  from  my  wish  to  surprise  your  Lord- 
ships in  any  way,  that  I  informed  my  noble 
Priend  who  manoges  the  arrangements  on 
the  opposite  aide  (the  Earl  of  Bessborough) 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  renew 
this  question,  in  order  that  he  might  com- 
municate with  his  Friends  on  the  subject. 
This  particular  clause  is,  however,  the 
only  one  upon  which  the  Amendment  is 
of  any  importance.  The  others  are  merely 
verbal  Amendments,  and  I  shall  recom- 
mend your  Lordships  to  go  into  Committee 
and  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Commit- 
tee ;   and  then  on  the  Report  let  it  be 

Th$  Earl  of  AirUe 


understood  that  we  shall  fally  discnss  this 
question  of  the  boundaries  of  Olasgow.  I 
do  not  think  the  Government  oan  ooDSiot 
to  put  it  off  80  long  as  the  noble  Earl  asb 
us  to  do.  We  have  a  great  deal  of  Bust* 
ness  before  the  House  ;  and  I  think  if  wt 
put  it  off  till  Friday,  we  shall  by  that 
time  have  had  sufficient  time  to  obtain  all 
the  information  we  may  require.  Thtti  I 
think,  will  be  the  most  convenient  way 
for  your  Lordships  to  proceed. 

The  Earl  of  AIELIE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  course  proposed  by  ths 
noble  Earl ;  but  he  wished  it  to  be  undsr- 
stood  that  this  Bill  would  be  taken  ths 
first  thing  on  Friday  night. 

The  Duke  of  ABGYLli :  Do  I  o&dsr- 
stand  that  the  Bill  is  to  be  taken  in  Com- 
mittee to-night,  and  the  merely  verbal 
Amendments  agreed  to,  and  that  the  Bill 
will  be  re-printed  with  these  Amendrocuti 
and  reported  to  the  House  on  Friday?  This 
question  of  the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  is 
of  considerable  importance;  and  I  hopsb 
therefore,  that  it  will  be  made  the  ust 
Order  of  the  Day. 

House  in  Committee  (according  t9 
Order.) 

Clauses  1  to  26  agreed  to,  with  veAtl 
Amendments. 

Clause  27  (Qualifications  for  MembsM 
of  General  Councils). 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  wM 
very  wide  and  liberal,  but  they  omittsd 
all  mention  of  a  new  degree  which  a  good 
many  students  were  now  beginniog  tt 
take — he  meant  the  degree  of  Bachelor  of 
Science.  He  thought  that  those  wbo  hsi 
taken  that  degree  should  not  be  exdoclfli 
from  the  franchise,  and  he  would  therefen 
move  an  Amendment  supplying  the  ob» 
sion.  There  was  also  another  matter  it 
this  clause  to  which  ho  wished  to  rofK 
Until  four  or  five  years  ago  there  wot 
two  Universities  at  Aberdeen^-that  wsi 
to  say,  the  two  Colleges  were  both  UoiTi^ 
sities,  and  both  granted  degrees.  Noffi 
however,  they  were  united  into  one  Uai- 
versity,  and  had  only  one  body  wbiok 
conferred  degrees.  It  would  be  obvioiuly 
wrong  that  those  who  had  taken  dsgron 
from  the  two  Colleges  before  they  was 
united  should  be  excluded  from  the  tnsr. 
chise,  but  the  wording  of  the  clause  wonU 
have  that  effect.  He  would  thersfiMTl 
move  words  supplying  the  omission. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  thsl 
as  to  the  noble  Duke's  second  AmendineDt 
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thencoold  be  no  objection,  bnt  it  was  poe- 
nble  that  some  mignt  arise  with  respect  to 
tlie  first  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Dake  had  better  give  Notice,  and 
pottpoBe  the  Amfmdments  until  the  Re- 
port WM  brought  up. 
Thi  Suzs  of  Argyll  assented. 

Tn  LORD  CHANCELLOR  proposed 
to  M  the  folio  wing  proviso :— 

"PiOTided  alwajt  thnt  no  graduRte  of  any  Uni- 
fwritj  shall  bo  diiqaaliBed  from  being  a  member 
«rtW  Geoenl  Cooncil  of  tnch  UniTerntj  bj  rea- 
Mfl  of  hw  being  enrolled  as  a  stadont  in  any  elasa 
oftbiUaiTcniiy." 

Fkeviao  agreed  to,  added  to  the  Clause. 

Qaose,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

• 

Cltnse  42  (Certain  Boroughs  in  England 
to  cease  to  return  Members). 

LoaD  LYVEDEN  said,  that  on  bring- 
iDg  op  the  Report  he  should  call  attention 
to  the  proposed  disfranchisement  of  seven 
EDglifih  boroughs  in  a  Bill  relating  to  the 
representation  of  Scotland,  and  should 
pTopoae  that,  at  least,  some  notice  of  this 
fact  ahoiild  be  taken  in^he  Preamble. 
ThisTTSs  one  of  the  edicts  of  the  other 
HoQse,  which  their  Lordships  would  bo 
obliged  to  register  now,  though  they  re- 
foBed  to  adopt  a  proposal  of  his  to  the  same 
effect  kst  year. 

LoBD  BENMAN  said,  the  disfranchise- 
nent  of  these  boroughs  to  give  Mem- 
bers to  Scotland  was  a  departure  from  the 
principle  asserted  by  the  Qovemment  that 
BO  place  should  be  wholly  disfranchised. 
Hr.  Wilkes,  who  had  not  been  sufficiently 
acknowledged  as  the  originator  of  Reform 
b  1776,  had  condemned  the  departure 
from  the  proportion  of  forty- five  Members 
granted  to  Scotland  by  the  22nd  Article 
of  the  Union.  Since  then,  in  1832,  eight 
new  Members  had  been  added,  and  now 
•even  Members  were  to  be  taken  from 
Zogland  and  g^ven  to  Scotland.  He 
should  have  thought  that  on  the  probable 
discorery  that  the  representation  of  mi- 
noritiet,  which  was  only  an  experiment, 
did  not  answer,  that  fresh  seats  might 
hereafter  have  been  found  without  de- 
pnving  the  small  boroughs  of  their  rights ; 
at  the  same  timo,  he  considered  that  the 
temptations  to  bribery  in  ver^  small 
plsMswith  enlarged  constituencies  were 
M  wy  strong  that  they  might  soon  for- 
ieit  their  right  of  having  representatives. 
He  could  not  but  remark  on  the  inconve- 
i^ce  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Yiscount 
^Chairman  of  the  Boundary  Commission 
«V  the  mixed  constituencies  of  the  four 


boroughs  — Shoreham.  Cricklade,  Ayles- 
bury, and  East  Retford-*in  which  county 
voters  voted  with  a  borough  franchise; 
and  as  it  was  observed  that  very  few  of 
the  new  voters  had  been  in  time  to  be 
placed  on  the  register,  it  might  be  proper 
even  now  to  deprive  each  of  those  boroughs 
of  a  Member,  and  thus  part  of  the  required 
number  of  seven  would  be  filled  up.  As 
time  went  on,  the  working  of  the  Bill 
would  be  watched,  and  it  might  be  con- 
sidered as  settled  that  bribery  in  small 
boroughs  would  be  followed  by  total  dis- 
franchiaement,  which  would  afford  vacan- 
cies for  further  representation. 

Clause  48  (Corrupt  Payment  of  Rates 
to  be  punishable  as  Bribery). 

The  DrKE  of  AllQYLL  said,  he  did 
not  wish  their  Lordships  to  pass  a  defini- 
tion of  a  house  which  would  exclude  from 
the  franchise  persons  resident  in  boroughs 
where  there  were  no  rates. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
believed  there  were  only  two  boroughs  in 
that  position,  and  he  suggested  that  the 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  the  Report. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  \iQ printed  as  amended.    (No.  192.) 

LIQUIDATION  BlLL-.(No.   181.) 

(The  Lord  WeeUbury.) 

SECOMU  RBADIKO. 

LoED  WESTBURY,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  ex- 
plained that  of  one  its  principal  objects  was 
to  enable  liquidators  and  assignees  to  apply 
securities  to  the  redemption  of  claims  of 
creditors  without  taking  them  into  the 
market,  and  thereby  reducing  their  value 
until  they  had  to  be  sold  at  low,  and,  per- 
haps, nominal  prices.  The  distribution 
was  to  be  made  under  a  scheme  prepared 
by  the  liquidators,  and  sanctioned  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  Another  portion  of 
the  Bill  related  to  creditors  holding  secu« 
rities  by  way  of  mortgage  or  pledge,  und 
provided  for  the  realization  of  property  so 
held.  The  Bill  would  only  apply  to  com- 
panies now  in  the  course  of  liquidation. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (TA^  Lord  Weethury,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
cases  to  which  this  Bill  applied  were  of  a 
very  exceptional  and  peculiar  kind,  and  he 
believed  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
correct  in  stating  that  it  would  be  utterly 


367  RepreunUlion  of  the  (LOBDS)  PecfU  {IrJUmi)  BOk 


S68 


impossible  to  conduct  and  finally  ezecnte 
the  winding-up  of  such  cases  without  the 
aid  of  some  exceptional  power  unknown  to 
the  Common  Law  and  inapplicable  to  ordi- 
nary cases.  As  the  Bill  was  to  be  confined  to 
the  peculiar  cases  referred  to,  it  ought,  in 
his  opinion,  to  receive  their  Lordships' 
assent. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

JUDGMENTS   EXTENSION  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Chelmford.) 

(no.  160.)      SECOND   BEAOINO. 

LoHi)  CHELMSFORD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  measure,  which  was 
to  render  the  judgments  or  decrees  of  cer- 
tain Courts  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land effectual  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.      At  present,  if  a  creditor  re- 
covered a  judgment  in  one  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  debtor  withdrew 
to  another  part,  the  judgment  could  not  be 
made  effectual ;  but  the  creditor  was  com- 
pelled, if  he  wished  to  follow  his  debtor, 
to  commence  a  fresh   action,  and  obtain 
another  judgment  in  that  part  of  the  king- 
dom to  which  the  debtor  had  retired.  Prior 
to  the  year  1857,  several  Bills  were  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  to  alter  this 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things ;  but  all  those 
measures  were  rejected  in  consequence  of 
a  fear  prevalent  among  the  Irish  Members 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Irish  Courts 
would   be  unduly  interfered   with.      No 
change   had   been   attempted  since   1857 
until  the  present  Session,  when  the  present 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
among  the  Members  of  which  were  the 
late  and  the  present  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  the  Inte  and  the  present  Lord 
Advocate.     Ultimately,  it  passed  the  lower 
House  without  any  division  at  all. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'* 
{Lord  Chelmsford.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  the  measure,  which 
would  really  tend  to  consolidate  the  three 
different  portions  of  the  kingdom  by  mak- 
ing a  judgment  obtained  in  one  eni'orcible 
into  the  other  two. 


Motion  agreed  to  ;    Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly; and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday/  next. 
27ie  Lord  ChanoeUor 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION   OF  THE    PEOPLE 
(IRELAND)  BILL— (No.  176.) 
{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

SECOVD   BBADIHO. 

The    Earl    of    MALMESBUBT.  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  seocmd 
time,  said,  I  believe  your  Lordahipf  will 
not  expect  that  I  shall  now  enter  into 
any  lengthened    explanation  of  its  pro- 
visions.   I  need  only  remind  jour  Lord« 
ships  that  in  the  year  1850  Parliament 
had   made  great  progress  in  the  reform 
of  the  Irish  representation,  while  no  cor- 
responding measure  has  been  passed  ontil 
last  Session  for  this  country.      The  BUI 
will  therefore  make  very  little  altaratkm 
in  the  Irish  franchise.     It  will  leave  the 
county   franchise   unchanged  at  iti  pro- 
sent  amount  of  £12,  and  it  will  lower  the 
borough  franchise  from  £8  to  £4.    Tim 
arrangement  will  practically  give  honw 
hold  suffrage  to  all  who  pay  rates  in  bo- 
roughs in   Ireland^for  in  Ireland  thoii 
persons  whose  houses  are  worth  less  than 
£4  are  not  liable  to  the  payment  of  the 
rate,  which  is  paid  by  the  lessor.    The 
provisions    with   respect   to   the   oonntj 
franchise  and  the  borough  franchise  in 
the  two  main  points  in  the  measure.    I 
propose  that  your  Lordships  should  go  info 
Committee  on  the  Bill  on  Monday  next 

Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*.* 
^{ITie  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  though 
the  noble  Earl  might  have  given  ibflO 
some  further  cxpluiations  with  respedt 
to   the    Bill,    and  more   particularly  U^ 
reference  to  their  abandonment  of  that 
doctrine  on  the  subject  of  the  *'  hard  uxA 
fast  line ''  on  which  they  had  insisted  is^ 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  Reform  in  tbs^ 
country.    But  their  Lordships  might  &iU^ 
into  the  general  subject,  if  they  shoolA 
think  proper,  on  the  Motion  for  going  i 
Committee  on  Monday  next. 


Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  soool^ 
dingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committse  cf 
the  Whole  House  on  I\tesday  next. 

UoQM  adjoaraod  at  a  quarter  pas^ 

Eight  o'clock,  to  TboredayMsiv 

half  past  Ten  o'sMu* 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Timday,  Juns  80,  1868. 

• 

MINUTES.]—  PiTBLio  Bills  —  Retolutiom  re- 
jporini— Inland  ReTenne  Acts. 

Ordeni    Fairs  (Metropolis) ;  Inland  Rerenue. 

Fbnt  Blading— Fskin  ( Metropolis)  •  [305]. 

Stetnd  Reading — Militarj  at  Elections  (Ireland) 
[96\  negatived;  Municipal  Corporations  (Me- 
tropolis) [105],  negatived;  Lunatic  Ayslums 
(IreUnd)  Accounts  Audit  •  [184];]  Libel 
(Ireland)*  [190];  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrange- 
ment* [200];  Colonial  Governors'  Pensions 
Act  Amendment*  [202]. 

Committee  —  Kevenue  Officers  Disabilities  Re- 
moval [76] ;  Larceny  and  Embezxlenient 
[1571  —  B.r.  ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies 
[I47J  :  Burials  (Ireland)*  [5];  Railway  Com- 
panies (Ireland)  Advances*  [177];  Drainage 
and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
meoUl  (No.  2)*  [195];  Med  way  Regulation 
Act  Continuance*  [196];  Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment    (r«*c<mim.)* 

E197]  ;  Bankruptcy  Act  (1861)  'Amendment 
145]. 
Anorf — ReTcnue  Officers'  Disabilities  Remoynl 
m];  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  [147-203]; 
Bmials  (Ireland)*  [5-204];  Railway  Com- 
paaies  (Ireland)  Advances*  [177];  Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
ratntal  (No.  2)*  [105]:  Medway  Regulation 
Act  Continuance*  [196];  Prisons  (Scotland) 
Administration  Acts  Amendment  {re'Comm.)  * 

il971;   Bankruptcy    Act  (1861)  Amendment 
145]. 
(k/ntidered   <u  amended  —  University  Elections 
(Voting  Papers)*   [187]  ;    Bank  of  Bombay* 
[178]. 

THrd  Reading  —  Cumz^  of  Kildare*    [1921  ; 
I        New    ZeaLind   (Legislative   Council)*    [185j  ; 
Coniolar   Marriages  *    [188]  ;  Bank   Holidays 
ud  Bills  of  Exchange  *  [180],  and  passed. 
W^rawn — Landed  Property  Improvement  (Ire- 
Ittd)*  [32]. 


COMMITTALS  (SCOTLAND). 
QUESTION. 

Sb  ROBERT  ANSTRUTDER  said, 
k  wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
^cr  liis  attention  has  been  directed  to  a 
btum  made  to  this  House  dated  18th 
^■J 1868,  No.  279,  showing  the  number 
^Committals  in  Scotland  for  1866-7,  by 
vliieh  it  appears  that  in  sixteen  cases  200 
ujt  and  over,  in  sixty- six  cases  150  days 
udover,  and  in  176  cases  100  days  and 
oi[erelapsed  between  the  committal  and  the 
{fi^I  of  prisoners  ;  and,  whether  it  is  his 
iiiteotion  to  take  any  steps  to  insure  the 
sbortening  of  such  serious  delay  in  the 
idniinistration  of  justice  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  in  reply, 
Alt  the  sixteen  oases  mentioned  in  the 
fBHtion,  in  which  the  prisoners  had  been 


detained  for  200  days  and  upwards  were 
very  special  cases.  In  some  of  them  the 
prisoners  were  insane,  in  others  unwell,  and 
in  others  the  cases  were  attended  with 
peculiar  difficulty.  But  no  innocent  per- 
son  had  suffered,  and  all  the  prisoners  were 
convicted,  except  one,  who  was  found  to 
have  been  insane.  With  reference  to  the 
other  class  of  cases  included  in  the  Question, 
he  might  explain  that  the  Assize  or  Circuit 
Courts  were  held  in  Scotland,  in  the  pro- 
vinces, once  in  six  months,  except  in  Glas- 
fjTOW,  where  there  was  also  a  winter  assize. 
Of  course  there  must  be  detention  to  await 
the  circuit ;  but  Scotland  was  not  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  England  in  that  respect. 
Further,  the  course  of  proceeding  wasjust 
what  it  had  always  been.  In  serious 
cases  the  trials  occasionally  were  removed 
to  Edinburgh;  but  it  would  cause  very  great 
expense  to  the  country,  great  inconvenience 
to  witnesses,  and  also  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Court  more  than  was  desirable,  if  all 
trials  for  criminal  cases  were  held  in  Edin- 
burgh. There  was,  however,  a  proceeding 
under  the  Scotch  law  by  which  it  was  com* 
potent  for  a  prisoner  who  was  detained  to 
force  on  his  trial  if  he  was  unwilling  to 
wait  for  the  circuit,  eo  that  not  only  in 
bailable  offences  could  he  get  out  of  prison 
on  finding  security,  but  in  the  case  of 
offences  that  were  not  bailable  he  might 
take  proceedings  to  force  on  his  trial.  As 
to  the  concluding  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  provisions  were  contained 
in  the  Justiciary  Court  Bill  now  before 
the  House — and  which  ho  hoped  would  be 
passed  this  Session — that  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  trial  of  prisoners  who  pleaded 
guilty  to  the  charges  brought  against 
them. 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  asked. 
Whether  the  insane  prisoners  were  insane 
when  first  imprisoned  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  some 
of  the  prisoners  were  insane  previous  to 
apprehension,  and  others  became  insane 
afterwards.  Persons  who  committed  such 
crimes  were  often  not  in  the  most  sane 
state  of  mind. 

LOSS  OF  THE  "  GARONNE." 
QUESTION. 

Admiral  ERSKINE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (with  reference  to  an  inquiry 
lately  held  at  Penzance  into  the  loss  of 
the  steamer  Oaronne),  Whether  the  Re- 
port   of    the    inquiry    published    in    the 
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JTestern  Timei,  wherein  it  is  stated  that 
Mr.  O'Dowd,  Solicitor  of  the  Board  of 
Customs,  said  in  his  speech,  **  The  boats 
were  got  out,  and  he  would  be  able  to 
show  that  the  men  who  were  saved  brought 
with  them  bags  full  of  clothes  "  is  true ; 
ond  whetlier  the  fact  so  stated  by  Mr. 
0*Dowd  has  not  been  proved  by  the  evi- 
dence to  have  occurred,  whilst  the  pas- 
sengers, including  several  women  and 
children  were  left  to  perish  ;  and,  if  be 
will  lay  Copy  of  the  Evidence  and  Re- 
port upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  reply, 
that  Mr.  O'Dowd  was  in  Ireland;  but  that 
a  telegram  from  him  had  been  received  that 
afternoon  stating  that  the  report  of  his 
speech  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  was  accurate,  and  it  certainly 
appeared  from  the  evidence  that  some  of 
the  sailors  who  were  saved  had  bags  of 
clothes  with  them.  Very  little  effort 
seemed  to  have  been  made  to  save  the 
passengers.  There  appeared  to  have  been 
a  total  absence  of  order  and  discipline, 
owing,  no  doubt,  to  a  want  of  firmness 
and  presence  of  mind  in  the  master  and 
chief  officer,  who,  it  was  only  fair  to  say, 
were  also  regardless  of  their  own  safety, 
and  went  down  with  the  vessel.  The 
Report  and  main  part  of  the  evidence, 
which  were  somewhat  voluminous,  had 
been  published  in  the  Western  Times, 
If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  wished 
to  move  for  those  documents  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  produce  them. 

METROPOUS-.HYDE  PARK— RIDE  IN 
ROTTEN  ROW.-.(iUESTION. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  that  as  steps  were 
being  taken  for  intersecting  the  western 
portion  of  Rotten  Row  by  a  carriage 
road,  and  apprehending  that  that  inter- 
section might  increase  the  inconvenience 
already  existing  from  the  crowding  of  that 
part  of  Rotten  Row  where  persons  had 
been  accu^toroed  to  ride,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  there  will  be  any  extension  of 
or  addition  to  the  Ride  in  Rotten  Row 
to  compensate  for  the  interference  with 
the  Ride,  occasioned  by  the  carriage  road 
now  being  made  across  Rotten  Row  near 
Kensington  Gardens  } 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Qovernment  did  not  contemplate 
this  year  making  any  addition  to  Rotten 
Row  in  consequence  of  the  road  that  would 
shortly  bo  made  across  it  in  the  direction 

Admiral  Erskin$ 


mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But,  undoubtedly,  next  year,  on  Cht  north 
side  of  the  Albert  Memorial  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  considerable  alterations 
and  improvements  in  connection  with  that 
Memorial.  Then,  at  the  western  portion 
of  Rotten  Row,  which  was  now  rery  in- 
convenient and  narrow,  it  would  be  reqoi- 
site  to  take  steps  to  compensate  for  the 
part  of  the  Ride  that  would  be  taken  for 
the  road. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  wished  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther that  would  be  in  addition  to  the 
£6.000  taken  this  year  > 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  tbst 
the  £6,000  taken  this  year  would  be  ab- 
sorbed by  the  new  roads  and  lodges  to 
the  sooth  and  east  of  the  Memorial. 

overloadinq  of  merohant  ships. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  WE6UELIN  said,  he  wished  U> 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  ef 
Trade,  Whether  any  regulations  have  bstn 
promulgated  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prevent  the  overloading  of  Merchant  Sbipsf 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  in  replf 
thot  no  such  regulations  had  been  issued  bj 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  in  faet  no 
power  to  issue  any.     It  had,  however,  besa 
proposed  to  insert  a  clause  in  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill  with  the 
view  of  enabling  a  seaman  to  obtain  a  speedy 
survey  of  a  ship  in  whioh  ho  refused  !• 
sail  on  the  ground  of  overloading,  or  other 
cause.     It  had  also  been  suggested,  sxi 
the  suggestion  seemed  reasonable,  that  ii 
order  to  facilitate  the  obtaining  by  1lBdt^ 
writers   of  evidence    of    overloading,  tlM 
draught  of    water  should   be  painted  la 
legible  figures  on  the  stem  and  stern  of 
everv  vessel,  and  that  the  officers  of  tbi 
dock  or  Custom  House  should  take  noU  • 
of  the  depth  she  drew  as  she  proceeded  ti 
sea.     It  was  impossible  to  lay  down  rsln 
on  that  subject   which    shonid  apply  to 
all   vessels,  and   it    might  be  questiooel 
whether  thoy  did  not,  even  now,  err  ia  ssA 
matters  on  the  side  of  over  legislation,  wbieli 
must  tend  to  diminish  unduly  the  respoi' 
sibility  of  the  shipowner. 

PRISON    MINISTERS    ACT. 
RESOLUnOH. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  the  interests 
aflfected  by  his  Motion  were  graver  thas 
might  appear  at  first  sight.  Some  yeaia 
since  the  state  of  thinga  in  iho  prisoas  of 
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Sbx]«d(I  and  Wales  irith  reapeet  to  the 
ipfritntl   inBtruetioQ   of  Roman   Gatholio 
prijooara  was  so  onsatiafactorj  that  the 
Ooreroment  introduced  and  carried  what 
wu  eonmonlj  known  as  a  permisaive  Bill 
-Huiinelj»  the  Prison  Ministers  Act.  That 
metisre  made  legal  what  was  not  legal  be- 
fore, tod  gave  ample  power  to  magistrates 
to  profide  spiritual  instruction  for  the  pri- 
Mnen  aoder  their  care.     Speakers  in  that 
Hoflie,  and  on   the  platform,  as  well  as 
writers  in   the   public    Press,    frequently 
footed  certain  statistics  as  to  the  number 
of  Roman  Catholic  priaoners  in  the  larger 
tovos  of  England,  and  sought  to  trace  a 
eoooeetion  between  those  statistics  and  the 
tesehiog  of  his  Church.     Kow,  his  answer 
to  that  was,  that  the  authorities  of  the 
gtols  of  those   towns — or  those,  rather, 
who  bad  control  over  them — were  mainly 
rstpoDsible  for   the   consequences    which 
wers  thus  attriboted  to  the  doctrine  and 
teiehiog  of  his  Church.     At  present  there 
was  bj  law  in  Ireland  a  Protestant  and  a 
Bomtn  Catholic  chaplain  for  every  prison 
—A  sjstem  which  had  been  attended  with 
the  most  beneficial  results.    In  passing  the 
Pr/foa  Ministers   Act   for  England    and 
Wales  the  Legislature  expected  that  the 
msgiatrates    or    other    prison    authorities 
wottid  take  advantage  of  the  measure  and 
pot  its  provisions  into  operation  ;  but  his 
eomplaiot  was  that  they  had  failed  to  do 
•0  to  any  conaiderable  extent ;  and  thus  a 
great  wrong  was  inflieted,  4iot  only  on  the 
most  helpless,  and  probably  the  most  de- 
psded  class  of  the  community,  but  also 
spoo  society  at  large,  and  especially  upon 
the  ralepayera.     In  England  and   Wales 
there  were  119  gaols  in  which  Protestant 
chaplaios  were  engaged,  the  aggregate  of 
their  saWiea  being  £20.133;  while  Ca- 
tboJie  chaplains  were  only  engaged  in  fif- 
^  teen  of  these,  and  the  whole  amount  paid 
to  (hem  was  £1,255.     It  was  a  fact,  fur- 
ther, that  in  addition  to  the  £20,133  paid 
to  Protestant  chaplains  there  were  addi- 
tiooal  same  paid  to  assistants  and  Scripture 
fssders,  bringing  up  the  total  to  nearly,  if 
not  quite,  £30,000.     In  London,  which, 
tt  the  capital,  gave  the  tone  to  the  rest  of 
ibs  oatioo.  there  were  on  the  2nd  of  April 
tbis  year  649  Roman  Catholic  prisoners  in 
ftve  gaols ;  and  the  Protestant  clergymen 
■tteoding    those    gaols    were    paid    over 
'2.000  for  their  services  in  connection 
»>tb  them,  besides  the  £500  or  £600 
^bieb  he  had  no  doubt  their  assistants  re- 
t^Ted.    But.  while  the  Protestant  clergy 
^»e  thus  remunerated  for  the  spiritual 


instruction  which  they  afforded  to  their  co- 
religionists, not  a  single  farthing  was  given 
for  the  instruction  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
prisoners.  In  the  prison  of  Coldbath  Fields 
application  had  been  made  that,  on  Easter 
Sunday,  opportunity  might  be  given  for 
the  celebration  of  the  greatest  solemnity 
of  their  Church  ;  but  a  room  was  refused. 
At  last  better  treatment  was  given,  but  no 
clerk  was  allowed  to  give  the  responses  of 
the  sacred  office,  till  at  length  a  Catholic 
magistrate  attended  for  the  purpose  ;  and 
afterwards  a  boy  of  ten  years  of  age  was 
allowed  to  perform  the  clerk's  office.     The 
Roman     Catholic    clergyman    at    Tothill 
Fields  did  not  ask  for  a  single  pound  for 
his  ministration,  but  had  simply  expressed 
a  wish  that  a  lady,  the  daughter  of  a  Peer 
and  the  wife  of  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
might  be  allowed  to  play  during  the  time 
of  Divine  service.     Permission  was,  how- 
ever, refused  ;  and  the  lady,  who  was  a 
woman  of  high  spirit,  waited  on  the  visit- 
ing justice  and  asked  to  be  allowed  to  play 
on  Sundays  for  the  benefit  of  the  prison- 
ers, observing  that  his  own  daughter  was 
allowed  to  attend  in  the  gaol.     '*  Oh,*'  re- 
plied the  magistrate,  **  my  daughter  is  not 
the  only  lady  who  attends  ;  there  are  three 
or  four  others  who  come  here.''     Did  that, 
he  should  like  to  know,  look  like  religious 
equality?      Was  that   'levelling   up"  or 
*'  levelling  down  ?*'     Further  still,  it  was 
true  that  several  prieats  had  broken  down 
with  health  shattered  by  the  indignity  and 
contumely  with  which  they  were  treated 
by  the  prison  authorities  and  officials.    For 
his  own  part  he  did  not  wish  to  see  a  single 
farthing  of  the  money  which  they  received 
taken  from  the  Protestant  clergy.     Wimt 
he  wfis  protesting  against  was  the  manner 
in  which  the  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
was  treated.  The  Government  prisons  were 
managed  admirably,  and  he  could  not  see 
why    the    same    principle    could    not    be 
adopted  in  all  the  gaols.     These  poor  peo- 
ple should  not  be  told  that  while  they  com- 
mitted smaller  offences  they  would  not  re^ 
ceive  fair  play  in  prison,  but  that  as  soon 
SB  they  committed  crimes  which  subjected 
them   to  penal  servitude,  then   fair  play 
would  be  extended  to  them.     At  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Board  the  Chairman  said 
that  everything  necessary  had  been  pro^* 
vided  for  the  conduct  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic worship  in  the  prison ;  the  fact  being, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  priest  could  not 
proceed  with  bis  duties  until  he  had  ex- 
pended £120  out  of  his  own  pocket  in  the 
purchase  of  altar  furniture,  vestments,  and 
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other  things  that  wore  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  conduct  of  Catholic  worship.  Ca- 
tholic clergymen  who  visited  prisons  were 
treated  with  studied  indignity,  and  every- 
thing was  done  to  discourage  them.  Pro- 
testants wished  to  be  attended  only  by 
Protestant  clergymen,  and  Catholics  only 
by  Catholic  clergymen  ;  and  if  a  Catholic 
chaplain  attempted  to  interfere  with  the 
faith  of  a  Protestant  prisoner  he  should  be 
expelled  from  the  prison  ;  but  nothing  of 
the  kind  ever  happened.  The  good  effects 
of  allowing  the  visits  of  Catholic  clergymen 
to  prisoners  of  their  own  persuasion  were 
seen  by  experience,  as  in  the  prison  of  the 
Isle  of  Wight ;  whereas  when  prisoners 
did  not  obtain  spiritual  consolation  they 
were  committed  and  re-committed,  and  de- 
scended the  hardened  steep  of  crime.  This 
was  a  question  also  for  the  ratepayers,  be- 
cause persons  committed  over  and  over 
again  to  gaol  occasioned  a  great  expense 
to  the  community  ;  and  perseverance  in  a 
system  of  mere  punishment  without  im- 
provement would  only  add  to  the  number 
of  the  dangerous  classes  of  society,  which 
were  the  most  costly  classes  of  all.  All 
means  of  improvement  should  be  adopted. 
They  had  been  tried  with  admirable  effect 
in  Ireland,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Irish  Judges  were  going  the  circuits  hav- 
ing scarcely  any  crime  to  inquire  into. 
Poverty  and  misery  were  the  causes  of  the 
crimes  committed  by  the  poor  Irish  in 
London  :  they  were  more  exposed  to  temp- 
tation than  any  other  class ;  and  he  im- 
plored the  House  not  to  make  crime  deeper 
and  darker  by  refusin^r  the  means  of  reli- 
gious improvement.  The  matter  was  one 
which  called  for  the  vigorous  action  of  Go- 
vernment, instead  of  leaving  it  to  a  body 
of  magistrates,  who  were  quite  un6t  for 
the  purpose,  to  sit  in  judgment  as  to  the 
religion  of  200,000,000  of  the  human  race. 
If  the  Prison  Ministers  Act  were  not  made 
compulsory,  ten  or  a  dozen  years  might 
elapse  before  the  law  would  be  put  into 
active  operation;  and  as  he  did  not  wish 
to  wait  so  long  for  such  a  result,  he  now, 
in  the  name  of  justice — in  the  name  of  the 
honour  and  character  of  that  House — in 
the  name  of  fair  play  to  the  poor  and  op- 
pressed— in  the  name  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty — would  move  the  Resolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  seconded 
the  Motion  ;  and  said  that  it  was  very 
gratifying  to  those  who  had  laboured  in 
this  cause  to  find  that  the  mogistrates  of 
the  country  generally,  aided  by  the  Acts 
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passed  in  1863  and  1865,  had  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  conceded    the    principb 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  had  in  ▼iew7  by 
appointing  Roman   Catholic   ministers  to 
attend  to  members  of  their  flock  who  were 
in   gaol.    This,  however,   had  only  been 
done  to  a  too  limited  extent.  The  principle 
had  been   acted  opon   in  large    and   eo- 
lightened  towns  like  Preston,  Liverpool, 
and  Manchester,  where  salaries  had  been 
given  to  Roman  Catholic  ministers,  and 
various  steps    taken  to  facilitate  the  in- 
struction and  reformation  of  the  prisontn. 
Under  the  former  system  Catholic  prisonen 
had  to  endure  hardships  of  which  geotle- 
men,  whether  in  or  out  of  the  House,  hsd 
no  idea.     They  were  exposed  to  great  ill- 
usage  and  oppression  if  they  avowed  theoi- 
selves  Catholics,  and  temptations  were  hdi    : 
out  to  them  to  attend  the  Protestant  sor* 
vice,  with  increased  severities  if  they  rs- 
fused.     The  Reports  of  Inspectors  showtd 
that  there  was  a  striking  improvement  in 
the  conduct  of  Roman  Catholic  prisonen 
in  consequence  of  their  being  brought  into 
communication  with  their  priests  ;   and  ik 
was  shown  that  in  places  where  the  disci- 
pline of  the  prison  had  been  very  bad  indeaA 
a  complete  reformation  had  taken  plseo- 
It  appeared  from  a  Report  in  December* 
1866,    that   the    chaplain    at    Parkhors^ 
Prison  had  interfered  in  reference  to  tbA 
school   for   Roman   Catholic  children ;    ^ 
system  which  ho  (Lord  Edward  Howard} 
thought  ought  -not  to  exist.     It  was  too 
bad  that  persons  wishing  to  be  reformat 
were  not  allowed  the  means  of  reformatioOy 
thus  increasing  the  expense  on  the  rsl0* 
payers  of  the  country.     The  matter  wtf 
not  so  important  in  reference  to  the  Pro* 
testant  Dissenters,  because  in  many  cas#e 
they  did  not  object  to  attend  the  servicei 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  bat  the  RomaB 
Catholics  refused  the  ministrations  of  the  . 
Protestant  clergymen.     He  hoped  that  tf 
appeal  to  the  enlarged  constituency  wooU 
tend  to  afford  a  remedy  to  that  state  d 
things  of  which  he  complained.     In  tto 
present  Home  Secretary  they  had  a  taM 
of  administration  and  a  vigour  of  aetioi 
that    promised   the   best   results,  and  bt 
trusted   that    the   right   hon.    GentlemM 
would  give  his  earnest   attention  to  the 
matter,  and  do  what  it  was  possible  to  JA 
to  redress  a  wrong  and  confer  a  benefit 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,      ^ 

"That,  in  consequence  of  the  pertiatent  f¥    \ 
fusal  or  neglect  of  the  authorities  having  eoolnl     | 
over  certain  of  the  county  and  borough  Prisont  oC 
Great  Britain  to  put  in  operatioo  the  powm 
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gifw  to  ttitm  hf  th«  Priion  MiniiUn  Aoi.  it  ii 
BOPMiwy  thtj  should  be  oompelled  bj  Law  to 
mke  Adequate  proTition  for  the  rell^ous  instnio- 
tioBand  Divioe  Worship  of  Catbolio  Prisoners."— 
{Mr.  Moffidn,) 

Ml.  OATHORNB  HARDY  said,  that 
the  Retams  moved  for  had  two  sides,  one 
of  which  onlj  had  been  presented  by  the 
hoo.  Jlember  to  the  Hoose.  The  Returns 
voald  show  that  throughout  the  oouotry 
freat  progress  had  been  made  in  this 
natter  since  the  Prison  Ministers'  Act  had 
corns  into  operation.  As  he  had  said  last 
jear  a  permissive  Act  on  a  subject  of  this 
lort  woold  in  most  oases  lead  to  oontro- 
Tersy  snd  this  had  been  the  case  in  this 
instance.  StilU  however,  great  steps  had 
heen  taken  in  order  to  secure  to  persons  in 
eostodj  who  were  of  a  particular  religion  an 
opportonitj  of  seeing  the  ministers  to  whose 
creed  they  belonged  in  order  to  be  in- 
Btmeted  by  tbem.  There  were,  however, 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  considerable 
difficulties,  where  the  number  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic prisoners  were,  perhaps,  only  four, 
five,  or  six,  and  where,  the  Roman  Catholic 
popaiation  being  few,  there  was  no  priest  or 
chapel  near  the  prison.  In  these  cases  it 
vas  almost  impossible  that  there  should  be 
a  regular  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  attached 
to  the  gaol ;  but  he  found  that  in  no  case 
mentioned  in  the  Returns  had  there  been 
iny  refusal  of  access,  and  in  most  cases 
there  was  a  growing  freedom  of  access  for 
the  priest.  In  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
for  instance,  to  which  special  reference  was 
made,  considerable  progress  had  been  made 
both  as  to  access  to  prisoners  and  the  as- 
ugnment  of  a  proper  place  for  the  peform- 
anee  of  religious  worship.  No  one  in  the 
gsols  was  debarred  from  access  to  a  mi- 
nister of  his  own  creed  for  the  purpose  of 
religious  instruction.  With  respect  to  the 
•Dpply  of  those  things  that  were  necessary 
for  religious  ceremonies,  he  thought  that 
it  woold  be  found  very  difficult  for  any 
legislation  to  compel  a  supply,  for  they 
conld  hardly  by  legislation  lay  down  rules 
to  be  applied  to  such  matters.  If  there 
bsd  been  what  the  hon.  Member  would  call  a 
tort  of  repulsive  coldness  in  the  reception  of 
Koman  Catholic  priests  in  gaols  he  (Mr.  G. 
Hsrdj)  did  not  see  how  that  could  be  got 
rid  of  by  legislation.  The  hon.  Member 
*oold  take  steps  by  his  Motion  to  call  on 
the  flouse  to  decide  the  sort  of  thing  that 
■bonld  in  the  future  be  done  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
0.  Hardy)  must  confess  that  he  was  not  in 
latoor  of  that  kind  of  Motion  unless  im- 
*^te  legislation  could  be  founded  on  it. 


He  was  not  surprised  that  Qentlemen  who 
professed  a  religion  which  they  thought  was 
neglected  should  be  impatient;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  House,  having  thought 
proper  to  act  by  permissive  legislation, 
would  give  a  certain  time  to  see  how  such 
legislation  would  act,  and  more  especially 
so  as  facilities  for  religious  instruction  were 
being  increased.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division. 

Mb.  MONSELL  acknowledged  the  oour« 
teous  and  conciliatory  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  expressed  his  concurrence 
with  him  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  for 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  press  his  Motion  to 
a  division.  It  would  be  inadvisable  for  the 
House  to  pass  a  mere  abstract  Resolution 
upon  the  subject  unless  it  were  immedi- 
ately followed  up  by  legislation.  He  (Mr. 
Monsell),  however,  ventured  to  submit  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  all  the 
prisons  of  the  United  Kingdom  there  should 
be  an  equal  system  observed  in  regard  to 
the  religious  wants  of  the  prisoners.  It 
was  curious  to  mark  how  differently  the 
prisoners  belonging  to  tho  religion  of  the 
minority  were  treated  in  Ireland  to  the 
prisoners  of  the  minority  as  regarded  faith 
in  England.  He  need  not  speak  of  the 
prisoners  professing  the  religion  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  in  Ireland,  who  had  al- 
ways the  assistance  of  the  ministers  of 
their  own  faith.  But  he  would  take  the 
Presbyterians  as  an  example.  In  1865 
he  found  there  were  on  an  average  only 
eighty-two  Presbyterian  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land. Well,  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  those 
e>ghty-two  prisoners  there  were  fourteen 
paid  chaplains.  In  the  county  Louth  there 
was  only  one  Presbyterian  prisoner,  and 
in  Fermanagh  two  Presbyterian  prisoners. 
Nevertheless,  there  was  a  Presbyterian 
chaplain  with  a  salary  of  upwards  of  £30 
to  attend  to  each  of  these  gaols.  He  by 
no  means  complained  of  this  expenditure. 
On  the  contrary,  however  few  the  prisoners 
were,  he  believed  that  the  ministrations  of 
the  clergy  were  attended  with  the  best 
results.  In  this  country,  however,  the 
greatest  difficulty  was  experienced  in  ob- 
taining for  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners 
in  many  of  the  gaols  the  religious  conso- 
lation and  instruction  of  their  own  priests. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  the  question  into  bis  serious 
consideration,  and  would  endeavour  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  next  Session  which  should 
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extend  the  ajstem  now  in  force  in  Ireland 
into  this  conn  try,  and  not  leafe  to  the 
discretion  of  the  magistrates  that  which 
was  fixed  by  law  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  under- 
stood  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
animadverted  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Middlesex  magistrates.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  been  for  many  years  a 
Justice  of  the  peace  for  Middlesex,  and 
he  knew  that  the  Bench  of  magistrates  at 
Clerkenweli  had  made  some  wise  conces- 
sions in  the  sense  of  the  demands  made 
by  the  lion.  Member  for  Cork.  What  was 
the  result  ?  Had  that  hon.  Gentleman, 
or  any  other  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  of  that  House,  expressed  any 
satisfaction  ?  Not  the  lesst.  Count  de 
Montnlemberti  in  writing  on  the  political 
future  of  England,  described  the  religious 
agitation  that  was  going  on  in  this  coun- 
try, of  which  they  had  had  a  sample  that 
day.  The  Count  recommended  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  demand  the  principle  of  re- 
ligious equality  for  their  prisoners  in  gaols 
—  a  principle,  by-tlie-by,  which  their 
Church  repudiated  whenever  it  had  power. 
Was  the  fact  not  enough  to  prove  that 
whatever  concessions  that  House  might 
make  short  of  granting  complete  supre- 
macy to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church — a 
supremacy  insisted  upon  by  the  Pope  in 
his  Encyclical  — they  would  give  no  satis- 
faction. On  the  contrary,  the  result  of 
such  concessions  acted  as  a  mere  en- 
couragement to  agitation.  So  confident 
was  he  that  the  advice  given  by  Count  de 
Montalembert  would  be  followed  out,  that 
he  Toted  against  the  last  of  those  conces- 
sions, and  he  privately  expressed  his  con- 
viction that  those  concessions  would  not  be 
received  with  satisfaction,  but  would  only 
lead  to  further  demands.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  now  proposed  to  deprive  them 
of  the  discretion  that  was  vested  in  the 
magistrates  in  respect  to  the  appointment 
of  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  to  gaols,  al- 
though such  magistrates  were  responsible 
for  the  good  conduct  of  those  chaplains 
that  were  allowed  to  visit  the  prisoners. 
To  satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
was  simply  impossible.  They  had  the  as- 
surance of  the  Papacy  and  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  that  anything  short  of 
supremacy  would  fail  to  satisfy  them.  The 
Home  Secretary,  consistently  with  the 
amiability  of  his  character,  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  the  concessions  being  made 
by  the  magistrates  generally  npon  this 
point,  and  his  hope  that  those  concessioDB 
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would  continue  to  progress.     Bot  in  the 
face  of  the  Encyclical  of  the  Pope,   all 
such  concessions  would  be  utterly  inade- 
quate to  the  demands  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic  Church.      The  claim  of  the  hon. 
Member   for    Cork   now   was    this,    that 
wherever  there  was  an   assembly  of  per* 
sons    belonging   to  the   Roman    Cathollo 
community  there  should  be  by  law  present 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest  to  govern  then. 
Many  who  profess  Liberal  opinions  would, 
he  had  no  doubt,  arrive  at  the  convictioa 
that   there   was  no  true  liberality  or  re- 
ligious freedom  to  bo  found  in  the  coarse 
they   were  invited  to  pursue,   and  woold 
join  with  those   of   his  political   opinions 
who  preferred  incurring  the  odium  east 
upon  them  by  the  party  opposite,  rather 
than  resign  that  trust  which  as  mngistratei 
they  n-cre  anxious  to  discharge  with  a  doe 
regard  to  the  sacred  interests  involved  and 
to  the  best  of  their  understandings. 

Mr.    CHICHESTER    FORTESCUB 
said,  as  he  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
although  he  thought  the  present  appliea- 
tion  fair  and  just  in  itself,  he  refused  bit 
assent  to  it  because  he  feared  that  it  woald 
be  followed  by  other  applications  which,  in 
his  view  of  the  cose,  would  not  be  fair  and 
just.     Uo  (Mr.   C.  Fortescue)  hoped  that 
the  House  would  decide  this  question  apes 
its  simple  merits  without  reference  to  any- 
thing else.     He  denied  the  applicatioa  of 
the  word  "  concession,"  which  had  been  M 
frequently  used  by  the  hon.  Member  to  thi 
proposition  now  made  by  his  hon.  Frieod 
the  Member  for  Cork.     Concession  mesit 
the  granting  of  something  to  a  party  vbo 
had  no  right  to  ask  for  it.     The  appliei- 
tion  now  made  was  one  founded  upon  riglil 
and  justice,  and  therefore  could  not  be  eon- 
sidered  a  concession  if  granted.     He  eon- 
curred    with    his    right  hon.    Friend   tbi 
Member  for    Limerick   (Mr.    Monsell)  is 
thinking  that  the  advice  and  instraetion  of 
a  chaplain  to  prisoners,   however  few  is 
number,  were  calculated  to  prodoee  grest 
good.     Speaking  from  his  own  knowlednf 
of  what  occurred  in  Ireland,  and  espeeiaUj 
in  his  own  county,  he  would  say  that  tbs 
system  of  securing  for  the  inmates  of  paUil 
institutions  the  benefit  of  religious  adminis- 
trations by  law  was  carried  out  most  com- 
pletely, even  to  an  extent  that  might  bs 
described  as   pedantic.     He   remembered 
with  shame  the  treatment  of  the  Romsn 
Catholic  minority  in  England  when  heeom- 
pared  it  with  the  more  liberal  treatment  o( 
the  Protestant  minority  in  Ireland.  In  tlie 
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verkhoiiM»  for  example,  which  he  was  in  the 
hibit  of  attending,  there  wai  a  mere  hand- 
!ii1  of  Protestant  panpera — often  only  half- 
i4oien --among  a  mass  of  Roman  Oatho- 
fics,  and  jet  there  was  a  rejcularly  paid 
chftpUin  of  the  Church  of  Bngland,  and  a 
room  wu  fitted  up  as  a  chapel  for  Diyine 
wrriee.  Unless  the  principle  of  appoint- 
m^  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  to  those 
fketi  in  England  was  more  generally  ao- 
knovledged  and  acted  upon,  his  belief  was 
tbst  it  woold  be  the  dnty  of  the  House  to 
mtcrfere  stringently  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  STNAN  observed  that  the  Prison 
Ministers  Act  of  1863  was  permissive,  hot 
the  Act  of  1865,  which  provided  that  n 
pritoner,  unless  he  objected,  should  be 
riiited  by  a  minister  of  his  own  denomina- 
tion, limited  to  a  great  extent  the  discretion 
of  the  magistrates.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  Home  Secretary  that  great  pro- 
gren  was  being  made,  because  in  1866  it 
appeared  there  were  forty-one  gaols,  at 
which  ten  Roman  Catholic  chaplains  were 
employed,  while  in  the  latest  Return,  re- 
ferriog  to  119  prisons,  only  fifteen  ehap« 
IsiDs  bad  been  appointed.  The  Returns 
showed  that  at  several  prisons,  containing 
a  very  considerable  number  of  Roman 
Cstholies,  no  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  was 
sppointed. 

Sia  QEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  con- 
lidered  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  ir- 
rrievant  to  the  subject.  The  question  was 
a  very  narrow  one,  being  confined  to  a 
qaestion  merely  of  prison  administration — 
Dsmely,  whether  Roman  Catholic  priests 
»faoQld  be  allowed  to  attend  Roman  Catholic 
prisoners  when  in  gaol  for  the  benefit  of 
SQcli  prisoners,  and  for  the  real  object  for 
vfaieh  they  were  confined — that  of  their 
improTcment,  and  for  the  good  order  and 
discipline  of  the  prison.  This  was  not  a 
eoDceasion  to  Roman  Catholics,  but  whe- 
ther it  was  right  or  wrong  that  Roman 
Catholic  priests  should  be  admitted  to  pri- 
ioaers  who  belonged  to  that  Church.  If 
it  wss  wrong  to  permit  them,  there  was  an 
cod  of  the  question.  Prisoners,  however, 
vere  not  sent  to  gaol  merely  for  their 
paoisliment.  The  State  was  certainly 
ntereited  in  the  reformation  of  her  pri- 
soners, and  as  the  only  means  of  reform- 
i<^|  prisoners  was  through  the  instrumen- 
^ity  of  religion,  and  as  it  was  impossible 
to  eipect  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners  to 
^  reformed  by  the  doctrines  of  a  religion 
it  sktch  tboT  did  not  believe,  he  reganled 
'"  is-eallea  eoncession  as  a  simple  act  of 


jnctice.  He  had  always  objected  to  the 
present  permissive  state  of  the  law,  be- 
eanse  there  was  an  ingenious  perverseness 
in  the  nature  of  Englishmen  which  fre- 
quently prevented  their  carrying  out  the 
benevolent  intentions  contemplated  by  Par- 
liament. Looking  at  the  question  as  he 
did,  purely  in  the  light  of  an  act  of  jastiee 
towards  the  Roman  Catholic  prisoners,  and 
of  benefit  to  the  State,  he  trusted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  in  the  early  part  of  next  Session  to 
make  the  appointment  of  Roman  Catholio 
chaplains  in  prisons  necessary. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  remarked,  that  though 
it  was  true  the  contributions  to  the  gaols 
were  not  so  large  for  the  Nonconformist 
body  as  they  were  for  the  Roman  Catholio 
portion  of  the  population,  the  principle  was 
alike  the  same  in  each  case.  The  gradual 
addition  to  the  public  expenditure  was 
worthy  of  serious  attention,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  all  that  was  necessary  in  this 
case  was  to  resort  to  voluntary  efforts, 
which  had  been  found  successful  in  so  many 
other  directions,  and  which,  if  adopted, 
would  put  an  end  to  the  continual  squab- 
bles on  all  hands  for  payment  from  State 
funds. 

Mb.  NBATE  desired  to  allude  to  an 
important  snd  delicate  point  which  had  not 
yet  recetred  any  attention  during  the  pro- 
gress of  this  discussion — the  principle  of 
concealing  the  confessions  of  prisoners  who 
were  sentenced  to  death.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  was  necessary  that  the  details  should 
be  published  ;  but,  before  the  House  as- 
sented to  any  proposition  for  the  oppoint- 
ment  of  Roman  Catholio  chaplains,  it 
should  be  distinctly  laid  down  that  it  was 
incumbent  on  the  priest  to  say  whether  the 
prisoner  had  confessed  his  guilt  or  not. 
The  peace  of  mind  of  twelve  honest  jury- 
men, even  occasionally  of  the  Judge,  was 
involved  in  the  question,  and  their  minds 
ought,  above  all  priestly  considerations,  to 
be  set  at  rest,  so  that  they  might  not  be 
offlicted  with  those  unpleasant  misgiringa 
which,  in  the  absence  of  any  confession  of 
guilt,  would  prey  upon  their  minds  at  the 
most  unseasonable  hours.  ['*QuestionI"j 
The  objection  applied  equally  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  clergymen  of  any  denomination, 
for,  but  for  the  interposition  of  tho  priest 
or  clergyman,  the  criminal,  finding  all  his 
hopes  gone,  would  frequently  yield  to  the 
dictates  of  that  natural  morality  which  was 
superior  to  the  morality  of  ony  priest, 
either  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholio. 
[*•  Question !"] 
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Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  bM,  he  wm 
sure  hiB  hoo.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Neate)  would  not  be  the  man  to  call  upon 
an  ordained  priest  of  God  to  violate  his 
ordinnted  vow,  which  would  be  the  result 
of  adopting  the  suggestion  with  which  he 
closed  his  speech.  Believing  as  he  did 
that  the  desire  of  the  Catholic  Members 
who  supported  the  Resolution  before  the 
House  was  not  to  increase  the  resources 
of  the  Church  to  which  they  belonged, 
but  simply  to  carry  out  their  conscientious 
views,  he  should  support  the  Resolution. 
He  did  this  mainly  on  the  ground  that  in 
his  opinion  the  magistrates  of  England  are 
at  this  moment  acting  in  reference  to  this 
matter  in  a  manner  the  House  ought  not 
to  countenance  ;  and  for  this  reason :  the 
Judges  upon  whom  the  duty  devolved  sen- 
tenced convicted  criminals  to  terms  of 
imprisonment  commensurate  with  their 
offences ;  but  after  this  had  been  done, 
the  magistrates,  whose  duties  were,  in 
fact,  simply  ministerial,  inflicted  a  cumu- 
lative punishment  by  depriving  the  prison- 
ers of  tlie  ministrations  of  the  Church  to 
which  they  belonged. 

Mr.  MAGUIRB,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
had  in  some  respects  been  misrepresented 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary.  He  did  not  deny  that  progress 
had  been  made,  or  was  still  being  made, 
but  said  that  progress  had  been  very  slow. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  did  not 
want  chaplains  to  be  appointed  in  cases 
where  they  were  not  required;  but  they 
said  that,  in  common  justice,  a  chaplain 
should  be  appointed  to  minister  to  Roman 
Catholic  prisoners  in  cases  where  there 
were  many  of  them  confined  in  gaols. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the 
House  represented  9,000,000  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  they  would  not  rest 
until  they  iiad  obtained  that  justice  and 
equality  to  which  they  considered  them 
selves  entitled.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli),  who  had  made  so 
many  professions  of  his  desire  to  do  jus- 
tice to  the  Roman  Catholics,  to  carry  out 
his  professions  by  placing  a  Government 
Bill  on  jthe  table  of  the  House  next  Ses- 
sion, to  make  the  law  compulsory  instead 
of  permissive.  He  would  not  now  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Motion^  by  leave,  withdraum, 

PARLIAMENT— DIVISIONS  OF  THE  . 
UOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLBN  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  practice  of  the  House 

Mr.  N0aU 


in  not  allowing  Members  who  went  by  in- 
advertence into  the  wrong  Lobby  in  divi- 
sions to  have  their  votes  recorded  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  wished  to  give  them, 
and  said  it  was  his  intention  to  move  a 
Resolution  which  would  enable  mistakes  of 
that  kind,  when  made  hereafter,  to  be  cor- 
rected.    He  had  himself,  in  June  1864, 
been  the  victim  of  the  existing  rule,  having 
then  gone  into  the  wrong  Lobby,  and  eoo- 
sequently   had  his   vote   recorded  in  the 
opposite  sense  to  that  which  he  intended. 
The  effect  of  that  was  that,  there  being  a 
majority  of  1   against  the  view   which  he 
desired  to  support,  a  Bill  of  considerable 
interest  was  thrown  over  for  that  Seuioo. 
A  similar  inadvertence  in  1856  was  eoa- 
mitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester 
(Mr.  P.  Wykeham-Martin).     There  wsrt 
instances  of  even  some  of  the  most  experi* 
enced  Members  of  the  House — including 
Government  "tellers"  themselves— soms> 
times  going  into  the  wrong  Lobby  by  mis- 
take ;    and  on  the  occasion  of  the  firrt 
division  taken  upon  the  Resolution  of  ths 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lancashire 
respecting  the  Irish  Church,  the  msjori^ 
was  60 ;  while  on  the  second  division  wbea 
the  Resolution  was  put  the  majority  was 
56  ;  the  difference  between  the  two  nuk 
jorities  being  caused  by  two  Scotch  Mem- 
bers— for  even  Scotch  Members  at  timsi 
made    mistakel — going    into    the   wrM^ 
Lobby.     A  Member,  if  he  made  a  mittikl 
by  going  into  the  wrong  Lobby,  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  correcting  it.    Ii 
the  House  of  Lords  the  practice  was  diffie^ 
ent  ;  and  although  he  should  not  wish  to 
follow  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  things,  tbi 
Resolution  which  they  had,  at  the  iostsaoi 
of  Lord  Redesdale,  adopted  to  meet  tho 
case  of  Members   of   that   House  goiBg 
into  a  wrong  Lobby,  might,  he  tboegbti 
very  well  be  made  the  rule  of  practice  ii 
the   taking  of   divisions  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     He  bogged,  therefore,  to  novo 
a  Resolution  in  precisely  similar  terms. 

Mr.    p.   WYKEHAM-MARTIN  n- 
conded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and   Question   propositi 

"  That  if  any  Member  shall,  by  mistakCt  go  o^ 
with  the  Ayes  or  the  Noes  (as  the  case  maj  ki)^ 
having  intended  to  vote  on  the  other  side,beslM& 
wait  until  the  other  Members  in  the  same  Lobkf 
shall  have  passed  out,  and,  on  presenting  hiniitf 
to  the  Tellers,  he  shall  desire  that  he  mxf  sot  bl 
counted  with  them,  he  having  entered  the  Lsttf 
by  mistake  ;  and  the  Tellers  shall  thereaponooMI 
with  such  Member  to  the  Table,  and  inform  tks 
House  of  the  oiroumstance,  and  the  Speaker  cv 
Chairman  (as  the  ease  may  be),  shall  thercsfsa 
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Bik  neh  Msmber  wh«ih«r  he  wm  in  the  Honte 
wh«  tiw  Qnefiioii  wae  put,  and,  if  he  shall 
nivfr  in  the  afllrmatiTe,  the  Speaker  or  Ohaii^ 
into  (u  the  ease  may  be),  shall  then  ask  snoh 
Mtmber  whether  he  desires  to  TOte  Aye  or  No 
on  Mieh  (^tition,  and  the  yote  of  such  Member 
ai  Una  declared  by  him  shall  be  taken  by  the 
TelUrt  is  the  Honse,  and  reported  by  them  ae- 
eordiBf^j.''— (Sir  Colman  (yLoghUn,) 

Load  HOTHAM  Baid,  be  hoped  tbe 
Hoaie  would  not  agree  to  the  Resolntioo. 
Tbe  only  effect  of  euch  a  Motion  would  be 
to  point  out  to  the  eountrj  that  mistakes 
were  made  from  want  of  attention  which 
were  anything  bat  creditable  either  to  the 
iodifidoal  Members  or  to  the  House.  Why 
wu  not  the  House  told  the  names  of 
tbe  Members  who  had  been  in  the  wrong  ? 
Bow  they  came  to  be  in  the  wrong  box  ? 
Whether  they  were  in  the  House  when 
the  Qaestion  waa  pot  ?  It  argued  yery 
little  for  the  competence  of  Members  if, 
wben  they  were  told  "  Ayes  to  the  right, 
Noes  to  the  lefk^"  they  did  not  know  which 
way  to  go.  If  hon.  Members  were  asleep, 
or  00  Uie  terraee  smoking,  or  reading 
ntwipapen  in  the  ticinity  of  the  House, 
or,  m  shorty  doing  anything  except  what 
they  oiight — attending  to  the  Business  of 
tbe  House  in  their  places — that  was  their 
own  faolt,  and  the  matter  was,  in  his  opi- 
oioo,  not  of  soeh  importance  as  to  re- 
qoire  special  legislation.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  go  on  in  the  old  paths,  and  not 
draw  too  much  attention  to  their  faults. 

Ma.  P.  WYKEHAM- MARTIN  said, 
tbe  mistake  in  bis  case  had  occurred  on  a 
Wednesday,  wben  he  had  been  in  the 
Houie  almost  the  whole  morning.  It  was 
tbe  first  time  he  had  ?oted  in  his  life,  and 
be  was  standing  at  the  Bar,  when  the  pre- 
decessor of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair  said  the  *'  Ayes"  were  to  go  to 
tbe  right.  He  thereupon  went  to  his  own 
right,  and  that  was  the  way  in  which  the 
error  arose.  As  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
boo.  and  learned  Baronet,  he  did  not  think 
it  wu  a  waiter  of  much  importance  one 
way  or  another. 

Sir  henry  WINSTON  -  BARRON 
■tid,  he  was  astonished  that  any  hon. 
Member  should  oppose  so  simple  a  Motion. 
Tbe  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Hotham) 
Vis  a  most  punctual  and  painstaking 
Member  of  the  House  himself ;  but  that 
wai  no  good  reason  why  he  should  object 
to  the  adoption  of  a  rule  by  which  mis- 
tskes  in  Toting  might  be  avoided. 

Ma.  BOUVERIE  said,  the  hon.  and 
Wned  Baronet  must  remember  the  legal 
iMxim,  TigUanHbui  non  dormientibui  it»5- 

TOL.  CXCUI.  [thibd  ssuns.] 


tMfiltfnl  Uffii.  He  did  not  think  it  de- 
sirable to  make  Resolutions  to  encourage 
mistakes.  The  rules  and  practice  of  the 
House  assumed  that  Members  knew  what 
they  were  about,  understood  the  Questions 
that  were  put,  and  gaye  their  votes  intel- 
ligently. The  rules  and  practice  were 
simple,  if  hon.  Members  would  only  take 
the  pains  to  comprehend  them.  If  they 
endeavoured  to  provide  for  those  weaker 
Members  who  made  mistakes  after  dinner, 
they  would  be  led  into  confusion,  tbe  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  would  be  brought 
into  ridicule,  and  there  would  be  much 
less  care  taken  to  prevent  mistakes. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  would  withdraw 
his  Motion.  Its  operation,  if  carried, 
would,  he  was  afraid,  be  something  like 
that  which  was  said  to  have  followed  the 
invention  of  life  buoys,  when  the  sailors 
were  constantly  falling  overboard,  knowing 
that  the  means  of  safety  were  at  hand. 

Sib  colman  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  Leader  of  the  House 
bad  not  made  any  observations  on  a  matter 
affecting  the  conduct  of  the  Business  of 
tbe  House  ;  but  after  what  had  fallen 
from  tbe  few  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
he  would  not  press  his  Resolution. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  has  alluded  to  me,  and  as  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  be  suspected  of  any  want 
of  oourtesy  to  the  House,  I  must  say  that 
once  or  twice  I  was  on  the  point  of  rising, 
but  was  prevented  addressing  the  House 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  other  hon.  Mem* 
hers  were  the  first  to  catch  Mr.  Speaker's 
eye.   I  should,  if  I  had  had  an  opportunity, 
have  given  an  uncompromising  opposition 
to  the   Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet,  which  would  have,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  produced  this  effect :    we  should 
have  had  two  divisions  on  every  subject— 
there  would  be  a  division  and  a  revision  of 
a  division  in  each   case.     That  practice 
would  create  many  mistakes.     I  think  it  is 
always  unwise  to  alter  our  rules  of  pro- 
cedure without  grave  consideration,  and  I 
think  that  in  this  case  we  have  not  suflB- 
oient  data  upon  which  to  base  such  con- 
siderations.     I  do  not  think  we  are  en- 
tirely acquainted  with  the  motives  which 
occasion  these  apparent  mistakes.     I  have 
sometimes  ascribed  them  to   a   desire  ia 
hon.  Members  for  change  of  society  ;  and 
on  many  occasions  it   has  been  the  case 
that  hon.  Members  going  into  the  wrong 
Lobby  have  been  in  a  state  of  some  social 
excitement.      As   I   think  also  that  an 
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ag^reement  with  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  would  eaoBe  Memhers 
to  be  more  oarelefs  than  they  are  at  pre- 
sent, I  thould,  if  it  had  not  been  stated 
that  the  Amendment  was  to  be  withdrawn, 
have  opposed  its  passage. 

Motion,  bjr  leate,  withdraum. 

CASE    OF   ADJOURI. 
MOTION  FOB  PAPEB8. 

Mb.  BAZLETy  in  moving  an  Address 
for  Papers  and  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  ease  of  a  merchant  named  Adjouri, 
said,  that  in  1865  a  partnership  was 
entered  into  at  Maochester,  which  two 
Tears  afterwards  became  embarrassed. 
In  1867  the  partner  in  Manchester  re- 
ceived a  telegrnphio  message  from  Aleppo 
to  invoice  £10,000  of  Manchester  goods 
for  Aleppo,  for  which  a  remittance  would 
be  provided.  The  remittance  did  not  ar- 
rive. The  house  of  Adjouri  and  Company 
had  conducted  itself  with  punctuality  and 
respect ;  but  having  suspended  payment  a 
bankruptcy  became  inevitable,  and  Adjouri 
WAS  made  a  bankrupt  in  February.  In 
1867  Adjouri  absconded  from  Manchester. 
The  merchants  of  that  city  sent  a  mes- 
senger to  Aleppo  to  secure  debts,  but  he 
obtained  no  payment  whatever.  An  action 
was  instituted  in  Aleppo,  in  a  Court  framed 
for  the  trial  of  international  causes.  In 
the  couree  of  the  trial  indications  were 
manifest  favourable  to  the  creditors.  But 
as  the  trial  proceeded,  very  much  to  the 
surprise  of  those  engaged  in  it,  the  Turkish 
authorities  suspended  the  trial.  Lord 
Lyons  was  leaving  Constantinople  at  the 
time,  and  Mr.  Elliott,  his  successor,  was 
in  a  state  of  transition.  Communications 
took  place  between  various  parties,  but  the 
Turkish  authorities  contested  the  rights  of 
British  nationality.  What,  then,  was  the 
British  Consul  doing?  The  sum  of  £2,000 
had  been  spent  in  seeking  redress  of  the 
grievance.  At  this  time  last  year  appli- 
cation was  made  to  the  Government  for 
redress.  The  answer  was  that  more  in- 
formation wis  needed  as  to  what  took 
glace  in  Constantinople.  His  constituents 
ad  had  great  wrong  done  them.  He  did 
not  doubt  that  ultimately  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  give  them  redress.  But 
what  he  complained  of  was  the  unnecessary 
delay.  He  wished  to  have  no  further  de- 
lay, ''  which  made  the  heart  sick." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graoiously  pleased  to 

Mr.  Di»ra$li 


five  difeetions  thai  ^Stm%  be  laM  befera  tUs 
House,  a  Copy  of  Papers  and  OerremNideaee  rsi 
latire  to  the  abseonding  of  Adjoari  from  Maa* 
ohester,  learing  large  debts  owing  to  tlie  asr* 
chants  of  that  oity."^lfi'.  BaxUf.) 

m 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  to  far  Sf 
he  could  understand  the  oaae,  the  facU 
were  these  —  A  man  named  Adjouri  hid 
creditors  in  England  end  partners  in  Tor- 
key.      He    became    bankrupt,    and    the 
creditors  in  Manchester  thought  that  tbej 
hod  a  claim  upon  his  Turkish  property. 
In  order  to  enforce  this  claim  they  insti- 
tuted a  suit  against  the  partners  in  the 
Mixed   Court  at  Aleppo.      The  Torkish 
Government  interposed,  and  by  a  Viserisl 
order   stopped    the    proceedings    on  the 
ground  that  the  case  ought  not  to  hati 
been  taken  into  the  Mixed  Court  at  sU, 
but  to  have  been  tried  by  the  ordinary  tri- 
bunals.    This  was  unquestionably  a  safl- 
cient  ground  for  the  interference,  soppoaiaff 
it  to  be  proved  that  the  Mixed  Court  bsa 
no  jurisdiction.     Whether,  in  that  view  of 
the  case,   the  Turkish    authoritiaa  wers 
right  or  wrong  was  a  very  difficult  and  ii- 
tricate    question    of   law.     It  had    best 
several  times  referred  to  the  Law  OSetn 
of  the  Crown,  before  whom  every  faeifi^ 
had  been  given  to  the  partiea  to  lay  tiisv 
case.     It  was  not  very  easy  to  aseertiii 
the  precise  facts  on  which   the  legaliu  sr 
illegality  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Tarkiik 
Government  depended.     Very  lately.  If 
tho  advice  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Cra*% 
he  had  written  to  Constantinople  to  oblail 
some  fresh  information,  which  might  aiMl 
them  materially  in  coming  to  a  deeiiioii 
Everything  turned   upon  this  — wuthi 
Court  qualified  to  deal  with  the  eass,ff 
was  it  not  ?   If  not,  the  Turkish  local  aadtt* 
rities  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  what  tkif 
did.     If  they  were  competent  to  try  tie 
case,  the  Native  authorities  had  no  v^ 
to  interfere,  and  there  was  ground  fersf* 
dressing  representations   to  them  on  Ai 
subject.     The  delay  which  had  arisen  \A 
been  occasioned  partly  by  the  oompliestiMK 
of  the  case  itself^  and   partly,  also,  frM 
the  statement,  as  first  laid  before  the  Liv 
Officers,  not  arriving  in  a  shape  on  whidk 
it  was  possible  to  form  a  conclusive  opiate 
He  did  not  know  any  other  course  thil 
could  have  been  taken  than  that  a  Itf' 
question  should  be  settled  by  legal  %iMt^ 
Certainly,  there  was  no  eTidenee  of  Mf 
improper  influence  being  bronght  tobuff 
upon  the  Turkish  authoritiaa.    Nothing  rf 
that  kind  had  been  atated  to  him.    Il  m^ 
an  assertion  that  partiea  ware  rery  apt  II 
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mak*,  bai  on  which  no  streM  should  bo 
laid  onloM  it  coold  bo  pro? ed.  When  tho 
information  for  which  no  bad  written  was 
roeeived.  no  doubt  hii  learned  Friends 
would  bo  able  to  adviso  the  GoTornroent 
aa  to  tho  coarse  thej  ought  to  take,  and 
Parliament  would  then  be  informed  on  the 
anbjeet.  Ho  thought  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
exorcised  a  very  wise  discretion  in  not  ask- 
ing for  tho  production  of  the  Papers,  for 
bo  thought  that  would  only  injure  tho  par- 
tioa  who  applied  for  them. 

Motion,  by  lea? e,  tcUhdrawn, 


BXVENTJE   OFFICERS    DISABILITIES 

REMOVAL  BILI^-[Biu.  76.] 
(ifi^.  Mamk,  Sir  Barry  Vtmey,  Mr.  (Hway.) 

coMiaTTsn. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

lf&.  MONK,  in  moring  that  the  Speaker 
do  now  loaro  the  Chair,  was  about  to  ad- 
dreaa  the  Houko,  when 

Thb  chancellor  07  the  EXCHE- 
QUBR  rose  to  Order.  The  hon.  Member 
hsd  00  a  prerions  occasion  addressed  tlie 
Eonao  on  the  Qoestion  that  the  Speaker 
de  leoTO  the  Chair,  when  the  Secretsry  to 
the  Treasury  moyed  the  adjournment  of 
te  debate. 

Ma.  MONK  obserred  that  the  Motion 
fcr  the  adjournment  was  negatived  ;  but 
kshad  subsequently  assented  to  the  Mo- 
tisQ  for  going  into  Committee  being  ne- 
gsdved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thst  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  let^v^  the 
Cbsir."— (Ifr.  Monk.) 

TBI  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUBR  said,  he  had  not  the  slightest  wish 
Is  tnrtail  the  hon.  Member's  obBcrvations 
SS  tbe  Bill ;  but  he  had  a  most  distinct 
iSiolkction  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
tiUnss  some  obserralions  to  the  House 
•s  tbe  Question  of  the  Speaker  leaving 
As  Chair.  Until  an  Amendment  was 
fttted,  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
ifsia  speak. 

Ml.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Member 
kd  on  a  previous  occasion  made  the  Mo- 
tisa  that  he  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  on 
nhiefa,  subsequently,  the  adjournment  of 
fto  House  and  the  debste  had  been  moved. 
Aa  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
9tm  bo  in  order  in  moving  his  Amend- 


Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  thk  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  only  wished  to  be  in  Order, 
having  no  desire  whatever  to  curtail  tho 
privileges  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time  without  any 
observations  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
or  by  any  hon.  Member;  and,  as  tho  House 
might  recollect,  it  was  by  a  mere  accident 
that  he  had  not  been  present  when  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  was  made. 
Looking  to  the  really  important  cliaracter 
of  this  measure,  he  regretted  there  was 
not  a  more  full  attendance  of  Members 
when  it  came  on  for  discussion.  The  na- 
tural tendency  of  every  mind  must  be  to 
accede  at  once  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  ; 
it  was  only  in  discussion  that  doubts  aroso 
as  to  whether  it  would  be  desirable  to  do 
so.  It  would  have  been  far  more  agreeable 
to  his  own  feelings  to  support  the  Bill, 
which  was  intended  to  confer  the  franchlso 
on  a  very  meritorious  and  efficient  body  of 
men,  to  whom  the  country  and  the  House 
were  Tery  greatly  indebted,  than  to  move, 
as  he  felt  bound  to  do,  that  it  be  com- 
mitted this  day  three  months.  It  was  of 
no  slight  importance  that  the  action  of  tho 
officers  concerned  in  the  collection  of  tho 
Revenue  should  be  above  all  imputation  as 
to  their  motives;  that  political  intrigue  and 
political  feeling  should  be  kept  entirely  out 
of  the  question  so  far  as  tlieir  conduct  was 
concerned  ;  that  they  should  be  able  to 
carry  on  the  discipline  necessary  for  the 
conduct  of  business,  to  make  changes  and 
removals  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another,  and  direct  their  officers  to  tako 
proceedings  with  reference  to  the  Revenue 
without  regard  to  political  considerations. 
The  original  ground  for  withholding  the 
franchise  from  officers  thus  employed  was 
that  it  would  be  giving  too  great  power  to 
the  Crown  ;  the  feeling  of  those  who  wero 
in  favour  of  the  measure  was,  that  the 
franchise  having  been  so  widely  extended, 
their  numbers  were  now  so  small  in  com- 
parison jvith  those  of  the  electors  generally 
that  they  would  have  very  little  weight  in 
an  election.  He  was  not  disposed  to  attach 
much  weight  to  the  argument  relative  to 
the  power  of  the  Crown  ;  but  he  thought 
that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  becoming  law, 
if  not  the  Crown,  some  of  the  permanent 
officers  of  the  establishment  might  havo 
very  great  power  and  influence  in  particular 
cases.  There  were  certain  places  wliere 
the  number  of  officers  who  would  bo  affected 
by  the  measure  was  very  considerable.  In 
the  port  of  London  between  1,700  and 
1,800  Custom  House  officials  alone  would 
0  2 
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be  enfranohtsed  by  this  Bill.  The  o umber 
in  some  coQ&tituencies  would  be  very  con- 
Biderable,  besides  those  employed  in  Ihe 
Excise  and  Post  Office.  In  the  port  of 
Liverpool  there  were  no  fewer  than  840 
Custom  House  officers  ;  and  at  the  last 
election  the  lowest  of  two  successful  candi- 
dates only  outstripped  his  competitor  by 
300  votes,  so  that  in  that  particular  case 
the  Custom  House  officers  would  be  three 
times  as  many  as  the  majority  of  the  suc- 
cessful candidate.  Supposing  that  in  the 
port  of  Liverpool  the  collector  should  be  a 
strong  partisan,  and  that  these  840  officers 
considered  that  their  position  and  prospects 
in  the  service  depended  upon  him,  a  know- 
ledge of  human  nature  would  enable  them 
to  judge  pretty  well  of  liow  the  greater  part 
of  those  officials  would  vote.  If  that  were 
understood  and  known  he  should  not  feel 
called  upon  to  oppose  the  fiill  on  that 
ground,  because  it  was  an  evil  which  other 
considerations  might  induce  them  not  to 
rate  too  highly. 

Mr.  monk  rose  to  a  point  of  Order, 
and  asked  that  the  record  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  former  occasion  should  be 
referred  to,  which  he  believed  would  show 
that  he  was  in  Order  in  his  endeavour  to 
commence  the  debate  upon  this  Bill. 

Mb.  speaker  said  that  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  records  of  the  proceedings  upon 
the  last  occasion  this  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  and  he  found  that  the  original 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  upon  the 
Bill  had  been  negatived,  and  required  to 
be  renewed,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Monk)  was  in  Order  in  commencing 
the  debate.  He,  however,  was  given  to 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
wish  to  press  his  right  to  address  the 
House,  but  merely  desired  that  it  should 
be  understood  that  he  was  not  out  of 
Order  in  the  attempt  he  made  to  recom- 
mence the  debate. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  afraid  that  some  mis- 
take bad  been  made  in  the  record  of  the 
proceedings.  In  resuming  the  thread  of 
his  argument,  he  had  to  state  that  his 
main  objection  to  this  Bill  was  that  these 
officers  were  scattered  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  upon 
their  reports  and  representations  to  their 
superiors  rested  the  question  whether  per- 
sons '  should  be  prosecuted  for  offences 
against  the  laws  of  the  Revenue,  so  that 
there  was  in  their  hands  virtually  the  con- 
trol of  the  prosecutions.  That  being  the 
case,  it  must  be  evident  to  every  one  that 

27ie  Chancellor  of  the  Exoh$q^$r 


it  would  give  to  officers  ao  aitoaied  very 
great  infloenee  in  elections.     At  present 
they  were  not  allowed  by  the  rules  of  the 
service  to  take  part  in  any  polities]  pre- 
ceedings,  so  that  their  political  opinioDs, 
if  they  had  any,  were  suppressed  ;   bat  if 
they  were  allowed  to  take  part  in  political 
proceedings  connected  with  elections,  they 
would  be  allowed  to  adopt  a  political  colour, 
and  it  might  be  said  that  they  were  not  is 
the    habit  of  shutting  their  eyes  to  the 
frauds  and  defalcations  of  those  of  their  owb 
political  party.      He  was  afraid  that  audi 
imputations  would  be  cast   widely  aboat, 
and  the  efficiency  of  the  servioe  wonld  be 
greatly  impaired.     Very  great  diseretioB 
was  required  in  those  engaged  in  carrying 
out  the  administration  of  the  laws,  and  it 
was  not  to  be  wished  that  the  difficaltiei 
of  their  duty  should  be  enhanced  by  allow- 
iug  political  convictions  on  the  part  of 
those  officers.    It  was  sud  that  it  was  a 
grievance  for  those  gentleman  not  to  be 
admitted  to  the  full  rights  of  eitiiensbip. 
He  had  made  careful  inquiries  amongst  tbs 
superior  officers  of  the  Department,  and 
they  made  no  complaint  of  being  debanei 
from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise ;  on  tbs 
contrary,  they  thought  it  rather  a  prit ilegs 
sometimes  to  be  free  from  the  political  tB^ 
moil  which  surrounded  them.     If  the  sops- 
riors  made  no  complaint,  he  did  not  sn 
why   the  subordinates  should  do  so.    It 
was  optional    with    any   subject  of  Her 
Majesty  to  enter  any  of  these  services^  nH 
if  he  did  so,  he  did  so  with  a  full  knowledp 
of  the  disabilities  attaching  to  the  ofiea 
The  police  throughout  the  country  vnf 
also  affected  with  the  same  disability.   B 
they  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bilii  it 
might  have  been  urged  that  they  wmU 
follow  the  lead  of  the  county  and  boroi^ 
magistrates  :  but  he  thought  that  wbes  H 
was  desired  to  enfranchise   the  Bevissi 
officers,  it   was  hardly  fair  to  the  pofitl 
that  they  should  not  have  been  iodsM 
in  the  Bill.     There  was  an  anomaly  in  off 
laws  on  this  subject ;  the  dockyard  laboo^ 
ers   were   not  disfranchised ;    but  if  Ai 
matter  were  inquired  into  calmly  and  dii- 
passionately,  he  was  not  at  all  sure  tM 
a  good  case  might  not  be  made  oot  te 
affixing  to  them  the  same  disability  M 
now  attached  to  Revenue  officers.    Tbi 
fact  did  not  at    all  tend    to  the  poii^ 
or  the  impartiality  of  electors  in  plaMi 
where  many  of  these  men  were  eospMrnii 
and  strenuous  efforts  were  made  by  MsM* 
hers  representing  them  to  inorease  tbi 
privileges  of  the  dockyard  men  and  ibl 
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nvmbar  of  penons  employed,  whioh  did 
■ol  tend  to  eeonomj,  or  the  proper  hus- 
banding of  the  national  resonrceB.     The 
heads  of  the  Rerenue  Departments  held 
tbdr  offices  permanently,  so  that,  sopposing 
a  strong  partisan  to  be  at  the  head  of  one, 
be  might  for  a  whole  generation  influeoee 
tbe  TOles  of  those  nnder  bis  authority.     At 
present  all  these  places  were  filled  up  od 
tbe  rapreseotations  and  applications  of  the 
supporters  of  the  GoTemment  of  the  day, 
and  if  a  person  was  appointed  to  an  office 
ef  this  kind,  it  was  perfectly  well  known 
that  the  GoTemment  would  get  no  political 
good  by  him  ;    but  if  the  present  law  were 
ebanged,  it  would  be  understood  through- 
ent  the  country  that  the  Member  who  pro- 
cured an  appointment  for  a  man  would  be 
entitled   for  OTor  afterwards  to  his  Tote. 
Oontinnal  applications  were  made  by  these 
gentlemen   respecting  their  position   and 
salaries,  and  those  applications  had  of  late 
yean  taken  a  yery  peculiar  form,  being 
not  merely  made  through  Heads  of  Depart- 
ments, or    by    simple   memorials   to  the 
Treaanry,  but  in  the  form  of  resolutions  at 
pobiie  meetings  held  by  them,  and  commu- 
aicatioBS  to  Members  of  Parliament  by 
ddegates  appointed  to  represent  their  in- 
terests.    He  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
m  the  circumstances  supposed,  the  influence 
possessed  by  them  would  not  be  yery  con- 
liderably  increased,  and  whether  the  Go- 
ftrnment  of  the  day  would  not  haye  far 
neater  difficulty   in   administering    these 
Depsrtments  with  respect  to  the  position 
sad  islaries  of  the  officers  concerned,  if  the 
VMMure  were  carried.     The  Report  of  the 
Inqsirj  Commissioners  referred  to  the  great 
miiehief  that  would  ensue  if  the  Bill  should 
bseome  law,  and  stated  that  the  efficient 
idffliDiitration  of  the  Inland  Department 
lad  the  due  collection   of    the  Reyenue 
vonid,  under  the  circumstances  supposed, 
k  next  to  impossible.     Considering  that 
dist  Department  was  concerned  with  the 
Mllsetion  of  a    Reyenue   of  upwards  of 
£40,000,000,  he  thought  the  House  would 
Botbe  surprised  if  the  person  principally 

Ksible  for  it  should  ask  them  to  pause 
assenting  to  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tolasye  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
iid  of  the  ^estioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*tUf  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
IMolft  itself  into  the  said  Committee,"— (ifr. 
fflwwgor  tf  the  Exchequer^) 

-"•instead  thereof. 

8lB  HARRT  YERNET  said,  he  thought 
Ika  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to  be  consistent 


ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  disfranchise  all 
the  seryants  of  the  Crown.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  that  these 
officers  could  not  be  trusted  to  exercise  the 
rights  of  citisenship.  though  the  Goyem« 
ment  themseWes  had  assented  to  largely 
enfranchise  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
though  these  officers,  whom  the  Goyem- 
ment  declined  to  admit  to  the  priyilegos 
which  it  had  lately  so  widely  extended, 
were  superior,  in  point  of  education  and 
trustworthiness,  to  any  similar  class  in  the 
world.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument,  that  these  officers  ought  not  to 
yote  because  their  appointments  were  the 
result  of  political  influence,  were  good  for 
anything,  it  was  an  argument  against  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  was  continually 
strengthened  by  the  creation  of  Peers,  who 
were  usually  yery  loyal  adherents  of  the 
party  from  whom  they  were  selected,  though 
they  were  frequently  by  no  means  its  most 
eminent  or  distinguished  Members.  This 
was  no  party  question  ;  it  was  one  whioh 
inyoWed  a  Department  in  which  there  were 
as  many  Conseryatiyes  as  Liberals.  He 
hoped  that  the  House  would  consent  to 
pass  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend,  because, 
by  so  doing,  they  would  remoye  from  a 
worthy  class  a  sense  of  degradation  and 
insult. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.   Friend  who  had  just  spoken   would 
not  think  it  betokened  any  want  of  respect 
to  him  if  he  said  that,  after  listening  to 
the  remarks  he  had  made,  they  left  on  his 
mind  the  impression  that  he  had  not  so  far 
entered   into  the  question  as  to  become 
aware  of  the  difficulties  with  which  it  was 
surrounded.     He  thought  his  hon.  Friend, 
with  the  beneyolence  which  characterised 
him,  had  taken  the  philanthropic  yiew  of 
the  matter ;    he  had  been  shocked  by  an 
apparent  anomaly  in  the  existing  law,  and 
he  had  rushed   to   a  practical  conclusion 
with  a  rapidity  too  great  to  allow  of  his 
guidance  being  considered  a  safe  one  for 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion.     If   it  was  not  being  too  bold,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  would  see  that  he 
had  not  used  the  words  lightly,  and  that  he 
had  something  to  say  in  support  of  them. 
He  did  not  intend  to  approach  the  subject 
in  the  spirit  of  partisanship— political  par- 
tisanship was  unknown  in  connection  with 
it,  but  in  the  spirit  of  official  or  any  other 
partisanship.     It  was  not  a  matter  to^  be 
decided  by  any  considerations  of  this  kind, 
but  they  must  consider  broadly  and  fairly 
the  right  course  to  pursue.     On  that  ocoa* 
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•ion,  he  eould  not  join  with  anyone  in 
attempting  to  force  the  hands  of  the  Oo- 
vernment.  It  seemed  to  him  a  ycry  serions 
matter  indeed  to  have  a  GoTernment  re- 
sponsihle,  amonflfst  other  things,  for  the 
collection  of  £70,000,000  of  Retenue,  most 
of  it  raised  bj  processes  of  a  Tory  peculiar 
and  delicate  kind,  practicable  in  this  coon- 
try,  but  many  of  them  hardly  attempted 
in  any  other  country  in  the  world,  for  he 
did  not  believe  that  Scliedule  D  of  the 
income  tax  had  a  parallel  in  any  other 
country  on  the  face  of  the  globe.  It  was 
a  most  serious  evil  to  take  up  these  ques- 
tions on  general  grounds  of  philanthropy 
and  liberality,  and  force  upon  a  GoTern- 
ment responsible  for  their  duties,  measures 
which  the  persons  so  responsible  declared 
to  be  incompatible  with  their  due  discharge. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  assume  that  re- 
sponsibility, and  so  long  as  theGoTcmment 
of  the  day  resisted  the  passing  of  a  mea- 
sure of  that  kind,  his  Tote  must  be  with 
the  Government  of  the  day.  Others  might 
not  take  that  view,  and  he  did  not  intend 
to  limit  the  field  of  the  discussion.  He 
wished  not  to  force  the  Government,  and 
he  thought  that  those  who  supported  the 
measure  should  endeavour  so  to  dispute  as 
to  induce  the  Government  to  deal  with  it  in 
a  fair  and  liberal  spirit.  He  presumed 
that  the  arguments  to  be  urged  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  would  arise  from  the  anomalous 
circumstance  that  while  a  portion  of  those 
engaged  in  the  public  service  were  per- 
mitted to  vote,  these  officers  were  not  al- 
lowed to  exercise  that  privilege  ;  that  other 
citisens  had  been  admitted  to  the  franchise, 
and  that  these  ought  to  share  in  the  gene- 
ral extension  of  electoral  rights  ;  and 
thirdly,  that  these  officers  themselves  were 
exceedingly  anxious  to  possess  the  privilege 
from  which  they  alone  were  excluded.  The 
first  consideration  of  anomaly  weighed  very 
little  in  his  mind,  more  especially  as  the 
Bill  did  not  remove  it,  but  rather  brought 
it  out  more  sharply.  The  case  of  the 
police  would  serve  to  show  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  more  in  the  matter  than  the 
mere  franchise  of  the  officers  and  servants 
of  the  Revenue  Department.  If  they  were 
going  to  remove  an  anomaly,  and  if  that 
be  a  reason  for  legislation,  they  should 
have  something  like  consistency,  and  con- 
sistency was  not  to  be  obtained  by  passing  on 
a  Motion  like  this  such  a  Bill  as  was 
now  before  them.  With  regard  to  the 
rights  of  citisensbip,  it  was  said  that 
these  persons  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of 
the  franchise,  when  Parliament  had   ad- 


mittad  the  majority  of  the  male  adult  popn* 
lation  to  the  suffrage.   But  Parliament  hid 
done  nothing  of  the  kind.     The  namber 
of  the  adult  male  population   was  about 
5,500,000,  while  the  namber  of  Toten  who 
would  in  future  enjoy  the  franchise  woald 
not  amount  to   more  than   one  in  three. 
Then  there  was  in  the  third  place,  the  de* 
sire  of   the  parties  themselves.     He  wu 
sorry  that  a  series  of  accidents  bad  pre* 
vented  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Monk)  from 
giving  a  full  exposition  of  his  views,  and 
he  confessed  he  was  not  aware  of  the  ef- 
istence  of    this    general  and  wide-spread 
desire  for  the  franchise  among  the  3&.000 
persons  concerned.     [Mr.  Mo5K  :  There  ii 
a  very  considerable  desire.]      How  many 
petitions  had  there  been  ?     [Mr.  Moarc* 
Eighty  petitions,  signed   by  about  8,000 
persons.]     That  was  about  one-foDrth  or 
one-fifth  of  the  whole,  and  it  by  no  m9tm 
showed  a  universal  desire  among  a  tbe- 
roughly  organiied  body.  There  was  a  gnst 
deal  more  to  be  considered,  and  the  Hoais 
ought  not  to  proceed  to  legislate  in  httii 
on  such  a  subject.     The  case  of  the  polioi 
was  an  important  one,  and  the  Bill  sbotdd 
not  pass  until  that  claim  was  considersdt 
and  they  should  decide  whether  the  poliei 
should  be  included  in  it  or  not.     The  chat 
was  also  brought   into  view  of  those  li 
whom  the  franchise  was  theoretically  giffib 
but  from  whom  it  was  practically  withbeli 
by  the  regulations  of  the  public  serviee-  W 
meant  the  military  service.     It  might  bl 
said  the  soldier  was  not  excluded.    Cl^ 
tainly  not  eo  far  as  the  letter  of  the  kf 
was  concerned;    but  he  was  excluded  bj 
the  regulations  to  which,  under  the  eoifi- 
tions  of  the  standing  army,  they  chose  t9 
subject  him.      [*'  No,  no  I  "]      How  m 
a  soldier  living  in  barracks  to  be  a  nti* 
payer  ?     [Mr.  MovK :  He  mi^^t  be  a  fi«» 
holder.]     He  might  be  a  freeholder— «>• 
in  a  thousand  of  the  voters  ;  but  how  «•• 
he  to  ascertain  that  the  conditions  of  tkl 
service  would  allow  him  to  attend  and  voti 
where  his  freehold  lay  ?    They  were  barrel 
as  to  the  possession  of  an  occupation  fntf 
chise,  because  the  public  found  their  rtd" 
dence.     The  same  was  the  ease  with  tkl 
Marines ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bailors  gen^ 
rally,  the  nature  of  the  service  offered  tha 
greatest  impediment  to  the  pceeession  of  tha 
franchise.    In  dealing  with  this  question  11 
affecting  public  servants,  the  House  ou(/A 
to  be  prepared  to  examine  the  case  of  em 
class  on  its  own  merits,  and  then  determiM 
how  far  they  would  go  and  at  what  poiot 
they  would  stop.    Of  all  the  pnbBo  m> 
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Tftiils  witb  whom  be  hid  been  in  eontaet— 
Mid  he  did  not  exelnde  Members  of  that 
Hovee  or  Miniiten  of  the  Grown*-he  noTor 
had  known  a  bodj  actuated  by  a  more  en* 
lightened  spirit,  and  more  simply  desirous 
of  promoting  the  publio  serrice,  than  the 
Board  of  Inland  Rotoouo.     He  did  not 
speak  with   the   least   disparagement   of 
other  Boards  ;  bat  it  was  very  difficult  for 
Members  of  Parliament  to  read  the  papers 
that  had  been  sent  in  and  not  see  that 
there  waa  much  to  consider  in  the  case. 
The  aaggestion  he  would  make  would  be 
that  Parliament  should  give  the  rote,  and, 
at  the  aamo  time,  leaTO  it  in  the  discretion 
sf  the  QoTomment  to  inhibit  any  of  these 
eSeors  from  taking  any  part  in  polities 
beyond  giTing  their  simple  vote.     But  in 
ioing  that  they  did  not  get  rid  of  the  ano- 
■alj  when  one  class  of  Toter  could  speak 
aa  well  aa  vote  and  exhibit  himself  as  he 
plemsed  while  another  class  could  only  vote 
nlentlj.    He  beliofed  that  a  rule  proTailed 
bi  the  dockyards  prohibiting  persons  con- 
nnnled  with  those  establishments  from  tak- 
ing  an  aetiTO    and    prominent  part  and 
doing  maay  things  which,  if  they  were  not 
pnblie  offiMrs,  they  would  be  permitted  to 
«o«    It  was  a  matter  for  grave  coniidera- 
tai  whether  if  the  vote  were  given  to  the«e 
wen  it  should   be  given  subject  to  that 
bntstion  or  not.    Again,  before  they  pro- 
weded  to  lay  down  the  principle  of  general 
ttfriDchisement,  one   thing  to  be  consi- 
itrsd  was  the  very  peculiar  relations  be- 
tvoen  the  Bevenue  officers  and  the  Members 
if  tbtt  House.     There  it  was  necessary  to 
i^  plainly.     He  was  not  afraid  of  Go- 
Wsment  influence  in  that  matter,  nor  of 
SB  isBoeoce  in  favour  of  one  political  party 
cr  SBotlier  ;    but  he  owned  that  he  had 
Msn  apprehension  of  what  might  be  called 
dm  iofluence  in  that  House,  which  in  his 
tpbioD  was  the  great  reproach  of  the  Re- 
iinBsd  Parliament,  as  he  believed  history 
WsU  record.     Whether  they  were  going 
ll  ioierge  into  a  new  state  of  things  in 
vkiib  class  influence  would  be  weaker  he 
bMv  not ;    but  that  class  influence  had 
km  in  many  things  an  evil  and  a  scandal 
ti  tbem,    especially   for    the  last  fifteen 
w  twenty  years ;  and  he  was  fearful  of  its 
iMraase  in  consequence  of  the  possession 
sf  tbe  franchise,  through  the  power  which 
Ma  who,  as  members  of  a  regular  ser? icCi 
ten  already   organised    might   bring  to 
Wsr  on  Members  of  Parliament.     What, 
he  asked,  was  the  Civil  Service  of  this 
?     It  was  a  service  in  which  there 
a  great  deal  of  complaint   of  in- 


adequate pay,  of  slow  promotion,  and  all 
the  rest  of  it.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it 
wss  a  service  which  there  was  an  extra* 
ordinary  desire  to  get  into.  And  whose 
privilege  was  it  to  regulate  that  desire? 
That  of  tbe  Members  uf  that  House.  At 
one  period  tho  Government  of  this  country 
was  carried  on  by  patronage  through  the 
medium,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the  Civil 
Service ;  and  gross  corruption  was  sup- 
posed to  be  an  essential  instrument  for 
working  the  machinery  of  the  State.  Lord 
Liverpool,  as  he  believed,  entirely  of  his 
own  motion,  did  an  act  which  entitled  him 
to  the  highest  praise,  for  he  voluntarily 
surrendered  the  whole  power  of  promotion 
in  the  Civil  Service  and  gave  it  to  the 
permanent  heads  of  Departments.  That 
waa  an  immense  reform  ;  but  it  was 
very  difficult  to  keep  that  reform  from 
being  touched  by  profane  hands.  There 
was  a  tendency  to  interfere  in  regard  to 
promotion  lodging  among  Members  of  that 
House,  and  it  was  difficult  for  them  to 
resist  it,  because,  although  Membera  of 
the  Civil  Service  had  not  a  vote,  yet  re- 
presentations were  made  to  them  to  re- 
commend the  promotion  of  A  B  or  C  D. 
The  nomination  to  first  appointments  waa 
in  the  hands  of  Members  of  that  House ; 
but  the  possession  of  that  supposed  privi- 
lege was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  nuisance  of 
which  he  believed  many  of  them  would  be 
glad  to  get  rid.  But  if  that  patronage 
was  to  continue  vested  in  Members  of  that 
House,  it  imported  a  new  element  of  deli- 
cacy and  embarrassment  into  the  question 
of  the  franchise  ;  and  it  would  certainly 
make  it  additionally  difficult  to  keep  pro- 
motion in  the  Revenue  Departments  exclu- 
sively, as  they  ought  to  be,  in  the  handa 
of  the  permanent  heads  of  those  Depart- 
ments, if  the  persons  whose  promotion  waa 
involved  were  voters  and  were  also  active 
and  perhaps  vigorous  and  zealous  partizana 
of  Members  of  that  House.  That  diffi- 
culty became  greater  in  proportion  as  the 
service  became  more  intelligent.  Excise- 
men, surveyors  in  the  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partment, and  those  public  servants  who 
had  to  aurcbarge  tradesmen  and  get  inti- 
mations of  suspected  insolvency,  were 
somewhat  like  the  agents  of  a  mercantile 
house,  who  must,  in  a  certain  sense,  al- 
most act  aa  spies  for  that  House.  Those 
Inland  Revenue  officers  must  watch  for 
and  make  use  of  all  the  information  they 
could  find  for  the  purposes  of  the  Depart- 
ment ;  and  it  was  in  regard  to  the  ezer- 
else  of  those  functions  that  n  difficulty 
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ftgain  arose.  He  had  nerer  read  a  docu- 
ment proceeding  from  persons  of  higher 
authority  than  the  letter  of  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue,  and  he  thought  the  men 
who  had  signed  that  Paper  were  worthy  of 
heing  heard  and  examined  either  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere  on  that  subject.  By 
those  gentlemen  exchanging  views  with  the 
Members  of  that  House  it  might  be  seen 
whether  it  was  possible  to  arrive  at  a  solu- 
tion of  that  matter.  In  conclusion,  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  concur  with 
him  so  far  as  to  admit  that  the  anomalies 
he  desired  to  remove  could  not  be  got  rid 
of  by  a  mere  stroke  of  the  pen,  that  the 
question  involved  many' branches,  and  re- 
quired much  more  careful  and  detailed 
examination  than  could  be  given  to  it  in  a 
debate  in  that  House,  before  they  could 
proceed  to  legislate  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner, and  to  dispose  not  only  of  the  case  of 
the  Revenue  officers,  but  of  all  those  other 
cases  which  were  more  or  less  analogous  to 

it.  * 

Mr.  CLAT  said,  he  thought  there  was 
a  difference  between  the  case  of  the  Revenue 
officer  and  that  of  the  soldier,  because  the 
latter  was  excluded  from  the  franchise  by 
a  mere  accident  of  his  profession  and  by 
the  exigencies  of  the  service,  whereas  the 
exclusion  of  the  former  proceeded  on  an 
entirely  different  principle.  Undoubtedly 
the  exclusion  of  the  Revenue  officers  origin- 
ated in  the  assumption  that  they  were  not 
to  be  trusted — that  they  would  not  be 
proof  against  the  influence  of  their  supe- 
riors. In  the  borough  he  represented 
(Hull)  there  was  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  connected  with  the  Custom  House, 
the  Post  Office,  and  the  Inland  Revenue. 
He  had  known  them  for  many  years,  and 
could  say  that  the  vast  majority  of  those 
who  had  formed  any  opinion  on  the  subject 
had  always  felt  their  exclusion  very  much, 
and  now  felt  it  more  keenly  since  the  re- 
cent extension  of  the  franchise  conferred 
tbnt  privilege  on  many  men  who  certainly 
were  in  no  way  their  superiors.  Were 
those  officers  still  to  be  told  that  they  were 
either  so  cowardly  that  they  could  not  re- 
sist the  influence  of  their  superiors,  or  were 
80  much  more  selfish  than  other  classes 
that  they  would  use  their  influence  in  urg- 
ing Members  of  Parliament  to  obtain  pro- 
fessional advAucement  for  them  ?  The  pa- 
tronage of  Members  of  that  House  only 
extended  to  nominations  for  first  admission 
to  the  service,  and,  moreover,  there  was  an 
easy  cure  for  any  undue  pressure  such  as 
had  been  referred  to.  He  believed  it  was 
Mr.  Gladstone 


a  rule  that  any  applieation  through  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  for   promotioii  or  in- 
creased pay  should  be  visited  as  an  offenee 
upon  the  officer  making  it.     Now,  he  en- 
joyed the  intimacy  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Boards  of  Inland  Revenue  and  of  Cnstoois, 
and  he  knew  from  them  that  that  role  was 
not  a  sham,  but  one  which  was  in  reality 
carried  into  effect.     He  could  not  help,  he 
might   add,  thinking  that  the  ezolnsioii 
which  was  the  subject  of  disonasion  was 
the  remains  of  a  barbarous  age,  and  that 
any  argument  which  might  be  urged  in 
support  of  it  might  be  applied  with  itiil 
greater  force  to  men  in  the  aerviee  of  a 
private  employer.     He  said  with  greater 
force,  because  if  there  were  at  the  preseit 
day  employers  who,  more  than  any  otben^ 
were  precluded   from   unduly  influeneing 
the  votes  of  those  in  their  aerviee,  those 
employers    were    the    Ooveniment^    fa 
no    Government    against    which  the  ex- 
ercise of  such  influence  could  be  protel 
dare  face  the  House  of  Commona.     He 
could  not,  he  might  further  observe,  see 
why  so  ridiculous  a  rule  as  that  whieh 
precluded  stipendiary  magistrates  and  pe> 
lice  magistrates  from  voting  in  the  distrieli 
in  which  their  profession  waa  carried  « 
should  be  maintained.      By   that  mesM 
picked  men  were,  it  seemed  to  him,  es-' 
eluded  from  the  franchise.     He  was  ev* 
prised  that  the  Bill  did  not  go  further;  M 
he  should  certainly  support  it  aa  far  si  it 
went.      He  hoped  that  it  would  beooae 
law,  and  that  the  disabilities  with  whieh  il 
dealt,  as  well  as  other  similar  disabilitiM^ 
would  be  removed. 

Mb,   p.  WYKEHAM-MARTIN  mii, 
that  the  exclusion  of  the  police  had  ooeurnl 
only  ten  years  ago,  and  was  attribatsble 
to  the  circumstance  that  it  waa  consideni 
to  be  their  duty  to  keep  order  doriog  elee* 
tion  contests,  when  it  was  supposed  thsti 
they  took  part  in   them   the  temptatiet 
might  be  too  strong  to  break  their  nei^ 
bours'  heads  not  quite  impartially.    As  tl 
the  officers  in  the  Excise  and  GostoDi^ 
they   enjoyed   the  franchise    upwaids  o( 
seventy  years  ago,  and  they  were  deprivel 
of  it  to  protect  themselves  rather  than  be- 
cause of  any  distrust  of  them  which  pre* 
vailed.      There   were    at  the   time   oob 
300,000  electors  in  the  whole  of  EngUnii 
while  there  were  60,000  of  those  persosl 
holding  office  under  the  direct  patronagaef 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.     It  ee 
happened  that  in  one  amall  borough  ei 
500  electors  120  officers  were  appoiuti^ 
and  Lord  North  who  waa  about  to  cetin 
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froa  Offiee,  and  expected  shortlj  to  retain 
(0  )ty  eamed  them  to  be  informed  that  they 
were  to  expect  no  quarter  if  he  returned  to 
Ofiiee  if  tbej  ? oted,  while  they  were  threat- 
ened with  no  quarter  from  the  existing 
Pint  Lord  if  they  did  not  immediately  Tote. 
Under  ibeee  circumetancee,  they  memorial- 
ised tbe  House  to  be  disfranchised,  and 
tbos  relieTed  from  the  painful  position  in 
vBieh  they  were  placed.    He  felt  sure,  how- 
erer,  that  no  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
voold  at  the  present  day  dare  to  issue  sucb 
eireolars  as  those  which  had  been  issued 
in  the  days  of  Lord  North,  and  if  promotion 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  heads  of  De- 
psrtmentSy  and  the  power  of  nomination 
taken  from  Members  of  that  House,  there* 
eovld,  in  his  opinion,  be  no  objection  to  the 
ebsnge  proposed  in  the  Bill. 

Kb.  graves  said,  he  had  been  re- 
peatedly asked  to  co-operate  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  in 
Meking  to  bring  about  the  object  which  he 
bad  in  fiew.  As  a  measure  of  abstract 
jnstiee,  he  felt  that  the  officers  in  question 
had  a  fair  claim  to  the  rights  of  citiienship 
whieh  the  Bill  would  confer  upon  them, 
and  li  it  were  pressed  to  a  division  that 
ereoing  he  should  rote  for  it.  But,  as  had 
been  stated  bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire,  there 
were  many  grave  considerations  connected 
with  the  subject  which  the  Bill  did  not 
toeeh,  such,  for  instance,  as  how  far  it  was 
consistent  with  the  privileges  which  it  was 
proposed  to  giro,  that  the  present  system 
of  nomination  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
ID  the  case  of  tbe  Inland  Rerenue  and 
Customs.  Now,  if  the  Bill  were  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  as  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sooth  Lancashire  to  suggest,  that  would 
be  one  of  the  leading  points  to  which  their 
attention  mnat  be  directed.  His  own  be- 
lief was  that  the  nominations  must  be 
made  non-political.  But,  be  that  as  it 
mighty  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloneester  would  be  satisfied,  in  the  event 
of  the  Gowemment  assenting  to  the  refer- 
ciiee  of  the  whole  subject  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  the  progress  which  he  had 
already  made  in  furthering  his  measure, 
aad  would  not  proceed  hastily  in  the  en- 
deayoor  to  legislate  on  a  matter  of  such 
importance. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBERS  confessed  that  he 
had  not  Tory  clearly  understood  the  speech 
^  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
tMhire ;  bat  his  (Mr.  M.  Ohambeis')  posi- 
^  wae  this,  that  he  wm>  and  always  had 


been,  in  favour  of  enfranchisement.  It 
bad  been  said  by  grare  authorities  about  a 
century  ago,  that  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  had  increased,  was  increasing,  and 
ought  to  be  diminished.  Well,  it  was  then 
thought  desirable,  in  order  to  effect  that 
object,  to  disfranchise  all  the  officers  em- 
ployed in  the  Ciyil  Seryice,  they  being 
looked  upon  as  the  great  supporters  of  the 
Royal  Prerogative  ;  and  a  Bill  for  that 
purpose  was  introduced  into  Parliament. 
That  Bill  gave  rise  to  some  remarkable 
debates,  in  which  the  leading  statesmen 
and  orators  of  the  day  took  part.  Amongst 
the  most  distinguished  opponents  of  the 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  was  the  great 
Lord  Mansfield,  who,  in  a  speech  of  won- 
derful power  and  eloquence,  denounced  the 
measure  as  an  attempt  to  effect  a  danger- 
ous depression  of  the  Royal  Prerogative, 
by  depriving  an  honourable  class  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects  of  the  enjoyment  of 
that  which  ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  the 
inalienable  birthright  of  all  good  citizens. 
The  first  efforts  to  take  away  those  rights 
failed,  for  the  Bill  was  rejected.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  M.  Chambers)  founded  his  support  to 
the  present  measure  for  the  restoration  of 
those  rights  which  had  been  subsequently 
extinguished  upon  the  noble  expressions 
used  by  Lord  Mansfield  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  had  referred.  No  answer  what- 
ever to  those  arguments  had  been  given  in 
the  fluctuating  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
shire. It  was  no  answer  to  this  Bill  to  say 
that  it  was  only  removing  one  anomaly  in 
the  Constitution,  and  that  it  should  remove 
them  all.  They  must  proceed  step  by  step 
and  by  degrees.  They  said  that  Parliament 
ought  to  remove  the  disability  from  the 
class  of  public  servants  comprehended  by 
the  Bill  —  a  class  who  received  universal 
commendation  for  their  integrity  and  abi- 
lity, and  who  did  not  deserye  this  slur  to 
be  cast  on  them  any  longer,  particularly 
when  Parliament  had  just  passed  an  Act 
to  extend  the  franchise  widely  all  over  the 
United  Kingdom.  No  one  had  ever  charged 
those  officials  with  acting  unworthily  or 
dishonourable,  or  with  a  betrayal  of  their 
duties  or  their  trust  to  their  Soyereign  or 
their  country.  It  was  an  idle  subterfuge 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Lancashire  to  say  that  because 
they  did  not  petition  the  House  in  greater 
numbers  they  did  not  want  the  privilege. 
He  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  was  surprised  that 
so  many  of  them  had  the  moral  courage  to 
declare  their  opinions  to  that  HousOi  con- 
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sideriDf  the  preBBure  be  belieyecl  was  ge- 
nerally ezerciied  by  the  HendB  of  Depart- 
ments to  preTont  them  taking  action  in 
the  matter.  What  would  be  Baid  of  those 
officers  if  they  had  banded  themselTes  to- 
gether for  the  purpose  of  addressing  Par- 
liament on  the  subject  of  their  grieTances  ? 
If  they  did  so,  would  they  not  be  charged 
with  a  breach  of  privilege  and  a  violation 
of  the  regulations  of  their  Departments  f 
Would  they  not  be  accused  of  combining 
and  confederating  together  for  the  purpose 
of  revolting  against  their  superiors  ?  They 
had,  however,  in  private  conversation, 
expressed  their  anxiety  for  the  franchise  ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  and  other 
Gentlemen  who  knew  them,  and  the  Heads 
of  their  Departments,  well  said  that  the 
Revenue  officers,  as  a  body,  were  men  welt 
qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Their 
right  of  choosing  their  representatives  had 
been  unjustly  taken  from  them,  because  if 
any  wrong  had  been  done  in  respect  of  the 
exercise  of  patronage,  it  had  not  been  done 
by  them.  Some  of  the  observations  which 
had  been  made  showed,  in  point  of  fact, 
not  how  corrupt,  but  how  soft  and  delicate 
the  House  of  Commons  had  become.  In 
former  times.  Members  of  Parliament  lis- 
tened to  applications  which  were  made  to 
them,  and  no  doubt  very  great  improprie- 
ties had  occurred  as  to  the  introduction  of 
persons  into  the  public  service.  But  from 
time  to  time  rules  were  made  with  the  view 
of  checking  irregularities  in  the  course  of 
promotion ;  and  he  was  informed  that  very 
strict  regulations  had  been  passed,  if  they 
were  but  insisted  upon,  against  the  inter- 
ference of  Members  of  Parliament.  He 
agreed,  however,  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves),  who  was  a  yery 
practical  man,  and  knew  what  was  going 
on,  that  it  might  be  desirable  to  alter  the 
system  of  nomination,  which  still  left  much 
more  power  in  the  hands  of  those  sitting 
for  the  time  being  on  the  Ministerial  than 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  Both 
the  political  parties  had  been  to  blame  for 
the  proposals  which  from  time  to  time  they 
put  forward  for  disfranchising  what  were 
eommonly  called  "  the  dockyard  men,*' 
including  a  yery  large  number  of  persons 
not  properly  dockyard  labourers,  but  en- 
gaged in  the  public  service  in  those  places 
where  the  Government  dockyards  were 
situated.  Those  proposals,  however,  had 
the  effect  of  exciting  a  very  strong  counter 
feeling  to  the  effect  that  it  was  highly  im- 
politic and  inconsistent  to  disfranchise  per- 
ions  at  the  yery  time  when  the  franonise 

Mr*  M.  Chambsri 


was  being  extended  ai  widely  m  poatiUe. 
He  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  would  not  attempt 
to  fbllow  either  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sooth  Lancashire  in  their  ob- 
jections to  this  Bill,  because  both  of  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  had  entered  into 
what  he  would  call  petty  details,  and  had 
overlooked  the  great  principle  of  enfran- 
chisement, which,  thoogh  recogniied  by 
the  leading  men  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  was  wilfully  yiolated  in  the  peraoos 
of  those  who  were  admitted  to  be  an  hs- 
nourable  and  trustworthy  elaaa  of  poUii 
servants.  He  therefore  felt  unable  to  rote 
with  either  of  those  right  hon.  Gentlenea 
on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  Aldirman  LUSE  supported  tbt 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  on  tbt 
Bill.    After  twenty-five  years  personal  ex- 
perience of  their  habits  and  conduct,  he  wii 
able  to  bear  testimony  to  their  honestf, 
industry,  and  integrity.   The  ciyiI  servsaH 
in  the  Customs  he  oould  vouch  forbeiof 
enlightened  and  educated  men,  and  mm 
as  ought  to  be  entrusted  with  the  &» 
chise. 

[Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wan 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Han- 
bers  being  found  present,] 

Mr.  Aldermah  LUSE  continued:  Hi 
could  not  understand  why  the  Goyemnasl 
hesitated  to  enfranchise  this  class  of  lU* 
venue  servants.  They  would  honestly  «t 
ereise  tbe  franchise,  and  aa  it  was  sol 
known  which  way  these  men  would  toll 
it  could  not  be  said  it  was  a  party  questioa. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  withdnt 
their  opposition  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  OTWAY  expressed  his  regret  tbik 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  MiS* 
her  for  Colchester  (Mr.  Earslake),  shslU 
have  endeavoured  to  count  out  the  HmM 
during  a  discussion  on  the  propositioB  H 
confer  the  franchise  on  29,()00  of  hisfri- 
low-countrymen.     It  seemed  an  impropV 
proceeding,  too,  that  the  hon.  and  leanM 
Gentleman,  after  making  the  Motion  fif 
counting  the  House,  should  immediati^ 
run  from  his  place,  and  not  return  to  it»  tl 
hear  the  commenta  which  were  sure  to  W 
made  on  such  conduct.     With  regard  tl   ''^ 
the  question  under  discussion,  he  obeervii 
that  at  present  there  were  only  three  elaali 
of  persons  deprived  of  the   franchise-^ 
paupers,  crimiuals,  and  Beyenuo  offioeit; 
and  it  was  threfore  inoumbent  on  the  Q^ 
yemment  to  show  why  this  degradate 
was  placed  on  the  last-iiii&tioiiea  bo4y  ^ 
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mtn.    There  eppesred  to  be  no  reasons 

for  the  disabilities  under  which  the  Re- 

fenoe  officers  laboared,   except  sach  as 

were  embodied  in  the  Reports  containing 

the  opinions  of  the  Gommitsioners  of  Cue- 

ioma  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 

ReTenae.   It  would  not  be  difficult  to  show 

that  there  was  no  force  in  those  opinions, 

and  if  (hey  were  assumed  to  be  falid  they 

wonid  go  the  length  of  justifying  the  ez- 

tanston  of  the  existing  restrictions  so  as  to 

deprive  the  ReTenne  officers  of  the  power  of 

sxerciaing  either   parochial    or  municipal 

dotiea.    The  great  fallacy  of  the  argument 

of  the  Commissioners  was,  howerer,  that 

the  poaaeasion  of  the  rote  would  produce 

ill  the  eTils  and  lead  to  a  political  combi- 

satioa   to  obtain  higher  wages.      But  it 

was  ahaard  to  suppose  that  the  mere  pos- 

Msaion   of    a  rote  gare  a  man   political 

inflnenee.      He   possessed   that   influence 

ilready    through   his   friends  and    neigh- 

boora.      The   GoTernment  had  circulated 

die  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  of  Cus- 

tMss  and  of  the   Inland    Revenue ;    but 

why  had  they  not  made  known  the  opi^ 

sions  of  officers  of  the  other  Departments 

upon  the  question  ?    For  the  simple  reason 

that  they  were  faTonrable  to  the  Bill  with- 

eet  exeeptionV.   The  bulk  of  opinion  was  in 

{svoar  of  the  BiH,  nnd  he  hoped  the  Gorem- 

vsnt  would  not  decline  to  crown  the  edifice 

rf  esfrsnchisement  by  conferring  the  Tote 

ipon  29,000  or  30,000  men  who  so  well 

fcierred  it,  and  who  were  most  capable  of 

Mng  it. 

lU.  MONK  said,  he  was  glad  of  the 

^n^Qoity  of  replying  to  the  speeches  of 

m  right  hon.  Friends  the  Chancellor  of 

tlw  Biehequer  and  the  Member  for  South 

l<soesshire,  in  order   that   he  might   set 

te  right  in  respect  to  the  extraordinary 

«wr  into  which  they  had  fallen  in  com- 

M  with  the    Commissioners  of   Inland 

MTsoue,   whose    Report  had    been   laid 

gOQ  the  Uble  of  tho  House.     The  Bill 

More  the  House  was  simply  and  solely  a 

Vnsehise  Bill,  and  would  merely  enable 

fc  officers  in  the  Rerenue  Departments 

^  vslk  op  to  the  polling-booths  and  there 

2^  their  TOtes;  whereas  bis  right  hon. 

Insads  took    it   for  granted    that  they 

■Vit  become  political  psrtizans,  and  act 

^poB  the  committees  of  candidates  at  Par- 

liwiiury  Elections.     His  Bill  would  en- 

■Usthem  to  do  nothing  of  the  sort.     It 

tt  not  repeal  the  Acts  of  William  and 

Miry,  of  William  III,,  and  Anne,  which 

aade  it  penal  in  officers  of  the  Refenoe 

Dipartmenta  to  interfere  in  elections  by 


persuading  persons  to  TOte,  or  by  dis- 
suading them  from  Toting  at  the  election 
of  Members  to  serre  in  Parliament.  The 
main  objection  to  the  Bill  therefore  fell  to 
the  ground.  Its  sole  object  was  to  relieve 
the  officers  in  the  Customs,  Post  OfficOy 
and  Bxcise  from  the  disability  to  vote 
which  was  imposed  upon  them  by  an  Act 
of  1782,  passed  in  consequence  of  their 
power  to  return  the  Members  in  seventy 
boroughs  at  a  time  when  the  House  of 
Commons  was  numerically  smaller  than  it 
now  was.  The  principal  argument  made 
use  of  in  favour  of  that  Disability  Act  was 
that  the  officers  themselves  would  he 
thereby  relieved  of  a  disagreeable  task, 
the  interpretation  of  which  was,  that  they 
would  be  relieved  of  the  painful  necessity 
of  voting  for  the  Whig  or  for  the  Tory 
candidate  according  to  the  orders  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  It  was  also  stated 
that  they  had  petitioned  to  be  relieved  of 
the  franchise,  as  they  were  liable  to  dis- 
missal if  they  dared  to  vote  as  they  pleased. 
Those  arguments  no  longer  held  good;  but 
they  were  superseded  by  other  arguments 
which,  if  they  meant  anything,  meant  that 
all  the  civil  servants  of  the  Crown  should 
be  disqualified  from  voting.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  there  ought  not  to  be  one  law  for 
one  class  and  another  law  for  another  class 
in  the  Civil  Service.  If  these  restrictions 
were  to  be  maintained  in  the  case  of  the 
officers  in  the  Revenue  Departments  they 
ought  to  be  extended  to  officers  in  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  to  every  paid  servant  of  the 
Crown,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
commencing  with  the  hon.  and  right  hon. 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He 
was  glad  to  see  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  his  place,  as  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when 
the  Reform  Bill  of  1867  was  in  Committee 
in  "another  place,"  Earl  Grey  proposed 
to  add  a  clause  prohibiting  all  persons 
employed  in  the  Civil  Service,  or  other 
Departments  of  Government,  from  voting. 
That  clause  was  strongly  and  successfully 
opposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  Earl  of  Malmesbury,  in  stating  the 
views  of  the  Government,  said — 

"  He  opposed  the  clause  on  the  ground  that 
this  Bill  was  an  enfranohising  and  not  a  disfran- 
chising measure  ;  and  on  that  ground,  if  on  no 
other,  he  should  oppose  the  Amendment.  But 
he  also  objected  to  it  because  it  would  disfran- 
ehise  a  class  of  persons  as  well  educated  and  as 
competent  to  exercise  the  franchise  as  any  body 
of  men  in  England ;  and,  thirdly,  because  it 
would  be  most  invidious  at  the  present  moment 
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to  make  in  sioeptioD  In  th«  out  of  thMO  penoni, 
■gAiTiit  whom  no  impntstion.  u  &r  u  ba  wu 
aware,  had  oror  been  brought  id  retpeot  of  tbo 
w&f  Id  which  thef  hul  oxerciied  tbs  tranohiN. 
Bo  oonld  not  coDnoiT«  a  more  inBulting  ut  to 
thU  T«rj  Qteful  bodj  of  men  than  to  diifnochiw 
thom."--~{S  ffmuard,  cliixil.  718-S.] 


{COMUOKS]     [DiaMUUu  BtmeUl  Bitt.    4M 

lenoni. '  roqneit  it  foT  tho  parpoM  of  voting,  how- 
eter  ineonTeoieDt  it  might  ba  to  the  pnfalis 
EerTioe.  Was  the  mieroMopio  iDCODTenieBM 
i>f  granting  leave  of  abaenm  for  an  boor 
or  two  once  in  foar  or  fin  jeara  to  ba 
deemed  a  auEBoieat  reaion  against  reatar- 
Ingto  them  the  fraDohise  ?  Did  not  Iba 
same  objection  appi;  toelerka  in  the  Trea- 
sury, the  Home  Office,  the  ForeigD  OSee, 
the  War  Offloe,  and  the  Admiralty  ?    Wu 


He  commended  these  words  and  these 
Bentlments  to  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  of  the  House,  for 
he  had  that  faith  in  the  sense  of  joitico 
which  animated  bon.  Memhers  on  both 
sides  of  the  Hoase  that  ha  believed  there 
would  be  a  general  feeling  id  favour  of  ap- 
plying them  to  the  csso  of  the  oivil  ser-  j,^-„t  (he  Revenue  offioera  woold  eiamM 
vants  generally.     If  they  refused  to  allow  ;  ^^^^  fr.nohise  in  the  plaee  when  they  it- 


«  ■*"!l,''™°Wh  I  "■'■  arpiment  Allowed  to  weigh  against  the 

"""  °"  ""  '  dockyard  men   when  they  were  eonfinnad 

I  ia  tbeir  eleotoral  rigbti  last  year?     Bat, 

ia  point  of  fact,  in  nineteen  cases  oat  of 


free   discussion  and  freedom  of  action 
respect  of  the  franchise,  tbey  would  cer- 
tsinly   raise    a    suspicion    of   unfairueiB, 


°  I  ftided,  and  as  the  polling-booths  w 

at  eight  o'clock  in  the  morning  they  mi^ 
econl  their  votes  before  i heir  officii  dotiN 


whioh  would  bo  detrimenUl  to  the  interests    „„„,e„ed.     Ho  would  only  observe 


of  the  State,  and  bring  discredit  o^ 
Executive.     In  truth,  the  Oovernment 
straining  at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  camel, 


iference  to  the  objection,  "  that  it  mifht 
lead  to  politioal  combinationt  for  the  p» 
|iose  of  obtaining  from  Her  Uajesty's  fl» 


The  Chsncellor  of  the  Ei chequer  refused  i  ^emment  an   increase  of  salary."  thai  it 


to  grant  the  franchise  to  the  highly-edu- 
eated  class  of  civil  serrants  in  the  Revenue 
Departments,  while  he  had  no  hesitation  in  I 
extending  it  broadcast  to  those  classes, 
among  whom  would  be  found  many  a  "  Her- 
der's lot,"  who  would  vote  for  a  pot  of 
beer  and  lOf.  a  piece.  He  would  ask  what 
were  the  objections  to  this  Bill  ?  In  re- 
ference to  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs,  he  could  not  but  express  his 
astonishment  that  gentlemen  of  the  high 
character  and  position  of  Mr.  Goulbum  ^ 
and  Hr.  Grenvilie  Berkeley  could  have 
signed  such  a  document.  He  did  not  think 
he  was  using  too  strong  an  expression 
when  he  charaelerlied  their  objections  ae 
of  a  frivolous  and  puerile  description.  Tho 
first  objection,  that  the  meaaure  would 
introduce  political  agitation  into  Depart- 
ments at  present  free  from  it,  militated 
against  any  exleoiion  of  the  franchise 
whatsoever.  Were  the  Revenue  officers 
to  have  DO  political  opinions,  no  political 
aspirations  ?  In  point  of  Fact,  they  had 
I  now,  and  tboy  deemed  it  a  sligma 


those  officers  had  just  cause  of  compUBt 
or  were  insnfficieDlly  paid  it  was  far  MW 
ihat  their  grievances  should  be  broqU 
before  that  House  by  their  represeotatini 
in  Parliament  than  they  shonld  be  leftH 
seethe  below  the  surface  and  be  hroaritto 
light  through  irregular  ehsnneti.  Totbi 
aext  objection  he  would  reply,  that  if  ibl 
superior  officers  dared  not  face  tho  iofl' 
tation  of  political  mottvea  they  mnt  tl 
unfit  for  their  high  position.  He  Ika 
came  to  the  crowning  objection  of  al^ 
"  Tlut  it  wonld  be  iacODTenieQt  to  th*  ctm 


TrM,  and  might  [daot  them  in  eqoivooal  lai  tt 
cult  pontioD*." 

He  thought  it  would  be  snoagb  te  i^ 
mind  tho  Comniasiouera  of  tbe  well-fcw** 

"  iDvitum  qui  ssrrat,  idem  &cit  oooidMtL* 
The  Revenue  officers  did   not  fear  bM| 
asked  for  their  votes.     But  he  wonU  fi 
it  to  the  House  whether  that  was  not  H 
itraordinary  argument  against  oonfeniil 


and  a  disgrace  to  be  placed  upon   a  dif-    the  franchise  on  aa  highly-edoeated  a  dM 


ferent  footing  with  respect  to  the  fraachiae 
from  their  brethreo  in  tho  other  branches 
of  the  Civil  3er*iee.  Social,  religious, 
and  political  subjects  were  freely  discussed 
in  the  Customs  as  in  any  other  large  es- 
tablishment in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
Commissiooers  went  on  to  say  that  it  would 
interfeie  with  the  oonvenienee  and  disci- 
pline of  the  service  to  grant  leave  of  ab- 
'  lenoe  to  officers  whenever  they  might 
2fr.M«nk 


as  any  in  the  country  for  a  gentlemaa  t* 
use,  who  was  not  many  years  age  *■ 
known  in  that  House  as  Uie  "  Whip"  >i 
the  great  Whig  party — the  namesake  vi 
relative  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Ifembartx 
Bristol  T  The  force  of  absurdity  eoaUp 
no  further.  He  came  then  to  Uie  BefMt 
of  the  Commissionera  of  Inlkod  Beitoai 
But  he  must  first  ask,  where  wm  the  Re- 
port from  the  General  Foat  Oi&eet    Tki 
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Bill  bad  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Poet 
Offiea  officials  for  more  than  twelfe  weeks, 
ind  yet  "  the  oraolea  were  damb."     Had 
Hr.  Soodamore   nothing  to  aay  on  the 
labjeei?     He  (Mr.   Monk)  oould  assnre 
the  Hooae  that  the  Post  Offioe  officials 
had  not  been  mate.      He  had  presented 
a  petilioD  signed  by  nearly  1,000  employis 
in  the  London  Post  Office  in  fa?onr  of  tbe 
Bill.    Not  a  single  petition  had  been  pre- 
Noted  against  it.     The  Post  Office  De- 
partment employed  upwards  of  26,000  men 
Mattered   over    the    United  Kingdom — 
nesrlj  five  times  aa  many  as  the  Customs, 
more  than  five  times  as  many  as  the  Ex- 
fliie  Department.     The  obyious  inferenee 
was*  that  the  Post  Office  waa  fafourable 
to  tbe  measure.  He  had  already  obserred 
on  the  extraordinary  error  which  peryaded 
tiie  whole  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Beyenue.     He  was  astonished  that 
thej  iboold  not   haye  made    themseWes 
better  seqoainted  with  the  proyisions  of 
the  BUI.  He  obseryed  that  they  abandoned 
tbe  srgament  that  the  power  of  the  Go- 
yemment  would  be  unduly  increased  by 
eonfening  the  franchise  upon  the  offieers 
of  Eieise ;  but  they  urged  that  it  would 
be  fatal  to  diseiplioe  in  the  country  if  the 
•fficers  should  become  political  partisans, 
and  senre  on  election  committees,  or  can- 
Tsas  for  the  candidates.  As,  howeyer,  they 
could  do  no  more  than  simply  record  their 
yotes  under  the  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
vonld  be  liable  to  penal  consequences  if 
thej  interfered  in  elections  as  partisans, 
escfif  giMBffto.     In  conclusion,  he  would 
remind  the   House   that  the  political  ob- 
jeetions  of  the   Commissioners  of  Inland 
Asyenue  would  apply  with  equal  force  to 
the  local  Commissioners  of  Taxes.     Those 
gentlemen  were  allowed  to  yote.     Of  his 
own  knowledge,  he  could  state  that  they 
were  sometimes  election  agents,  frequently 
strong  political  partisans.  He  would  allude 
to  one  ease  more  —  and  one  only.     Some 
Tears  ago  the  Coastguard  Office  wss  trans- 
ferred from  the  control  of  the  Board  of 
Cottoms  to  the  Admiralty.    The  men  and 
the  duties  remained  the  same,  but  the  dis- 
sbility  to  yote  was  remoyed,  and  he  would 
uk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther their  duties  were  less  efficiently  per- 
formedjn  consequence  of  their  enfranchise* 
ment?    He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
give  a  decided  negatiye  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
be  felt  confident  that  the  decision  of  the 
Heaie  would  be  in  fsyour  of  going  into 
Cemsuttee  upon  the  Bill. 


Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  79  ;  Noes 
47 :  Majority  32. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leaye  the  Chair,*'  put,  and  clgreed  to. 

Bill  contidered  in  Committee,  and  re' 
ported  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Thursday. 

MIUTART  AT  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND) 

BILL— (Biu  9d.] 

(Hr  SerfuaU  Barry,  Major  Oavin,  Mr,  Einumde,) 

SIOORD  READINO.     ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read»  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[12th  May],  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time  ;**  and  which  Amendment  was, 
to  leaye  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  tbe  words 
"  upon  this  day  three  months."— ( The  Earl 
of  Mayo.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  '  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  reeumed. 

Mr.  BAQWELL  said,  this  Bill  was  in- 
tended  simply  to  extend  to  Ireland  the  law 
at  preaent  in  force  in  England  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  military  at  elections. 
Unwilling  yoters  ought  not  to  be  escorted 
to  tbe  poll  by  soldiers  for  the  purpose  of 
being  made  to  vote  on  the  unpopular  side, 
in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of  their 
landlords.  The  real  truth  was  that  the 
soldiers  were  employed  not  so  much  to 
protect  the  yoters  from  yiolence  as  to  pre- 
yent  them  from  running  away.  In  the 
county  of  Waterford  at  the  late  election 
the  people  were  yery  anxious  to  support 
the  Liberal  candidate,  whose  father  had 
represented  tbe  county  before,  and  was 
highly  popular.  It  happened  that  in  a 
mountainous  district  a  body  of  yoters  who 
were  being  brought  under  military  escort 
to  record  their  yotes  in  fayour  of  the  un- 
popular candidate  were  stopped  by  a  mul- 
titude of  men  and  women,  who  refused  to 
allow  them  to  proceed.  The  resident  ma- 
gistrate who  accompanied  the  troops,  a  man 
of  great  prudence  and»  at  the  same  time, 
great  determination,  told  bim  that  he  had 
scarcely  pulled  the  Riot  Act  out  of  his 
pocket,  when  on  looking  round  he  saw  that 
eyery  one  of  the  yoters  had  made  their 
escape.  The  fact  was  that  it  was  the 
friends  and  neighbours,  the  sons  and 
brothers  of  the  yoters  themselyes  that  had 
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stopped  them,  ftDd  the  Toteri  were  only  too 
glad  to  get  an  excuse  for  running  away. 
The  auccesB  of  the  mountaineers  on  that 
occasion  had  the  Tory  worst  consequences, 
for  it  was  looked  upon  hy  them  as  a  victory 
o?er  the  Queen's  troops,  while  the  troops, 
on  the  other  hand,  were  greatly  exaspe- 
rated. The  following  day  there  were  two 
tragical  events  in  Dungarvan;  theharhour- 
master  of  the  town,  a  man  who  had  always 
been  on  the  Conservative  side,  was  struck 
with  a  lance  by  one  of  the  soldiers  and 
killed  at  his  own  door,  and  another  man  in 
humble  position  was  also  killed.  A  verdict 
of  ''wilful  murder  ''  in  the  one  casei  and 
"  manslaughter "  in  the  other,  was  re» 
turned.  [The  Soucitob  General  :  By  a 
coroner's  jury.]  That  was  so.  The  sol- 
diers were  never  brought  to  trial,  for  every 
opposition  was  given  by  the  military  au- 
thorities to  the  attempts  that  were  msde 
to  find  out  the  guilty  parties.  [The  Earl  of 
Mayo  :  That  is  quite  contrary  to  the  fact.] 
All  he  could  say  was  that  the  soldiers 
were  not  brought  forward  for  identification. 
[The  Earl  of  Mayo  :  They  were.]  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  from  official  knowledge, 
and  therefore  he  would  take  it  for  granted 
that  what  ho  said  was  correct.  But,  at 
all  events,  he  had  stated  what  he  had  seen 
happen  over  and  over  again  at  elections, 
anil  he  believed  that  it  was  decidedly  im- 
politic, dangerous,  and  unconstitutional  to 
employ  the  troops  as  they  were  now  em- 
ployed. The  same  things  would  happen 
at  elections  again,  and  at  last  some  great 
disaster  would  occur.  Then  the  Govern* 
ment  would  see  that  they  had  been  wrong, 
and  would  consent  to  pass  a  Bill  such  as 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Barry)  had  introduced. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  as  an  Irish  Member, 
he  thought  the  Bill  was  of  some  import- 
ance. It  was  one  of  a  very  simple  cha- 
racter. It  was  a  Bill  to  extend  to  Ireland 
a  law  which  had  been  confirmed  by  a 
statute  of  George  II.,  and  by  a  subse- 
quent statute  of  Her  Majesty.  The  Be- 
Bolutions  of  that  House  from  time  to  time, 
commencing  so  far  back  as  a  declaratory 
Act  of  Edward  I.,  repeated  the  words  of 
the  Act  which  he  should  now  read  to 
them  as  dealing  with  the  constitutional 
question— namely,  "  That  all  elections  be 
made  without  interruption  or  molestation 
by  any  commoner,  governor,  officer,  or 
soldier."  The  Act  also  said  **  that  all 
elections  shall  be  free,''  and  that  it  was 
essential  to  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
people  that  it  should  be  so.      It  further 
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enacted  that,  ai  it  had  beea  tb«  pi«otioi 
to  remove  all  soldiers  two  miles  ont  of 
town  where  an  election  took  place,  that 
should  be  so  in  future,  only  eertain  ez« 
ceptions  being  made  with  respect  to  Royal 
troops  in  attendance  on  the  Sovereign  or 
Royal  Family,  and  any  person  in  the  arny 
entitled  to  vote.     Then  came  an  Aet  of 
the    present  reign,   reciting  the   Act  of 
George  II.,   in   which    it   waa  aaid   that 
great  expense  was  involved  by  the  removal 
of  the  soldiers,  and  in  which  it  was  enaeled 
that  the  soldiers  be  oonfined  within  bar- 
racks within  two  miles.      That  waa  the 
constitutional  and  Common  Law  of  tbii 
country,  directly  aimed   at  attaining  aa 
object  which  was  now  of  very  vital  conse- 
quence indeed  in  Ireland  —  namely,  the 
freedom  of  election.      They   had    latelr 
been  discussing  in  that  House  the  provi- 
sion of  an  Act  for  securing  purity  of  elis- 
tion  ;  but  it  appeared  that  at  the  preseol 
time  freedom  of  election  was  more  asuilsd 
in  Ireland,  and  that  that  vice  ought  to  to 
provided  against.     The  state  of  this  ooah 
try  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  AsH 
referred  to  appeared  to  have  been  similsr 
to  what  Ireland  now  was,  and  he  eosM 
say  with  regard  to  Ireland  that  the  purif 
of  election  in  Ireland  was  seldom,  indsiii 
in  any  way  violated  or  corrupted.    TImI 
being  the  state  of  things,  one  would  isp 
pose  that,  primd facie,  there  would  beni 
objection  from  any  Member  of  this  HosN 
on  either  side  to  so  simple  a  Bill  ss  tliifc 
As  an  hon.  Member  had  stated,  whentw 
a  proposal  was  made  in  that   House  ii 
assimilate  the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  d 
England,  the  onut  prohandi  rested  wikk 
the  opponents  to  show  why  the  lav  sbosU 
not  be  assimilated.      He  might  say  tint 
the  onus  prohandi  laid  with  Her  M^eitj'l 
Government  to  show  why  this  Bill  shosU 
not  be  passed  —  to  show  why  they  eM< 
sidered  it  improper,  imprudent,  and  dii* 
gerous  to  extend  the  law  of  England  t$ 
Ireland.      He  understood  the  noble  Lorf 
last  night  to  assume  the  fact  that  thus 
were  exceptional  circumstances  in  Irelandi 
and  that  therefore  the  law  in  England  sal 
Ireland  ought  not  to  be  assimilated  in  tkii 
respect.      But  he   apprehended  that  the 
assumption    of   the    exceptional    cireaa- 
stances  was  not  proof  that  the  law  oogkt 
not  to  be  assimilated.      The   noble  Loil 
said  these  troops  were  used  with  great 
prudence,  and  went  on  to  ahow  that  the 
exceptional  circumstancea  rendered  it  de- 
sirable that  the  law  should  remain  as  it 
was.    The  noble  Lord  atated  thai  the  lev 
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eoflii  not  to  b«  Mtimilated ;   Inii  theie 
an  DO  srgniDenta  against  asstmilatiaD.  He 
(Mr.  SyDAD)  did  not  like  to  make  any  par- 
tkoltr  fflentioD  of  any  partienlar  borooghi, 
ai  that  woold  be  inndiona ;  kat  he  yen* 
tarad  to  laj  thia,  that  upon  an  eiamiDation 
of  tho  Reporta  of   Cominitteea  upon  the 
•objeel  it  woald  be  foniid  that  there  had 
Weo  man  Tiolenee  pro? ed  againat  repre- 
Moladf  ea  of  the  borougha  in  England  than 
IB  tho  Iriah  borongha.      He  eontended, 
tb«rafore,  that  there  were  no  exeeptional 
eireonDataneea  to  warrant  a  different  kw 
aa  to  Ireland  to   that   whioh  applied   to 
England  on  the  aabjeot.      He   admitted 
tiiani  were  ezceptiooal  oirenmatanoea ;  bnt 
he  denied  that   they  eoold  he  urged  aa 
rauooa  for  not  aMaimilatiog  the  law.     Aa 
ragarded  the  eleetiona,  generally  speaking, 
of  eoorae  if  there  be  not  any  partienlarly 
atroBg  political  feeling  among  the  eleetora 
tkcrawaa  likely  to  be  no  hoatilitT  what- 
Ofar  between  the  proprietora  and  the  rural 
votera,  who,  aa  far  aa  the  eountiea  were 
concened,  were  tliree-fourtha  tenanta-at- 
will.    Bat  when  any  partioularly  exeiting 
qooition  aroae  —  when  the   feeling  waa 
itnmg  on  both  aidea,  thta  ie  what  oeeorred 
--Tho  landlord  requested  of  hia  tenanta  to 
▼otoagaioat  the  known  and  arowed  politi* 
eal  opinion  of  the  tenant,  and  the  known 
and  avowed  political  opinion  of  the  non- 
iiaetora.     When  the  ballot  waa  aaked  for 
tho  pnrpoee  of  protecting  the  Iriah  Toter, 
tho  aniwer  giTen  was  that  the  elector  held 
hb  Tote  aa  a  tmat   for  the  non-eleotor. 
Tha  non-elector   expreaaed  hia  opinion ; 
opioiona  were   expreaaed  on  both   aidea; 
the  elector  not  wiabing  to  Tote  found  out 
that  the  non-elector  would  not  allow  him 
to  go  to  Yote ;  the  local  agent,  who  might 
hasjoaticeof  the  peace,  took  the  matter 
in  hand,  and  there  waa  an  order  for  the 
ailitary.    There  waa  nobody  to  aaeertain 
tha  opinion  of  the  Toter  or  of  the  non- 
•loetor.     The  order  goea   forth   for  the 
tfoopa.    The  night  before  the  election  the 
^aetora  were  collected  together :    some- 
tiooa  they  were  sent  into  the  hotel,  and 
Mnethues  taken  into  the  house  of  the 
Itndlord  for  safe  custody.     But  they  got 
warmog  that  they  were  to  be  eacorted  by 
the  troops.     The  non-electors  of  the  dis- 
trict, apiong   whom  were  the  families  of 
the  vorj  voters  themselres,  met  the  troops 
ttid  pelted  them  with  atonea.    The  troopa 
IImo  ruahed  at  the  mob,  and  the  TOtera 
ftthed  off  the  cars  and  ran  away :   that 
^*i  the  inTariable  thing.    These  Toters 
Wttted  aa  excnae  to  say  to  the  landlord 


that  they  bad  done  all  they  could  to  rote, 
bnt  that  they  were  prcTcnted.  An  in- 
spector of  constabulary  was  examined  in 
the  Waterford  case,  and  he  said  that  when 
he  came  up  to  the  place  the  ?oters  had 
escaped,  because,  he  said,  the  dragoons 
were  not  fit  to  escort  them.  Now,  they 
made  that  which  waa  a  popular  force  in 
Ireland  unpopular.  The  Irishman  waa  by 
nature  a  soldier.  He  wished  to  join  in 
the  conflicts  of  war  ;  but  when  they  made 
the  military  force  unpopular  in  Ireland 
they  proTented  that  whioh  ought  to  make 
Ireland  a  reoruiting  ground  for  the  army. 
There  certainly  did  not  appear  any  excep- 
tional circomatancea  of  a  nature  to  proTont 
an  assimilation  of  the  law  of  Ireland  to 
that  of  England  in  this  respect.  There 
were  no  exceptional  circumstancea  to  war- 
rant the  use  of  the  military.  Whenever 
they  aaked  for  remedial  legialation  in  other 
mattera,  and  showed  exceptional  circum- 
stances to  warrant  legislation,  the  answer 
they  got  was,  "  You  cannot  haTc  remedial 
legialation.  The  law  of  England  mnat  be 
the  law  of  Ireland.  We  cannot  hsTe  one 
law  for  the  one  country  and  another  for 
the  other."  The  exceptional  circumstancea 
in  Ireland  were  thoae  he  had  ahown,  and 
they  were  aooh  aa  to  warrant,  not  to  pre- 
?ent,  that  House  assimilating  the  law  of 
Ireland  to  that  of  England  in  that  respect. 
He  came  now  to  two  extraordinary  Acta 
of  Parliament,  which  seemed  to  make  the 
case  conclusive.  The  Act  of  25  &  26  Ftel. 
c.  63,  enabled  a  party  who  complained  of 
not  being  allowed  to  rote  to  make  applica- 
tion to  the  sheriff  who  waa  obliged  to  post- 
pone the  polling  until  voters  came  to  the 
poll.  Was  that  law  enforced?  No.  In 
thousands  of  caaea  it  had  been  proved 
that  the  TOtera  did  not  want  to  come. 
They  wanted  an  excuse  ;  therefore,  the 
military  was  of  use  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  away  from  the  voter  an  excuae  for 
juatifying  hia  abaenoe,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  coercing  the  public  opinion  of  the  dia- 
trict.  There  waa  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  ahowed  the  total  want  of  any 
neceaaity  for  thia  practice  in  Ireland.  It 
waa  the  Act  of  13  &  14  Ftcl.  c.  68,  whioh 
enabled  the  voters  to  apply  for  as  many 
polling-placea  as  they  liked.  They  did 
not  take  advantage  of  that  power — they 
did  not  want  it — therefore,  neither  of  thoae 
Acts  of  Parliament  were  put  into  operation 
for  the  reaaon  he  had  atated.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  upon  all  the  circum- 
atancea  of  the  caae,  there  waa  no  reaaon 
whatcTor  why  the  law  of  England  and 
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Ireland  should  be  different  in  that  reipeot ; 
and  he  thought,  both  in  an  Imperial 
point  of  Tiew  and  in  a  point  of  yiew  con- 
fined to  Ireland,  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  both  BideB  of  the  House  if  the 
law  were  assimilated.  It  would  teach  the 
Irish  people  that  that  House  had  that 
confidence  in  them  that  they  would  make 
a  law  to  enable  them  to  exercise  their 
Totes  free  from  all  control  from  whatever 
quarter  it  might  come. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
said  that  the  military  employed  at  Irish 
elections  were  really  no  other  than  election 
agents.  He  did  not  blame  the  noble  Lord, 
who,  when  requisitions  were  sent  to  him, 
had  no  option  but  to  send  the  military  and 
escort  voters  who,  at  the  bidding  of  the 
Consenrative  agents,  were  about  to  vote 
against  their  inclinations.  Voters  so  es- 
corted were  looked  upon  by  the  people  as 
prisoners  ;  and,  in  proof  of  this,  a  party  of 
convicts  who  were  handcuffed,  and  were, 
unluckily,  proceeding  to  their  destination 
on  the  day  of  the  County  Waterford  elec- 
tion, were  carried  off  by  the  mob,  against 
all  the  efforts  of  the  constabulary.  He 
bad  himself  been  assured  by  voters  who 
were  escorted  by  military  to  the  poll  that 
their  earnest  prayer  was  for  the  success  of 
the  candidate  against  whom,  for  want  of 
leases,  and  for  fear  of  being  turned  out  of 
their  holdings,  they  were  compelled  to 
vote.  The  first  step  towards  establishing 
freedom  of  election  in  Ireland  would  be  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  and  [he  hoped  it  would 
be  carried  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said  it  had  always  been 
a  principle  of  the  British  Constitution  to 
look  with  the  greatest  jealousy  on  the  em- 
ployment of  military  at  elections.      By  the 
ancient  Common  Law  of  this  country  all 
elections  ought  to  be  free,    and   an  Act 
provided  that  previous  to  English  elections 
the   troops   should   be   removed  from  the 
places  of  election   to  a  distance   of  two 
miles.     The  onus  of  proof  that  in  Ireland 
there  were  exceptional  circumstances  which 
prevented  the  carrying  out  of  that  principle 
in  that  country   lay  upon  those  who  op- 
posed this  Bill.     It  was  most  impolitic  to 
irritate   the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
against  the  military  by  employing  them  at 
elections.     Irish  elections  might   be  con- 
ducted without  the  presence  of  troops  at 
least  as  safely  as  English  elections.      The 
measure  was  founded  on  justice  and  expe- 
diency, and  he  was  surprised  that  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  should  come  from  the  other 
side.      Ireland  was  not  behind  England  in 
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its  aspirations  for  military  glory  ;  bat  ibe 
noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irsli&d 
had  admitted  that  the  I2th  Lanoers  bid 
been  received  with  execration  at  Dublia. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  denied  that  he 
had  ever  said  that  the  12th  Lancers  weis 
received  with  execration  ;  he  had  said  tbit 
they  were  received  with  some  hisses. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  continued  to  refer  to 
the   enactments  against  the  employmsit 
of  the  military  at  elections  in  England,  sad 
contended  that  no  election  proceedings  is 
Ireland  had  ever  exceeded  in  brotality  tbs 
exhibitions  of  an  English  mob  at  the  rigbt 
hon.    Gentleman's   (Mr.  Lowe's)  eleeCiM 
for  Kidderminster  in  1857.      In  this  im- 
fortunate  affair  two  persons  lost  their  Xvm 
wh'o  had  taken  no  part  in  the  affray.    Hi 
wished  that  the  danger  of  the  recorreBei 
of  such  scenes  should  be  obviated  by  tbs 
most  stringent  enactments.      He   deaplj 
regretted  that  any  such  ocoarrenee  sboaU 
have  taken  place,  because  it  was  oalcnhital 
to  shake  the  foundation  of  that  affeetieniti 
confidence  which  had  always  subsisted  be* 
tween  the  people  of  Ireland  and  the  soldisij 
of  England. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  thought tbi 
time  was  oome  when  they  should  pat  si 
end  to  the  exceptional  legislation  wUib 
had  been  too  much  in  vogue  for  Irekal 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  present  syitiB 
was  a  fair  one,  and  because  it  was  ail 
justifiable  he  thought  that  proper  amaofr 
ments  should  be  effected. 

The    attorney    OBNERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  aaid,  that  tb 
arguments  advanced  in  support  of  the  K^p 
divested  of  exaggeration,  were  oendmHi 
against  it.     The  employment  of  the  nii- 
tary  at  elections  was  alleged  to  haTS  o^ 
casioned  mischievous  results  ;  and  yet  tbs 
only  instance  that  had  been  addoeM  m 
that  of  Dungarvan,  in  whieh  it  wm  mI 
clearly  established  that  the  military  wM 
responsible  for  what  occurred.     The  Mrt 
argument  which  had  been  urged  in  n^ 
port  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  was  desiislb 
that  the  laws  of  England  and  of  Irslsil 
should   be   assimilated.      In   his  omnioai 
however,  if  any  alteration  were  mads,  lbs 
law  of  England  ought  to  be  assimilated  ti 
that  of  Ireland,   for  at  Nottingham  sii 
Kidderminster  there  had  been  outrages  if 
a  kind  almost  unknown  in  Ireland.    Tbe 
English  law  in  regard  to  the  employiMift 
of  the  military  at  eleotiona  was  fonnded  sa 
the  assumption   that  the   power  of  te 
Crown  might  be  used  to  control  the  itat* 
tors ;  but  the  history  of  Irelaad  did  art 
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TMord  a  single  ctse  where  tlie  Crown  had, 
lisee  the  Union,  exercised  Us  inflnenee  at 
(leeitons  by  means  of  the  military.  It  had 
been  srgaed  that  the  present  measure  would 
^mote  freedom  of  election;  but  in  answer 
to  tbsi  it  was  sufficient  to  remark  that  the 
ailittry  were  employed  in  Ireland  not  to 
eoeree  tbs  foters,  but  to  protect  them  from 
the  fioleQoe  of  excited  mobs.  Speaking 
io  reference  to  his  personal  knowledge  of 
tbeWest  Riding  of  the  county  of  Cork, 
and  of  some  other  districts,  he  could  affirm 
tbt  the  tenants  were  perfectly  aware  that' 
their  interests  were  identical  with  the  in- 
terests of  their  landlords,  and  that  the 
great  majority  of  them  would  Tote  with 
tiieir  landlords  if  they  were  not  coerced  in 
the  apposite  direction  by  the  spiritual  power 
of  the  priesthood. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  it  was  unfor- 
tosately  true  that  instances  had  been  known 
io  Ireluid  of  bands  of  tenants  being  brought 
«p  end  forced  to  poll  uuder  the  terror  of 
the  bayonets  of  the  military.  On  e?ery 
oeesnon  when  party  feeling  was  strongly 
excited  they  had  had  these  military  riots. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
uUkIj  forgotten  the  case  of  Six  Mile 
BiidgB  in  1862,  when  several  persons  were 
bayoneted.  The  military  were  used  as  the 
elMtiooeering  agents  of  the  landlord  ;  and 
it  was  to  pat  a  stop  to  such  abuses  that 
they  wished  an  effectife  measure  to  be 
passed.  If  they  really  wished  for  freedom 
of  election,  why  not  take  the  reasonable 
tod  practical  mode  of  ensuring  the  free- 
dom of  the  voters  ?  Nothing  could  be  more 
iDeoDsistent  than  to  give  perfect  freedom 
to  the  electors  in  Eoglond,  and,  at  the 
satne  time,  to  place  the  whole  armed  force 
of  the  Crown  at  the  disposal  of  the  land- 
lords, for  the  purpose  of  coercing  their 
tensotry  to  vote  against  their  consciences, 
aad  driving  them  up  to  the  polling-booths 
like  prisoners.  That  was  a  state  of  things 
demanding  a  remedy.  He  did  not  complain 
that  the  influence  of  the  Crown  was  exer- 
cised wrongfully;  but  he  maintained  that 
the  power  of  the  military  was.  He  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliiunent  to 
aqoslixe  the  laws  of  England  and  Ireland. 
'  Lord  CREMORNE  remarked  that  in 
the  eounty  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
preeent  a  case  occurred  where  a  man  was 
*iRed  in  consequence,  not  of  the  presence 
rf  the  soldiers,  but  of  their  absence.  He 
vu  sfraid  that  that  circumstance  would 
Kevent  him  from  voting  in  support  of  the 
FewQt  Bill. 
Hi.  ESMONDE    supported  the  Bill. 

TOL.  CXCIII.    [thiss  sebji».] 


He  claimed  that  the  troops  were  attacked 
in  the  first  instance  by  the  populace  at 
Waterford.  He  would  mention  to  the  House 
a  case  which  had  occurred  during  an  elec- 
tion at  which  he  was  a  candidate.  Forty 
voters  belonging  to  a  friend  of  his  — 
[Laughter,]  —  Why,  <hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  disposed  to  treat  this  high  moral 
question  very  lightly.  Those  forty  voters 
belonged  to  a  friend  of  his  own.  He  was 
not  going  to  enter  into  a  disquisition  as  to 
his  friend's  title  to  those  voters.  His 
friend  had  had  the  bad  taste  to  ordeii/them 
to  vote  against  him  ;  but,  in  order  to  avoid 
doing  so,  the  voters  requested  that  a 
"  mob  "  might  be  sent  out  to  stop  them*  op 
their  way  to  the  poll.  They  further  re- 
quested that  they  might  be  stopped  near  a 
wood,  in  order  that  they  might  get  into  it 
and  avoid  being  caught  again.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  desired  move- 
ment had  been  duly  executed.  Some  of 
the  voters  polled  for  him,  as  his  friend  had 
not  been  able  to  recover  the  whole  of  his 
property  after  they  got  into  the  wood.  It 
was  to  maintain  the  landlord's  right  in 
such  property  the  military  were  employed 
at  elections  in  Ireland.  He  believed  the 
military  would  be  delighted  to  be  relieved 
from  the  duty  of  attending  at  elections. 

Mb.  Serjeant  BARRY,  in  replying, 
reminded  the  House  that,  in  the  matter  of 
the  Westminster  election,  the  House  had 
passed  a  Resolution  condemnatory  of  the 
employment  of  military  at  elections.  It 
hna  been  stated  that  the  12th  Lancers, 
who  had  acted  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Dungarvan  riots,  were  hooted  while  form- 
ing part  of  the  escort  on  the  entry  of  the 
Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  into  Dublin. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  accused  him  of  bad  taste, 
because  he  had  mentioned  that  circum- 
stance in  a  former  debate.  The  noblo 
Lord's  explanation  of  the  circumstance 
was  as  extraordinary  as  that  which  he 
gave  of  the  sense  in  which  he  had  used  the 
words  "  levelling  up."  [The  Earl  of  Mayo  : 
I  never  used  tbe  words.]  Well,  it  was  as 
extraordinary  as  the  noble  Lord's  explana- 
tion of  the  sense  in  which  he  had  used  the 
words  "  elevation,  and  not  confiscation." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  55  ;  Noes 
96:  Majority  41. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  put  of  for  three  months. 
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MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (METRO- 
POLIS)  BILL—[BiLL  lOd.] 

{Mr,  Mill,  Mr,  Thomas  Hughes,  Mr,  Tomline, 
Mr,  Buxton,  Mr.  Layard.) 

SECOND  READING.     ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resaming  Adjoamed 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Qaes- 
tion  [17th  Jnne],  "That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time;*'  and  which  Amend- 
ment was,  to  lea?e  out  the  word  "now/' 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  "upon  this  daj  three  months." — 
(Iff.  Bentinch.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  remmed. 

Mr.  J.  STUAET  MILL  appealed  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  by  whom 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  had  been 
moved  on  the  former  occasion,  to  proceed 
with  his  argument. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  at  that  late  hour  he  did  not  feel 
justified  in  launching  the  House  upon  a 
fresh  discusssion. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  then  briefly 
replied  to  some  of  the  arguments  adfanced 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  a  few  days 
since  upon  this  Bill,  expressing  his  regret 
that  the  measure*  instead  of  being  met 
with  a  direct  negative  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber, had  not  been  left  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Government. 

Question  put,  and  negixHved, 
Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  ;mt  off  for  three  months. 


ASSIGNEES  OF  MARINE  POLICIES 
BILI^BiLL  147.] 

(Mr.  CancUuh,  Sir  CoUnan  (yioghlm, 
Mr,  Norwood,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read, 

Mb.  CANDLISH  moved  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  pro  formd,  with 
the  view  of  making  certain  Amendments 
In  the  Bill  to  meet  the  objections  of  the 
Government,  and  having  the  Bill  re- printed. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  as  this 
Bill  originally  stood,  it  wonld  have  been 


impossible  for  the   OofemmenI  to  have 
given  their  assent  to  its  proeeading  farthec; 
because  whatever  may  have  been  the  m« 
tention  of  the  promoters,  there  wpearsd 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill  an  attempt  to  legaKic 
what  the  law  has  always  set  its  fiaee  against 
— namely,  the  dealing  in  marine  polieiei^ 
as  if  they  were  life  pouoies,  passing  enrruit 
like  bills  of  exchange.     Now,  an  endet- 
vour  has  lately  been  made  in  this  House  te 
alter  the  law  in  the  same  aenae  with  rs- 
spect  to  fire  policies— this  was  uosiieceesfal, 
and  such  a  change  would  be  fraught  with 
peril.     What  is  fire  or  marine  insnraoes  f 
It  is  a  contract  of  indemnitj  from  loss  or 
damage  arising  from  an  uncertain  even^ 
the  object  is  not  to  make  a  positive  gsis^ 
but  to  avert  possible  loss.    There  caassl 
be  indemnity  without  loss,  or  loss  withsrt 
interest.    A  policy,  therefore,  without  a- 
terest  is  not  insurance  but  a  mere  wagw, 
and  it  would,  in  fSact,  hold  out  temptadiB 
to  the  assignee  to  set  fire  to  the  houssb  ir 
scuttle  the  ship,  which  is  the  iubjest  if 
the  insurance.     The  hon.  Member  bib 
however,    accepted   Amendmenta,  aod  ii 
ready  to  adopt  others  which  will  rery  niiBh 
alter  his  Bill,  and  will,  I  hope,  secure  til 
necessary  things — first,  the  non-severssii 
of  the  policy  from  interest  in  the  propiitf 
insured ;    and  secondly,  that  which  is  sbii* 
lutely  essential  when  you  assign  an  oUfS* 
tion  or  contract,  subject  to  rights  of  nt 
off  and  mutual  credit — namely,  protMtioi 
to  the  underwriter  from  all  liability  bejosi 
that  to  which  he  would  have  been  subjseHi 
if  the  policy  had  not  been  assigned.    Thi 
hon.  Member  has  stated  that  thers  ii  s 
strong  desire  among  the  commercial  dsMl 
connected  with  shipping  for  this  mesnra 
Under  these  circumstances,  though  oljio* 
tion  may  be  taken  to  it  as  fragmestiiy 
legislation,  I  have  no  objection  to  tho  M^ 
tion  that  you,  Sir,  leave  the  Chair,  inorhr 
that  the  Bill  may  be  committed  profirwit 
for  the  purpose  of  its  being  re-printed  wtt 
Amendments. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Bill  reported ;  to  be  priwUd^  as  amssM 
[Bill  203] ;  re^mmiUed  for  Thmreiai* 


BRISTOL  WRIT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoisdt   • 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  isaiie  hia  Wairant  tstti    \ 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  oat  a  new  Wtitte    j 
the  eleoting  of  a  Citisen  to  aerve  in  this  pnsHi    ] 
Parliament  for  the  Citj  of  Briitol,  in  tlia  roonrf 
John  William  Milea,  esqnireu  whose  EloeUonkM 
been  determined  to  be  void.**— (IB*.  iVM.) 
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IQu  BASS  moTed,  ai  an  Amendmentf 

tfiat— 

<«  The  writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol  be  not  inned 
tiU  wfn  iajf  aftar  tbe  eTidenoe  taken  before  the 
StketGommitteeon  the  Briitol  Eleotion  Petition 
bM  bttD  printed." 

The  hM.  Member  for  ClaekamttMn  (Mr. 
Adiffl)  bid  ghren  Dotiee  that  he  intended  to 
more  for  the  Writ ;  bat  the  matter  had  been 
iUowed  to  drepk  and  the  pre? ailing  opinion 
anoBf  hen.  Mlenbere  was  that  the  Motion 
voald  Bot  be  made  without  a  renewal  of  the 
IToiiee.  In  the  ease  of  Derb?,  in  1856,  the 
Committee  reported  that  there  had  been 
nine  tets  of  bribery  eommitted»  and  that 
IB  only  one  inelMioe  had  the  bribe  reaehed 
IS,  Bat  nnder  those  eircuraatanoes  the 
Hooaehad  not  permitted  a  Writ  to  be  issued 
for  that  borough  for  a  period  of  six  months. 
He  was  informed,  he  might  add,  that  great 
eniteoieat  preTBiled  in  Bristoli  and  that  a 
isgidar  saturnalia  vraa  in  progress  there, 
ovioff  to  the  impression  that  the  House 
woaM  find  it  inapraotieaUe  in  the  present 
stale  sf  affairs  to  deal  with  any  aota  of 
bribery  or  to  risit  them  with  punishment. 
That  bttog  ao»  he  hoped  the  House  would 
iee  the  froprietj  of  assenting  to  his  Amend- 
meot. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tolwft  out  fnm  the  word  "Thut"  to  the 
•ad  of  the  Qneation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol  be  not  issued 
tiU  sevvn  dajs  after  the  eridenoe  taken  before  the 
StleGt  CommittMon  the  Bristol  Election  Petition 
hss  been  printed."— (ifi*.  Boms.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of  the 
Qsestion." 

Mil  LABOUCHERE  contended  that 
tk  question  was  one  of  too  much  import- 
ioee  to  be  discussed  at  so  late  an  hour  as 
ODe  o'eloek,  and  mo? ed  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Su  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  seconded 
tbe  If  otion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(ifr.  Zahauehere,) 

Mb.  AT&TON  said,  he  thought  the 
oesupanta  of  the  Treasury  Bench  ought  to 
giro  the  House  seme  reason  for  the  mode 
tf  proeeeding  adopted  by  them  in  the  pre- 
iMt  histance.  It  could  not  be  necessary 
ait  that  hour  of  the  morning  to  surprise  the 
House  with  such  a  Motion,  unless  an  elee- 
te  were  neeessary  within  two  or  three 
^}«.  The  Report  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
KmoI  Bleotion  Committee  was  to  the  ef- 


fect that  bribery  had  not  exteasiTely  pre- 
railed  at  the  reeent  election,  considering 
the  number  ef  the  electors.  Now,  that 
was  a  statement  which  inToWed  some 
ambiguity,  and  the  House  could  not,  in  hia 
opinion,  properly  deal  with  the  matter  until 
they  had  before  them  the  eyidence  which 
had  been  taken.  T'Diyide  I  "]  He  had 
no  doubt  that  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  the 
state  of  the  House,  wished  to  diride  ;  but 
he  objected  to  this  matter  being  made  the 
subject  of  a  "  catch  "  majority,  as  was  the 
case  the  other  night  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  placed  in  a  very 
peculiar  and  difficult  position.  A  stigma 
would  attach  to  the  Government  if  they 
lent  themselTes  to  the  proposition  just  made 
by  one  with  less  responsibility  than  them- 
selves, and  he  thought  that  the  course  in 
which  the  Gorernment  was  now  engaged 
was  derogatory  to  their  honour. 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  had 
spoken  with  his  usual  fluency,  had  not  ad- 
duced a  single  argument  to  induce  the 
House  to  postpone  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  assumed 
that  corrupt  practicea  extensirely  prevailed 
at  the  last  eleotion  for  Bristol;  but  had  not 
adduced  one  faot  in  support  of  his  assump- 
tion. 

Mb.  ATRTON  moved  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  be 
read. 

Report  of  Committee  [25th  June]  read. 

Mb.  LOCKE  observed,  that  the  com- 
mission of  every  improper  act  which  could 
occur  at  an  election — bribery,  corruption, 
treating,  and  personation — was  mentioned 
in  the  Report ;  and  he  therefore  thought 
that  the  House  should  not  be  in  a  desperate 
hurry  to  issue  the  Writ.  They  should  have 
the  opportunity  (^  considering  how  the 
Bristol  election  had  been  conducted.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  Ministerial 
Benches  should  now  be  so  well  filled,  and 
why  there  was  now  such  a  great  desire  for 
the  issue  of  the  Writ.  He  would  sit  to 
any  hour,  and  move  those  Motions  which 
were  necessary  to  save  the  honour  of  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  when  such  a  sur- 
prise was  attempted  by  the  otlier  side. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  the  sodden  proceeding  on  the 
other  side  required  explanation.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  showed  that  cor- 
rupt practices  did  not  extensively  prevail 
in  Bristol,  and  when  a  Report  of  that  sort 
was  presented  it  was  the  practice  to  issue 
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a  Writ  in  order  that  a  large  namber  of  per- 
sons who  had  a  right  to  be  represented 
should  not  suffer  by  the  misconduct  of  a 
limited  portion  of  the  constituency.  No 
surprise  was  intendedi  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Noel)  told  sereral  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  he  was  about  to  move  the  Writ. 
He  did  not  see  why  they  should  not  come 
to  a  conclusion  to-night,  rather  than  ad- 
journ the  matter  to  another  evening. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  considered  that 
the  Writ  should  have  been  moved  at  the 
commencement  of  the  proceedings,  not  at 
the  rising  of  the  House.  There  were  twenty- 
four  cases  of  bribery  proved,  and  a  strong 
case  had  been  made  out  for  making  an 
example  in  such  a  case.  He  was  disap- 
pointed at  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  he  thought  he  would  have 
acceded  to  the  Motion  to  adjourn  the  debate. 
There  were  good  reasons  to  postpone  the 
issue  of  the  Writ  until  the  evidence  was 
before  the  House  ;  and  there  was  no  time 
when  it  was  more  necessary  to  give  a  warn- 
ing to  the  new  constituencies. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  could  see  nothing  to  warrant  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Writ ;  but  the  hon.  and 
Jenrned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ayrton)  having 
expressed  his  determination  to  employ  his 
great  physical  strength  in  preventing  the 
decision  of  the  question  to-night,  and  mis- 
apprehension having  been  said  to  exist  on 
the  part  of  some  hon.  Members,  he  thought 
the  best  course  was  to  agree  to  the  ad- 
journment. 

Debate  adjowrned  till  Thunday. 

FiXRS     (hETBOPOLIS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Fsrousbon,  Bill  for 
the  prevention  of  the  holding  of  unUwfol  Fain 
within  the  limits  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Jamxs 
FsRoussoN  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobns  Hardt.j 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  305. 

COUBT   OF   SESSION  (SCOTLAND)    [SALABIES.J 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament for  that  purpose,  of  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  of  the  Court  of  Session,  and  of  the  Bill 
Chamber  of  the  said  Court,  and  of  the  Commis- 
sioners for  Teinds,  in  pursuance  of  the  prorisions 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the 
€k>urt  of  Session  in  Scotland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  aolook. 

Sir  Stafford  NorihcoU 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Wedneiioffy  July  1,  1868. 

MINUTES.] ^PuBUO   Bills— are20r«f—Gs- 

neral  Police  and  Improyement  (Sootlaiid)  Act 

Amendment*;  Indorsing  of  Warrants*. 
Firti  Reading---Q[%amwl  Police  and  ImproTsmoit 

(Scotland)   Act  Amendment*   [206] ;  InlsBd 

ReTenne  *  |j207] ;  Indorsing  of  Warrants  *  [SOQ. 
Second  Reading  —  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Ud- 

Tcrsities  [30]  ;  Clerks  of  the  Peaoe,  Ac  (Iit- 

land)*  [194]. 
Select  Committee  —  Eleotrio  Telegraphs,  lltjor 

Cornwall  Legh  dieeh,  and  Colonel  John  w. 

Fane  added. 
Committee  —  XJniYersitj  Eleotions  (Voting  F^ 

pers)*  [187];   Libel  (Ireland)  [199];  Tun. 

pike  Tnists  Arrangements  *  [200]. 
E^>ort — University  Eleotions  (Voting  Papon)* 

[187];     Libel    (Ireland)      [199];     Tnnpiki 

Trusts  Arrangements*  [200 J. 
Considered  as  amended  —  Uniyersity  Eleetksi 

(Voting  Papers)*  [187]  ;  Prisons  (SeotM 

Administration     Acts    Ajnendmont*    [19T]; 

Bankruptcy  Act  (1861)  Amendment*  [1411 
Third  Reading  —  UniYersity  Eleotions  (VsOf 

Papers)  *  [187]  ;  Medway  Regulation  AetG«> 

tinuance*  [196];  Prisons  (Scotland)  Admiiii- 

tration  Acts  Amendment*  [197]. 
Withdrawn  ^WeighU   and    Measures  QMs 

System)      [44];    Ck>nnty    Finanoial  BosnAi 

(No.  1)*[51];  Libel  [8]. 


NAVY— NAVAL  CHAPLAINS. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  ETKTN  said,  be  wished  to  lak, 
If  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  A^ 
iniralty  hare  oome  to  any  deeision  on  Ai 
organization  in  regard  to  the  impfOft- 
ment,  pay,  and  position  of  Na?al  Ohtp- 
lains ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  if 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  appoint  oott- 
missioned  Presbyterian  and  Roman  Cfc* 
tholic  Chaplains  for  the  ser?ioe  of  Hir 
Majesty's  Fleet  at  home  and  abroad  t 

Lord   HENRY   LENNOX,  in  m^, 
said,  that  in  pursuance  of  a  promise  gifw 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the   Admiralty  tt 
inquiry  had  been  made  as  to  the  poNtifli 
of  nary  chaplains,  and  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty   were    unanimously    agreed  tW 
these  gentlemen   had   a  perfect  rigbt  to 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  dMir 
brethren  in  the  army,  both  as  to  pay  uA 
position  ;    but  the  Gofomment  had  lat 
been  able,  in  the  present  financial  Tear,  It 
make  arrangements  for  carrying  toil  iili 
effect.     In  reply  to  the  second  part  of  tkl 
Question,  he  must  inform  the  hon.  Oit- 
tleman   that  it  was  not  the  intention  rf 
the  GoTernment  to  grant  commiinoiis  to 
Roman  Catholic  and  Preabyteriaoehapltfii 
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for  the  MiTioe  of  Her  Majeeij's  Fleet;  bat 
tbej  desired  to  improre  the  pay  and  posi- 
tioo  of  the  Roman  Catholic  and  Presbj- 
terian  chaplains  at  Sheemees,  Chatham, 
and  Portimontb,  and  also  to  entitle  them 
to  the  receipt  of  pensions.  The  same 
fiaaneiil  reason  to  which  he  had  already 
•lloded  had  prevented  this  being  done  at 
preseat. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  (METRIC 

STSTEM)  BILL-CBiu  44.] 
(Mr.  JBwart,  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Scones,  Mr.  John 
Benjamin  Smith,  Mr.  Orave$J) 

COIOCITTBE.      BILL  WITEDDIUWN. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  J.   B.    SMITH  said,  that  before 
DOTing  that  the  Order  be  discharged,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
iod  of  the  Go?emment  to  the    present 
SDomalous  state  of  the   law.      The  late 
OoTemment  opposed  a  Bill  brought  in  by 
bii  hoD.  Friend  the   Member  for  Dum- 
fries (Mr.  Ewart)  for  the  adoption  of  the 
iptem  of  metric  weights  and  measures  ; 
bat  beiog  defeated  by  a  4arge  majority, 
tfcej  agreed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  permitting 
the  use  of  metric  weights  and  measures. 
Persons,  however,  who  were  found  uaiug 
them  were  prosecuted   for  ha?ing   these 
measures  in  their  possession.     The  case 
was  laid  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  who  held  that  it  was  lawful,  ac- 
eording  to  this  Act,  to  use  metric  weights 
and  measures,  but  that  if  a  person  were 
found  in  poasession  of  them  he  would  be 
liahteto  be  prosecuted.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart)  there- 
opon  bronght  in  a  Bill  enacting  that  the  me- 
tric aysteokof  metric  weights  and  measures 
•hoald  be  adopted  in  this  country.  A  large 
nsjority  had  affirmed  the  second  reading 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill,  and  he  must  do 
the  present  Government  the  justice  to  say 
that  they  bad  heartily  supported  the  mea- 
sure.   It  was,  howe?er,  necessary  that  pro- 
per metrio  standards  should  be  provided  to 
▼erify  these  weights  and  measures,  and  the 
Government  had  appointed  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  consider  the  question.     Next 
jear  he  hoped  the  Government  would  bring 
ia  a  Bill  and  carry  this  great  question  to 
a  iosceasful  issue.     Countries  containing 
a  population  of  no  leas  than  270,000,000 
had  adopted  the  metrio  system  of  weights 
sad  measures,  and  only  a  few  days  ago 
the  King  of  Prussia  congratulated  his  Par- 
fisment  upon  the  adoption  of  this  system 
throughout  the  whole  of  Germany.     The 


Parliament  of  Prussia,  on  its  part,  had 
moTcd  the  Government  to  take  into  its 
consideration  the  best  means  of  carrying 
into  effect  an  international  system  of 
monies  as  well  as  weights  and  measures. 
He  moTed  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be 
now  discharged. 

Mb.  BEBESFORD  HOPE  denied  that 
the  division  on  the  second  reading  was  a 
proof  of  the  general  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  one  of  those  political  contri- 
Tances  by  which  both  parties — the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Opposition — had  avoided  an 
issue  which  neither  wished  to  encounter. 
The  second  reading  was  affirmed  on  the 
understanding  that  the  measure  was  not 
to  proceed  further.  Practical  men  in  the 
country  were  largely  protesting  against 
the  inconvenience  which  the  adoption  of 
the  system  would  entail. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  that  was  not  the  time  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  measure. 

Order  diicharged. 
Bill  wUhdravm. 

OXFORD  AND  CAMBRIDGE  UNIVER- 

8ITIES  BILl^[BiLL  80.] 

{Mr,  Coleridge,  Mr,  Bouverie,  Mr.  Orant  Duf.) 

SECOND  READING.     ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [13th  May],  **  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time  ;"  and  which  Amend- 
ment was,  to  leare  out  the  word  "  now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  "  upon  this  day  six  months." — {Mr, 
Walpole.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  would  point 
out,  as  one  of  the  objections  to  this  Bill, 
that  it  had  not  received  the  favour  of  the 
Universities  themselves,  for  as  regarded 
Cambridge  alone,  petitions  signed  by  no 
fewer  than  2,232  Members  of  the  Senate 
had  been  presented  against  it.  It  was  a 
common  thing  to  compare  the  German  and 
other  Continental  Universities  with  the 
English  ;  but,  in  truth,  they  were  wholly 
dissimilar.  The  former  were  founded  by 
the  State,  directed  by  the  State,  and,  in 
fact,  were  the  creatures  of  the  State  ; 
whereas  the  latter  consisted  in  a  great 
degree  of  Colleges  which  were  the  result 
of  private  benefactions.     But  although  the 
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Continental  UniTenitieB  were  tbe  creatures 
of  the  State,  the  State  was  sometimes 
afraid  of  its  own  creation.  We  often  heard 
of  foreign  UniTersities  being  closed  on  ac- 
count of  disturbances  among  the  students ; 
but  when  had  it  happened,  at  least  in  re- 
cent generations,  that  Oxford  or  Cambridge 
University  had  been  closed  in  consequence 
of  disturbances  among  the  students  ?  He 
thought  the  old  Universities  of  England 
had  no  cause  to  shrink  from  the  compari- 
son, and  that  they  had  not  failed  in  their 
first  duty  of  guiding  and  forming  the  cha- 
racter of  the  youth  of  the  country.  Most  of 
the  Colleges  of  our  Universities  were  founded 
or  enriched  by  wealthy  Prelates,  who  gave 
of  their  abundance,  by  clergymen  who  gave 
from  their  small  pittances,  or  by  laymen 
whose  affection  to  the  interests  of  religion 
and  learning  induced  them  to  give  accord- 
ing to  their  ability.  Though  some  Royal 
personages  had  in  certain  cases  contributed 
to  their  funds,  they  were  in  the  main  the 
result  of  private  donations  given,  not  for 
the  support  of  any  merely  secular  system, 
but  for  the  promotion  of  a  higher  educa- 
tion, to  be  conducted  in  the  spirit  of  re- 
ligion. That  object  they  had  fulfilled,  and 
the  interest  now  taken  in  theological  sub- 
jects, not  only  by  those  who  were  prepar- 
ing for  Holy  Orders,  but  also  by  students 
who  were  preparing  for  lay  careers,  showed 
that  religion  was  still  alive  and  active  in 
those  ancient  institutions.  No  one  could 
say  that  the  Universities  had  not  been 
faithful  to  their  trust.  He  spoke  particu- 
larly of  Cambridge — his  own  University — 
and  he  was  able  to  say  that  there  never 
was  a  time  when  the  Colleges  did  their 
work  more  effectually,  when  the  altars  of 
their  chapels  were  resorted  to  by  more 
earnest  worshippers,  and  when  those  who 
were  designed  for  Holy  Orders  received  a 
more  effective  training.  He  asked  the 
House,  therefore,  to  pause  before  it  rudely 
broke  up  a  system  which  worked  so  well 
and  so  beneficially.  The  great  object  which 
he  and  those  who  believed  with  him  had 
in  view  was,  that  the  governing  power  in 
the  Universities  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
persons  holding  one  faith  ;  they  had  no 
wish  to  keep  Nonconformist  students  out 
of  the  Colleges,  but  would  rather  they 
should  come  in.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
Nonconformists  should  participate  in  the  | 
higher  culture  and  the  genial  influences  of  I 
a  University  education  ;  and  he  hoped  the 
effect  of  that  culture  and  those  influences 
upon  that  class  of  students  would  be  to 
induce  them,  at  least  in  after  life,  if  not 

Mr,  Powdl 


before,  to   join   ihe  Oomniiiiiioii  ef  ^ 
Church  of  England.    Bot  it  wai  most  io- 
portant  to  keep  the  governing  bodies  in  in- 
timate connection  with  that  Cboreh.  When 
dealing  with  ethics,  with  history,  and  even 
with  law,  it  might  be  reqoisite  that  the 
teaching  should  retain  the  impress  of  the 
Church  of  England ;  bnt  with  respeet  to 
chemistry,  and  some  other  sciences,  the 
same  necessity  might  not  exist ;  theolo^ 
might,  indeed,  be  turned  into  adds,  bnt  it 
would  not  be  easy  to  turn  acids  into  theo- 
logy.   It  was  not  possible  to  expel  religioe 
from  places  of  education.     Tbe  cry  for  ilf 
expulsion  reminded  him  of  the  words  of 
the  Roman  poet,  reproving  the  proud  and 
highly-luxurious  men  of  his  time — 

'*  Natarun  ezpellas  farcft,  tamen  usque  reoon< 
Et  mala  perrumpet  fortim  fiutidia  vjotris." 

Such  would  be  the  ease  with  Christiaintj 
and  religion.  They  might  endeavour  to 
expel  religion  from  their  seats  of  leamur; 
yet,  once  expelled,  he  believed  it  wobU 
ever  return.  But  they  did  not  know  m 
what  shape  it  would  return.  They  shotM 
note  the  fact  that  the  same  year  whisk 
had  seen  the  Liberal  party  endeafouiiif 
to  throw  open  Trinity  College,  Dublio, 
had  been  characterised  by  Uie  putdif 
forth  of  claims  on  the  part  of  the  Roomb 
Catholic  hierarchy  to  exclusive  religiooi 
teaching,  such  as  had  not  before  been  sd- 
vanced  in  this  country.  They  knew  vlist 
the  religious  teaching  in  Oxford  and  Cib- 
bridge  was  —  it  was  the  teaching  of  thi 
Church  of  England  ;  a  Church  oomprsheB- 
sive  in  her  articles  of  belief,  and  even  moit 
comprehensive  in  her  practice  than  in  Ai 
letter  of  her  laws.  Let  them  take  bsil 
that  they  did  not  expel  that  which  was  N 
beneficent,  and  which  worked  so  well ;  kt 
them  retain,  while  they  still  had  it,  tint 
which  combined  a  firm  adherence  to  IsiA 
with  fearless  investigation,  and  whiokf 
while  it  taught  the  tenets  of  an  aneW 
and  venerable  religion,  at  the  same  tiai 
appealed  to  reason,  without  which  rsli|iii 
was  apt  to  degenerate  into  the  assertiOBi 
of  unscrupulous  theologians,  and  the  ^ 
perstition  of  a  misguided  and  an  ignonst 
people. 

Mr.  grant  duff  said :  The  hoi. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  hu  toU 
us  a  great  deal  about  the  petitiona  wbiA 
have  been  presented  against  this  Bill ;  M 
although  the  two  Universities  have  afflxsl 
their  corporate  seals  to  petitions  against  tt| 
as  indeed  they  have  done  to  petitioos 
against  almost  every  good  Bill  in  wUek 
they  have  been  pleased  to  take  an  interosi 
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for  Mfeiml  aget^  the  HooBe  i»  Beferibdess 
•Wife  thai,  in  weighing  petitionsi  qualitj 
matt  be  considered  aa  well  aa  qnantity. 
Now,  petitionB  ha?e  been  reeeived  by  the 
HoQie  vhieh  ahow  that  onr  Bill  is  supported 
Tery  powerfully  indeed  amongst  the  persons 
who  are  rtally  carrying  on  Uie  educational 
work  of  onr  two  Univeraities.     So  strongly, 
indeed,  is  it  already  supported  by  resident 
opioion  in  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  so 
steadily  are  the  reformera  gaining  ground 
there,  that  I,  for  one,  after  what  baa  hap- 
peoed  with  regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dnmliriea  (Mr.  Ewart),  wonld 
be  qaite  content  to  leave  thia  matter  of 
tests  in  the  handa  of  the  working  tutora 
sad  Frofesaora  of  the  Universities,  if  they 
had  the  power  to  deal  with  it.     Unfor- 
taaately,  however,  the  ultimate  power  in 
tile  Unifersitiea  reaidea  not  in  the  Univer- 
sities themselves,  but  with  the  country 
elergy;  and  even  if  the  country  clergy 
were  fa?onrable  to  us,  they  could  do  nothing 
without  the  interference  of  this  House,  be- 
eaoie  what  we  are  striking  at  are  not  mere 
TJaif  enity  regulations,  but  legislative  enact- 
ments.   In  advocating  thia  Bill,  I,  though 
a  faimble  member  of  the  Ghurch  of  Eng- 
land, admit  moat  fully  that  I  am  thinking 
only  of  the  nation  at  large,  and  of  the 
higher  education  in   particular,   and   am 
taking  no  thoaght  whatever  of  the  sectarian 
iaterests  either  of  the  Church  of  England 
or  of  any  other  religious  body ;  but,  if  it 
were  any  apeeial  business  of  mine  to  look 
sfter  the  sectarian  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  I  should  adopt  precisely  the  same  po- 
licy.   I  am  afraid  I  think  better  of  the 
strength  of  the  Church  of  England  than 
her  profeaaed  adfocates  ;  for  I  firmly  be- 
liere  that  out  of  100  Nonconformists  who 
should  go  up  to  Ozford|  95  per  cent  would 
laare  it,  if  not  Churchmen,  at  least  very 
willing  to  live  good  friends  of  the  Church 
eonsidered  as  a  religious  institution,  **  but- 
tresses," as  Sidney  Smith  said,  '<  if  not 
p'dlara.'*     Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  as 
anxious  to  prevent  Nonconformists  going 
to  Oxford,  aa  was  the  friend  of  the  Jew  in 
Decameron,  to  prevent  him  going  to  Rome  ; 
hot,  however  badly  they  may  think  of  the 
Church  of  England,  aa  it  appears  in  its 
fsfourite  University,  they  may  take  oora- 
fert  from  that  famous  atory,  aince  they 
will  remember  that  the  Jew  came  back 
from  Rome  a  very  good  Chriatian,  for  be 
laid^ 

"Thai  reliffbn  muit  be  indeed  diTine  which 
ett  BiintaiB  Itself  in  ipita  of  aU  that  goes  on  in 
the  high  plaeea  of  the  Ohnieh." 


I  take  a  difierent  view  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men oppoaite.  It  appeara  to  me  that  the 
Engliah  Church  ahowa  ao  well  in  both  her 
Universitiea  that  the  members  of  all  sects 
who  go  up  thither  will  be  greatly  shaken 
in  their  allegiance  to  their  own  aecta,  and 
drawn  to  one  or  other  of  her  religioua 
parties,  always,  of  course,  excepting  the 
Roman  Catholics,  who  can  meet  her  pres- 
tige and  traditions  by  a  prestige  and  tra- 
ditions older  than  her  own ;  but  then 
everyone  knows  that,  for  the  preseilt,  and 
for,  I  fear,  a  long  time  to  come,  the  num- 
ber of  Roman  Catholics  who  will  go  to  our 
Universitiea  is  quite  trifling.  The  whole 
influence  of  the  Roman  hierarchy  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  whole  atrength  of  the  party 
now  in  power  at  Roine,  will  be  exerted 
againat  their  doing  so.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  are  misled,  I  think,  by  the  long 
connection  between  the  Universities  and 
the  Church ;  but  do  they  not  comprehend 
that  the  only  reason  why  the  people  have 
not  long  since  interfered  to  put  the  Uni- 
versities on  a  new  footing  is  that,  till  quite 
recently,  the  mass  of  the  people  has  felt 
no  more  interest  in  the  internal  affaire  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  than  they  have  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  the  Carlton  or  of 
Brooks's  ?  Now,  all  that  is  being  changed. 
The  people  are  beginning  to  take  an  inte- 
rest in  the  Unifersities.  The  question  of 
their  reform  is  becoming  a  question  for 
addresses  and  hustings  speeches.  How, 
then,  should  the  people  of  this  free  country, 
when  they  once  begin  to  care  about  the 
Universities,  allow  them  to  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the  dominant  Church  any  more 
than  ia  the  case  with  the  Unifersities  of 
France  or  of  Prussia,  of  Holland  or  of 
Switzerland  ;  nay,  even  with  those  of 
Italy,  hard  by  the  cave  of  the  old  lion 
himself,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  borrow 
the  expression  of  a  Cardinal  ?  More  than 
twenty  years  have  gone  by  since  the 
Scotch  Universities  liberated  themselves, 
except  as  to  their  Theological  Chairs,  from 
the  last  remnants  of  eoclesiastioal  control. 
Why  18  it  that  they  so  long  preceded  Eng- 
land in  the  path  of  reform  ?  Simply 
becauae  the  Scotch  Universities  have  a  far 
greater  hold  on  the  masses  of  the  nation 
than  Oxford  and  Cambridge  have  hitherto 
had.  If  their  concerns  had  been  as  remote 
from  the  business  and  bosoms  of  the  ma- 
jority of  Scotchmen,  as  have  been  the  con- 
cerns of  the  corresponding  institutions  in 
England  from  the  business  and  bosoms  of 
the  vast  majority  of  EDgliahmen,  who 
knows  what  strange  customs  and  foolish 
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tOBis  might  be  now  preTailing  in  Aberdeen 
or  Glasgow  ?  Till  a  few  years  ago,  the 
truest  reflection  of  the  spirit,  of  Oxford  at 
least,  was  to  be  found  in  the  pages  of  the 
Lyra  Apostolica,  I  suppose  it  would  be 
difficult,  in  the  whole  range  of  English 
19th  ceutury  literature,  to  find  a  book 
more  utterly  and  hopelessly  uncongenial 
to  the  feelings  and  ideas  of  the  great  mass 
of  Englishmen — of  that  great  mass  which 
will  henceforward  rule  the  rulers.  The 
ideal  University  which  we  oppose  to  that 
semi-monastic  Uni?ersity,  of  which  the 
men  of  the  1833  mo?ement  dreamed,  is  a 
University  which  shall  gather  into  one 
focus  all  the  light  of  the  age,  which  shall 
lead  the  scientific  mofement  in  every 
branch  of  knowledge.  We  want  a  Uni- 
versity which  shall  occupy  itself  in  the  dis- 
covery and  dissemination  of  truth,  wholly 
irrespective  of  the  interests  of  any  sect 
or  party,  religious  or  political.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  better  express  the  sort  of 
npirit  which  we  wish  to  see  prevailing  in 
the  seats  of  our  highest  education,  than  by 
reading  a  few  lines  from  an  address  lately 
delivered  on  the  subject  of  Universities  by 
the  German  historian.  Yon  Sybel.  If  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  had 
given  a  tithe  of  the  attention  to  the  German 
Universities  which  he  has  done  to  the  Eng- 
lish, he  would  not,  of  all  accusations  in 
the  world,  have  brought  against  the 
German  Universities  the  accusation  of 
being  mere  echoes  and  creatures  of  the 
State.     Von  Sybel  says — 

"  During  the  proparatorj  years  of  sohool  life, 
the  principle  of  authority  must  necessarily  bold 
paramount  sway ;  and  again,  in  later  life,  the 
force  of  circumstances  and  authority  have  a  large 
share  in  determining  our  course  of  action ;  but 
there  should  be  at  least  one  moment  in  the  life  of 
every  educated  man  in  which  all  the  organs  of 
authority — the  nation,  the  State,  and  the  teacher 
himself— should  proclaim  to  him,  as  his  first  and 
highest  commandment,  that  he  be  intellectually 
free.  .  .  .  Whether  the  individual  man,  as  a 
result  of  his  studies  and  labours,  takes  this  or  that 
direction — whether  he  becomes  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, re-actionary  or  progressist,  orthodox 
or  Liberal — for  us  who  direct  the  University  sys- 
tem, that  which  is  really  essential  is  this,  that 
whatever  the  youth  becomes,  he  should  become  it, 
not  from  mere  youthful  habit,  not  from  dim  sen' 
timeut,  or  traditional  obedience,  but  that  for  the 
rest  of  his  life  he  should  be  whatever  he  is  as  a 
result  of  scientific  consideration,  critical  exami- 
nation, and  independent  resolve.*' 

Is  that  the  sort  of  language  which  the  hon. 
Member  expects  from  echoes  and  creatures 
of  the  State  ?  Why,  he  ought  to  know 
that  Lehrfreiheii — the  freedom  of  speech 
in  the  Professor's  chair — is  the  very  life 
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of  the  German  Universities.     Now»  whieh 
of  these  two  spirits — the  inedi»val  spirit 
of  bondage,  or  the  modern  spirit  of  liberty 
— do  hon.  Gentlemen  think  that  the  people 
of  England  will  wish  to  see  for  the  fature 
prevailing  in  our  Universities  ?     If  any- 
one answers  "  the  first" — if  he  really  be- 
lieves that  the  English  people  will  allow 
these  vast  endowments  to  be  directed  to 
the  support  of  semi-monastic  Utopias — itii» 
of  course,  very  right  for  him  to  oppose  ov 
Bill.     But  if  this  is  hopeless,  surely  In 
must  accept  our  idea  of  what  a  University 
should  be,  and  endeavour  to  break  dowa 
these  sectarian  barriers  as  qaickly  as  pos- 
sible.   I  do  not  see  what  alternative  then 
is,  for  no  one  can  wish  to  prolong  die  pro* 
sent  wholly  illogical  and  unsatisfactory  ststo 
of  things.     No  one  can  wish  to  see  tbo 
Universities  continuing  year  after  year  tbo 
battle-field  of  contending  political  partioi» 
Hon.   Gentlemen  opposite  blame  ns  sni 
our  friends  at  the  Universities  for  stirrisg 
up  strife  ;  but  they  do  us  much  injostioo. 
It  is  not  us  with  whom  they  are  fighting. 
The  whole  spirit  of  the  age,  the  whoto  of 
its  literature,  the  whole  of  its  deepest  ssd 
calmest  political  tendencies,  the  whole  d 
its  fierce  and  feverish  life  is  in  the  oppos- 
ing camp.     As  has  been  truly  said,  "  tbo 
stars  in  their  courses  are  fighting  agsint 
them."     Depend  upon  it,  he  was  ooo  d 
the  most  far-seeing,  as  he  assuredly  m 
one  of  the  sternest,  of  I9th  century  Cot* 
servatives,  who  cricid — "  Power  is  agsiut 
us,  the  masses  are  against  us,  the  strosa 
of  time  is  against  us.  ' 

Mb.  BERE8F0RD  HOPE  said :  I  la 
sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  ftr 
the  Elgin  burghs,  who  has  just  addreoMd 
the  House,  should  have  done  himself  oi 
injustice  in  the  line  of  argument  whiohlio 
has  adopted  in  supporting  this  BilL  TkoM 
who  have  listened  to  his  speech  and  whi 
have  merely  read  the  Bill  of  my  koB. 
Friend  opposite,  on  the  back  of  which  tto 
namo  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin  is  sbo 
found,  would  be  tempted  to  believe  that  ho 
had  not  himself  read  the  Bill  which  he  hoi 
been  supporting.  This  measure  is  an  smil* 
gamation  of  two  preceding  Bills — the  qm 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  forExsttf 
for  opening  the  Universities,  and  the  othtf 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ealmanoek 
for  opening  the  Colleges.      But  from  Ut 
to  last  of  the  speech  just  concluded  not 
one  word  was  heard  with  regard  to  tbs 
constitution  of  the  Colleges.     From  fink 
to  last  my  hon.  Friend  dealt  with  the 
secondary  and  minor  element  of  Uie  jn* 
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sent  Bill  —  the  opening  of  the  Univer- 
atm— and  so  ignorance  on  his  own  part 
of  his  own  measore  might   have  been 
reascmably  inferred  by  tibose  who  have 
been  listcsiing  to  his  oration ;  but  in  ez- 
pofling  himself  to  suoh  criticisms,  he  really 
does  himself  an  injustice.    He  is  not  for- 
getfol,  but  only  too  candid.     He  overleaps 
the  present  stage  of  the  oontroyersy,  and 
opeu  up  to  us  the  further  designs  of  that 
iectioD  of  thinking  men  whose  mouthpiece 
he  has  constituted  himself  in  this  House. 
He  tells  us  that  which,  if  he  had  been  a 
better  tactician,  he  would  have  kept  to 
himself— that  by  supporting  this  Bill  we 
ihall  be  entrapped  into  further  concessions 
to  the  party  of  relentless  progress.      He 
lata  oat  the  secret  of  this  Bill,  and  he  teUs 
OS  what  it  has  for  its  ultimate  object 
with  an  unconsciousness  of  results  which 
is  £rom  its  innocence  almost  engaging.     It 
18  almost  with  an  exuberance  of  intellec- 
tual akandon  that  he  throws  himself  for- 
ward into   that  dreamland  in   the  pro- 
mieed  advent  of  which  the  friends  of  free 
thooght  love  to  indulge,  and  it  does  not 
ooeor  while  indulging  in  such  visions  that 
there  uaach  a  thing  as  binding  force  in 
the  lifflitationB  no  less  than  in  the  permis- 
sions of  an  Act  of  Parliament.    He  sup- 
presses the  restrictive  provisions  of  the 
printed  Bill,  while  he  flaunts  before  us 
that  which  he  intends  shall  be  the  ulti- 
mate result.   There  is  no  disguise  about  the 
goal  at  which  we  are  to  arrive ;  the  Bill,  as 
drafted  and  printed,  is  intended  in  the  first 
place  to  open  seats  in  the  Senate  of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  and  of  the  Con- 
▼ocation  of   the  University  of  Oxford  to 
Nonoonfonnists.     Well,  that  is  a  proposal 
which  may  he  good  or  may  be  bad — I  shall 
have  something  to  say  on  that   subject 
presently — ^but  which  is  in  itself  a  clear 
and  intelligible  issue.     In  the  second  place 
the  Bill  goes  on  to  repeal  a  portion  of  the 
Act  of  Uniformity,  so  as  to  enable  the 
Colleges  to  elect,  if  they  please,  Noncon- 
formiits  as  Fellows,  independent  of  the 
Chnrch    of   England.      [Mr.    Fawobtt: 
Hear,  hear!]      The   hon.   Member    for 
Brighton  cheers  this,  and  I  admit  that  it 
is  so  far  a  clear  and  intelligible  issue  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  discuss.     But  after 
we  have  agreed  upon  the  abstract  nature  of 
tiie  Bill,  we  shall  have  to  consider  what 
the  effect  of  these  changes  will  be.  Here  1 
aeek  enlightenment  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Elgin  burghs,  who,  in 
his  chivalrous  and  ardent  manner,  puts 
himself  forward  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the 


movement  party  in  this  House.  If  he  has 
realized  to  himself  what  it  is  proposed  to 
do  under  this  Bill,  the  conclusion  in  which 
he  lands  us  is  that  the  object  is  not  to 
admit  Mr.  Aldis  and  other  eminept  Non- 
conformists to  Fellowships  ;  it  is  not  to 
admit  Mr.  Aldis  and  those  who  are  in  the 
same  case  with  him  to  votes  in  the  Senate 
House ;  but  it  is  to  put  in  a  position  of 
independence  and  of  power  boys — it  may 
be  of  twenty  years  of  age — at  the  moment 
when,  in  &e  glowing  language  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  they  have  in  the  pride  of 
scientific  superiority  cast  aside  all  their 
former  faith,  all  traditionary  influences, 
all  school  teaching,  all  home  associations, 
and  are  starting  forward  on  a  career  of 
absolute  and  triumphant  scepticism  from 
the  stand-point  of  a  moment  of  unqualified 
and  unblushing  nihilism.  That  is  the  en- 
ticing picture  drawn  with  a  glowing  pencil, 
which  is  presented  to  us  as  the  thing 
which  we  should  desire  if  we  consent  to 
read  this  BUI  a  second  time.  So  enlight- 
ened and  so  forewarned,  I  call  upon  the 
believing  Nonconformists,  men  of  a  fixed 
faith  which  they  accept,  and  in  whose  be- 
half they  are  ready  to  make  substantial 
sacrifices,  to  say  if  that  is  a  picture  which 
meets  with  their  approval  ?  I  call  upon 
them  to  see  the  final  issues  of  that  move- 
ment which  they  are  now  blindly  helping 
on. 

The  advocates  of  this  Bill  may  be 
divided  into  four  classes;  there  is,  first, 
the  class  of  Liberal  Churchmen,  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  who  would 
honestly  and  anxiously  endeavour  to  main* 
tain  the  predominance  of  Church  teach- 
ing and  Church  influence  in  the  Univer- 
sities, but  who  still  wish  to  offer  some 
more  liberal  concessions  towards  Dissen- 
ters than  the  XTniyersities  at  present  hold 
out ;  and  to  frame,  so  to  speak,  a  wide 
Conscience  Clause.  Without  agreeing  with 
this  party,  I  understand  it  and  I  sympa- 
thize with  it,  and  I  should  hail  some  suit- 
able point  at  which  we  might  meet. 
That  party  is  ably  and  honourably  repre- 
sented by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
brought  in  this  Bill.  No  doubt  there 
were  passages  in  his  speeches  which  might 
lead  those  who  are  less  acquainted  with 
him  than  I  am  to  doubt  this  conclusion ; 
but  he  must  allow  me  to  say  that  though 
there  were  these  sentences  which  I  heard 
with  regret,  yet  that  they  might  be  de- 
scribed by  a  phrase  which  he  has  himself 
made  classical  in  another  place — namely, 
"tall   talk.''     But,   putting    aside   this 
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« tall  talk/'  I  ventore  to  olaas  him  as  an  [ 
advocate  of  this  Bill  out  of  no  evil  fsel- 
ing  towards  the  Church  of  England,  hut 
from  a  conscientious  belief  that  the  liberty 
he  dain^  will  be  beneficial  to  the  Church 
as  well  as  to  the  State.  That  is  one  in- 
telligible view  of  the  case.  Another  view, 
which  is  also  clear  and  intelligible,  was  ex- 
pressed with  great  ability  and  fairness  in 
the  maiden  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stroud.  That  Gentleman  de- 
sired additional  culture  for  the  Noncon- 
formists, to  whom  he  himself  belongs,  as 
well  as  an  equal  share  in  collegiate  adran- 
tages ;  and  he  asserted  their  moral  right 
to  enjoy  a  position  in  the  Universities  ade- 
quate for  the  objects  which  he  was  advo- 
cating. In  supporting  his  cause  with  such 
arguments,  and  in  extolling  the  value  of 
those  good  things  in  which  he  claimed  a 
share  for  his  co-religionists,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  in  truth  paying  a 
high  compliment,  although  from  the  oUier 
side  of  the  hedge,  to  the  old  Church 
system  of  University  teaching,  which,  by 
his  own  showing,  had  borne  such  good 
fruits,  of  which  the  Dissenting  stock 
could  show  no  parallel.  Well,  I  can 
respect  that  feeling.  I  can  deal  with  a 
claim  urged  upon  such  considerations.  I 
respect  also  the  feeling  of  the  Member  for 
Exeter.  Either  or  both  of  them  might 
form  the  elements  for  a  satisfactory  com- 
promise on  this  subject.  But  there  is  a 
third  party  which  it  is  not  unfair  to  say 
is  represented  in  this  House  by  a  Member 
whom  I  do  not  see  here  now — if  he  were, 
I  would  say  to  him  what  I  have  already 
said  of  the  party  he  represents — I  mean 
my  right  hon.  Eriend  the  Member  for 
Calne.  That  is  a  party  which,  without 
disrespect,  I  may  call  the  hard  and  dry 
secular  educationists.  That  party  cares 
comparatively  little  for  the  supernatural 
and  the  future — they  do  not  regard  theo- 
logy as  a  study  which  must  have  its  place 
provided  for  it  in  the  great  scheme  of 
education;  their  wish  is  to  turn  out 
good  human  machines  for  getting  on  in 
the  battle  of  life.  That  party's  stand- 
point is  one  with  which  I  do  not  sympa- 
thize ;  but  still  I  can  understand  it.  They 
desire  to  create  a  good  school  of  students 
in  the  natural  sciences,  to  turn  out  emi- 
nent engineers,  to  teach  the  abstruser 
branches  of  mathematics  anii  arithmetic, 
and  all  those  other  things  of  which  the 
elements  are  to  be  ground  in  by  village 
schoolmasters,  to  the  advanced  classes  and 
the  bigger  boys  of  the  State.    Their  school 
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is  a  complete   chainwoik  embraoiiig  all 
grades,  embracing  fine-drawn  aeoular  teach- 
ing.     But  there  is  yet  a    fourthj^claai 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin  is 
the  outspoken  mouthpiece.    That  it  the 
party    of   absolute    free    thought.      Its 
leaden  care  as  little  for  Dissent  in  itsslf 
as  they  do  for  the  Church,  and  I  beHers 
that  they  care  very  little  either  for  the 
hard  practical  educationiBts ;  they  stand 
upon  their  own  pedestals — self-sent  apostki 
of  a  new  philosophy  of  which  the  foonds- 
tion  is  denial  of  all  authority — iconodaiti 
of  traditionary  beliefs,  on  the  rains  sf 
which  they  profess  to  rear  the  temple  of 
a  system,  ot  which  the  main  condition  ii 
the  unfettered  recognition  of  free  thon^ 
on  all  questions.     That  is  the  party  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  desires  ns  to  tib 
him  as  the  representative.    Here  let  ns 
guard  myself,  and  let  me  beg  the  Hoom 
not  to  think  that  I  am  opposed  to  ftei 
thought,  supposing  that  it  is  thought,  uA 
that  it  is  £ree  but  not  unbridled.    On  tts 
contranr,  I  hail  it,  if  taken  np  in  the  spint 
— I  will  not  say  of  Christian — ^bnt  of  intal- 
lectual  humility,  with  a  deep  sense  of  fhi 
littleness  of  the  human  intellect,  even  yihm 
most  acute,  and  of  the  claim  to  reopedt 
which  the  accumulated  authority  of  te 
collective  intellect  of  ages  past  and  pn- 
sent  presents  when  brought  in  contact  witk 
the  single  intellect  of  the  individual  invsi- 
tigator.    Let  the  intellectual  school  prooeod 
in  this  spirit,  and  if  it  pursue  its  conns  ii 
the  freest  spirit  of  investigation,  I  shiB 
hail  it  with  satisfaction.     I  look  upon  tba 
recent  discoveries  in  geology  and  the  plqF- 
sical  sciences  as  among  the  greatest  bleii- 
ings  gi?en  to  our  race.     But  if  you  ars  to 
carry  on  free  investigation  you  must  do 
so  in  a  constructive,  not  in  a  destmetint 
spirit ;  you  must  analyse  as  men  who  iit. 
rather  hopefril  to  prove,  as  the  result  of 
your  inquiries,  that  the  old  truths  steii 
sound    upon  your  new   principles,  tta 
yearning  to  wipe  away  that  whicdi  1ms 
been   the    solace   and    the   nudnstaj  of 
the  human  soul  in  former  days,  whete 
in  matters  moral  or  intelleotuaL     Tot- 
must  labour  as  men  who  treat  all  trafhtt 
portions    of  one  great    circle  of  whkk 
revelation  stands  at  one  pole  and  inniti» 
gation  at  the  other — a  cirole  so  vast  in  ib 
circumference  that  long   segments  ooM 
but  straight  lines,  and  that  the  stndflili 
starting  right  and  loft  from  the  same  poiit 
—some  following  the  guidance  of  inTBU^ 
tion,  and  others  of  authority — seem  (o  M 
moving  in  opposite  directionsy  never  spii 
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to  neafy  wliile  nally  {hey  are  bnt  trayere- 
io^  diflbrent  segments  of  that  one  gieat 
drole  deitiiied  in  the  dim  coming  ages  to 
ftee  agam  at  the  other  end  of  the  unper- 
eetved  diameter.      This  ia  the  spirit  of 
infestigfttion  followed  by  the  Christian 
and  open  Ui  the  philosopher,  whether  in 
yM%  science,  or  morals;   and  if  the 
sbafitum  of  all    tests   wonld    haYe  the 
deet  of  increasing  this  spirit  in  onr  TJni* 
TenitieB,  I  would  heartily  bid  the  enter- 
jffiie  Qod  speed.     But  I  cannot  help  see* 
ing  that  the  very  contrary  is  the  ease 
with  some  who  are  foremost  in  the  pre- 
Mot  oontesty  and  that  there  is  a  party 
amoDg  as  so  eminently  philosophic  that  it 
looks  apon  eyery  opinion  which  has  been 
held  by  former  schools  as  a  narrow  bigotry 
which  can  only  injure  and  weaken  free 
thoo^i    I  am  driTon  to  the  conviction 
that  it  does  not  wish  for  the  happy  mar- 
liage  of  religion  and  philosophy,  but  would 
latiber  oonstruct  the  new  system  upon  the 
ndni  of  that  which  all  who  have  gone 
hefore  them  held  divine  and  sacred.    If 
I  nek  the  prototype  of  this  party  I  fear 
that  I  mait  look  for  it  in  the  school  of  the 
soaiedian's  sophiat,  hung  up  aloft  in  his 
hitket,  and   loodly  proclaiming  by  the 
iBODth  of  bis  disciples  that  his  lecture- 
room  is  the  "thinking  place  of  wise  souls  " 
— ^l^nX^v  oo^v  TQvr     iari    ^povrtatiipioy* 
Ta  thie  cloud-deities  of  this  sham  Socrates 
—not  that  real  Socrates  who  died  as  a 
maitjrr  for  his  convictions,  but  the  imagi- 
nary and  burlesque  Socrates  presented  by 
Amtophanee — we  may  be  called  upon  to 
neiifioe  our  Universities,  if  we  ^row  open 
the  endowments  not  in  the  name  of  con- 
Boentious  though  dissident  belief,  but  of 
tree  thought.     I  am  not  talking  without 
book.     1  have  lately  been  perusin     a 
vdame  written  by  one  of  the  moat  mo- 
doate  representativea  of   the    advanced 
thinkers— the  head  of  a  House  in  Oxford 
—a  gentleman  fi>r  whom  personally  I  have 
s  high  regard  and  respect,  and  who  I  am 
sore  is   sincere   in   whatever  views  he 
pnmralgates.     He  was  one  of  two  con- 
tribaton  to   JE^My«  and  Jimmos  out  of 
>STen,  whose  discourse  did  not  give  any 
considerable  shock  to  tolerably  well-ba- 
Isnced  minds.  I  mean  the  Rector  of  Lincoln 
GoIl<^,  Mr.  Mark  Fattison,  who  has  lately 
pablished    a    remarkable  book,   entitled 
Si^geHioHi  on  Aeademical   Orgtnmaium 
^ik   $ip€eial   Mefirenee   to   Oxford,      1 
ttldom  trouble  the  House  with  quota- 
tioQs;  but  I  win  produce  one  passage, 
whieh  I  can  testify  fairly  represents  u>e 


general  spirit  of  the  Essay.  Mr.  Pattison's 
scheme  of  reform  is  singularly  wide  and 
sweeping.  He  is  a  disciple  of  the  "  higher 
culture,"  so  called — the  philosophy  that  is 
of  my  hon.  Friend — descended  by  a  very 
authentic  pedigree  from  the  teaching  of 
the  old  sophist  up  in  his  basket.  In  the 
eyes  of  those  who  represejit  this  phase  of 
opinion,  the  simple  and  laborious  task  of 
educating  youth  is  a  base  and  mechanical 
pursuit,  and  the  Universities  are  bound  to 
subordinate  it  to  higher  flights  of  think- 
ing and  theorizing.  There  are  indeed  cer- 
tain Colleges  ill  (heford  of  an  outer  class 
that  might  be  called  upon  to  fulfil  such  sub- 
altern fonctions  as  the  academical  Gibeon- 
ites,  as  hewing  out  scholars  and  drawing 
for  Fellows.  The  remaining  Colleges  are  to 
be  filled  with  men  of  science,  who  are  to 
share  their  endowments,  not  with  under- 
graduates, but  with  men  of  mature  years 
and  scientific  pursuits,  whose  function  in 
life  will  be  perpetual  argument.  Here  is 
one  of  the  passages  from  Mr.  Pattison's 
book.  He  is  speaking  of  the  Church  re- 
vivals-he calls  it  the  Catholic  revival — 
but,  as  he  explains,  it  is  the  revival  of 
seal  and  earnestness  which  has  charac- 
terised the  Church  of  England  as  well  as 
that  of  Borne,  and  he  declares  it  to  be  the 
great  opponent  of  his  schemes  of  Univer- 
sity reform.    He  says — 

"  For  my  own  part,  I  think  the  feari  of  the 
Catholic  party,  whether  within  or  without  the 
National  Estahlifhment,  are  rabstantially  well 

founded." "  It  is  the  school  of 

classics  {JjttercB  Humaniorei)  onlj,  and  specifl- 
oally  the  philosophical  subjects  which  haye  de- 
yeloped  themselres  within  that  school,  which 
alarm  the  Church  party.  This  the  party  must 
either  conquer,  or  be  content  to  see  all  the 
minds  that  come  under  the  influence  of  that 
training — that  is,  all  the  minds  of  any  promise 
that  pass  through  Oxford — hopelessly  lost  to 
them.''— [pp.  398-9.] 

The  House  will  see  that  this  conflict  of 
opinion  is  represented  as  an  internecine 
conflict,  in  which  either  the  Church  party 
must  destroy  philosophy  or  philosophy 
must  destroy  the  Chur^  party.  There 
is  no  compromise  possible,  no  accommo- 
dation to  be  thought  of.  Now  that  is  an 
assumption  which  I  peremptorily  deny.  I 
do  not  want  to  see  either  party  destroyed  ; 
and  yet  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  a  mo- 
derate and  eminent  and  learned  member  of 
the  advanced  party  that  fusion  is  impos- 
sible, and  that  Uie  bitter  end  must  lead  to 
destruction  on  the  one  side  or  on  the  other. 
This  is  a  warning  which,  as  men  of  sense, 
we  must  heed  while  dealing  with  the  Bill 
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before  the  House.  Mr.  Pattison  then  de- 
nounces a  pamphlet,  which  had  been  pre- 
viously published  on  the  same  subject,  as 
virtuallj  a  reactionary  pronouncement ; 
and  to  show  to  the  House  what  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  views  contained  in  that  pam« 
phlet,  which  has  brought  down  the  dis- 
sent of  the  Rector  of  Hncolo,  I  will  read 
the  passage  which  he  singles  out  for  cri- 
ticism — 

*'  I  venture  yery  earnest!  j  to  urge  the  conTic- 
tion  that  the  intellectual  freedom  for  which  Mr. 
Mill  gives  Oxford  credit,  and  which,  within  the 
bounds  defined  by  Christian  humilitj,  I  do  not 
desire  to  abridge,  would  be  more  safelj  exercised, 
and  would  be  stronger  and  more  healthj,  if  there 
were  less  ignorance  of  common  principles  and 
laws  of  nature,  more  securitj  for  sound  training 
in  exact  studies,  admitting  of  definite  certainty, 
requiring  care  in  the  statement  of  the  datum  and 
the  quatitum^  imposing  due  regard  to  the  state- 
ment of  evidence,  before  young  men  are  plunged 
into  the  ocean  of  doubt  about  the  reality  of  the 
faculties,  intellectual  and  moral,  with  which  we 
are  endowed  by  our  Creator." — [pp.  302-3.] 

Well,  now,  who  is  the  author  of  that  pam- 
phlet? Is  it  Dr.  Pusey,  or  some  right 
rev.  Bishop  ?  Not  at  all.  It  is  the  pro- 
duction of  a  Member  of  this  House,  known 
and  respected  by  us  all,  himself  a  pro- 
minent advocate  of  this  Bill.  Those  are 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Mr.  Acland),  a  supporter  of  the 
proposed  concession,  but  from  a  different 
stand- point  from  that  occupied  by  the  Rec- 
tor of  Lincoln  or  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  burghs. 

Now,  what  is  the  inference  which  I 
would  draw  from  these  passages,  and  from 
the  fact  of  the  different  parties  which  I 
have  mentioned  combining  to  push  on  the 
change  ?  It  is  that  those  who  come  for- 
ward to  urge  these  reforms  do  not  merely 
differ  in  the  intensity  of  their  views,  but 
that  they  hold  positions  absolutely  irrecon- 
cilable, and  that  while  they  agree  in  the 
immediate  cry  they  are  in  total  discord  as 
to  their  ultimate  intentions.  There  are  on 
one  side — not  to  talk  of  the  secular  educa- 
tionists— orthodox  Dissenters  and  liberal 
Churchmen,  both  fairly  agreeiug  together ; 
and  there  is  on  the  other  the  party  to 
which  I  will  not  pay  so  unpalatable  a 
compliment  as  to  say  that  its  mem- 
bers are  cither  Churchmen  or  Dissen- 
ters. Their  thoughts  are  far  too  oc- 
cupied with  new  -  world  speculations 
to  leave  them  time  to  care  for  such  se- 
condary questions  as  forms  or  creeds. 
If  they  are  born  Churchmen  they  naturally 
go  on  calling  themselves  Churchmen  ;  li 
they  are  bom  Dissenters  they  naturally  go 
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on  calling  themaelveB  DisBenten ;  while,  in 
a  case  of  doubt,  they  probably  give  the  pre- 
ference to  the  Establishmentas  such.  To  re- 
sume, then :  on  the  one  side  are  marshalled 
the  votaries  of  free  thought  under  the 
banner  of  the  n^ation  of  absolute  dogmi 
and  traditional  authority,  on  the  otlur 
there  are  the  phalanxes  of  the  Church— 
High  and  Low — for  on  this  point  there  ii 
pedeot  agreement  between  the  two  per- 
ties— of  the  orthodox  Dissenters  and  ef 
the  Roman  Catholics.  The  old  school  of 
Dissenters,  while  differing  in  so  msiy 
things  from  the.Church  of  England,  agreei 
with  her  in  accepting  the  Apostlet'  Creel 
as  the  foundation  of  all  which  has  a  ligU 
to  be  called  Christianity.  In  this  thiy 
agree  not  only  with  us  but  with  the  Bonut 
Catholics.  How  far,  then,  do  these  men 
see  under  whose  banners  they  are  nowaekel 
to  enter  ?  How  far  do  they  realise  Uia^ 
by  the  confession  of  the  hon.  Member  te 
the  Elgin  burghs,  those  whom  they  oaM 
upon  to  accept  as  the  Leaders  of  this  mofe> 
ment  are  as  completely  opposed  to  te 
dogmas  of  their  religion  as  to  those  of  the 
Church  herself  ;  and  how  fax  are  thn 
prepared,  without  misgiving,  to  emben; 
in  a  controversy,  the  ultimate  motives  d 
which  are  so  Uttle  disguised  ?  Take  the 
test  of  the  poll— poll  the  people  of  Bn^snl 
— poll  Churchmen,  boUi  nioee  who  eif 
afraid  of,  and  those  who  are  anxious  fa 
the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  the  Uni- 
versities, provided  it  can  be  done  with 
safety  to  the  Christian  faith  —  poll  the 
Dissenters  who  are  scandalized  by  the 
party  of  free  thought  —  poll  the  nooa 
Catholics,  and  then  tell  me  if  the  views  e(  ■ 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Elgin  bazi^ 
will  not  be  left  in  an  inconsiderable  mine* 
rity ;  even  if  we  make  him  a  present  ef 
the  section  whose  watchword  is  the  pn* 
motion  of  exolusiTely  secular  teaching.  If 
such  then  be  the  case,  I  venture  to  aseert 
that  the  party  of  so-caUed  free  thoo^ 
from  the  interest  they  have  lavished  i^ 
this  Bill,  and  from  the  bustling  la* 
portance  with  which  they  have  put  thett* 
selves  forward  as  the  patrons  and  pneM* 
ters  of  University  Reform,  hare  throvi 
back  the  case  of  the  Dissenters  to  an  inde- 
finite period.  Without  their  interftrenoe 
the  case  was  ripe  for  hearing ;  the  Chunk 
was  prepared  and  ready  to  see  what  oooU 
be  done  to  meet  their  claims — the  oUhb 
of  men,  the  hardship  of  whose  personsl  po- 
sition we  feel  as  much  as  they  themsem 
can.  We  would  gladly  have  promoted  iliehr 
views,  as  far  as  the  genenl  good  estete 
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of  the  Fnirenities  made  it  pofldbl 
would  gladly  have  put  them  in  a  position 
eommeiiBiirate  with  their  intelligence  and 
ability,  pionded  only  that  it  was  done  in  a 
way  that  would  not  affeot  the  fundamental 
podtion  of  the  TJniyeraities  themselyes. 
If  iluBlMinot  been  done,  the  friends  of 
free  thought  are  responsible  for  the  mis- 
eanii^  If  they  were  to  be  allowed  to 
eany  out  their  yiews,  it  is  probable  that 
tke  Diflwnters  themselves  would  decline 
to  htve  anything  to  do  with  the  TTniyersi- 
tiet.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sttond  referred  the  other  day  to  the  infe- 
rior culture  of  the  Nonconformist  minis- 
ten  ;  but  if  the  free  thought  movement 
veie  to  gain  the  upper  hand,  it  is  not  im- 
probable that  the  Nonconformists  would 
pe«  a  prohibitory  measure—such  as  we 
are  \old  that  the  Eoman  Catholics  have 
done,  on  the  gronnd  of  danger  to  the 
&ith  from  contaot  with  that  school  — 
to  the  futh,  provided  no  other  remedy 
eoTild  be  found.  [Mr.  WnrnmBOTHAX : 
Certnnly  not.]  If  so,  it  may  be  that  the 
DiMentere  also  are  divided  into  parties, 
and  that  the  principle  of  disintegration  is 
at  work  amongst  them. 

But  at  any  rate  the  supply  of  clergy- 
men for  the  Church  of  England  would  IiblII 
off.  We  have  heard  much  of  the  griev- 
aooes  of  Dissenters,  but  we  need  to  be  re- 
minded of  the  grievances  of  the  large  body 
<mt  of  whom  our  15,000  parochial  clergy- 
men have  to  be  supplied — men  requiring 
hig^  culture,  enlarged  minds,  and  an  ac- 
qoaintanoe  with  many  things  which  do  ex- 
Amre  theologieal  seminary  can  impart,  and 
which  are  oidj  to  be  found  in  a  IJniver- 
litf .  What  wonld  the  House  say  of  the 
gnevanoes  of  such  a  body  of  men  if  the 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England  no 
longer  found  it  safe  or  possible  to  obtain 
the  eduoatioa  of  the  Universities  ?  Would 
act  that  impossibility  amount  to  the  mag* 
nitnde  of  a  national  misfortune  ?  Would 
>t  not  be  a  national  calamity  to  separato 
the  deigy  of  the  national  Church  from 
tiie  wide  discipline  of  general  academic 
tndning— from  the  teaching  of  the  College 
hall  and  the  combination-room,  from  the 
loetore-room  and  the  union,  firom  the 
companionship  of  those  preparing  for  the 
Wtle  of  life  in  all  and  any  profession — 
*7e,  and  fh>m  the  teaching  of  the  river 
•pd  the  oricket-ground  ?  If  the  IJniver- 
aities  beoame  forbidden  ground  to  our 
future  clergy,  would  these  advantages  be 
nppUed  by  the  training  of  any  seminary  f 
We  shall  very  poaaibly  be  told  that  the 


clergy  who  reftised  to  take  advantage  of 
the  education  which  the  Universities 
under  the  new  system  would  provide 
were  hopeless  bigots.  But  that  is  a  mode 
of  meeting  the  difficulty  which  is  not 
only  unworthy  of  enlightened  disputante, 
but  it  is  founded  on  an  assumption  which 
is  contrary  to  the  real  nature  of  things. 
If  there  is  any  body  of  men  who  are 
anxious  for  the  most  ample  culture — ^who 
have  earned  the  highest  distinction  in 
science  and  philosophy — it  is  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England.  It  is  some- 
times said  that  the  clergy  have  had  a 
monopoly  of  University  learning.  I  do 
not  now  quarrel  with  the  word;  but  I  will 
ask  if  that  monopoly  has  not  produced 
men  of  the  highest  scientific  emmence— 
men  of  distinction  in  mathematics,  in 
physical  science,  in  philology,  in  history, 
in  poetry,  not  less  than  in  theology — ^men 
who  have  made  names  for  themselves  in 
literature  of  which  all  England  and  the 
world  may  be  proud  ?  Let  any  man  say 
whether  the  privilege  which  the  clergy 
may  claim  in  the  Universities  has  been 
forfeited  by  any  recent  neglect  on  their 
part.  Neglect  there  may  once  have  been ; 
but  that  was  at  the  dead  time  of  the 
last  century,  when  the  nation  an4  all 
the  profeaeions  as  well  as  the  Church 
were  slumbering  together  in  forgetfulness 
of  conscience  and  responsibility.  That 
time  is  passed,  and  in  the  stir  of  active 
life,  which  has  since  made  itself  felt, 
have  not  the  clergy  been  foremost  in  the 
teachers'  chairs  at  the  Universities  f  Look, 
among  many  more,  at  the  namesof  Whewell 
and  Peacock,  of  Mansel  and  Mill,  of  Willis 
and  Challis,  of  Arnold  and  Hawkins,  and 
Merivale,  of  Pusey  and  Jowett.  You 
may  meet  me  on  this  point  and  say  that  I 
have  recited  the  names  of  men  whose 
philosophic  views  and  religious  doctrines 
are  as  widely  different  as  it  is  possible 
for  them  to  be  ;  you  may  argue  that  if 
we  can  already  admit  in  the  Universities 
men  whose  teaching  is  so  dissimilar, 
but  who  yet  act  together  because  of  the 
corporate  bond  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, where  is  the  valid  argument  against 
opening  the  doors  of  the  Universities  still 
wider  ?  This  is,  perhaps,  the  most  plau- 
sible argument  that  can  be  urged  in  favour 
of  the  present  Bill ;  but  after  all  it  is  a 
mere  begging  of  the  question.  It  assumes 
that  bemuse  there  is  an  existing  stete 
of  things  which,  from  ite  liability  to  cer- 
tain antecedent  restrictions,  is  found  to  be 
advantageously  workable,  although  with 
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admitted  difflonltieB,  thacefbre  if  yon  re- 
move those  restrictions  the  working  power 
would  still  exist.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
maintain  that  it  is  the  fact  that  men  of  di- 
verse theological  opinions  from  belonging  to 
the  same  Church  have  a  bond  of  union — un- 
felt  it  may  be  by  themselves,  or  hardly  ever 
felt,  but  which  is  not  less  real — which 
does  in  feuit  maintain  the  peace,  and 
makes  ft'ee  action  within  the  Church  of 
England  possible  ander  those  restrictions. 
Let  men  cease  to  feel  that  they  are  mem- 
bers of  a  larger  communion  than  their 
own  school  of  thinkers  by  belonging  to 
the  Church,  then  the  spirit  of  controversy 
may  seem  to  go  out  of  the  University  for 
a  time,  but  it  will  speedily  return,  bring- 
ing back  with  it  seven  other  spirits  more 
reckless  than  itself.  Looking  at  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  I  cannot  resist  the  conclusion  that 
such  would  be  the  result.  Certain  petitions 
against  the  Bill  have  already  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  borough 
of  Cambridge.  But  there  is  one  petition 
that  has  not  yet  been  mentioned  in  this 
House-— a  petition  that  was  signed  ex- 
clusively by  members  of  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  fifty-six  in  number,  and  which 
was  presented  in  *' another  place''  by  a 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London) — 
himself  a  distinguished  light  of  the  sister 
University— which  urges  that  some  means 
should  be  found  for  opening  the  Univer- 
sities more  widely  to  Dissenters  than  they 
are  at  present,  while  the  restrictions  as  to 
collegiate  endowments  should  be  maintained. 
That  petition  was  supported  in  an  able 
and  temperate  speech  by  the  learned  Pre- 
late, who  while  advocating  the  former  por- 
tion of  it,  vindicated  the  latter  one  by 
arguments  founded  on  his  own  experience 
as  a  former  College  tutor.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  scheme  there  proposed  would 
work  or  not.  It  is  a  scheme  which,  if  we 
once  got  rid  of  the  present  Bill,  We  might 
be  seriously  called  to  consider.  There 
is  certainly  a  primd  facu  objection  in  the 
fftct  that  the  governing  bodies  in  the  Uni- 
versity regulate  the  studies  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  that  it  is  therefore  difficult  to 
admit  Nonconformists  to  be  members  of 
those  governing  bodies — and  not  only  Non- 
conformists but  also  the  members  of  the 
school  of  free  thought — without  giving 
them  a  considerable  and,  possibly  at  last,  41 
preponderating  influence  in  the  studies  of 
the  University,  and  thereby  in  the  colle- 
giate arrangements  themselves.  This  is  a 
point,  hoWever,  which  I  decline  at  present 
to  argue,  as  it  is  more  a  matter  for  the 
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UnivertitiM  IhemielTae  to  oonaidBr.    But 
here  at  least  it  tho  basis  for  a  eompromiie 
which  may  be  made  fair  and  reaaouUs; 
but  which  it  is  oat  of  our  power  to  dail 
with  so  long  as  we  are  thraatened  witk 
such  a  Bill  as  the  present.    A  peculiaiitjr 
in  the  petition  to  which  I  have  adwted 
is  that  among  those  who  have  signed  it  tn 
the  names  of  some  who  have  also  signed 
against  this  Bill,  and  of  one  or  two  wbo 
have  signed  in  ito  favour  ;   so  that  fhi 
document,  including  as  it  does  the  aaoMi 
of  many  of  our  most  eminent  professoi% 
and    clergymen  of  distingoished  offisiil 
standing,  includes  persons  who  ars  aUi 
to  petition  both  on  the  one  side  and  tin 
other  of  this  Bill,  but  who  agree  nev»- 
theless  that  a  eompromise  on  this  sob- 
ject  is  the  result  which  will  reallv  bi 
the  most  satisfieiotory.     Clearly,  thernoan^ 
there  is  a  disposition  among  moderate  mn 
on  both  sides  to  see  what  can  be  dons  te 
the  benefit  of   those  persons  who  hiii 
reached  the  highest  honours  of  the  Uninr 
sity  without  reaping  their  solid  MUl 
But  I  say  you  must  give  the  UniveniiM 
time  to  inquire  for  themselves  into  flu 
remedy.     Something  might  be  devised  is 
the  way  of  preleotorships,  or  of  Univsnilf 
fellowi&ips,  in  the  nature  of  an  hononiiaa 
for  those  gentlemen,  which  oan  be  gins 
without  breaking  in  upon  the  Church  lah 
of  the  Colleges,   and  whioh  may  bs  ee- 
cepted  by  them  without   any  injoiy  to 
that  sense  of  self-dependence    and  edt 
respect  which  is  felt  by  them,  as  shown  bf 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Ibm* 
ber  for  Stroud.     Something  of  this  kU 
might  be  done ;  but  the  only  way  to  do  it 
is  to  trust  the  Universities,  and  to  lesvt 
them  to  themselves.    I  know  that  then 
is    a  section  of  liberals  who  are  slwsji 
ready  to  attribute  to  the  members  of  sn 
corporation  that  reproach  which  the  Gml 
poet  attributes  to  the  man  who  has  beooM 
poor— that  of  only  having  half  a  msa^ 
nobler  qualities — and  who  seem  to  tfaiak 
that  there  is  something  in  the  spirit  of  • 
oorporation  which  deadens  evezy  seossef 
moral  and  intellectual  feeling,  and  leaves  ifcl 
members  in  perpetual  danger  of  oommittiig 
some  great  injustice,  unless  there  is  aStito 
policeman  constantly  at  hand  to  wsleh 
them,  and  to  search  their  pockets.    Mt 
answer  to  arguments  such  as  these>  ■ 
simply  to  say  that  I  entirely  and  indig' 
nantly  repudiate  the  imputation  as  appiisd 
to  the  Universities.    If  men  will  apprassk 
us  with  aiguments  like  these  there,  il 
nothing  to  be  done  bat  to  fight  to  fho 
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uttonBotfc  Bmt  if  not  in  this  Hoase,  I 
■B  ime  that  in  the  oonntry — if  not  oniTer- 
nllj,  at  lettt  yery  generally — there  is 
firand  a  generoos  spirit  of  oonfidenoe  in  the 
UniTerntiei.  The  advocates  of  this  Bill 
demud  oonoessions  whioh  we  believe  to 
be  nnneoenary,  and  which  cannot  co-exist 
witli  the  principles  on  which  the  TJniver- 
m&m  are  based.  To  these  we  will  not 
jiaU  ;  bnty  in  taking  our  stand,  we  desire 
to  expraaa  the  ntmost  tenderness  for  those 
itedenta  who  cannot  subscribe  to  oar  for- 
■olarieSt  and  we  wish  to  see  if  something 
Muiot  be  done  to  meet  their  case  hj  pre- 
laelfMrahips,  by  University  FeUowships,  or 
bj  any  other  scheme  which  will  not  inter- 
hre  with  the  government  of  the  Colleges. 
If  we  go  to  work  in  that  spirit  do  not  treat 
OS  aa  enemies  to  all  reform — do  not  bring 
feUa  House  to  bear  upon  our  affairs.  Let 
Bariiament  attend  to  its  own  legitimate 
bnaineaa — to  questions  of  its  own  internal 
rafarm,  to  tiie  Budget  and  foreign  politics— 
and  let  it  believe  that  the  Senate  and  the 
Oonvneation  of  Cambridge  and  Oxford 
yaasaaa  men  who  desire  to  promote  the 
eaase  of  liberal  education  for  all  the  nation, 
who  are  anxious  and  earnest  to  devise  a 
adwme  which  will  work  well,  which  will 
be  honest  and  reasonable,  and  whioh  will 
life  satisfsction  to  moderate  men  of  all 
ibsdesof  opinion. 

Ua.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
nid,  that  amidst  the  lights  and  shades 
rf  vhat  he  might  call  the  kaleidoscopic 
ipeseh  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
jirt  sat  down  it  was  difficult  to  find 
isjihiog  substantial  upon  which  the  eye 
•Bild  rest  or  with  whioh  he  (Mr.  C. 
Forteseoe)  could  deal  in  the  way  of  se- 
]^  IM  argument.  But  he  was  surprised  to 
kir  a  representatifo  of  one  of  our  great 
Viifsrsities  —  a  place  which  professed  to 
k  tbs  Tery  temple  of  intellect  —  adopt  a 
tns  of  something  like  undisguised  con- 
tapt  for  what  he  termed  '*  free  thought/' 
%  b  otLer  words,  intellect  freely  used. 
Ar  lus  own  part,  he  should  rather  hare 
K  ksri  from  a  Member  for  the  University 
rf  Csmbridge  expressions  of  e? en  pedantic 
iUration  for  intellect  so  used.  The  hon. 
fliadsman  seemed  to  imagine  that  if  once 
Asrsstrictions  which  the  Bill  was  intended 
tisMifth  were  remored,  and  the  Uniyer- 
■lics  thus  exposed  to  the  rude  air  of 
Asrty,  the  cause  of  religion  in  the  Es- 
iMiibed  Church  would  be  hopeless  —  an 
sqpmient  which  would  not,  perhaps,  be  re- 
fvded  as  strange  if  it  came  from  a  mem- 
hr  ef  the  elemal  body»  but  which  ap- 


peared to  him  to  savour  too  much  of 
the  ecclesiastic  in  its  tone,  and  to  be 
scarcely  worthy  of  the  lay  representa- 
tifo of  a  lay  UniTersity.  Now,  the  Bill 
before  the  House  presented  itself  for 
consideration  under  two  aspects  —  as  it 
affected  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  as  it  affected  those  outside  her 
pale.  Speaking  as  a  member  of  that 
Church,  he,  for  one,  desired  to  see  the 
tests  in  question  finally  remofod.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  which 
derifed  its  origin  from  the  exercise  of 
private  judgment,  she  did  not  profess  to 
impose  on  them  absolutely,  as  of  au- 
thority, a  great  body  of  controTersial 
divinity.  But  if  the  Church  of  England 
did  not  do  that,  was  it  not  monstrous 
that  Pariiament  should  take  a  contrary 
course  ?  All  that  the  House  was  asked 
to  do  was  to  put  an  end  to  restrictions 
which  were  maintained  by  Parliamentary 
authority  alone.  Nor  were  these  tests 
mere  matters  of  form,  or  acts  of  submis- 
sion, as  was  shown  by  the  conduct  of 
Parliament  itself.  A  very  few  years 
ago  they  were  imposed  not  only  on 
Masters  of  Arts  and  Fellows  of  Colleges, 
but  on  Bachelors  of  Arts  and  upon  school- 
boys who  came  up  to  Oxford  for  the  first 
time ;  but  Parliament  had  since  thought  it 
right  that  they  should  be  done  away  with 
in  the  case  of  the  latter.  Passing  from 
that  point  to  the  case  of  those  who  were 
outside  the  Church  of  England,  he  would 
ask,  were  Nonconformists  to  be  debarred 
from  their  share  in  the  pririleges  whioh  the 
Universities  had  it  in  their  power  to  be- 
stow ?  In  dealing  with  that  part  of  the 
question  two  considerations  of  an  oppoeite 
character  presented  themseWes.  There 
was,  in  the  first  place,  a  desire  to  render 
the  Universities  what  they  once  were — 
really  national  institutions  ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  fears  were  entertained  lest 
changes  proposed  with  that  view  might  in- 
jure the  religious  education  which  those 
who  became  members  of  them  received. 
They  had  an  Established  Church  fulfilling 
great  duties  and  supported  by  a  great 
preponderance  of  national  sentiment,  but 
they  were  bound  to  take  care  that  the 
rights  and  feeUogs  of  other  classes  were 
not  sacrificed  to  the  maintenance  of  that 
Church.  They  had  not  yet  accomplished 
that  object,  and  the  present  state  of 
things  was  bad  for  the  parties  excluded 
and  dangerous  to  the  Established  Church 
itself.     He  would  recommend  to  the  con- 
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Bideration  of  all  friends  of  tho   Ohareh 
whether    it    was  not   a    scandal  that    it 
should   he   upheld  and  maintained   as  an 
obstacle    in    the    way   of  the  attainment 
by   a   great    portion    of    the    population 
of  the  educational  and  social   adfantages 
to  which  they  were  entitled.     What  was 
the  position  of  things  ?     By  recent  legis- 
lation  Nonconformists  had  been  admitted 
to  those   adfantages  of  the   UniTersities 
which   could   be  obtained   by    mere   stu- 
dents.    They  were  told   that  they  might 
enter  in  any  number,  but  that  they  must 
not  be  members  of  Congregation,  Fellows, 
or  Tutors.     The  parties  in  possession,  and 
ever  likely  to   be    in  a  great  majority, 
asked  the  minority  to  join  their  ranks  as 
students,   but   refused   them    any    repre- 
sentation in  the   teaching  and  gorerning 
bodies,  and  any  share  in  the  great  prizes 
and    emoluments    of  the  place.      Ought 
those  difficulties  and  perils  to  be  antici- 
pated which  some  feared  from  the  mixture 
of  Protestants  of  different  communions  in 
e?ery  portion  of  the  Unirersities  ?  If  there 
is  any  cause  of  alarm  it  ought  to  be  felt 
by  the  Nonconformists  who  will  be  the  new 
comers  and  the  minority.     Could  it  be  de- 
nied  that   the  dogmatic  differences  were 
greater  within  the  walls  of  the  Established 
Church   than   between   a  yast  number  of 
the  Nonconformists  and  a  ?ast  number  of 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church  ? 
He    fully  admitted  that  the  case  of  the 
Colleges  was  not  identical  with  that  of  the 
Uni?ersities»  and  that  the  difficulty  in  re- 
spect to  them,  though  it  had  been  much 
exaggerated,  was  greater  than  in  respect 
to  the  Universities.  The  obligation  of  Par- 
liament also  to  interfere  with  bodies  like 
the  Colleges  was  not  so  imporatire  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Universities;  but  the  House 
should  not  forget  that  the  present  measure 
was  nothing  with  respect  to  the  Colleges 
but  an  enabling  Bill,  and  if  it  passed,  no 
doubt  some  of  tho  Colleges  would  remain 
excluAiyely  connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  while  others  would  open  their  doors 
to  Nonconformists.     Again,  it  was  impos- 
sible not  to  connect  this  measure  with  re- 
forms now  taking  place  at  Oxford,  which 
would  tend  to  increase  the  importance  of 
the  University  as  distinguished  from  the 
Colleges,  and  which,  by  admitting  non-Col- 
legiate students,   would  materially  affect 
the  position  of  Nonconformists,  but  espe- 
cially of  Roman  Catholics,  who  would  ob- 
ject to  enter  mixed  Colleges.     He  trusted 
that  before  long  they  might  look  forward 
to  see,  by  means  of  such  a  Bill  as  the  pre- 
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sent,  the  termination  of  an  injatttee  per- 
petrated in  the  name  of  religion,  and  ths 
admission  of  a  great  body  of  the  Qneeii'i 
subjects,  now  suffering  disabilities,  to  ths 
full  enjoyment  of  the  advantages  of  tbs 
Universities.  * 

Mr.  BENTINCE  said,  the  hon.  aad 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridgs) 
had  stated  the  misrepresentations  as  to 
this  Bill  to  be  extra?agant  and  inoomprs- 
hensible;  but  two  of  its  objects  were  cissr 
enough,  one  to  appropriate  property  whiek 
belonged  to  the  Church  of  England,  and 
the  other  to  raise  a  hustings  cry  to  gain  ths 
Nonconformist  ?ote.  But  there  was  a  gust 
diyision  of  opinion  among  the  sopportsrs 
of  the  Bill  as  to  its  policy.     One  seetios, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor),  desired  to  seize  the  proper^ 
of  all  Establishments,  in   order  that  ths 
Church  of  England  *'  might  go  farther  sod 
fare  worse."    Another  section  maintainedi 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  ths 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton),  and  dso,if 
he  was  not  mistaken,  with  the  right  hoi. 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  that  mhm 
a  man  parted  with  property  for  a  pnbb 
purpose  the    State  might   apply  it  as  k 
pleased,  without  regard  to  the  intentkM 
and   desire  of  the  donor.     Now,  if  tini 
doctrine  preyailed,  there  would  be  an  sal 
of    charitable   dispositions  ;    for    no  oos 
would    leaye    property    for    a    partictlsr 
public  object  if  he  belieyed  it   might  W 
forthwith  otherwise  applied.     Those  opi- 
nions were,  howeyer,  intelligible,  aod  k 
accordance  with  the   spirit  of  the  KD; 
but  there  was  still  a  large  section  of  hoii 
Gentlemen  opposite   who  held  that  ftiih 
should  be  kept  with  founders;  and  tUr 
support  of  this  measure,  so  long  u  te  ,; 
Church   of  England   was  the  religicn  tf 
the  majority,  was  incomprehensible.    He  ' 
would    not    revive    the   question  of  pis' 
Reformation  endowments  which  were  mU  ' 
by   the  same   title  as   ecclesiastica]  jpio* 
perty  ;    but    he  would   remind  the  boa 
and  learned  Member  for  Exeter  diat  oes- 
half  of  the  Cambridge  College   endow- 
ments,  comprising  three  Colleges,  msif 
Bye  Fellowships,  and  twenty-two  PrtA^ 
sorships  were  giyen  after  the  ReformatkAi 
and  there  was  no  more  right  to  seise  tbsiS 
benefactions  than  the  property  of  Noncoa* 
formist  institutions  or  than   that  of  tki 
hospitals.      It  would  be  monstrous  to  Is 
this  simply  because,  in  the  course  of  thiiQ 
years,  six  individuals  had  declined  to  take 
the  tests  necessary  for  holding  FellowshipSi 
The  hon.  and  learned  MemW  for  Bxetsr 
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bad  recently  laid  down  that  there  was  no 
loeb  tbiDg  as  the  principle  of  an  eatahliah- 
ment,  but  tbat  in  respect  of  estahlishments, 
time,  plaee,  and  circumstances  were  the 
etaeneeof  the  question.     But  if  the  main 
grievances  alleged  hy  the  advocates  of  the 
Bill  were  considered,  these  dicta  would  tell 
agiiost  tbe  measure.     What  were  those 
gmranees  ?    1 .  That  the  Unifersities  were 
oadoDsl  establishments.     2.  As  alleged  bj 
tbe  boo.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Winter- 
boibsm)  that  for  200  years  the  Dissenting 
eiergy  had  not  been  educated   and  that 
Dissenters  generally  wanted  "  calture,  re- 
fiDement,  and  a  higher  life ;"  and  again, 
tbe  bon.  Member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Grant 
Doff)  wished  to  reduce  Oiford  and  Cam- 
bridge to  the  condition  of  a  foreign  Uni- 
Tenity.    He  (Mr.  Bentinek)  did  not  think 
mneb  eulture  would  be  the  result  of  this 
pkn;  betas  regards  the  other  grieyances 
be  asserted  the  UnirersitieB  were  now  prac- 
tietlly  free,  and   he  desired  to  make  them 
entirely  so.    Dissenters  were  now  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  erect  their  own  Colleges  or 
Htlls  ID  the  Unifersities.     Colleges  could 
be  foonded  where  no  religious  tests  were 
le^otned,  and  atudents  might  now   enter 
tbe  Unifersitiea  independently  of  the  Col- 
Isges  sltogether.     He  could  see  no  ground 
▼haterer,  therefore,    for    destroying    the 
religious  character  of  the  Colleges  so  long 
M  tbe  Church   of  England   was  the  reli- 
gion, OS  he  believed,   of  the  majority  of 
the  nation.      With  reference  to  this  last 

2nestion,  he  argued  that  a  fair  religious 
'eosos  had  not  been  taken  in  1851,  but 
tbe  reYerse.  In  1861,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  {Mr.  Baines)  and  other  leading 
Dissenters  in  the  House  of  Commons  de- 
feated by  clamour  the  plan  proposed  by 
Lord  Palmerston  for  obtaining  a  fair  re- 
ligioos  Census,  though  their  objections 
did  not  extend  to  Ireland.  But,  even 
if  the  Church  was  not  in  an  actual  majo- 
nt;  in  England — taking  any  general  sec- 
tion of  society — it  would  be  found  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  education,  intelli- 
geoee,  and  property  of  the  country,  and 
of  those*  who  desired  Uni?ersity  training 
for  their  sons,  belonged  to  the  Church. 
Thus,  in  most  populous  and  wealthy  dis- 
tricts, the  msjority  of  the  upper  and  the 
opper-middle  class  went  to  Churchi  while 
the  lower-middle  and  lower  classes  were — 
and  often  from  causes  which  he  would  not 
detail  and  which  he  regretted^-necessa- 
rily,  driven  to  Dissent  ;  while  in  other  dis- 
tricts-—Wales,  for  instance  —  Dissenters 
generally  belonged  to  the  lowest  classes  of 
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society.  ["No,  not"]  These  results 
might  be  inferred  from  such  statistics  as 
were  available.  They  would  show  that  in 
Westminster  and  Marylebone,  where  house- 
rent  was  high,  scarcely  any  Dissenting 
chapels  existed ;  and  many  similar  jcases 
could  be  cited.  He  therefore  urged  that 
the  majority  favoured  denominational  edu- 
cation, and  that  so  long  as  this  state  of 
things  continued  and  until  a  real  grievance 
could  be  shown,  it  was  both  unjust  and 
inexpedient  to  abolish  the  denominational 
character  the  Colleges  possessed.  More- 
over, he  helieved  that  few  Nonconform- 
ists and  none  of  the  large,  influential, 
and  respected  Wesleyan  body,  who  were 
in  a  position  to  aflPord  a  College  education 
for  their  sons,  would  object  to  the  religious 
teaching  at  the  Colleges  and  prefer  *'  God- 
less Colleges  ;"  but  if  they  did,  it  was  no- 
torious that  the  College  authorities  did  not 
now  enforce  any  religious  education  on  stu- 
dents not  members  of  the  Church.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  petitions  presented  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  would  bear  out  his  view,  for,  with 
the  exception  of  the  few  emanating  from 
learned  bodies,  these  for  the  most  part  came 
from  small  Dissenting  congregations,  who 
were  never  likely  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Universities,  and  who  ap- 
peared to  be  ignorant  of  the  dangerous 
principles  as  regards  their  own  property 
which  they  were  advocating.  He  would 
conclude  with  an  appeal  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  not  to  support  this  Bill. 
At  the  present  time  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  all  over  the  world  were  insisting  upon 
the  absolute  necessity  of  denominational 
education.  In  the  Pope's  late  Encyclical  the 
following  passage  occurs : — 

"Those  who  frequent  free  Universities  incur 
dangers  to  morals  as  well  as  to  faiih.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  disoover  ciroumstances  which  would  allow 
Roman  Catholics  without  sin  to  attend  non-Oa- 
tholio  Universities." 

If,  therefore,  the  Roman  Catholics  desired 
denominational  education  for  themselves 
they  could  not  deny  the  same  benefit  to 
others ;  they  should  do  as  they  would  be 
done  by.  He  desired  that  every  religious 
communion  should  continue  to  enjoy  its 
property,  so  far  aa  the  rules  of  law  per- 
mitted, without  State  interference.  But 
this  Bill  was  only  part  of  a  great  projected 
system  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment,  and  wos  supported  on  grounds  en- 
tirely different  from  those  on  which  con- 
cessions had  been  mode  on  previous  occa- 
sions; and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
reject  it  altogether. 
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Me.  MELLY  rose  to  address  the  House 
with  feelings  of  ?erj  considerable  diffidence 
for  two  reasons.     In  the  first  place  he  was 
a  Nonconformist,  who  had  therefore  not 
had  the  great  adrantage  of  an  Oxford  or 
Cani})ridge  Unirersitj  training,  and  ne?er 
had  he  so  painfully  felt  the  want  of  those 
advantages  as  at  that  moment ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  had  also  the  unhappiness 
to  belong  to  the  small,  low,  and  insignifi- 
cant section  of  the  community  to  which 
the   hon.   Member   for   Whitehaven   (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  alluded — a  class 
which,  he  said,  was  not  even  rich  enough 
to  have  a  single  chapel  in  Westminster. 
[Mr.    Bentinck    explained— he    did    not 
say  that  it  was  small  and  insignificant,  but 
that  it  was  small  in  some  parts  of  London.] 
He  would  show  that  if  it  were  small  in 
London,,  which  was  news  to  him,  it  was  a 
very  large,  powerful,  und  rich  section  of 
tlie  community  in  the  Northern   parts  of 
this  country.     The  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  divided  the  persons  who 
were  in  favour  of  this  Bill  into  three  par- 
ties, and  he  (Mr.   Mellj)  belonged  to  the 
second  of  those — the  party  that  sent  up  a 
cry  for  University  culture  for  themselves 
and  for  their  children.     For  himself,   he 
hoped  to  see  his  sons  rise  from   what  the 
hon.    Member   for   Cambridge   University 
called  "  the  depths  of  nothingness,"  and 
become  scholars  and  Fellows  in  one  of  our 
national  Universities.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Whitehaven  told  them  that  their  having 
to  sign  these  tests  was  a  merely  sentimen- 
tal grievance.       He  (Mr.  Melly)    was  in 
"  another  place'*  the  other  evening,  and 
heard  one  of  the  most  eloquent  and  witty 
prelates  on  the  Episcopal  Bench  thus  de- 
scribe the  state  of  feeling  known  as  having 
a  sentimental  grievance.     He  said — 

*'  It  it  n  morbid  sensitireness  at  to  tome  fancied 
wrong,  which,  because  it  has  not  got  a  real  ez- 
istODce,  is  all  the  more  difficult  to  remove." 

It  had  been  said  that  they  do  not  exclude 
Nonconformists  from  the  Universities  ;  but 
upon  this  point  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
than  whom  no  Member  in  that  House  was 
more  entitled  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
great  Nonconformist  manufacturers  of  the 
North,  said,  in  1865 — 

"  You  have  no  right  to  subject  Nonconformists 
and  their  children  to  humiliating  distinctions. 
High  education  and  refinement  may  be  bought 
too  dear,  if  purchased  at  the  sacrifice  of  personal 
self-respect  and  personal  dignity." 

They—the  Nonconformists — must  be  al- 
lowed to  be  the  best  judges  of  this  ques- 
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tion,  which  closely  affeeted  their  intaresftf. 
The  man  who  wore  the  shoe  beat  knew 
where  it  pinched  him.    Let  him  pot  thU 
case  to  the  right  hon.  and  hon.  Geotlemei 
on  the  other  side  who  opposed  this  Bill— 
who  would  accept  a  seat  on  the  Gonotj 
I  Bench   of    his   district    or   the    Boroagk 
Bench  of  his  town,  if  there  was  some  spi- 
cial  legislation  which  precluded  him  froa 
ever  becoming  Chairman  of  Quarter  Ssi- 
sions,  Chairman  of  the  Visiting  Justieii^ 
or  Chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  f 
He  would  go  one  step  further*  and  ssk 
what  gentleman  would  accept  a  seat  is 
that  House  if  it  was  clogged  with  the  eoe* 
dition  that,  however  great  his  eloqneoee  or 
conspicuous  his  ability,  be  was  never  to 
have  a  seat  on  the  front  Bench  on  Mm 
side  of  the   House  f     Yet   this  was  tkl 
position  in  which  they  placed  the  Noneoa* 
formists.     Again,  was  it  possible  to  soi- 
ceive  a  more  absurd  anomaly  than  tlttf-p 
He  (Mr.  Melly),  though  an  Unitarian,  hai 
been  sent  to  that  House  by  a  majoritj  fi 
votes  of  a  large  and  important  oonstiti* 
enoy — one  of  the  most  important  in  Bpg* 
laud  ;  but  if  he  sent  his  son  to  Oxford  ir 
Cambridge,  and  he  would  not  sign  a  psp« 
saying  that  he  was  a  bond  fidt  member  if 
the  Church  of  England,  he  could  not  hsif 
the  privilege  of  opposing  the  eleetiee  if 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Usi- 
Tcrsity.     This  Bill  gave  permissive  poW 
only  to  the  Colleges  to  alter  their  statatiil 
but  why  not  leave  the  Colleges  the  righl 
to  ask  the  children  of  Nonconformists  te 
come  among  them  if  they  wished  to  do  Hb 
There  were  already  sufficient  teroptatiiM 
in  the  way  to  prevent  the  nawoeoMX  rifikv 
sending  their  sons  to  Oxford  or  Cambrtd|i^ 
They  were  afraid   lest  they   ahould  fiii 
habits  incompatible  with  the  go?emMi 
of  vast   bodies  of  men  in  manufactorint 
lest  by  mixing  with  men  of  leisore  tkif 
should  lose  those  habits  of  business*  thll 
close  attention  and  perfeot  punetoality  k 
which  they  had  been  trained*  and  wMl 
had  been  the  daily  rule  in  their  own  hoMli 
But  in  addition  to  this,  they  said  te  thl 
sons  of  Nonconformists^  "Ton  shall  M 
obtain  any  of  our  prizes  or  rewards*  bit 
ever  able  you  may  be,  nnlesa  yon  sigtfll 
test  that  we  know  as  honest  men  yoe  *l 
not  sign;"  and  they  said  that  e?eD  if  nc 
a  man  proved  himself  competent  be  sheJIj 
not  be  allowed  to  win  any  of  the  sofaQliff' 
ships  or  the  Fellowships   which  aptitell^ 
in   learning  and  attendance  to  the  da^f ' 
instruction   of  the  Uniferaity  would  gflV 
him  and  everyone  else  a  right  to  eWwi 
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lo  other  word«,  Mid    in  Uaguage  that 
will  4ott|biles8   be  famUiAr  to   the   bon. 
Uamber  ta   Wbitehafen,    they   are    at 
liberty  to  "bump"  our  eompetitore  in 
the  UDiYonity  rftcea,  but  they  might  not 
w'm  the  silrer   sculls.      The   Diasenting 
bodies  were  charged  with  narrowness  and 
IsosticiMi.    He  (Mr.  Melly)  thought  inde- 
peoifeoee  in  action  and  deep  earnestness  of 
tboDgbt  would   be   the  more  appropriate 
uljeeiiTea.    And  with  regard  to  what  fell 
from  the  bon.    Member  for    Cambridge 
Unirertitj  on  this  subject  of  free  thought, 
be  should  like  to  say  a  few  words.     The 
hoo.  Member  attempted   to   mix   up   the 
seeond  and  third  parties  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  find  called  the  bon.  Member  for 
the  Blgio  boroQgbs  (Mr.  Grant  Puff)  the 
leader  of  the  party  of  free  thought.    There 
coold  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  sense  in  which 
be  used  the  phraae,  and  that  he  meant  to 
eharge  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  with  iu- 
fidolity;  the  inference  being  that,  if  the 
Bill  WIS  passed,  the  time  would  come  when 
the  Dittenting   congregations   would   not 
permit  their  ministers  to  go  to  the  Univer- 
sities for  feer  of  their  being  contaminated 
by  the  free  inquiry  they  would  then  find 
there.    He  might  be  allowed  to  say  that 
be  bad  always  found  free  thought  and  free 
ioquiry  perfectly  compatible  with  the  high- 
est sod  purest    religious  sentiment,  and 
with' the  deepest  reverence  for  holy  things. 
He  always  conceived  that  the  Protestant 
Faith  was  founded  and  justified  by  freedom 
of  thought  and  free  inquiry.      He  knew 
that  its  simplest  and  purest  forms  irere  so 
foonded  and  defended.     He  therefore  re* 
poiliated,  on  behalf  of  the  Nonconformist 
bodies,  the  idea  that  their  sons  would,  if 
MQt  to  your  Universities — he  said  yours 
sew,  hut  the  timo  would  come  when  they 
wosld  be  everybody's,  the  national  Univer- 
sities— be  repudiated  the  idea,  then,  that 
th«ir  sons  would,  in  consequence  of  the 
oottrse  of  training  and  of  thought  through 
vhieb  they  would  pass  in  the  Universities 
Doder  the  new  rigme^  come  to  disbelieve 
in  the  fundamental  doctrines  of  our  Pro* 
teetaot  Christianity.     There  was  another 
ground  upon  which  he  should  like  to  see 
these  young  men  from  the  North  of  £ng- 
Und  sent  to  the  Universities.     He  remem- 
bered a  few  years  ago  going  on  business  to 
ooe  of  the  largest  of  our  northern  towns. 
After  transacting    the    business  he   was 
Ukeo  to  the  club,   and  afterwards,    not 
ooDatQralljTf   to  the  smoking  room.      In 
this  room  were  seven  young  men  playing 
hilliardt,  and  the  friend  who  accompanied 


bimf  pointing  to  these  young  men,  said, 
"  They  and  their  families  possess,  or  will 
inherit,  JS3,5(X),000,  and  not  one  of  them 
has  had  what  is  called  a  liberal  education 
in  the  widest  sense  of  the  term,"  [Mr. 
Bentinck  :  Why  ?]  Because  those  young 
men  belonged  to  the  small  class  spoken  of 
by  the  bon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  as 
not  being  rich  enough  to  build  a  chnpel  in 
Westminster,  whom  they  had  excluded 
from  the  Universities.  He  believed  firmly 
that  the  sons  of  the  nouvtawo  riches,  if 
they  would  allow  them  to  go  on  equal 
terms  to  the  Universities,  would  raise  the 
tone  and  improve  not  only  themselves,  but 
their  companions.  How  came  it  that  the 
great  manufacturers  of  the  country — tho 
great  employers  of  labour — were  almost 
invariably  found  ranged  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  politics  ?  It  did  not  arise  from  any 
point  connected  with  the  extension  of  the 
suffrage,  as  was  known  to  everyone  who 
had  watched  the  course  of  those  men  during 
late  years..  They  were  Radicals  because 
they  were  Dissenters,  and  as  Dissenters 
they  had  felt  the  cruel  injustice  of  class 
legislation  on  religioua  questions.  It  was 
against  one  branch  of  this  class  legislation 
that  he  was  now  complaining,  and  with 
regard  to  which  he  said  that  a  very  small 
amount  of  modification  would  remedy  tho 
evil.  If,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven said.  Churchmen  were  in  so  vast  a 
majority  on  the  grounds  of  social  position, 
wealth,  and  intellect,  how  came  it  that 
they  were  afraid  of  a  few  young  men  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Church  coming  up  to 
their  Universities?  Did  they  not  think 
they  would  be  able  to  convert  some  of 
these  young  men  by  impressing  them  with 
the  beauty  of  their  ritual  and  the  reveren- 
tial spirit  with  which  the  services  of  their 
Church  were  conducted  ?  By  this  means, 
if  his  supposition  were  true,  the  Church 
party  would  be  strengthening  their  own 
hands  if  fhey  threw  open  their  Universities 
to  Dissenters  for  everything  which  tended 
to  broaden  the  life  of  a  new  generation 
must  do  good.  As  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  many  young  men  of  the  class  to 
which  he  referred  would  in  the  course  of 
years  enter  that  House,  the  importance 
would  be  seen  at  once  of  giving  them  the 
best  education  this  country  could  afford. 
A  right  hon.  Gentlemen  once  said,  "  You 
must  teach  your  future  masters  to  learn 
their  letters."  How  much  more  important 
still  that  no  impediment  should  be  allowed 
to  prevent  our  future  legislators  from  re- 
ceiving the  highest  culture,  the  most  libe- 
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ralv  and  least  oarrow  views  of  life.  Per- 
haps his  brief  remarks  might  have  sounded 
like— 

.    .     .     .    **a  doleful  song 
Steaming  up  a  lamentation  and  an  ancient 

talo  of  wrong, 
As  a  tale  of  little  meaning,  though  the  words 

are  strong." 

But  of  this  the  House  may  feel  assured  ; 
seven-tenths  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
new  Parliament  would  regard  this  as  a 
genera]  question  of  religious  liberty  ;  and 
on  these  questions  they  would  win  even  in 
this  Parliament.  The  remaining  three- 
tenths  would  regard  it  as  a  personal  wrong, 
and  would  compel  them  to  admit  their  sons 
on  terms  of  complete  equality  to  Univer- 
sities, which  they  assert  to  be  national 
institutions,  and  which  they  would  then 
vainly  endeavour  to  maintain  as  the  mono- 
poly of  a  narrow  majority. 

Mr.  GATHORNE    HARDY  observed 
that   this    Bill   was  much  more  extensive 
than  any  that  had  been  introduced  before 
on  the  subject;    and  its  opponents  might 
take  the  credit  of  baving  prophesied  that 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  measure  first 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Exeter   (Mr. 
Coleridge)   would   lead  to  something   still 
moro  serious ;  in  proof  of  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  now  combined 
his  own  Bill  with   that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the   Member   for   Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie).  In  the  course  of  his  speech 
in  moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  forgetting 
the  gentleness  he  usually  showed  to  his  op- 
ponents, made  some  harsh  and  strong  re- 
marks.    With  reference  to  what  he  (Mr. 
G.   Hardy)  had  himself  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemon  used  the  terms  "  coarse 
and  vulgar  ;  **   but  he  proceeded  on  an  en- 
tire misconception  of  what  had  been  said. 
What  he  said  was  that  these  were  estab- 
lishments founded  for  religious  objects,  and 
that  those  who  were  endeavouring  to  secu- 
larize them  would  pervert  them  from  the 
originol  intention  of  the  endowment.     In 
no  instance  did   they  find  any  amount  of 
secular  endowments;  but  always  in  the  case 
of  education   the  foundation  was  made  by 
individuals  from  religious  motives  and  for 
religious  objects.     He  perfectly  understood 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Dufi),  for  he  al- 
ways spoke  with  great  candour  and  frank- 
ness. That  hon.  Member  wished  to  change 
the  system  of  our  Universities  altogether, 
and  make  them  like  the  German  Universi- 
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ties.     But  the  hon.   Member  forgot  the 
great  distinction  that  existed  between  the 
two.     In  the  English  Universities  Collegai 
were  special  institutions ;    but  they  were 
hardly  known  in   other  Universities.     So 
also  in  the  Scotch  Universities,  there  wars 
no  Colleges  as  in  the  English  Universities. 
In  all  the  chonges  that  had  been  propoM^ 
he  could  not  help  noticing   that  nothing 
like  a  settlement  was  looked  forward  to. 
There   was  an  unsettlement  without  soy 
resting  place  being  given,  where  they  might 
say  here  the  Universities  should  take  their 
stand  and  devote  themselves  henceforth  to 
their  teaching  office  without  being  coothh 
ually  interfered  with  by  Parliament.     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman    the    Member  Ua 
Louth  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue)  said  the  Bill  dii 
not  go  far  enough — the  powers  of  the  visi- 
tors should  be  taken  and  handed  over  abss* 
lutely  to  the  majority  of  a  transient  goven- 
ing  body,  who  should  alter  statutes  andlsy 
down   what    rules   they   might   think  fit 
Then  it  was  said  this  was  only  a  permissivs 
Bill.     The  view  of  the  hon.  Member  fm 
Stroud  (Mr.  Winterbotham)  was  intelligibis 
enough — he  had  told  them  that  the  Non- 
conformists hated  sectarian  edueatioo,  sal 
therefore  he   was    for    a    purely   secnlir 
system.      The   result   would  be  a  porslf 
secular  system.      The   hon.  and  lesmol 
Member   for  Exeter  (Mr.   Coleridge)  iA 
not  deal  with  the  question  so  logically  n 
some  of  his  supporters.    The  hon.  Membor 
recognized    the    distinction    between   thi 
University  and  the  Colleges,  and  admittol 
that  in  the  tutorial  system  the  conneetim 
with  religion  should  be  retained,  in  ordif. 
thot  those  who  sent  their  sons  to  a  College 
should   have  security   that  the    tesehisg-jj 
would  be  in  accordance  with  the  religte  ' 
they  professed.     It  was  a  novelty  to  h^ 
down  the  principle  that  in  Colleges,  wbiaB> 
were    quasi  •  domestic    institutions,  th«# 
should   be  a  combination   of  teachers  of 
different  religions.     The  greatest  confesioft 
would  be  the  result  of  a  system  of  tUi 
kind,  and   in   the  end  religion  woold  W 
excluded.     That  would  be  the  eonseqeeaoe 
of  admitting  Dissenters  to  the  goveranC 
body  ;  they  would  elect  others  of  the  ssnt 
opinions,  excluding  Churchmen,  and  evfi^ 
tually  the  governing   body  would  be  OA^ 
tirely  changed.      Such  a  change  had  lola- 
ally  occurred  in  tho  caso  of  a  chtrityit: 
Nottinghamshire  or  Derbyshire,  in  aparak-^ 
called,  he  believed,  East  Leake.  The  wAilA  .1 
of  East  Leake  was  a  purely  Chureh  endov*  ■' 
ment,  but  from  elections  condaeted  inthi 
manner  he  described,  the  gOTerniog  bo^ 
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had  Imcd  practieallj  changed  from  Church- 
1D60  to  DiMeniers    If,  aa  the  result  of  what 
WM  ealled  free  inquirj  and  opinioo,  men  were 
sow  found  to  keep  a  position  which  they 
ought  not  to  occupy  with  changed  opinions, 
Kanng  bound  themselves  to  a  certain  course 
of  eondact  in  order  to  obtain  it,  that  must 
be  eoDsidered  an  abuse  of  the  system.  But 
if  ifaey  laid  down  the  rule  that  men  should 
be  bound  by  no  religions  test  whatever,  and 
be  elected  to  thoee  positions  for  their  in- 
tdleet  alone,  they  would  find  themselves 
associated  with  others  of  strong  religious 
principle  and  anxious  to  keep  up  religious 
lostruction ;  the  element  of  confusion  and 
discord  would  thus  be  introduced   within 
the  College  ;  in  the  end  it  would  be  ne* 
cessary  to  exclude  religion  altogether.    He 
confessed  he  saw  no  middle  course  between 
the  maintenance  of  the  present  denomina- 
tional sjstem  and  the  adoption  of  a  purely 
secular  system.      The  hon.   Member  for 
Sioke  (Mr.  Melly)   had    referred    to   the 
great  lack  of  a  liberal  education  among  the 
TisiDg  jOQDg  men   of  the  North  of  Eng- 
land.   Now,  the  way  he  accounted  for  that 
in  maoy  eases  was  this.     Tite  parents  of 
these  yonng  men   had    by  their  industry 
and  talent  raiaed   themselves  from  a  low 
position  to  afiaence,  but  before  they  had 
acquired  their  present  independence  their 
sons  had  attained  that  age  when  not  having 
bad  a  sufficient  preliminary  education  they 
were  too  old  to  acquire  it,  and  go  to  the 
University.     But  there  were  various  Dis- 
senters' Colleges  where,    he   believed,  a 
▼erj  good  education  was  given,  and  it  was 
latber  curious  to   observe  that    although 
the  Dissenters    professed    themselves    so 
boatile  to  sectarian  education,  they  founded 
Colleges  always  in  conformity  with  their 
own  opinions. 

Ha.  WINTERBOTH  AM  remarked  that 
they  were  only  theological  as  far  as  re- 
garded the  clergy. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  :  But  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  tell  them  that 
Dissenters  were  not  particular  in  sending 
tlieir  children  where  certain  opinions  would 
be  inculcated  ?  His  opinion  was  that  Dis- 
senters were  as  desirous  to  have  dogmatic 
denominational  teaching  as  Churchmen 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  when  speaking  on  the  subject 
of  this  Bill  in  a  former  Session  dwelt 
00  the  necessity  of  a  religious  test  for 
toachers.  Then  it  was  said  the  whole 
iotellect  of  the  Universities  was  in  fa- 
Your  of  this  BiU.     The  hon.  and  learned 


Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Coleridge)  spoke 
of  the  statement  laid  before  the  Arch  bishop 
of  Canterbury  the  other  day  as  a  wild  and 
extravagant  document;  but  those  who  had 
appended  their  names  to  it  were  not  wild 
and  extravagant  men.  They  were  calm 
and  thoughtful  men— ^men  of  deep  religious 
conviction  and  great  intellectual  power. 
They  never  would  have  placed  their  names 
to  that  document  had  they  not  felt'  the 
deep  importance  of  the  question  at  issue. 
He  might  be  permitted  to  read  to  the 
House  what  was  said  of  it  by  one  whose 
eminence  as  a  preacher  was  becoming 
known  to  the  world — he  meant  the  Rev. 
Henry  Liddon.  This  was  what  that  gen- 
tleman said — 

"The  questions  raised  hy  Mr.  Coleridge's  Bill 
are  no  mere  continuation  of  the  foud  between 
Churohmcn  and  Nonconformists.  They  penetrate 
much  deeper ;  hence  our  children  will  understand 
that  all  such  queetions  really  resolve  themselves 
into  this — whether  our  Universities  are  to  con- 
tinue to  be  Christian  or  whether  Chnpel  services 
and  Divinity  lectures  are  still  to  be  kept  up  with 
a  view  to  attracting  the  sons  of  Christian  parents 
into  lecture-rooms  where  the  existence  of  God  is 
denied." 

That  was  a  serious  statement  to  be  made 
deliberately  in  writing  by  one  who  always 
well  weighed  his  words.     The  opinion  it 
expressed  wos  held  by  a  great  number  of 
men  who  felt  deeply  upon  this  question, 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  founded  on  fact. 
It  was  said  that  religious  teaching  might 
be  given  under  the  system  of  allowing  the 
teachers  to  be  of  any  or  no  denomination, 
but  he  looked  in  vain  for  any  instances 
which  warranted  such  a  belief.     It  was  of 
the  first   importance   that   the    tests  for 
teachers  should  be  retained  as  at  present 
in  force  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge.     If  it  were  said  thot  by  re- 
taining these  tests  the  Dissenters  were  de- 
barred from  sending  their  children  to  those 
Universities,  he  should  reply  that  the  Dis- 
senters had  no  ground  for  complaint,  be- 
cau^,  while  they  were  perfectly  free   to 
avail  themselves  of  the  intellectual  advan- 
tages the  Universities  afforded,  they  were 
at  liberty  to  provide  their   own   religious 
education  by  founding  separate  halls.   The 
Fellowships  of  the  Colleges    were  not  to 
be  regarded  in  the  light  of  mere  rewards 
of  intellect,  they  were  intended  to  secure 
association  for  a  particular  object  among 
persons  who  should    be   *'  Fellows "   one 
with  the  other,  having  a  common  interest, 
religion,  and  object.     But  if  rewards  for 
intellectual  merit  were  wanted  far  rather 
would  he  see  money  taken  from  the  en* 
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dowments  for  the  purpose  of  founding  8Uoh 
rewardi)  tlian  assist  in   bringing  together 
men  of  all  creeds  and  of  no  creed,  a  course 
that  must  eventually  lead  to  the  secolart- 
zation  not  only  of  the  Universities  but  of 
tlie  Colleges,  which,  it  was  admitted  by 
the  best   writers,  stood  upon  a   different 
footing  from  the  former.     Mr.  Maiden,  in 
his  Origin  of  Universiti&8,  had  snid  that 
the    Colleges    were    private    foundations. 
The  Fellowships  were  colled  national  be- 
cause they  were  in  communion   with  the 
national  Church,    and    not   becaase   they 
belonged  to  the  nation  generally,  or  were 
maintained  by   the  money  of  the  nation, 
and  }'et  it  was  now  proposed  to  separate 
them  from  the  national  Church  in  order  to 
make  them  national  property.     The  hon. 
and    learned    Member    for    Exeter    (Mr. 
Coleridge)  began  with  his  little  Bill,  as  be 
termed   it,    but  the   following  Session  he 
came  down  to  that  House  and  spoke  with 
exultation  of  that  Bill,  on  the  ground  that 
it  had  for  ever  separated  the  Universities 
from  the  national  Church.     That  instead 
of    its  introducing  the  thin  edge   of   the 
wedge  it  had  driven  the  wedge  home  and 
had  created  a  fissure  which  was  absolutely 
irreparable.     Colleges  and  Fellowships  had 
been    founded    upon   the  faith   that   they 
would  remain  in  union  with  the  national 
Church,  and   therefore  it   wns  unjust    to 
divert  those  endowments  from  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  given.     But,   it  was 
said,  that  there  were  pre-Reformation  Col- 
leger.    He  admitted  that  fact,  but  he  re- 
garded the    present  national    Church,   to 
which  ho  belonged,  as  being  a  continuation 
of  the  Church  which  had  existed  prior  to 
the  Reformation.     Without  entering  into 
the  theological  question,  he  contended  that 
the   Colleges    belonged    to    the    national 
Church   for  the   time  being.     There  had 
been  a  national  Church  in  existence  during 
the  whole  time  of  the  existence  of  the  Uni- 
versities.   The  foundations  of  the  Colleges 
were  placed  in  connection  with  it.    (the 
founders  relied  upon   their  being  so  main- 
tained, and  that  what  was  called  the  na- 
tional religion  should  prevail  in  those  Col- 
leges.     Therefore    all   the   Colleges   and 
foundations    belonged   to  the  present  na- 
tional   Church.     As   to   post-Reformation 
Colleges  it  was  certain  that  those  who  had 
given  money  to  found  them  hod  done  so 
for  the  sake  of  the  Church  of  England  as 
it  now  existed.     Had  it  been  shown  that 
the  Unifersitics  had  so  ill  discharged  their 
duly  that  it  had  become  necessary  to  take 
their  endowments  from  them  in  order  to 
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give  them  to  the  nalion  genentnyf    Htf 
denied  that  such  was  the  ease.     He  af- 
firmed that  they  were  doing  their  dotj, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Nonconformists  wers 
so  anxious  to  participate  in  the  advantagsi 
they  offered  was  a  certain  proof  that  tiM 
duty  had  been  admirably  discharged.   Wst 
it  true  that  Nonconformists  were  exdodsd 
from  the  Universities  ?     Why  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  were  many  Noneonfor 
mists  and  even  Roman  Catholics  attending 
the  Universities.     He  had  spoken  so  fre- 
quently upon  this  subject  that  he  felt  he 
had  no  right  to  detain  the  House  longsr, 
but  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  to  point 
out  clearly  the  consequences  likely  to  flov 
from  the  adoption  of  this  measure,  wbidi 
tended   to  favour  free  thinking.     If  tbs 
Bill  were  passed,  the  teachers  in  the  Usi- 
versities  would  not  be  bound  by  any  re- 
ligious tests  whatever,  and  to  the  care  cf 
persons  who  might  believe  anything  or  no- 
thing would  the  sons  of  the  English  peepll 
be  handed  over.     By  passing  this  messiu% 
they  would  be  handing  over  their  sees  it 
the  immature  age  of  seventeen  or  eigbtasa 
to  those  who  might  be  free-thinkers,  aol 
who  might  endeavour  to  convert  them  to 
some  soulless  and  Godless  theory,  in  plaes 
of  their  being  educated  in  the  opirit  of  tko 
grand   old    University    motto  —  Dotrit/H 
illuminatio  mea. 

Mr.  E.  a.  LEATHAM  :  Sir,  the  ri|lil 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.   Hardy)  has  shm 
how  this  question  strikes  members  of  tbi 
Church  of  England.  Notwithstanding  wlitl 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wbito* 
haven,  I  believe  that  fully  half  the  nttioB 
are  not  members  of  the  Church,  and  siaoe 
this  Bill  is  introduced  mainly  for  their  reML 
it  is  worth  while,  I  think,  before  tbisdoMv 
closes   to   show  how  the  question  strilOft 
them.     We  are  taunted  almost  at  tboogh^ 
it  were  an  indictable  offence  with  desirifl|p 
to  make  the  national  Univeraities  rmBy 
national  instead  of  being  what  they  «ro- 
very  little  more  than   seminaries  for  thp 
clergy  and  for  those  who  are  content  to  heap 
on  to  the  skirts  of  the  sacerdotal  teslnfo* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  told  It 
that  he  would  not  call  this  Bill  a  Bill  of 
confiscation,  and  immediately  proceeded  to 
call  it  so  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlomn 
has  followed  the  same  line  of  argomeat. 
But,  Sir,  it  teems  to  me  that  the  true  li* 
swer  to  the  argument  of  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  is  that  the  property  of  the  Col* 
leges  and  Universities  is  held  by  ParRft- 
mentary  title — in  trust  for  the  nation.  Tbi 
real  question,  thelrefore,  ia — who  are  tbo 
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BftlMHi  f  Now  Konoonfomiitts  were  so  long 

Aod  reiolatelj  excluded  from  the  exercise 

of  tD  those  fanetiooB  which  stamp  li  msn  a 

Mfflber  of  the  nation,  that  there  are  still 

going  tboot  amongst  us  people  who  cannot 

Vrtag  their  minds  to  belioTe  that  the  intol- 

eraocs  of  our  forefathers  is  now  a  thing  of 

the  psit,  and  that  a  Noneonformist  is  to  all 

mimU  and  pnrposes  as  thoroughly    an 

£oglt»hinan,  with  all  the  aspirittions  and 

riglits  of  an  Englishman,  as  if  he  were  able 

to  repeat  the  whole  Athanasian  Greed  from 

ooe  end  to  the  other  without  wincing.    To 

this  dass  of  persons  whose  whole  political 

sjstem  seems  to  roe  to  be  founded  on  an 

Bflichronism,  belongs   it  appears  my  hon. 

Friend  the  Member  for  Buckingham  (Mr. 

Hohbsrd)  who  opposes   this  Bill  on   the 

Cad  that  we  "are  not  of  the  nation." 
»  my  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  candid 
sad  perfectly  logical.    He  is  well  aware 
that  OB  no  other  ground  can  he  exclude  us 
fron  benefits  which  are  national,  and  so  he 
Bstarally  adopts  this  ground,  although  it 
ihtoItss  bim  in  an  assumption  which  if  he 
wers  dealbg  with  any  other  question  thsn 
one  which  appeals  to  what  Sydney  Smith 
wooid  baTO  called  the  irritability  of  his  be- 
lief, be  wonld  liaTO  scorned  and  scouted  at 
ence.    And  I  would  say  in  passing  that  if 
aay  fbrtlier  proof  were  wanted  to  show  how 
rnitenable  haa  become  the  position  of  those 
who  oppose  this  bill,  it  is  to  be  found  in 
the  strange  and  gratuitous  assumptions  to 
which  they  are  logically  driven  by  the  ex- 
igencies of  an  impossible  defence.    But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moTod  that  this 
Ul  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
SMHitbs  seems  to  suffer  from  a  peculiarity 
ef  Tision  as  remarkable  as  that  which  has 
befsllen  my  hon.  Friend.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  more  respects  than  one  a 
itr-sighted  statesman.   He  can  discern  ob- 
jesis  which  are  yet  a  Tory  great  way  off, 
for  example,  dangers  to  his  Church,  which 
are  looming,  if  they  are  looming  at  all,  on 
the  edge  of  a  remote  horison — but  he  has 
BO  eyea  for  some  things  which  are  very 
Mar  at  hand  ;  he  cannot  discern  the  grioT- 
aaees  nnder  which  Dissenters  labour  in 
tbeir  relation  to  the  Universities.     On  the 
contrary  he  speaks  of  "  the  indulgence" 
with  whioh  we  are  treated,  and  of  '*  the 
perfect  educational  freedom"  which  we  en- 
joy.    '•  What  would  yon  hare  ?"  in  effect 
B^a  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     *'  Cannot 
you  read  aa  hard  as  you  like  at  the  Univer- 
sities !     Cannot  you  go  into  as  many  ex- 
■■uoations  as  you  please  f     Hare  we  not 
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with  our  degrees  ?  Have  we  not  surren- 
dered everything?  Everything,  of  course, 
except  the  crowns  of  genius  and  merit. 
These  are  ours.  Toil,  patienoei  the  strenu- 
ous industry  of  years^  these  ore  for  you. 
The  most  munificent  provision  evor  made  by 
patriotism  for  learning — this  is  for  us.  Is 
not  this  a  natural  and  equitable  distribu- 
tion ?"  And  so  the  Nonconformist  enters 
the  University  under  a  cloud,  remains 
under  a  cloud,  emerges  under  a  cloud.  Ue 
goes  in  at  the  side  door  and  conies  out  at 
the  back.  He  is  made  to  feel  to  the  lost 
that  he  is  only  there  on  sufferance — that  he 
is  an  object  for  the  indulgence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Whatever  may  be  the 
place  which  he  may  obtain  at  the  examina- 
tions, he  is  told  when  they  are  all  over 
that  his  College  is  no  home  for  him.  Whnt* 
ever  may  be  the  interest  which  he  may  take 
in  the  educational  system  at  the  University, 
he  is  told  that  the  Senate  House  is  no  place 
for  such  as  he  is.  In  a  country  the  whole 
essence  of  whose  institutions  is  comprised  in 
the  word  self-government,  he  finds  himself 
a  member  of  a  great  self-governing  corpora- 
tion, from  all  share  in  the  government  of 
whioh  he  is  forcibly  excluded.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  love  which  we 
owe  Alma  Mater,  but  if  any  snch  feeling 
finds  a  momentary  place  in  the  breast  of  a 
Nonconformist,  this  Alma  Mater  of  his 
takes  care  to  nip  it  in  the  bud.  To  him 
she  is  hard  and  distrustful  to  the  end,  and 
the  moment  at  whioh  lie  would  approach 
her  with  tho  feeling  that  at  length  he  may 
claim  recognition  as  a  son — when  he  re- 
turns to  his  College  perhaps  the  first  man 
of  his  year — is  precisely  the  moment  which 
she  selects  to  turn  him  out  of  doors,  pre- 
cisely the  moment  which  she  selects  to 
inflict  upon  him  that  worst  humiliation  of 
genius  in  adversity — to  see  those  whom  yon 
have  beaten  step  into  the  honours  which 
are  yours.  And  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  affect  surprise  that  there  ore  such 
people  as  political  Dissenters — affect  sur- 
prise that  we  do  not  thankfully  acquiesce 
in  this  system  of  box-feeding  at  the  Uni- 
versities. Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  phea- 
sant breeders  will  understand  what  I  mean. 
The  box  is  an  ingenious  mechanical  con« 
trivanoe.  It  is  kept  filled  with  corn,  and 
placed  in  the  wooda.  It  is  furnished  with 
a  lid  in  the  shape  of  a  ledge,  upon  which 
the  applicant  for  corn  must  perch,  and 
which  is  so  nicely  balanced  that  it  only 
opens  when  a  bird  of  the  orthodox  weight 
jumps  upon  it.  Now  there  is  just  such  a 
box  at  the  Universities.  It  is  kept  supplied 
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with  corn  in  incredible  qaantities.  It  onlj 
opens  to  those  who  perch  upon  the  ledge 
with  the  whole  weight  of  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles.  Sparrows,  blackbirds,  thrashes, 
all  sects;  even  stockdoves  stamp  and  twitter 
in  vain.  It  only  yields  to  birds  of  the 
orthodox  plumage,  and  those,  I  have  ob- 
served, are  most  of  them  of  the  ring-necked 
variety.  [^Laughter, ^  Now,  this  may  be 
amusing,  but  is  it  just  ?  la  it  just  thus  to 
divorce  merit  from  reward,  and  to  disso- 
ciate learning  from  honour  ?  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
argues  that  what  he  calls  the  religious 
discipline  and  teaohins:  of  the  Colleges  would 
be  imperilled  if  this  Bill  should  pass.  How 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sweeps  the  whole 
horizon  for  danger  before  he  dares  take  a 
single  step  with  the  view  of  repairing  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  calls  a  misfortune,  what 
wo  call  a  shameful  injury  !  For  what  is 
the  combination  of  circumstances  which  he 
foresees  ?  He  foresees  such  a  rush  of 
Nonconformists  of  the  highest  stamp  to  the 
Colleges  as  absolutely  to  swamp  in  numbers 
and  ability  the  candidates  for  Fellowships 
furnished  by  the  Church,  and  this  when,  in 
the  same  breath,  he  tells  us  that  the  Bill,  if 
passed,  can  only  benefit  so  small  a  number 
of  persons.  You  must  either  admit  that 
the  Bill  will  benefit  many  or  that  it  will 
benefit  few.  If  it  will  benefit  few  where 
is  the  danger  ?  if  many,  where  is  the 
justice  ?  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
foresees  much  more  than  this.  He  foresees 
not  only  an  absolute  majority  of  Noncon- 
formist Fellows,  but  that  those  who  compose 
this  absolute  majority  representing,  as  they 
must,  heterogeneous  and  inharmonious 
creeds,  at  variance  in  everything  else,  will 
agree  in  this,  the  unanimous  opposition 
which  they  will  offer  to  the  services  and 
teaching  of  the  Church.  Has  the  history 
of  Dissent  taught  us  to  believe  in  this 
unanimity?  Is  it  not  notorious  that  there 
are  large  bodies  of  Dissenters,  the  Wesley- 
ans  for  example,  who  would  be  far  more 
likely,  in  questions  of  this  character,  to 
ally  themselves  with  the  Church  than  with 
infidels,  or  even  with  Roman  Catholics. 
But  when  you  have  got  this  preponderance 
of  Dissenting  Fellows,  and  when  you  have 
got  this  unanimity  among  them,  are  there 
no  statutes  in  the  way  of  this  plot  to  oust 
the  teoching  and  services  of  the  Church  ? 
Why,  the  very  Bill  itself  protects  by  a  dis- 
tinct clause  the  services  of  the  Church. 
This  House  must  be  a  party  to  the  plot 
before  it  can  succeed.     The  other  branobes 
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of  the  Legislature  muat  be  soeomplieet, 
N'o  such  change  could  be   brought  about 
without  the  deliberate  consent  of  the  nation, 
— and  surely,  Sir,  it  is  not  from  the  nation 
that   we  are  asked  to  save  the  nationsl 
Church.     But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tells  us  that  the  introduction  of  Noa- 
conformist  Fellows  and  members  of  Convo- 
cation  will  be  the  introduction  of  an  element 
of  discord,  that  it  will  disturb  that  repose 
which  is  essential  to  the  Universities,  and 
turn  the  Colleges  into  vortices  of  apecola- 
tion  and  discussion — that  is  the  phrase— 
and  the  Senate  House  into  a  Babel  of  con- 
flicting sects.  One  would  suppose,  to  listei 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  Uni- 
versities, instead  of  being  great  centres  rf 
ntellectual  activity,  were  great  centres  of 
intellectual  slumber — that  they  weroperfeet 
dovecotes,  where  nothing  was  to  be  hesrd 
but  the  monotonous  cooing  of  anquestioning 
uniformity,  and  where  the  names  ro-calledby 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
— Newman  and  Pusey,  Colenso  and  Jowitt— 
were  never  so  much  as  mentioned.     Audi 
right  rev.  Prelate  draws  a  fancy   family 
portrait,  which  is  positively  touching  in  iU 
tenderness,  of  the  harmony,  the  purity,  the 
gentle,  unreasoning  Church  of  Englaodiea 
— of  the  College  lijfe — a  Church  in  wbieh 
there  are  no  cruel  controversies.     And  he 
tells  us  that  all  this  purity  and  orthodoiyi 
this  simplicity  of  morals  and  of  faith  sn 
kept  together,  because  they  are  presided 
over   by   the  Head   of  the  College  ;   the 
yearning  father  of  this  interesting  familyt 
who  evinces  his  trembling  paternal  soliei- 
tude,  by  asking  you  twice  a  year  to  devilM 
kidneys  !    Pass  this  Bill,  and  there  will  he 
an  end  of  this  dovecot — an  end  of  all  thil 
yearning  anxiety,  of  this  filial  obedienee,o( 
this  purity  of  morals  and  of  faith,  of  thil 
repose  of  the  Colleges.     And  there  will  hi 
an  end.  Sir,  as  an  hon.  Gentleman  hastoH 
us,  of  the  quiet   confidence   of  Christiei 
gentlemen  in  the  country  who  entrust  their 
darlings  to  the  safe  custody  of  the  Chorch 
at  College,  knowing  that  where  Dissent  ii| 
there  is  confusion  and   every  evil  work* 
And  as  though  this  picture  were  not  snS* 
ciently  heart-rending,  this  Bill  of  my  learned 
Friend's  is  to  be  the  straw  which  breske 
the  back   of    the    much-enduring  eaueL 
This  great  Church  of  England,  rich  in  the 
wealth  and  in  the   faith   of  centuries--* 
Church  which  has  already  within  oar  me- 
mory survived  more  fatal  injariea  than  snj 
member  of  the  feliue  tribe — this  Chorch 
not  of  nine  but  of  ninety-nine  lives,  is  te 
perish  when  the  Nonconforoiist  taken  hb 
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Mik  t(  (be  bottom  of  tho  Fellows'  table, 
and  Mjoeeses  hit  waj  into  the  great  throng 
io  the  Senate   House.      Why   will  hon. 
Gentlemen  persist  in  arguing  this  question 
SI  though  the  Nonconformist  were  still  shut 
cot  of  the  UniTersities  and  the  Colleges  by 
Isw?    He  is  inside  ;  the  contamination,  if 
it  be  CAstsmination,  is  established  by  Act 
of  PiHianient.     Why  are  not  right  rev. 
Prelttei  afraid  of  him  now?    There  he  sits 
witli  his  pestilent  disbelief  in  Bishops,  poison- 
iog  the  ear  of  the  yonng,  instilling  day  by 
day  and  hour  by  hour,  perhaps  in  quiet 
rirer-side  rambles,  perhaps  at  pious  wines, 
doobts  possibly  about  the  exalted  Christian 
ehsrity  which  glows  through  certain  well- 
loowD  paragraphs  of  the  Athanasian  Creed. 
Who  is  the  teacher  of  youth  ?     That  other 
yeotb  who  walks  with  you,  talks  with  you, 
lifei  with  yon  ;  or  the  Professor  who  thun- 
ders St  you  afar  off  tx  cathedra  ?     There 
Defer  was  a  time   when   infidelity  in  its 
worst,  because  ita  least  honest  shape,  did 
not  loeak  into  the  Senate  House,   sneak 
bto  FeUowihips,    sneak    into    Professors' 
ehsirs,  sod  that  under  all  your  forms.  But 
tbeo  joD  bad    no   terrors.      There   waa 
ooiljiog  to  alarm  you  in  the  presence  of  the 
nan  who  denied  the  Almighty.  Tour  fears 
awoke  with  the  arriTal  of  the  wretch  who 
diibeliefes  in  Bishops.     Now,  it  seems  to 
be  ibst,  eten  taking  the  narrowest  view  of 
this  question — one  apparently  taken  by  the 
koo.  Member  for  Cambridge  UniTersity— 
looking  simply  to  the  ad? antages  of  those 
vho  are  at  present  receifing  the  benefits  of 
as  Uoifersity  education,  but  especially  of 
the  clergy,  you  have  nothing  to  fear,  but 
everything  to  hope  from  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  insists  upon  the  great  benefits 
*hieb  scerue  to  the  clergy  from  their  being 
edoeated  along  with  the  laity.     He   tells 
08  that  Uieir  mind  is  enlarged  and  their 
ideu  liberalized  by  this  association.     By 
pvity  of  reasoning,  I  contend  that  this 
clerical  mind  would  be  still  more  enlarged, 
uid  tbeir  idea  a  still  farther  liberalised  if 
the  clergy  had  the  benefit  of  being  educated 
^Dg  with    those    upon   whose   feelings, 
habits,  and  opinions,  it  will  be  their  mission 
afterwards  to  act— the  laity  of  all  denomi- 
BMiona.  I  believe  that  such  a  system  would 
k  the  death  of  that  narrow   Churchism 
vhich  confronts  Dissentors  when  they  ap- 
proich  the  threshold  of  the  Church,  as  it 
would  be  the  death  also  of  that  narrow  sec- 
t^nism   of  whicb»   with  equal    reason, 
>Mbera  of  the  Church  complain  in  their 
^ings  with  Nonconformity  ;  but  such  a 
>jatca  is  impossible  while  you  drive  Dis. 


senters  from  the  Universities  by  disabilities 
which  are  indignities.  Lastly,  Sir,  on  the 
broadest  public  grounds  I  would  support 
this  Bill.  You  have  done  too  much  for  the 
Nonconformist  or  you  have  done  too  little. 
Ton  have  admitted  him  to  a  seat  in  this 
House,  and  to  a  seat  upon  that  Bench. 
Practically,  you  have  declared  that  re- 
ligious opinion  is  to  be  no  bar  to  the  highest 
Offices  of  State.  One  great  use  of  the  Uni- 
versities is  to  qualify  men  for  these  great 
responsibilities  and  these  high  duties.  In 
the  public  interest  you  are  bound  to  take 
another  step  forward,  and  to  give  such  men 
every  facility  for  making  that  qualification 
complete.  And  what  stands  in  the  way  f 
This  bugbear  of  danger  to  the  Church. 
Sir,,  there  is  no  scarecrow  planted  in  the 
path  of  just  and  necessary  legislation  which 
has  been  so  frequently  trodden  under  foot 
and  hoisted  again,  or  which  is  so  thoroughly 
out  at  elbows  as  this.  It  is  not  tho  Church 
which  is  in  danger,  it  is  the  intolerance  of 
the  Church.  The  Church  is  not  a  thing  of 
laws  and  Acts  of  Parliament.  She  rests 
upon  the  profound  convictions  of  one  part 
of  the  nation,  and  the  deliberato  assent  of 
the  other  part.  When  those  convictions 
shall  change,  and  that  assent  shall  be  with- 
drawn, then  your  Church  will  be  io  danger ; 
and  there  is  no  statute  in  the  statute  book 
which  will  serve  her  in  any  stead ;  but 
you  are  hastening,  you  are  precipitating, 
you  are  not  postponing  that  day  by  inces- 
santly parading  the  Church  before  the 
people  in  the  light  of  a  grasping  monopo- 
list, who  not  content  with  the  prodigious 
privileges  which  she  already  enjoys  in  every 
parish  in  the  kingdom,  has  usurped  for  her 
own  purposes  the  control  of  the  national 
Universities,  and  shuts  the  door  of  honour 
and  emolument  at  her  pleasure  in  the  face 
of  half  the  nation. 

Mr.  NEWD£0AT£  said,  the  advocates 
of  this  Bill  assumed  that  orthodoxy  and 
ignorance,  and  Nonconformity  and  know- 
ledge were  convertible  terms.  He  held 
that  such  a  proposition  was  totally  untena- 
ble. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  used  an  illustration  respecting 
feeding-boxes,  which  he  held  to  be  ridicu- 
lous, and  unworthy  of  the  subject ;  but  as 
it  had  been  introduced  he  might  say  that 
the  ring- necked  pheasant,  the  old  orthodox 
English  pheasant,  always  weighed  several 
pounds  heavier  than  the  imported  Chinese 
variety,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seemed  so  much  to  favour.  It  was  argued 
on  the  other  side  that  the  existonce  of  tests 
was  a  sign  of  ignorance  in  faith.     Now»  it 
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60  hnppened  that  all  the  Protestant  bodies, 
the  Nonconformists  included,  repudiated 
the  acceptance  of  an  ignorant  faith.  They 
held  an  ignorant  faith  to  be  superstition, 
so  that  all  the  arguments  on  that  score 
were  worth  less  than  nothing.  Subscrip- 
tion was  a  teftt  of  study  and  attainment  of 
knowledge  in  Scripture  history  and  Scrip- 
ture doctrine.  He  should  be  sorry  to  rest 
the  statement  he  was  about  to  make  on 
his  own  authority,  but  it  so  happened  that 
there  were  many  eminent  men,  for  whom 
this  House  entertained  the  highest  respect, 
who  held  that  it  would  be  to  narrow  and 
degrade  edncation  if  they  did  not  demand 
frum  the  students  some  knowledge  of  Scrip- 
ture history  and  of  theology  ;  which  would 
be,  in  effect,  to  shut  them  out  in  a  great 
measure  from  the  study  of  all  history,  with 
the  view  that  the  void  might  be  supplied 
by  the  study  of  physical  science,  mechanics, 
and  chemistry  —  studies,  he  might  add, 
which  already  found  their  place  in  the 
teaching  of  the  University.  On  this  sub- 
ject he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  letter  on  the  Irish  system  of 
national  education  that  the  late  Archbishop 
Whateley  wrote  to  Dr.  Arnold,  and  which 
had  a  strong  bearing  on  this  question.  He 
said — 

"  When  Lord  Stanley  joined  the  Eduoation 
Board  be  had  no  such  thought — [as  examinations  in 
Scripture  of  the  children].  And  when  first  Mr. 
Carlylo  proposed  drawing  up  Scripture  extracts, 
I  partook  of  the  same  expectations  with  Bishop 
Philpots,  that  no  selections  could  be  introduced 
with  the  concurrence  of  all  parties  such  as  should 
be  of  any  utility.  I  do  not  even  now  think  my 
apprehensions  groundless.  The  obstacles  were 
incomparably  greater  than  those  to  any  analogous 
plan  in  England.  The  result,  however,  was  com- 
plete success.  All  the  efforts  to  raise  jealousy  in 
reference  to  the  Scripture  extracts  have  within 
the  schools  themselves  totally  failed.  They  are  read 
with  delight  and  profit  by  almost  all  the  children, 
and  I  and  other  Protestants,  as  Lord  Stanley 
knows,  have  examined  the  children  of  all  denoml- 
nations  without  knowing  to  which  each  child  be- 
longed, and  found  them  better  taught  in  Scripture 
than  most  gentlefolks'  children." 

Here  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  must  remind  the 
House  that  to  this  statement  was  appended 
a  note.  In  connection  with  this  subject  it 
might  be  observed  that  it  was  in  1837 
that  the  Archbishop  produced  the  cele- 
brated tract.  Early  Lessons  and  Christian 
Evidences,  afterwards  admitted  into  the 
mixed  schools  by  Dr.  Moody,  and  finally 
objected  to  by  Dr.  Cullen  in  1853.  The 
Archbishop  went  on  to  say  in  reference  to 
that  plan  of  education — 

**  Bat  had  the  plan  gone  no  further  than  Lord 
Mr,  Newdegate 


Stanley  at  present  proposed  aad  ezpostad,  I  sbonU 
not  have  condemned  it  as  fumisbinf  odMatira 
but  only  a  portion  of  education,  and  I  should  bare 
been    glad  to  furnish  even  a  tmall  part  of  that 
portion,  if  no  more  coold  have  been  admitted.   If 
there  had  been  a  scrapie  against  teaehiag  uy- 
tbing  beyond  the  alphabet  I  shoald  have  been  glad 
to  have  even  that  taught.  From  what  I  haveaetullj 
done,  and  thought,  and  seen,  yon  may  pretty  wtU 
conjecture  how  I  should  be  likely  to  act  in  respect 
of  the  London  University.     In  the  first  ^aes,  I 
should  point  out,  fix>m  the  experienoe  of  a  iir, 
very  far  more  difBoolt  time,  the  perfect  possibiUt^ 
of  having  the  historical  books  of  the  Bible  u  a 
portion  of  the  studies  and  examinations  ;  and  n* 
condly,  the  importance  of  this  aa  a  portion  of  fu- 
neral education,  on  the  ground  that  Christkuly 
is  the  prevailing  religious  profession  of  the  emMh 
try.    I  should  call  for  no  signing  of  articles— M 
profession  of  faith,  but  I  should  point  oat  that  is 
those  portions  of  the  Empire  where  the  MaboaSi 
dan  religion  prevails  it  is  essential  that  those  vbi 
are  to  reside  among  the  Massolmans,  and  hill 
official  situations,  shoald  have  some  aoqaainttsai 
with  the  Koran.    To  say  that  a  man  can  hais 
gone  through  a  course  of  liberal  education  in  Ufa 
country  totally  ignorant  of  the  outlines  of  ChriitkB 
history  is  to  imply  not  merely  that  the  GhriMfaa 
religion  is  nntrae  or  bad,  but  that  it  is  iosigsM^ 
cant  and  nn  worthy  of  serions  attention,  «M|I 
from  those  who  have  a  ftncy  for  it,  as  is  the  CM 
with  the  mythological  antiquities  of  the  ka^ 
Saxons,  or  the  dreams  of  astrology  or  alobwy. 
And  if  anyone  shoald  say  yon  need  not  doubt  M 
the  students  do  acquire  this  knowledge  ia  ote 
ways,  I  shoald  say,  very  well ;  I  do  not  say  ts  lb 
contrary.    I  will  certify,  if  yon  please,  that  Ikf 
may  for  aught  I  know  have  gone  through  a  aod 
able  and  complete  coarse  of  education  ;  bat  I  vl 
not  certify,  by  conferring  anything  in  tbs  aaM 
of  a  degree,  that  they  Ittve  done  so,  nnless  tklf 
shall  have  given  proof  before  the  UniversiCy  ■ 
such  that  they  have.     But  if  I  may  be  ansWisI 
that  the  conductors  of  the  University  despakfl 
of  the  possibility  of  conducting  any  etauilsVtiitf 
or  lectures  on  the  Qreek  Testament  so  as  Is  afrfi 
jealousies  and  contests,  1  should  consent  to  olttiB 
what  benefits  we  could — reckoning  even  half  ,^ 
loaf  or  half  a  quarter  of  a  loaf  Mtter  tbaa   " 
bread.    But  nothing  would  ever  induce  me  to 
it  a  whole  loaf." 

These   were   the  opinions  of  Arehbiab^ 
Whately,  and  ho  believed  do  Membtf 
the  House  would  maintain  th*t  the 
bishop  was  an  illiberal  roan.    He  thenfa^ 
said  deliberately,  on  the  authority  of  iadt^ 
bishop  Whately  and  Dr.  Arnold,  thai  ll# 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  narrow  and  ^^^ ' 
grade  education — to  bring  it  down  to 
level  of  those  Nonoonformiata  who 
complaining   of    their  ignorance,  and  ■f': 
the  same  time  requiring  that  the  eduualim 
of  the  Universities  ahoold  be  brought  f^^f^ 
to  their  level.    This  was  his  protest  agliiV| 
the  proposition  that  orthodoxy  and  igM* 
ranoe,  and  Nonconformity  and  knovMlgt 
were  convertible  terms,  and  he  wonld  |^ 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
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Vb.  VBATE  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Uemati  the  Secretary  of   State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  laid  mach  stress 
00  the  Address  that  was  presented  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Universities  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Ctnterborj  against  this  Bill.     He  did 
not  deny  that  that  Address  contained  the 
Bftinei  of  many  eminent  men  and  men  of 
Bigh  lUiiding  in  the  UniTersity.     But  he 
kelleTed  the  youth  and  strength   of    the 
Unirersities  to  be.faTourable  to  the  Bill, 
sitboagh  the  senior  Fellows  and  Heads  oF 
Houses  were   against  it ;    and  he   would 
point  out  that  some  of  the  most  distin- 
gnrthed  Colleges  in  Oxford  were  but  weakly 
represented  in  the  signatures  to  that  Ad- 
dress, from  which  he  drew  the  inFerence 
thst,  sithoogh  all  the  intellect  of  the  Uni- 
versity bad  not   yet  passed,  it  was  fast 
pstaing  into  the  ranks  of  those  who  were 
10  fafoor  of  this  Bill. 

Me.  COLERIDGE  said,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  answer  a  good  many  oF  the  ob- 
jections urged  against  this  measure  hy 
boo.  Gentlemen  opposite,  because  those 
objeetions  were  urged  rather  against  some 
creatores  of  their  own  imagination  than 
sgsiiist  this  Bill,  with  which  they  could 
bare  no  more  to  do  than  with  the  Bill  for 
tbe  alteration  of  weights  and  measures 
which  tbe  House  had  that  day  been  dis- 
eossing.  It  had  been  said  that  those  who 
topported  the  measure  did  not  agree  on 
the  grounds  on  irhich  they  should  support 
it  That  was  perfectly  true.  They  were 
c&deatoaring  to  make  an  advance  in  a 
psrtieolar  direction,  but  some  went  fur- 
ther than  others  in  the  path  of  progress, 
tboogh  all  were  prepared  to  go  the  length 
^  this  Bill.  Though  there  was  only  one 
»sy  of  saying  "No,"  there  were  500 
*<JBof  saying  *'  Yes,"  and  it  was  natural 
thst  those  who  approached  tbe  subject 
'roB  a  Liberal  point  of  yiew  should  ap- 
proach it  with  different  motives  ;  but,  as  a 
psrty,  they  were  generally  content  with 
tha  oieasttre.  The  real  question  was,  whe- 
ther the  Bill  before  the  House  was  one  the 
priaeiple  of  which  the  House  ought  to 
Affrm  ?  The  question  had  been  argued  as 
if  it  was  proposed  to  take  from  persons  who 
vsrs  eotitlcid  to  keep,  and  give  to  those 
*ho  were  not  entitled  to  receive.  That 
s^ament  waa  not  tenable  with  respect  to 
^  Bill,  because  all  that  waa  proposed  to 
■e  done  was  simply  to  remove  restrictions 
%hich  bad  been  imposed  by  the  authority 
of  Parliament  iUelf,and  the  earliest  of  these 
via  a  daose  in  tbe  Act  of  Uniformity  of 
the  Ume  of  Charles  II.    If  the  Colleges 


had  suffered  grievously  from  the  state  of 
things  which  previously  existed,  and  were 
without  proteotion  up  to  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  there 
might  be  some  force  in  the  argument ;  but 
)  he  could  not  understand  how  it  could  be 
contended  with  fairness,  or  by  recollection 
of  history,  that  the  repeal  of  a  clause  in  a 
statute  passed  in  the  time  of  Charles  II. 
could  imperil  the  religion  of  Colleges  which 
had  exieted  for  centuries  before.     The  Bill 
would  leave  the  Colleges  in  precisely  the 
same  state  as  before  that  period.    It  would 
not  affect  the   statutes  of   the  Colleges. 
The  Colleges  would  he  allowed  to  exercise 
their  own  discretion,  and  maintain  or  re- 
peal such  restrictions  as  they  chose.     He 
desired  to  correct  an  impression  which  his 
speech  on  a  former  occasion  had  conveyed 
to  the  mind  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary.      He  bad  not,   as  had 
been  imputed  to  him,  said  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend   had   resorted  to  coarse  and 
vulgar  arguments.      He  could    not  have 
used  that  expression,  because  he  always 
took  care  to  give  as  much  preparation  to 
any  remarks  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
addressing  to  the  House  as  his  time  would 
allow.     He  certainly  did  think  that  one  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  arguments  did  appeal 
to  coarse  and  vulgar  prejudice  ;  but  that 
was   a  very  different    thing  from  saying 
that  the  arguments  themselves  were  coarse 
and  vulgar ;  and  as  he  had  not  yet  been, 
and  he  trusted  never  would  be,  guilty  of 
such  a  breach  of  manners  as  to  apply  such 
words  to  any  hon.  Member  of  the  House,  so 
there  was  no  one  to  whom  he  should  be 
less  inclined  to  say  anything  disrespectful 
than  his  right  ban.  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.     He  candidly 
confessed  that  there  were  certain  difficul- 
ties, and   perhaps   dangers,  which   #ould 
arise  both  in  the  Universities  and  in  the 
Colleges  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  meet.     But 
that  was  not  the  way  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion.    What  ought  to  be  done  was  to  exa- 
mine both  systems  as  a  whole — to  take  the 
existing  system  with  its  disadvantages — to 
take  the  system  proposed  with  its  supposed 
disadvantages — and  to  see  which  was  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  country.     It  was 
impossible  to  meddle  or  alter  an  existing 
system  without    in    so   doing  committing 
some  positive  mischief ;  but  the  question 
really  was,  whether  the  advantages  were 
not  so  greatly  in  favour  of  the  course  pro- 
posed that,  in  spite  of  certain  evils  and 
difficulties  which  were  likely  to  ensue,  it 
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mu  the  proper  tnd  BtateamaDlilce  eonne '  in  IreUncI,  mod  thit  he  had  Bbftodooed  tba 
to  pursue  !  That  wbb  a  broad  and  intelli- '  erode  attempt  which  had  been  mada  at  tht 
gible  footing  on  irhich  to  place  the  quea- '  commencenient  of  tho  Seaaion  with  regard 
to  tlie  law  of  libel  in  thia  oountrj.  Ai 
soon  aa  the  latter  Bill  bad  been  thoronglil; 
:  underatood  it  waa  evident  that  aoeh  a 
meaaare  woold  not  receiTe  the  aaaent  af 
Noea  [he  Honae,  and  manj  hon.  Membera  wlit 
laboured  under  a  mi  a  appro  beat  ion  with  re- 
gard to  it,  and  who  at  the  oulaet  intended 
to  Bopport  hia  hon.  Friend,  felt  boaod, 
on  becoming  alite  to  Ita  effect,  to  gtra 
the   meaiare  all    the  oppoaitiDn  in  tbor 

Sower,  He  regretted,  howoTcr,  to  aaf  tbat 
[embers  of  that  Houae  had  been  it 
worried  bj  circulara  lent  to  them  bj  ■ 
bodj  calling  itaelf  the  ProTiocial  I^aia 
Aaaociation,  that  it  had  become  verj  difi- 
j  cult  for  them,  in  the  preaence  of  an!iD> 
,.    ,  i.nj       [  ...°    pendinr  election,  to    perform  their  dntj. 

discharge  of  the  Order  for  B"'!;^  '"to  [  For  hi.  own  part,  he  had  resisted  all  at- 


tian,  and  if  that  were  dona  in  thia  inatanoc 
be,  for  one,  had  no  fear  of  the  result. 

Qiieation  put. 

The  Houae  divided  ; 
140:  Majority  58. 

Uain  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  aecond  time,  and  committed 
tor  Wedneeday  22ai  Julj. 

LIBEL  BILL— [B:ll  30 

{Sir  Colman  (TLoghkn,  Mr.  AtiWt.) 

COUMtTTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Sir  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN, 


Committee  on  thia  Bill.  said,  he  had 
duced  it  on  the  22nd  of  November  laat, 
and  had  taken  everj  opportunity  of  for- 
warding it  through  its  varioua  atagee,  but 
wai  now    compelled   most   reluctintljr 


tempts  at  intimidation  bj  an  aasoeiatioa  of 

tradesmen  who  were  intent  on  benefiliif 

themaeUea  at  the  eipen»e  of  the  public. 

Sir  COLHAN  O'LOGHLBN  said,  that 

hon.  Friend,  having  omitted  to  nakaa 


had  apparentlj  diabordened  liimaelf 

present  measure  of  the   apeeeh  he   bij 

1   '    mi.     -oil   L  ]  L  r  .     .-  II      intended  to  have  made  on  the  laat.    H* 

r£^  ,    J    .,    K    ^>'"«»  ";J"""""J    „M  not  no.  ropl,  lo  tb,  >.,».,kiolU 


the  attempt  ou  the  part  of  a  private  Mi 
ber  to  paaa  an  opposed  Bill  through  Parii 


of   a    aeat    in    the    next    Parliament 
ahould  certainly  bring  it  forward  again. 

Order  dueharged. 

Bill  vtithdrawn. 


Eortunitj,   answer  the  objeetiona  both  d 
ia  hon.  Friend  and  of  other  hon.  Mm- 
ben  in  the  conrae  of  neit  Seauen. 
Home  reeumed. 


LIBEL  (IRELAND)  BILL— (Btu  ISO.] 

(Sir  Coiman  O'Loghkn,  Mr.  Pirn.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Slit  COLMAN  O'LOaULBN.  in  mov-       

ng  "  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the    the  qnaliBeationi  ortbe  Eleotor* 


Bill  reported,  without  i 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morroio. 


OSXERAL    POLIOS  kSD    IMPBOTKHBXT  (tOt 

uitd)  act  uiskdmzht  bill. 
OnHoliDDof  Tbe  Lord  Anvocm,  Bill  taal 
plaOMinSa 


a  to 


aaid,  the  object  of  the  present  Bill    '»'"^.  ""<'•'' "  '^^^  GenBr»l  Police  and  Im;c«W 
"similate  the  law  in  IrtS.nd   In  ihp    ■"«"  (ScotUnd)  ict.  1883."  .ad    to  aoMl  *• 


lawi 


ilate  the  law  in  Ireland  lo  tht 
England,  and  to  deprive  a  plaintiff  j  J^''„jb7 


□  an  action  for  libel  of  coats  unless  he  got    Firodbkk. 


(ScotUnd)  iot,  1863."  and   to  ai 
(aid  Act  In  certain  othsr  rrspeots,  enftraa  is  i 
I. 1..  -_  ^j  r^Yig  LoBD  Advocati  ood  Sir  JiV 


40<.  damages.  In  Ireland  at  present  a 
diet  in  an  action  for  libel  for  one  farthing  ' 
carried  costs,  end  that  law  had  worked 
great  hardship  in  several  recent  caaea. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(Id  the  Committee). 

Mr.  AYRTON  aaid,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Clare  (Sir  Coiman  0  Xoghlen)  had  directeU 
hia  efforta  to  endeavouring  to  remove  the 
defeota  which  existed  in  the  law  of  libel 
Mr.  Cohridg* 


prtitnUd,  and  read  the  Bnt  time.  [BBl  MJ 


IHDOBSniO  07  VASBAXTS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Jahu  Fiaatrswx,  BQl  M 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Indonini  of  WM> 
ronU  in  Sootland,  Ireland,  and  the  CtaM* 
Idanda,  ardtrtd  to  bo  bronght  in  bf  &  ia0  | 
FiRODBsoii  Bud  Mr.  Seorotary  GxTaooai  BtfW  , 
Bill  praunUif,  and  read  theUnt  time.  [Billllli]  ' 
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MOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
Thursday,  July  2, 1868. 

M1KTJTES.]— PuBUO  BuM—Firti  Reading-^ 

Mcdwaj  Regulattoa  Act  Continaanoe*  (199)  ; 

TJ&tmtity  Elections  (Voting  Papon)*  (201) ; 

Cufifh  of  KUdare  •  (195) ;  Bank  of  Bombay  • 

(IH};  New  Zealand  (LegisUtiTo  Council)  «> 

(197) :  OmtttUr  Marriages  *  (198) ;  Bank  Holi- 

dsyi  and  Bills  of  Ezobango  *  (200) ;    Local 

Goftniment    Supplemental   (No.  8)*    (194); 

Priaoni (Scotland)  Administration  Acts  (Lanark- 

lidie)  Amendment  *  (202). 

Committet  —  Boundary  (170) ;  Judgments  Ezten- 

iioQ*(100). 
A;^  — Salmon  Fisheries   (Scotland)*  (203)  ; 

jedgments  Extension*  (160). 
Hard  Rtadmg  —  Drainage  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation*  (158);  Inolosure  (No.  2)* 
(159) ;  Local  GoTemment  Supplemental  (No.  4)* 
(1(5) :  Local  (xoTomment  Supplemental  (No.5)* 
(lM),attdjNi#«eif. 

ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 
THANKS  TO  DER  MAJESTY'S  FORGES. 

ICoMd.  That  the  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the 
Army  of  Abjannia  take  Precedence  of  the 
Orden  of  the  Day :  Agreed  to,  —  (The 
LordPrky  Seal.) 

T^  Easl  ov  MALMESBUBY  :  My 
Lords,  if  on  the  one  hand  I  feel  both  pride 
and  pleatare  at  finding  it  my  dnty  to  make 
to  jour  LordBhips  a  proposition  so  honour* 
able  alike  to  year  Lordships'  House  and  to 
those  to  whom  it  is  addressed,  on  the  other 
band  I  know  that  the  task  has  fallen  into 
bands  hardly  worthy  of  the  great  occasion, 
and  that  it  ought  to  have  fallen  to  some 
otber  of  your  Lordships  more  competent  to 
dsal  with  it  as  it  deserTCS.  Therefore  I 
mut  ask  your  indulgence  while  I  shortly 
pot  before  you  the  great  events  to  which 
tbialloUon  refers,  and  ask  your  Lordships 
to  consider  how  fair  and  just  it  is  to  do 
^oor  to  the  Army  of  England  and  also 
to  the  Nary  who  have  been  employed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this  occasion. 
Mj  Lords,  Sir  Robert  Napier  himself  says 
at  the  end  of  his  despatch  that  "  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  find  words  that  can  do  justice  to 
every  arm  of  the  service  which  has  been 
toiployed;''  and  if  he  finds  it  hard  to 
do  ao.  far  more  difficult  must  it  be  for  me — 
who  have  not  been  present  during  the  ope* 
ntions,  and  can  only  judge  of  them  by 
what  I  read  in  his  despatches— to  do  full 
raatice  to  the  forces  on  this  occasion.  And 
bers  in  passing  I  may  remark  that  the 
dcspatchea  of  Sir  Bobert  shew  that  the  use 
^  the  pen  is  aa  inseparable  from  the  name 
af  Napier  as  the  use  of  the  sword.    My 


Lords,  it  is  now  five  years  since  I  was  one 
of  the  first  ^if  not  the  first— to  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  what  was  passing 
in  Abyssinia.     That  is  a  long  period  for 
Englishmen  to  suffer  under  the  cruelties 
of  a  barbarous  savage  ;   but,  if  anyone  is 
ready  to  find  fault  with  our  forbearance 
during  that  long  time,  he  must  recollect 
that  it  is  always  the  duty  of  the  strong 
man  to  bear  patiently  with  the  weak,  and, 
until  his  insolence  becomes  intolerable,  to 
refrain  from  any  violent  measures.     But, 
my  Lords,  at  last  this  conduct  on  the 
part  of  King   Theodore  did  become  in- 
tolerable—intolerable to  the  feelings  of 
humanity,  and  intolerable  to  our  feelings 
of  honour  as  an  independent  country ;  and 
in  the  year  1867  my  noble  Eriend  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  being  then  Premier,  de- 
termined to  chastise   this    half-educated 
savage.     My  Lords,  in  this  he  was  sup- 
ported by  public  opinion;  and  although 
no  doubt  there  were  some  hesitation  and 
some  apprehension  entertained    both    in 
Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament  as  to  the 
difficulties  that  would  have  to  be  encoun- 
tered, and  as  to  the  success  of  the  Expedi- 
tion ;  yet  on  the  whole  the  country  received 
with  indulgence  all  that  the  Government 
intended  to  do,  and  displayed  tbe  same  spirit 
and  confidence  in  British  energy  which  it 
has  always  shown  on  like  occasions.     And, 
my  Lords,  no  confidence  of  that  sort  was 
ever  justified  more  completely  and  rapidly 
than  by  the  results  of  this  Expedition.  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  if  he  had  within  him — 
which  he  has  not— the  epigrammatic  bom- 
bast of  Italian  conquerors,  might  quote  the 
three  Latin  words  which  Cosar  used  to  des- 
cribe his  own  victory  ••  Veni,  vidi,  viei.*' 
He  might  have  done  so  had  his  nature  been 
the  same ;  but  I  need  only  allude  to  his 
despatches  to  show  how  modest  and  how 
simple  that  nature  is.     Well,  my  Lords, 
it  is  remarkable  that  this  Expedition  was 
crowned  with  a  rapidity  of  success  of  which 
I  think  there  is  hardly  anotber  instance. 
Lord  Stanley's  despatch  to  the  Emperor 
Theodore  informing  him  that  war  would  be 
declared  against  him  was  written  on  the 
16th  of  April,  1867,  and  on  the  13th  of 
April,  1868,  Magdala  was  taken  and  the 
Emperor  was  no  more.     Exactly  one  year 
passed  between  the  despatch  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  of  State,  threatening  Theodore 
with  the  vengeance  of  England,  and  the 
execution  of  that  vengeance.     Sir  Robert 
Napier  landed  on  the  Srd  of  January  at 
Zoulla,  and  in  exactly  100  days  finiriied 
the  war.    My  Lords,  I  need  hardly  say 
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more  in  favour  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
than  by  patting  that  simple  fact  before 
your  Lordships.  When  this  Expedition 
was  determined  upon  by  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  your  Lordships  are  aware  that 
the  Bombay  Government  was  intrusted 
with  the  management  of  the  whole  matter ; 
and,  taking  it  in  the  historical  order  of 
affairs,  I  must  say  that  great  credit  is  due 
to  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald,  who,  under  the 
advice  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  organized  the 
Expedition  in  Bombay.  Nothing  could 
have  been  done  with  more  sagacity,  with 
more  promptitude,  or  with  greater  judg- 
ment than  the  whole  arrangement  and  or- 
ganization of  this  Expedition  under  these 
two  able  men.  Many  of  your  Lordships 
have  known  Sir  Seymour  Fitzgerald  in 
this  country,  and  I  for  one  can  testify  to 
his  ability  and  industry  when  he  was 
under  me  in  the  Foreign  Office.  I  am. 
therefore,  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  credit 
he  has  gained  by  the  management  of  the 
arrangements  and  the  organization  of  the 
Expedition.  My  Lords,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  gave  full  powers  to  Sir  Robert 
Napier  to  act  in  every  respect  as  he  thought 
fit,  to  determine  as  he  pleased,  and  to  act 
entirely  upon  his  own  judgment;  and,  my 
Lords.  I  think  the  event  has  proved  how 
very  important  it  is  on  such  occasions,  when 
yuu  find  a  competent  man,  ^j^i  you  should 
give  him  as  much  liberty  ofliction  as  pos- 
sible. My  Lords,  the  composition  of  the 
army  was  very  remarkable.  It  consisted 
of  men  of  different  nations  and  of  different 
creeds.  There  were  Mahomedan  and  there 
were  Christian  troops  ;  there  were  Chris- 
tian Sepoys,  there  were  Beloochees  and 
Hindoostanees ;  but  this  army,  though  of 
such  different  materials,  was  bound  to- 
gether by  so  solid  a  chain  of  discipline  that 
throughout  the  whole  campaign  the  utmost 
cordiality  prevailed  in  every  part  of  the 
force.  Doubtless,  my  Lords,  we  owe  much 
of  this  cordiality  and  good  feeling  to  the 
character  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  who  com- 
manded them.  It  may  not  be  out  of  place  to 
mention  some  general  facts  respecting  the 
organization  of  the  Expedition,  indepen- 
dently of  the  troops.  There  were  23,600 
animals,  exclusively  of  forty -two  elephants, 
employed.  The  ships  of  various  sorts  num- 
bered 231,  with  a  tonnage  that  amounted 
altogether  to  209,600  tons.  And  when 
we  speak  of  the  forty-two  elephants  that 
were  employed,  we  cannot  help  observing 
that  no  such  use  has  been  made  of  those 
intelligent  and  magnificent  animals  since 
the  days  of  Hannibal.     In  India  they  are 

Th$  Earl  of  Malmibury 


used  in  a  champagne  oonntry,  and  more 
for  draught  than  carriage ;  but  in  this 
instance,  when  mortars  and  artillery  of 
18cwt.  were  put  upon  their  hacks,  they 
showed  an  activity  in  dimbing  thoie 
dangerous  and  slippery  paths  over  the 
mountains  that  astonished  even  the  Indiin 
officers  who  had  seen  them  at  work  in 
their  oirn  country. 

My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  Besaln* 
lutions  which  I  have  to  move,  and  I  think 
it  better  to  read  them  at  once.  My  Loidi^ 
I  propose  to  your  Lordships  to  renolve— 

"That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  dm 
to  Lieut. -General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  6.03^ 
G.C.S.I.,  for  the  esemplarj  Skill  with  whieh  ha 
planned  and  the  distinguished  Energy.  Co«m% 
and  Perseverance  with  which  he  conducted  ftt 
recent  Expedition  into  Abyssinia,  reiultjn^  ia tbe 
Defeat  by  Her  Mi^esty's  Forces  of  the  Amy  if 
King  Theodore  and  the  Vindication  of  the  Heom 
of  the  Country  by  the  Rescue  from  CaptlTity  if 
Her  Majesty's  Envoy  and  other  British  Subjsott^ 
and  by  the  Capture  and  Destruction  of  the  stmg 
Fortress  of  Magdala. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  givtn  (• 
Commodore  Heath,  R.N.,  C.B.,  for  the  indelu^ 
able  Zeal  and  great  Ability  with  which  be  ew* 
ducted  the  Naval  Operations  connected  with  th| 
Transport  of  the  Troops  and  Stores  upon  whiebthl 
Success  of  the  Expedition  materially  depended. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  flvfi  tf 
Mnjor-General  Sir  Charles  Staveley,  SLCJ^ 
Major-General  G.  Malcolm,  C.B.,  Mijor-GfiMnl 
E.  L.  Russell,  Brigadier-General  W.  Merewttkr. 
C.B.,  and  the  other  Officers  of  the  Navy  IM 
Army  for  the  Energy,  Gallantry,  and  Ability  viti 
which  they  have  executed  the  various  ServiM 
which  they  have  been  called  on  to  perfiwi 
throughout  these  arduous  Operations. 

"That  this  House  doth  highly  acknowledge  aaJ 
approve  the  Discipline,  Gallantry,  and  Eodoraaei 
displayed  by  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-ooaai^ 
sioned  Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Navy  and  Arafi 
both  European  and  Native,  during  these  Opfn^ 
tions  ;  and  that  the  same  be  signified  to  thsmlf 
their  respective  Commanding  (Moert." 

My  Lords,  I  think  no  further  tribats  of 
praise  need  be  paid  by  me  to  Sir  Bobfrt 
Napier  than  is  en^hodied  in  these  Betoli' 
tions;  hut,  passing  for  a  moment  the  othfC 
ofiScers  engaged,  I  will  ask  your  Lordshqpl 
to  recollect  that  General  Stareley  WI9 
the  officer  who  first  arranged  a  baif  4 
operations  at  Zoulla,  and  being  afterwardi 
sent  to  the  front,  commanded  the  troQ0 
that  fought  the  battle  in  front  of  Magdah^ 
and  was  present  at  its  capture.  Let  BH 
also  remind  your  Lordships  that  Qentnl 
Malcolm  had  command  of  the  chain  d 
communication  between  Zoulla  and  thf 
most  advanced  posts  of  the  army,  lai 
though  he  and  the  officers  under  hi^t 
were  not  present  at  the  taking  of  Ibg? 
dala,  yet  their  servicea  were  equally  vt* 
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portaot ;  tot  the  eommiinioalioa  ber^  was 
liie  tha  chain  attached  to  the  anchor  of  a 
ikip— if  one  link  were  brokeui  the  army, 
like  the  shipi  would  be  deatroyed  or  at 
IflMt  be  in  the  greatfoat  danger.  This 
oonmimiettion  was  maintained  with  the 
ntoMMt  pocrible  energy  and  intelligence, 
and  was  of  the  greateat  importance  in  se- 
vnxmg  the  safety  of  the  adTance.  And 
Bsir  I  would  also  mention  the  name  of 
Vsjer  Qenend  Bnsaell.  Sir  Bobert  Napier 
was  most  anxioua  that  he  shoold  reoei?e 
bj  osme  the  Thanks  of  Parliament  for  his 
isrricesy  and  Her  Majesty's  Goremmant 
have  thought  proper  to  yield  to  that  deaire. 
Uijor  General  Baasell  was  taken  from  his 

Sat  Aden  at  the  reijuest  of  Sir  Bobert 
.  ^ier,  who  speaks  of  bis  servicea  in  main- 
tsiaiog  the  base  of  operations  at  ZouUa  aa 
of  the  ipasatest  Taloe.  The  name  of  Bri* 
fidisr  Oeneral  Merewether  is  more  fami- 
liar to  yonr  Lordahipa.  From  the  Tory 
hegiimiiig,  and,  indeed,  before  the  £zpe- 
ditioa  landed,  he  showed  the  greatest  in- 
tsUigenoein  maintaining  what  are  called 
*' political  relations"  with  the  rarious 
tnbes  and  chiefs,  first  upon  the  coast  and 
sfterwards  inland  ;  and  Sir  Bobert  Ifapier 
iptaks  of  his  serricea  also  in  the  highest 
tirma.  l^or  ought  we  to  omit  the  great 
isnriess  of  the  navy  on  this  occasion.  The 
iimoes  of  Commodore  Heath  and  the 
other  offioers  employed  are  spoken  of  by 
Sir  Bobert  Napier  in  these  words — 

"  I  am  Tery  happ/  in  this  opportunity  of  Mjrioff 
^  eordially  Commodoro  Beath  baa  condaoteo 
^  atval  dstiea  of  tbo  Expedition  in  oonneotion 
*ah  tha  army.  Tbe  apirit  of  their  oommandor 
^  bera  emolated  by  tbe  offloen  and  men  of  the 
^7»I  Nivy  ander  hit  orders.  Tbe  labour  under 
&  W  Mm  of  binding  suppliei  and  water,  and  re- 
''^Mimg  troops,  followers,  and  eattle  baa  never, 
^  a  riagle  day,  eeaaed  sinee  the  anifal  of  the 
te  tfM^ort  in  Anneal^  Bay.  .  .  .  Greatly, 
t^  uv  we  indebted  to  Captain  Tryon,  R.N.,  the 
"W»  Bireetor  of  TraniporU." 

I  nay  also  mention  the  name  of  Captain 
B^a.  of  Her  Majesty's  ship  SaietMe,  who 
Tsadsisd  moat  nseful  assistance  in  snperin- 
Un^hg  the  distillation  of  water  for  the 
■nay.  In  that  country  it  is  impossible  in 
^  dry  season  to  find  a  sufficient  quan- 
%  of  water  for  the  troops,  and  the  dis- 
tillatton  of  water,  therefore,  became  a  point 
^nat  importanoe.  Not  the  least  agree- 
^  part  of  my  task  is  to  ask  your  Lord- 
^ips  to  acknowledge  the  discipline  and 
pUaatry  of  the  Petty  Officers,  Non-com- 
■iaioaed  Officers,  and  Men  of  the  Army 
>ad  Navy.  No  campaign  ever  showed 
eon^ieajaiialy  the  energy  of  British 


troops,  and  their  constancy  in  enduring 
the  privationa  and  oyerooming  the  nat^pral 
difficulties  of  the  country.  Their  labours 
were  immense.  Sir  Bobert  Napier  in  his 
despatch  describes  them  as  all  working 
with  the  spade,  every  regiment  being 
furnished  with  tools  ;  and  I  think  we 
shall  never  again  hear,  as  we  have  so  often 
heard  before,  that  the  English  soldier  can 
only  fight,  but  cannot  dig,  and  is  incapable 
of  Growing  up  intrenchments  like  the  sol- 
diers of  other  armies.  Again,  the  march 
of  the  45th  Regiment  is  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary  on  record.  Haviug  been 
detained  in  the  rear,  and  being  anxious  to 
come  as  soon  ^  possible  to  the  front,  they 
marched  300  miles  in  twenty-four  days, 
a^d  accomplished  seventy  miles  in  four 
days  over  a  pass  10,500  feet  high.  The 
exploits  of  the  cavalry  appear  to  be 
equally  admirable.  We  can  easily  under- 
stand what  a  difficult  country  Abyssinia 
ia  for  horses  ;  and  yet  Sir  Bobert  Napier 
described  the  manner  in  which  the  cavalry 
behaved  as  most  extraordinary  considering 
the  obstacles  they  had  to  encounter  in 
such  a  mountainous  country.  I  have 
mentioned  the  names  of  the  gallant  Qe- 
nerals  who  have  led  our  troops  to  victory ; 
and  i  should  now  like  to  mention  two 
names  of  another  class  in  our  force — the 
names  of  Drummer  M'Guire,  and  Private 
Bergin  of  the  33rd  Regiment,  who  were 
the  first  two  men  at  the  storming  of 
Magdala.  Nor  was  the  humanity  and 
good  conduct  of  the  troops  throughout  the 
Expedition  inferior  to  their  courage  and 
endurance.     Sir  Bobert  Napier  says — 

'*  Not  a  single  oomplaint  has  been  made  against 
a  soldier  of  having  injured  or  willoily  molested 
either  property  or  person." 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  that  of  any 
army  in  Europe  or  in  any  other  part  of 
the  world  oould  tbe  same  be  said.  As 
your  Lordships  are  aware,  Magdala  waa 
taken,  and  finding  himself  in  a  des- 
perate condition — believing,  perhaps,  that 
the  aame  cruelty  which  he  had  inflicted 
on  others  woi^ld  be  exercised  towards 
him  —  this  savage  King  put  an  end  to 
his  life  with  his  own  hand.  The  atro- 
cities he  had  perpetrated  were  such  that 
I  think  there  cannot  be  a  single  person 
who  would  extend  to  him  the  slightest 
compassion.  The  cruelties  he  committed 
within  three  days  of  his  death  are  too 
horrible  to  be  repeated  ;  but,  if  anybody 
doubts  that  the  monster  was  unfit  to  lire, 
he  has  only  to  study  the  first  part  of  the 
Papers  laid  on  yonr  Lordships'  Table,  and 
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I  would  refer  more  particularly  to  page 
690  for  a  description  of  horrors  almost 
incredible.  I  believe  that,  here  and  there, 
it  has  been  objected  that,  when  once  King 
Theodore  had  given  up  the  captives,  an 
attack  on  Magdala  was  unnecessary.  It 
has  been  suggested,  no  doubt  from  kindly 
motives  of  humanity,  that  Sir  Robert 
Napier  might  have  accepted  the  submission 
of  Theodore  instead  of  deciding  to  storm 
his  fortress,  and  in  this  way  put  an  end 
to  his  existence.  But  there  can  be  no 
greater  mistake  than  to  suppose  that  such 
a  course  would  have  been  pursued  with- 
out risk  of  very  great  misfortune.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  almost  certain  that  if  he 
had  been  left  there  with  the  whole  or  with 
any  considerable  part  of  his  army  still 
under  his  command,  when  we  had  begun 
our  retreat  in  that  very  difficult  country 
— a  retreat  almost  as  arduous  as  the  ad- 
vance, except  that  we  then  had  to  make 
no  roads — the  King,  with  the  little  faith 
to  be  found  in  barbarian  rulers,  would 
have  attacked  or  have  harrassed  our  troops 
as  long  as  he  could  have  done  so.  There 
was  another  reason  why  Sir  Robert 
Napier  could  not  adopt  such  a  course — 
namely,  that  in  his  advance  he  had  ob- 
tained the  support  of  the  chiefs  of  the 
country  on  the  understanding,  and  a 
thoro\igh  confidence  on  their  side,  that  he 
would  put  an  end  to  the  tyranny  of  King 
Theodore,  who  was  as  hateful  to  them  as 
he  was  to  ourselves.  We  should,  there- 
fore, have  broken  faith  with  those  chiefs 
who  supported  us  in  our  advance  to  Mag- 
dala if  we  had  not  destroyed  the  power  of 
Theodore.  One  more  criticism  has  been 
made  very  often  during  the  progress  of  the 
Expedition  by  amateur  soldiers,  and  that  is 
that  it  was  extravagantly  large.  Now,  I 
think,  that  even  if  you  had  not  received  the 
statement  of  Sir  Robert  Napier  himself  to 
the  effect  that  he  had  not  one  man  too 
many,  it  would  still  have  been  evident 
that,  looking  at  the  long  chain  of  com- 
munication, extending  over  400  miles 
through  that  difficult  country,  from  the 
coast  to  Magdala,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  have  employed  a  smaller  force 
with  a  fair  prospect  of  success,  or  to  listen 
to  suggestions  made  that  the  prisoners 
might  have  been  rescued  with  a  couple  of 
flying  squadrons  of  cavalry.  That  has  now 
been  shown  to  have  been  wholly  imprac- 
ticable. I  will  allude  to  one  point  more, 
and  that  is  the  very  small  loss  of  life  which 
has  occurred  during  these  operations.  In 
other  wars,  we  know  how  heavy  has  been 
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what  18  called  "  the  bntohei^a  bill,"  and  wa 
know  what  numbers  have  generally  perished 
by  the  sword  and  by  diaease.  Bat  then 
seems  to  have  been  a  special  Providence 
over  this  army,  and  it  is  not  unbecoming 
to  say  that  the  justice  of  our  cause  and 
the  crimes  which  called  for  punishnwDt 
from  us  may  have  brought  upon  our  army 
the  Divine  blessing,  without  which  so 
science  and  no  gallantry  will  avail.  The 
army  feels,  and  justly  feels,  that  a  debt  d 
gratitude  is  due  to  the  illuBtrious  Dake 
who  sits  upon  the  cross-Benches.  All  are 
aware  of  the  assistance  he  rendered,  aol 
the  zeal  he  showed  in  prosecating  Uui 
Expedition  to  a  successful  end ;  and  I 
have  myself  heard  the  strongest  ezpm* 
sions  of  the  value  of  his  co-operation.  It 
is  with  pride  and  pleasure  I  hand  thsM 
Resolutions  to  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  and 
I  am  assured  they  will  be  accepted  hf 
your  Lordships  with  the  same  readineM 
and  satisfaction  that  I  feel  in  propoeiig 
them. 

The  Resolutions  having  been  read  bj 
The  LoBO  Chancellob, 

Eabl  RUSSELL :  My  Lords,  it  gnsi 
me  great  pleasure  to  second  the  MotioB 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  proposed,  and  t» 
express  my  concurrence  in  all  the  remaili 
he  has  made.     The  noble  Earl  has  stated 
that  on  the  16th  of  April,  1867,  the  B^ 
pedition  was  resolved  upon,  and  that  es 
the  Idth  of  April  last  Magdala  was  takes; 
and  I  may  add  that  on  the  2nd  of  Job 
we  have  the  Expedition  wholly  completaii 
and  we  have  welcomed  on  his  return  thi 
gallant  General  by  whom  it  was  so  sUf 
commanded  and  have  now  only  to  toU 
our  thanks  to  our  officers  and  troops.te 
their  successful  conduct  of  the  enterptW 
My  Lords,  I  quite  agree  with  the  nobtf 
Earl  that  it  was  right  to  show  forbearanei 
before  we  resorted  to  the  dreadful  isMS 
of  war  and   the  uncertainty  of  militsif 
operations  in  an  unknown  and  inhospitaUf 
country.     I,  therefore,  think  it  was  lighl 
to  postpone  until  the  time  when  the  Res^' 
tion  was  taken  the  determination  to  under- 
take this  Expedition :  and  I  also  think  thai 
determination  was  come  to  exactly  at  tht 
right  time,  when  forbearance  had  readwi  ' 
its  utmost  limits,  and  there  was  nothiaf-; 
left  for  us  to   do  but  to  vindicate  As 
honour  of  the  country.     We  can  all  rejouS' 
now  that  that  honour  has  been  vindieslel, 
in  so  triumphant  manner.     The  noble  bui 
referred,  in  the  next  place,  to  the  prepan* 
tions  that  were  made  for  the  ^pedition} 
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and  I  think  that  to  all  the  Departments 
chT  the  GoTemment  that  were  concerned — 
to  the  Forei^  Office,  which  carried  on 
the  eommunications  with    the    Emperor 
Iheodoie;    to    the    Indian   Departmenti 
which  was  charged  with  the  neceBsary 
piepaiations ;    to    the  War  Department, 
and  to  the  Department  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief—  the  Thanks  of  this  House  and  of 
the  whole  country  are  due  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  performed  the  duties  that 
ierolved  apon  them.     Theni  again,  when 
the  Commander-in-Chief  was  to  he  named, 
UiA  OoTemment  acted  at  once  with  pru- 
fanee  and  justice;  for,  having  ascertained 
bom  authentic  sources  the  character  of 
Bir  Robert  Napier,  they  selected  him  and 
confided  to  his  discretion  the  details  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  Expedition  was 
to  be  carried  out.      Next   we  have  to 
admire,  throngh  the  period  over  which  the 
Expedition  has  extended,   the    harmony 
fiiat  has  prevailed  among  all  the  Depart- 
nwnta  of  the  Army  concerned  in  carrying 
en   the   operations.      The  infantry,   the 
eavalry,  the  artillery,  the  transport  corps, 
and  the  pioneers  all  acted  in  harmony,  and 
perlbfmed  their  duties  in  such  a  manner 
la  to  contribute  to  the  achievement  of  the 
gnat  reaalt.      And  what    is    it    which 
moght  to  bear  upon  bodies  of  men  of 
ttai  kind  of  many  different  nations,  and 
tftined  in  very  different  schools,  distributed 
cisra  long  tract  of  country — some  of  them 
Iitives  of  it — makes  them  all  act  in  bar* 
«my,  and  with   that   common    purpose 
vlttdi  conduces  to  success  ?     It  is  due  to 
ths  influence  of  the  single  mind  which 
MB&umds;  and  in  this  case  it  was  the 
Amcter  of  the  man  at  the  head  of  the 
edition  which  produced  harmony,  in- 
filed  confidence  in  all  who  followed  him, 
Md  made  them  confide  at  once  in  his  de- 
!<UoQi,  and  do  all  in  their  power  to  carry 
Mlds  purposes.     I  need  not  enter  into 
ttyof  the  details  of  the  Expedition,  be- 
•  Sir  Bobert  Napier  has  narrated  in 
ft^ttoit  simple,  the  most  modest,  and,  at 
ftsiuie  time,  in  the  clearest  language 
>D  the  operations  which  he  directed.     I 
ViD  only   say  that   to  all  the  brilliant 
iduerements  of  the  British  Army  in  times 
||Mt,  I  am  glad  that  we  have  in  our  times 
Wisd  one  other  not  lees  brilliant;    that 
\H  Wve  added  another  to  the  roll  of  those 
Ei  which  carry  our  military  fame  over 
I  world.    There  might  have  been  greater 
tllcBltiea  to  overcome;  there  might  have 
greater  obstacles  to  be  surmounted  ; 
lim  iimji  be  some  gallant  officers  and  some 
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brave  men  who  may  lament  that  the  re- 
sistance was  not  greater,  that  there  were 
not  more  military  exploits  to  be  performed, 
and  that  there  was  no  long  siege  to  be 
undertaken  ;  but,  for  my  own  part,  when 
I  consider  the  purpose  for  which  this  Ex- 
pedition was  undertaken,  I  think  it  a  mer« 
ciful  interposition  of  Providence  that  no 
cruel  act  was  committed  against  the  pri- 
soners to  induce  us  to  prolong  the  cam- 
paign, which  was  undertaken  with  the 
desire  to  carry  it  no  further  than  was  ne- 
cessary to   effect  their  release.      I   feel 
quite  sure^and  every  man  in  this  country 
feels  quite  sure — that,  whatever  number 
of  assailants  had  come  against  the  British 
Army,  whatever  difficulties  of  marching 
they  had  had  to  surmount,  their  courage 
and  their  endurance  would  have  overcome 
them  all.    I  must  say  we  ought  to  be 
most  thankful  that  this  Army,  without 
having  had  such  obstacles  to  surmount, 
has  succeeded  in  rescuing  the  unfortunate 
men  and  women  who  had  been  so  long 
kept  in  captivity,  and  that  it  has  returned 
to  this  country  without  great  loss  of  life 
by  climate  or  by  war.     With  regard  to 
the  last  catastrophe  of  the  war,  it  is  a 
happy  thing  the  Emperor  Theodore  did 
not  attempt  any  further  retreat;  and.  as 
for  the  loss  of  his  life,  I  must  say  it  is  a 
benefit  to  mankind  that  such  an   odious 
monster  should  be  removed  from  the  world. 
I  therefore  beg  permission  most  cordially 
and  heartily  to  second  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl.     This  Motion  concerns  only 
the  military  and  naval  autliorities,  who 
were  engaged  in   the  war,  all  of  whom 
deserve  the  Thanks  proposed  to  be  given 
to  them ;  and  although  it  does  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Vote  of  Thanks, 
I  may  add  that  I  think  the  Government 
— for  the  determination  they  took,  for  the 
time  at  which  they  took  it,  and  for  the 
preparations  they  made  for  the  Expedition, 
deserve  the  acknowledgments  of  the  House 
and  the  country. 

The  Dttke  of  CAMBKIDGE  :  My 
Lords,  your  Lordships  may  naturally  and 
reasonably  expect  that  I  should  address 
some  observations  to  the  House  on  this 
subject,  and  I  do  so  with  a  satisfaction 
which  is  rarely  experienced,  because  I 
believe  I  may  say,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  in  the  whole  course  of  this 
Expedition  there  has  not  been  a  single 
military  step  taken,  which  may  not  be 
considered  a  success  and  a  triumph.  I 
admit  that  these  are  strong  terms,  which 
may  be  thought  to  have  a  more  appro- 
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priate  application  to  those  stirring  and 
brilliant  military  exploits  which  have  often 
illustrated  our  history;  but  the  triumph 
which  has  been  achieved  in  the  ease  of 
this  Expedition  is  the  result  of  sustained 
energy    and    unremitting    endurance,   as 
well  as  of  courage;  and  may,  therefore, 
claim  its  own  special  distinction.     From 
the    gallant    General,   who    commanded, 
down  to  the  youngest  drummer,  there  has 
not  been  one  man  in  the  Army,  who,  from 
the  day  he  landed  to  the  day  he  re-em- 
barked, did  not  devote  his  whole  energies, 
physical  and  mental,  to  the  service  of  his 
country.     Success  has  been  achieved  in  a 
most  remarkable  degree ;  and  that  success 
has  been  achieved  by  overcoming  difficul- 
ties,  and   by  contending  with    dangers, 
which  nobody  foresaw  to  the  extent  which 
were  afterwards  encountered.     I  have  ob- 
served it  has  been  occasionally  said  that 
the  General  might  have  been  more  rapid 
in  his  movements,  and  more  pressing  in 
his  attack ;  but,  so  far  from  that  being 
a  charge  against  him,  it  is  a  proof  of  bis 
talent  and  capacity,  that  he  did  not  listen 
to  advice  —  the  very  natural  advice  —  of 
those  who  were  not  so  cognizant  as  he  was 
of  the  nature  of  what  he  had  to  do  ;  and 
that  he  was  not  to  be  so  far  carried  away 
as  to  attempt  that  which  he  was  not  as- 
sured  he   could   accomplish,   but  would 
wait  until  the  moment  arrived  when  he 
knew  he  could  attain  his  object,  and  then 
strike  a  blow  with  vigour.     It  is  to  the 
exercise  of  this   discretion  we   owe  the 
happy  result  of  the  Expedition.      Such, 
in  few  words,  are  the  qualities  that  have 
given  distinction  to  the  General  who  car* 
ried  on  these  operations,  whose  anxiety 
of  mind  must  have  been  great.    At  various 
stages  of  his  advance  he  found  himself 
called  upon  to  diminish  the  comforts  of 
the  troops,  to  diminish  their  rations,  to  dis- 
pense with  camp  followers,  and  to  leave 
behind  various  stores  and  necessaries  or- 
dinarily carried  by  an  Army  ;  and  these 
sacrifices  were  made  in  order  to  attain  the 
object  in  view ;  and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  think  he  has  attained  it  with  no  more 
bloodshed  than  in  the  performance  of  strict 
duty  he  was  called  upon  to  incur.    I  know 
it  has  been  said  he  ought  not  to  have  done 
more  than  rescue  the  prisoners,  and  that 
having  obtained  them,  he  ought  to  have 
retired,  without  making  any  further  de- 
mand.   But  I  venture  to  think  your  Lord- 
ships will  agree  with  me  in  saying  that  as 
a  General,  he  could  not  have  done  that. 
As  it  was,  even  after  the  death  of  Theodore, 
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and  the  destmetion  of  Ifagdday  and  the 
dispersion  of  the  followers  of  Theodmrey 
there  was  considerable  diffionlty  in  pro- 
tecting the  return  of  the  Army  from  titt 
dangerous  and  wild  tribes  of  the  coantry 
through  which  it  had  to  pass.     If  thers- 
fore.  Sir  Robert  Napier  bad  not  stmck  tbi 
blow  home — if  I  may  nse  the  expression— 
if  he  had  not  entirely  broken  up  the  nest 
of  robbers  who  had  recognized  the  antho- 
rity  of  Theodore,  it  is  to  be  supposed  tfait 
the  forces  might  have  been  ezposisd  to  fsrr 
serious  dangers,  which  might  hare  resoltn 
in  the  General  returning  with  a  shatteicd, 
instead  of  a  perfect  army.    It  was,  tliei»* 
fore,   necessary  that   Sir  Robert  Kapisr 
should   do  what   he  did    before  he  n^ 
traced  his  steps.     It  has  been  commentel 
upon   as  singular  that    the    fbroe   soat 
to  Abyssinia  was  not  under  the  imme- 
diate control  of  the  Government  Depart- 
ments of  this  country,  but  was  wood 
under  the  Indian   Government.      Wta 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  me  flu 
honour  to  consult  me  as  to  how  thavar 
should  be  conducted,  and  asked  me  ftr  of 
opinion  on  the  subject,  I  could  not  for  s 
moment  hesitate  to  say  that  one  thing  WH 
quite  clear — namely,  that  the  Govemmiii 
must  allow  the  Expedition  to  be  plamHl 
by  one  authority  and  one  authority  ool|b 
The  question  then  arose  as  to  what  tby. 
authority  should  be — whether  it  should  hi 
at  home  or  in  India.     My  Lords,  I  t*' 
tured  to  suggest  that  it  should  be  in  Indii^ 
and  for  the  simple  reason  that  an  exfA 
tion  of  that  kind  could  not  be  undntatej 
without  employing  a  very  large  proportNa] 
of  Indian  troops.     It  was,  thereforo^  wtm 
more  reasonable  and  wise  that  the  wbAj 
conduct  of  this  war  should  be  in  the 
of  an  Indian  authority,  instead  of 
confided  to  anyone  at  home.     Moi 
and  perhaps  this  is  the  moat  imj 
point  of  all — it  had  been  dedded 
Majesty's   Government  that    Sir 
Napier  was  to  have  the  aupreme 
of  the  Expedition ;  and  it  therefine 
peered  to  me  that  there  ooidd  be  no 
that  the  General  officer  who  was  to 
mand  the  Expedition  was  the  proper 
son  to  have  the  sole  and  undiTided 
sibility  of  making  all  the  requisite  < 
ments.    I  think  the  result  of  this 
ment — if  I  may  so  term  it— ahoold 
lesson  to  us.   It  is  quite  evident  that 
any  great  operation  of  war  ia  being  pi 
you  must  place  the  greatest  relianoe  ia 
officer  upon  whom  you  intend  to  oonte 
honour  of  oommandinf  the  troops. 


4S5  7(M9f  l%imb  io  (July  2,  186B)         Eer  Mafdit^i  ForcM.        486 


e0V»,  it  18  natural,  and,  indeed,  essential, 
fbt  he  should  act  in  cordial  co-operation 
with  fte  aathorities ;  but  it  is  above  all 
eHential  that  he  shoidd  be  the  ruling  and 
directing  spirit  of  the  operations— that 
^ey  thoold  take  their  impress  from  him, 
snd  be  will  be  stimulated  to  the  exercise 
of  his  best  energies  by  the  knowledge 
tint  io  the  eyent  of  failure  the  responsibi- 
h'ty  will  be  his.  Depend  upon  it  that  is 
the  proper  way  to  conduct  such  a  military 
opmtion,  and  I  do  hope  that  the  lesson 
wfaiefa  we  have  learnt  upon  this  occasion 
will  not  be  lost  upon  us  should  it  hereafter 
become  necessary  to  undertake  an  ezpedi- 
iion  of  a  similar  kind.  I  wish  also  to 
point  oat  that  the  Expedition  has  shown 
OS  bow  necessary  it  is  to  keep  in  a  state  of 
sficieney  certain  establishments,  without 
whieb  the  Army  cannot  act.  It  is  a  very 
ranariuible  circumstance  that  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  contest  we  were  all  of  us 
— incloding,  1  believe,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
nrament,  and  certainly  myself — consider- 
•bly  tdamed  that  the  delay  consequent 
npon  onr  want  of  transport  would  render 
it  doobtfnl  whether  the  Expedition  could 
be  broogbt  to  a  close  with  safety.  There 
wsi  no  transport  corps  in  India  at  all,  and 
ibereiore  everything  had  to  be  improvised. 
I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  mention 
tbat  at  a  more  distant  period  I  experienced 
tbe  Mune  inconvenience ;  and  it  is  evident 
tbit  if  we  do  not  keep  up  at  least  the 
nodeoi  of  a  transport  establishment  in 
tioie  of  peace  we  shall  find  it  very  difficult 
nddenly  to  improvise  one  in  time  of  war. 
Tbe  zeal,  however,  with  which  the  officers 
of  the  Indian  Army  worked  in  order  to 
fonn  tn  efficient  transport  corps  was  quite 
t^Mksble.  Sir  Robert  Napier  told  me 
this  morning,  when  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
*bsking  hands  with  him,  how  zealously 
the  officers  of  the  transport  corps,  brought 
together  from  every  part  of  India,  worked 
to  produce  Uiose  results  on  which  we  are 
BOW  able  to  congratulate  ourselves.  He 
told  me  of  one  officer,  whom  he  met  at 
Zoolla,  wearing  a  "  wide  awake,' ^  and 
looking  extremely  tattered  and  shattered, 
hot  whose  only  object  was  to  get  his  forty 
or  fifty  mules  to  the  proper  place.  Any 
<Aoer  of  the  British  Army  would,  I  am 
^ut^  be  willing,  in  order  to  promote  the 
*^cceti  of  an  expedition,  to  enter  into 
•prices  which  were  somewhat  different 
vom  the  duties  of  the  special  corps  to 
tkich  they  may  happen  to  belong.  I  am 
ttrtain  that  every  officer,  from  the  highest 
^  the  lowest,  has  worked  very  hard  in  this 


Abyssinian  Expedition.  To  add  anything 
to  what  has  been  already  said  of  the  con- 
duct of  Sir  Bobert  Napier  would  be  quite 
superfluous  on  my  part ;  but  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  saying  that  this  distinguished 
man,  who  has  shown  himself  so  competent 
to  command  and  to  express  in  suitable 
terms  the  exploits  of  the  force  under  his 
orders,  is  at  the  same  time  one  of  the  most 
simple,  modest,  and  unassuming  men  I 
ever  met.  After  seeing  him  this  morning, 
the  impression  left  on  my  mind  is  that  he 
is  an  officer  who  thought  nothing  of  him« 
self,  and  everything  of  the  troops  under 
his  command.  I  hope  I  may  be  also  per- 
mitted to  say  that  while  I  share  in  the 
feeling  of  your  Lordships  with  regard  to 
the  ability  of  Sir  Bobert  Napier,  and  the 
high  merits  of  Commodore  Heath,  Majoir 
Qeneral  Sir  Charles  Staveley,  Major  Gene- 
ral Malcolm,  Major  General  Russell,  Bri« 
gadier  General  Merewether,  and  the  other 
Officers,  I  cannot  but  express  my  admira- 
tion of  the  extraordinary  determination, 
endurance,  and  tigour  displayed*  by  the 
Non-oommissioned  Officers  and  Men,  many 
of  whom  were  Natives.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  these  Native  troops  really 
vied  with  the  European  troops  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duty.  They  performed 
their  duty  as  conscientiously  and  as  well 
as  the  Europeans,  and  I  am  sure  that  both 
Natives  and  Europeans  richly  deserve  their 
share  of  that  praise  and  commendation 
which  your  Lordships,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  country  have  bestowed  upon 
the  Officers.  In  reference  to  the  very 
slight  assistance  which  I  may  have  given 
to  the  Expedition,  I  can  only  say  that  I 
certainly  did  my  best  to  give  it  every 
support  in  my  power,  and  that  in  doing  so 
I  received  the  cordial  support  and  assist- 
ance of  all  the  Department  with  which  I 
had  occasion  to  communicate. 

Thx  Eabl  of  LONGFORD :  My  Lords, 
though  this  Expedition  was  planned  and 
the  troops  were  supplied  by  the  authorities 
in  India,  yet  there  were  certain  supplemen- 
tary services  which  were  rendered  by  the 
Departments  under  the  control  of  the  War 
Office,  and  which  have  been  recognized 
by  Sir  Robert  Napier  in  his  despatches. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  Topographical 
Department,  which  has  constructed  from 
very  scanty  materials  an  excellent  map  of 
the  country.  The  Royal  Engineers  also 
sent  out  a  body  of  instructed  men~  tele- 
graphers, signallers,  photographers,  and 
well  sinkers,  whose  services  were  of  the 
utmost  value,  while  the  Arsenal  at  Wool* 
R  3 
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wich  designed  and  constnioied  two  small 
batteries  of  artillery.  An  order  was  like- 
wise received  at  Woolwich  to  provide 
8,000  baggage  animals  for  delivery  at 
Suez  in  the  short  space  of  three  months. 
From  our  experience  in  the  Crimea  it 
was  at  least  doubtful  whether  they  could 
be  supplied  in  the  specified  time  ;  but, 
nevertheless,  the  task  was  undertaken, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  zeal  of  the  va- 
rious officers,  successfully  accomplished. 
I  regret  to  say,  however,  that  one  valu- 
able life  was  lost.  Colonel  Clark  Kennedy, 
who  was  sent  to  Egypt  to  superintend 
the  arrangements,  died  of  a  disease  which 
was  caused,  or,  at  any  rate,  greatly  aggra- 
vated by  the  anxiety  consequent  upon 
the  duties  which  he  had  to  perform.  He 
was  an  officer  of  high  reputation,  and 
had  served  with  distinction  in  India  and 
China,  and  was  as  much  distinguished  by 
his  energy  and  activity  in  peace  as  in 
war,  and  was  doubtless  known  to  many 
of  your  Lordships  on  account  of  the  active 
part  he  had  taken  in  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment. As  the  representative  in  this 
House  of  the  Department  with  which  I 
am  connected,  I  beg  to  add  my  cordial 
congratulations  to  the  gallant  General  and 
to  the  forces  under  his  orders,  and  I  will 
add  the  expression  of  my  sympathy  for  the 
relations  of  those  —  fortunately  few  in 
number — who  have  lost  their  lives  in  the 
Expedition.  In  India,  when  it  was  re- 
ported that  the  troops  would  be  furnished 
from  one  Presidency,  the  troops  in  the 
other  Presidencies  also  at  once  remon- 
strated and  claimed  to  have  a  share  in  the 
glory  and  the  danger  of  the  undertaking. 
In  this  country  also,  the  moment  the  Ex- 
pedition was  announced,  the  public  De- 
partments were  besieged  by  eager  appli- 
cants who  wished  to  join  the  Expedition 
in  different  capacities.  A  force  animated 
with  such  a  spirit  could  hardly  fail  to 
succeed.  To  ourselves — the  Members  of 
Parliament  —  it  has  been  suggested  that 
such  an  occasion  as  this  has  also  its  moral. 
The  incidents  of  a  military  campaign,  the 
'  calculation  of  forces,  the  preparation  for 
attack  and  defence,  the  sagacity  of  the 
leader  who  foresees  success,  and  the  en- 
durance of  the  rank  and  file,  which  enable 
him  to  retrieve  a  disaster  are  re-produced 
in  the  circumstances  of  political  life — 
namely,  in  the  discussion  and  the  conduct 
of  public  affairs  in  a  powerful  and  free 
State ;  and  when  we  assemble  here  to  pay 
such  honour  as  we  can  pay  to  those  who 
have  been  mighty  in  war,  and  to  offer  the 
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thanks  of  Parliament  to  the  General  and 
those  under  his  command  who  have  sue- 
cessfuUy  conducted  a  difficult  enterprise, 
we  may  bear  in  mind  that  men  will  ftUov 
us  who  will  inquire  with  a  keen  semtiny 
how  we  have  conducted  onreelves  in  the 
campaign  of  the  national  life. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLEN  BOROUGH :  Ky 
Lords,  I  beg  leave  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  Motion.  I  desire  to  be  allowed  to 
offer  the  tribute  of  my  congratulations  to 
the  Commander  of  this  Expedition,  the 
English  troops  acting  under  him,  and  aho 
— the  more  particularly  because  of  the  in- 
terest  I  have  always  taken  in  the  In^^ 
Army — to  the  soldiers  of  the  Indian  Armj 
who  took  so  prominent  a  part  in  tins 
achievement.  Hy  Lords,  you  will  reooL 
lect  that  I  expressed  an  opinion  that  tbii 
Expedition  ought  not  to  have  been  usd» 
taken.  1  did  so  because  I  thought  tiii 
risks  greatly  exceeded  the  obanoes  of  mo- 
cess.  I  pointed  out  that  the  troops  en- 
gaged in  the  Expedition  would  have  to 
maintain  a  line  of  communication  neei^ 
400  miles  in  length,  between  the  poiot 
of  basis  on  the  coast  ftt>m  which  their 
supplies  were  to  be  received  and  the  pdol 
of  actual  attack  ;  and  that  there  wonk  be 
great  difficulties  arising  from  the  chanetei 
of  the  population  and  the  natare  of  the 
country  generally.  Every  danger  that  I 
anticipated  has  been  encountered  byotf 
troops.  Indeed,  my  Lords,  the  ooonlV 
has  proved  to  be  more  difficult,  the  elh 
stacles  to  the  advance  of  our  troops  bM 
been  more  serious,  the  embarrassmentiii; 
respect  of  transport  have  been  greater,  tf^i 
the  supply  of  water  has  been  more  eotfVj 
thani  had  ventured  to  suggest.  In  fset;M;' 
one  can  read  the  despatches  without  Mi*< 
ing  that  sometimes— even  up  to  slflM'' 
the  last  moment — the  Army  was  in 
greatest  peril.  It  is  because  I  wtt  8 
keenly  alive  to  the  difficulties  of  the  etf^v 
paign,  that  I  can  now  regard  the  resatt'] 
the  Expedition  with  feelings  of  peibi(j' 
greater  satisfaction  than  those  enterteiri; 
by  your  Lordships  who  did  not  B^uurejj^; 
my  apprehensions ;  and  that  I  feel,  tj^jj 
am  entitled  to  feel,  greater  pride  and; 
faction  at  the  triumphant  sucoess 
by  our  arms.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
Abyssinian  Expedition  has  noparalkl 
history.  In  all  previous  oampaigns 
contest  was  between  man  and  man ; 
perhaps,  frequent  difficulties  arising 
the  nature  of  the  oountrj,  but  dir 
which  had  to  be  aurmounted  by 
parties.    But  this  was  a  contest^  not  wi»l 
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aiaa,  bat  with  Natare— a  oontest  waged 
ibr  400  miles.    I  know  nothing  in  history 
to  be  compared  with  the  difficulties  which 
the  troops  in  this  campaign  oyeroame  with 
such  spirit  and  determination.     I  believe 
that  tbia  campaign  entitles  those  engaged 
in  it  to  the  highest  praise  which  can  be 
gireo  to  soldiers.     My  Lords,  I  remember 
the  Bake  of  Wellington   telling    me  on 
ooe  oocasion  that  the  British  Indian  Army 
vhea  he  knew  it  came  nearer  to  his  idea 
of  what  the  Boman  Legion  was  than  any 
irmj  he  had  ever  seen.     I  am  glad  that 
on  this  occasion  the  British  Indian  Army 
baa  maintained   its  reputation   of  those 
daja.    I  recollect  that  in  one  of  those  ac- 
eoants  which   from  time    to  time  were 
iorniahed  by  priyate  hands  and  published 
m  the  newspapers  this  fact  particularly 
atraek  me— that  in  the  attack  on  Magdala 
the  Beloebees  behsTcd  so  well  that  they 
reed?ed  loud   cheers    from  the    British 
Army.    Ify  Lords,  in  those  cheers  I  hear 
the  death  knell  of  the  memory  of  the 
ladian  mutiny;   because  I  belieye  that 
heoeeforthin  the  recollection  of  common 
Mnjeea  and  common  efforts  the  British 
soldier  and  the  Indian  soldier  will  once 
more  feel  for  each  other  those  feelings  of 
brotherhood  which  made  the  two  armies, 
vhea  formerly  thus  united,  inyincible.     I 
trast,  my  Lords,  that  everything  will  be 
done  to  improve  the  organization  of  the 
KatiTc  Army,  and  that  they  will  not  be 
left  to  want  the  means  of  transport,  with, 
out  which  an  army  is  useless.    I  trust  the 
gnatest  care  will  be  taken  to  establish  an 
fffni  i$  carpif  so  that  the  soldiers  and  the 
ofioera  may  know  one  another  and  grow 
old  together.     I  hope,  also,  that  in  the 
^*>tment  of  the  Native  troops  every  con- 
^deration  will  be  given  to  their  religious 
6diogs  and   their   laws  of  caste.     We 
>^ht,  I  think,  to  still  act  on  the  prin- 
ciples which  guided  us  in  the  early  days 
of  our  eonnection  with  India.  I  remember 
nadtDg  the  opinion  of  a  philosophic  his- 
torias,  that  it  is  eosy  to  xiile  our  Empire 
^  the   means    through   which    it   was 
■fi^vired.     I  trust  that  principle  will  in- 
lome  us  hereafter  in  our  legislation  for 
British  India ;  that  we  shall  endeavour  on 
all  oocaaiona  to  conciliate  the  Natives  and 
to  obtain  their  confidence ;  and  that,  above 
>U,  our  rule  shall  be  characterized  by  that 
^bieh  produces  the  greatest  effect  in  an 
^••tem  country — the  principles  of  justice. 
If  we  follow  these  principles,  I   believe 
the  Britiah  Empire  in  India  will  be  secure, 
^  for  oantorieB  we  may   extend  the 


blessings  of  our  rule  to  a  constantly  in- 
creasing population,  and  that  British  India 
may  last,  endure,  and  be  eternal. 

I'hb    Eam.   op    derby  :   My  Lords, 
I  do  not  apprehend  that  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  there  will  be   any   proba- 
bility of  a  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
occasion ;  and  though  I  am  conscious  that 
I  am  not  entitled  to  speak  on  military 
matters  with  the  authority  of  the  illustrious 
Duke  on  the  cross*  Benches,  or  with  that 
of  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down, 
yet  I  trust  that,  considering  the  post  I  had 
the  honour  to  hold  when  this  Expedition 
was  determined  upon,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  add  my  voice  to  the  chorus  of  approba- 
tion which  has  been  raised  in  Parliament 
and  throughout  the  country  to  greet  the 
victorious  General  and  Army  who  have  just 
completed  an  Expedition  that  will  ever  be 
memorable  in  the  annals  of  our  couutry. 
My  Lords,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  also 
to  congratulate  my  noble  Friends  in  the 
Government  on  the  success  of  an  Expedi- 
tion which  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
was,  at  the  time  we  resolved  upon  it,  a 
matter  of  deep  anxiety  to  all  the  Members 
of  the  Administration.     When  entering 
upon  this  Expedition  in  a  distant  and  un- 
known country,  at  a  period  of  the  year-— 
and  it  could  not  have  been  undertaken 
sooner— which  left  only  scanty  time  for 
preparation — we  had  to  encounter  all  the 
difficulties  alluded  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
— difficulties  some  of  which  were  exag- 
gerated, others  the  anticipation  of  which 
fell  short  of  the  reality,  and  others  which 
were  not  anticipated  at  all.    We  had  also 
to  encounter  the  doubts  and  obstacles  of 
those  who  objected  to  the  Expedition  alto- 
gether, of  those  who  thought  the  prepara- 
tions too  large,  and  of  those  who  thought 
them  too  small.     Some  persons  thought 
that  the  work  to  be  done  was  absolutely 
insignificant  as  compared  with  the  amount 
of  power  which  we  proposed  to  employ  in 
its  accomplishment.     My  noble  Friend  be- 
hind me  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  for  in- 
stance, believed  that  the  Expedition  was 
on  a  scale  of  too  great  magnitude.     He 
thought  that  the  proper  mode  of  action 
would  be  to  make  a  dash  with  1,000  men 
over  a  distance  of  400  miles. 

Thk  Eabl  or  CARNARVON :  I  beg 
pardon.  I  never  made  any  such  suggestion. 

Ths  Eael  of  DERBY:  Then  I  must 
have  lost  my  sense  of  hearing.  I  had  in- 
dulged in  the  hope  that  my  noble  Friend, 
seeing  how  fallacious  were  his  original 
appr^ensions,  wonld  have  come  forward 
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and  joined  willingly  and  heartily  in  the 
general  congratulations  on  the  Buccess  of 
the  Expedition.  [The  Earl  of  Carnabyon: 
Hear,   hear!]      On  the  other  hand,  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  (the 
Enrl  of  Ellenborough)  stated,  and  I  admit 
most  frankly,  that  he  thought  our  provi- 
sions for  the  Expedition  were  insufficient. 
He  pointed  out  with  the  greatest  force  the 
difficulties  in  our  path — the  difficulties  of 
landing,  the  difficulties  which  might  arise 
from  the  want  of  a  sufficient  supply  of 
water,  and  the  difficulty  of  keeping  up  in 
a  poBsibly  hostile,  and,  at  all  events,  in  an 
unknown  countrv,  communications  extend- 
ing  a  length  of  400  miles.     Bat  my  noble 
Friend  has  now  come  forward  in  the  hand- 
somest manner  and  acknowledged  that  the 
difficulties  he  had  anticipated  have  been 
overcome,  and  that   the  strength  of  the 
Expedition  was  sufficient,  though  not  more 
than  sufficient,  to  enable  General  Napier 
to  bring  the  operations  to  a  completely 
successful  termination.     My  Lords,  what 
was  the  inducement  to  us  to  enter  on  an 
undertaking  so  fraught  with  peril  and  un- 
certain ly  to  our  Army,  and  so  fraught  with 
danger  to  ourselves — I  mean  to  our  per- 
sonal and  political  reputation — if  by  chance 
it  had  ended  in  signal  failure?     I  will 
venture  to  say  that  never  was  a  war  under- 
taken more  unwillingly  by  any  Govern- 
ment, more  with  a  sense  of  its  inevitable 
necessity,  or  with  purer  motives — motives 
more  entirely  devoid  of  all  feeling  of  ambi- 
tion and  aU  desire  of  political  or  military 
aggrandizement.     The  object  for  which  we 
undertook  the  Expedition  was,  in  the  first 
place,  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try, which  would  have  been  sullied    for 
ever  if  we  had  not  adopted  such  a  course. 
In  the  second  place  we  undertook  it  be- 
cause of  that  feeling  of  humanity  which  was 
naturally  excited  by  the  sufferings  of  our 
countrymen  and  other  Europeans  who  were 
kept  in  prison  by  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 
No  men  can  be  more  ready  than  the  Govern- 
ment, which  has  just  been  crowned  with 
success  in  this  Expedition,  to  acknowledge 
that  there  are  some  circumstances  attending 
it  for  which  special  thanks  are  due  to  a 
superintending;  Providence.     It  is  obvious 
that  the  population  of  the  country  might 
have  fallen  upon  our  force,  have  continu- 
ally plundered  and  interrupted  it,  cut  ofi^ 
the  supplies,  and  in  various  ways  have 
offered  opposition,  annoying  to  a  stronger 
force,  but  which  would  have  been  destruc- 
tion to  a  weak  one.     No  one,  again,  could 
have  failed  to  remark  the  special  direction 
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which  was  given  by  Almighty  God  to  (he 
mind  of  Theodore  at  the  very  last  moment, 
leading  that  capricious  tmeoi  to  abstiin 
from  exercising  his  brutality  in  putting  to 
death  the  men  we  were  anxious  to  deliver. 
The  country,  certainly,  would  have  been 
deeply    disappointed,  and    heavy   hlama 
would  have  fallen  upon  the  organixeis  of 
the  Expedition,  if,  instead  of  being  abb 
to  rescue  the  captives  from  that  imprison- 
ment in  which  they  had  languiahed  m 
long,  the  result  of  the  Expedition  hid 
failed  to  accomplish  the  great  object  in 
view,  and  had  only  expoaed  them  to  a 
cruel  death.     I  must  say  that  whatem 
the  merits  of  Sir  Bobert  Napier    mgnilly 
great  as  all  your  Lordships  will   admit 
them  to  be — I  know  of  no  point  in  tlM 
conduct  of  this  Expedition  that   refleeti 
more  honour  on  his  moral  courage  thn 
the  trial  to  which  it  was  suhjected  at  tht 
very  close  of  the  Expedition,  when  he  hid 
to  refuse  the  final  offer  of  Theodore  aai 
to  return  to  captivity  those  who  had  jail 
been  sent  to  his  camp  as  envoys — beii| 
well  aware,  moreover,  that  hia  reply  m^jA 
lead  to  the  destruction  of  those  whom  hi 
desired  to  save.     But  the  gallant  <4te 
exhibited  the  moral  courage  which  wtf 
necessary  to  encounter  so  fearful  a  reqNt- 
sibility,   and   judged  sagaciously  of  tfci 
demoralization  of  the  enemy  and  of  thi 
efiect  which  the  previous  success  of  otf 
arms  had  produced  on  the  mind  of  ISiai^ 
dore.      Happily,   his    expectations   woi 
verified  by  the  event,  and  the  two  ofloa 
who  returned,  as  it  appeared  at  the  !!■% 
certainly  to  captivity,   and    possibly  li 
death,  had  the  satisfaction  of  meeting  thl 
whole  of  their  fellow-prisoners  on  tfasr 
way  back,  and  of  returning  with  dNB 
in  triumph  to  the  camp.     With  r^gsrd  li 
the  Expedition  itself,  the  only  merit  li 
which  the  Government  can  lay  olaimii 
that  of  having,  by  the  advice  of  the  iUtf* 
trious  Duke  the  Commander-in>Chie(  0* 
lected  the    officer  the  most  experioNil 
and  the  best  qualified  for  the  service  tM 
his  Boyal  Highness  could  point  ont»  iv 
intrusted  to    that   General    the  abioliii 
command  and  responsibility  of  theBi^ 
dition,  merely  saying  to  him  —  •*  Whl 
supplies  you  require  that  can  be  obtsiMl 
from  India  you  had  better  ohtain  dMi 
and  what  cannot  be  had  there  shall  k 
sent  out  from  this  country.     Remenibtf 
that  you  have  only  to  ask  and  have;  iM' 
tell  you  the  object  which  we  haveinvifVi 
and  we  leave  you  entire  control  of  tti 
means  by  which  it  is  to  be  effidoted.'*   I 
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vill  not  aitsmpt  to  occupy  the  time  of 
jour  Lordtbipo  with  dotailt,  but  I  will  ask 
whether,  from  first  to  last,  it  was  not 
crideot  that  oyer  the  Expedition  presided 
a  master-mind  who  was  not  to  be  diverted 
by  any  xemarks  to  the  detriment  of  his 
judgmeot,  or  by  the  pressure  of  unwise 
adTiiers^  from  the  well-considered  coarse 
to  which  he  had  addressed  his  energies, 
and  hy  means  of  which  he  anticipated*- 
and,  as  the  event  proved,  correctly  antici- 
pated— ^that  at  the  right  time  he  should 
aoQompliah  his  purpose.  There  are  some 
dreumstances  which  rendered  this  Ezpedi- 
tioa  one  of  a  very  peculiar  character.  The 
Ibtoo  under  the  command  of  Sir  Eobert 
Hi^ar  consisted,  as  has  been  already 
pointed  out,  both  of  British  and  Indian 
troopsi  the  whole  of  which  vied  with  each 
other  aa  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
should  best  perform  the  duties  devolving 
upon  them.  And  it  is  no  light  matter 
tliat  troops  raised  in  the  centre  of  Asia 
rihouML,  imder  the  conduct  of  a  British 
General,  obtain  a  triumphal  success  in  the 
haait  of  Africa,  in  a  region  which  the  bold- 
est tmvelhrs  had  hardly  ever  penetrated. 
Xhen,  with  regard  to  discipline,  it  is,  I 
bdiere,  unheard  of  that  an  Expedition 
otw  snoh  a  country  should  have  been  con* 
daefod  not  only  without  breach  of  disci- 
pline among,  but  with  almost  entire 
friendliness  towards,  the  barbarous  tribes 
with  whom  they  were  brought  into  fre- 
quent contact.  Prom  tbo  time  of  dis- 
embarkation ^  till  the  re-embarkation  of 
the  Expedition  there  was  not,  I  believe, 
a  single  complaint  that  any  injury  had 
been  gratuitously  inflicted  by  any  soldier 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  the  country 
through  which  they  moved.  Everything 
waa  paid  for,  and  not  a  single  instance 
of  injustice  or  oppression  occurred  dur- 
ing the  march.  Hardly  a  soldier,  in 
frcty  waa  sentenced  to  any  punishment 
during  the  Expedition.  The  difficulties 
whidi  had  to  be  encountered — not,  indeed, 
from  ihe  enemy,  but  from  the  nature  of 
the  country — were  enormous,  and  might 
hive  appalled  men  less  eager  and  deter- 
mined to  do  their  duty;  but  they  were 
&eed  with  excellent  spirit.  I  refer  es- 
pecially to  the  extraordinary  march  of  the 
45th  fiegiment,  accomplishing  a  distance 
of  seventy  miles  in  four  days,  over  a  pass 
10,600  feet  high,  and  across  a  country  which 
joBtided  the  forcible,  if  somewhat  homely 
description  of  the  soldier  who,  being  told 
that  tiiey  were  marching  over  the  table- 
land of  Abysnnia,  obsoryed  that  **  the 
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table  mutt  have  been  turned  upside  down, 
and  that  they  were  now  marching  over  the 
legs."  Although  the  march  was  aggravated 
by  thirst,  and  laborious  in  the  extreme, 
not  a  single  murmur  or  falling  off  from 
duty  was  heard ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
the  earnest  desire  of  everybody  to  press 
forward  to  the  front.  And  upon  the  last 
day,  when  the  troops,  exhausted  by  their 
weary  march,  and  almost  fainting  from 
thirst,  found  themselves  in  the  presence 
of  the  enemy,  and  heard  that  he  really 
meant  to  fight,  those  fatigued  and  way- 
worn men  went  with  loud  cheers  into  the 
confiict,  which  terminated  with  such  glo- 
rious results.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
British  soldier  is  very  good  at  fighting, 
but  knows  nothing  of  the  other  business 
of  war.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  not  only 
did  Sir  Robert  Napier  show  entire  oblivion 
of  himself  in  his  regard  for  others,  but  his 
despatches  bear  emphatic  testimony  on 
this  point — that  the  different  portions  of 
the  Army,  while  performing  their  own 
duties  thoroughly,  were,  at  the  same  time, 
ready  to  assist  their  comrades  in  the  dis- 
charge of  duties  specially  belonging  to 
them.  My  Lords,  I  must  not  forget  the 
services  of  the  Naval  Brigade.  We  are 
not  accustomed  to  consider  sailors  particu- 
larly at  home  in  managing  animals  of 
draught ;  but  among  the  various  subjects 
of  praise  distinct  mention  is  made  of  the 
fact  that  the  Naval  Brigade,  with  regard 
to  the  handling  and  breaking  of  mules, 
proved  themselves  superior  to  the  rest  of 
the  army :  there  were  no  persons  by  whom 
those  animals  were  more  carefully  tended, 
or,  owing  probably  to  the  kindly  nature 
of  seamen,  by  whom  they  were  more  suc- 
cessfully and  prudently  handled.  I  ought, 
perhaps,  to  apologise  for  having  ventured 
to  say  anything  upon  a  subject  of  this  ex- 
traordinary character.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  knowing  the  difficulties  which  had 
to  be  encountered  in  the  first  instance  in 
preparing  for  the  Expedition,  and  the  dif* 
ficulties,  likewise,  which  had  to  be  sur- 
mounted by  the  General,  and  those  under 
his  command,  in  conducting  the  Expedi- 
tion to  a  triumphant  success,  I  could  not 
resist  allowing  myself  the  pleasure  of 
bearing  my  testimony,  however  humble 
and  unimportant,  to  the  great  services 
rendered  by  General  Sir  Eobert  Napier. 
And  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  he  will 
receive  every  mark  of  approval,  not  only 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  but  also 
the  grateful  thanks  of  the  countxy,  for  the 
deeds  which  he  has  performed. 
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Rstolved,  Nemine  Dinentienie,  That  tbe  Thankt 
of  this  riouse  be  tn^en  to  Li«>iit.-6enenil  Sir 
Kob«»rt  Napier.  G.C.B.,  G.C  S.I..  for  the  ex- 
emiOary  Skill  with  which  he  p1anne<l  and  the  dis- 
tinsfuishrd  Enerj^y,  Courage,  and  Perseverance 
with  which  he  conducted  the  recent  Expedition 
into  Abyssinia,  resulting  in  the  Defeat  by  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  of  the  Army  of  King  Theodore 
and  the  Vindication  of  the  Honour  of  the  Country 
by  the  Rescue  from  Captivity  of  Her  Majf^sty's 
Fnvoy  and  other  British  Subjects,  and  by  the 
Cnptnre  and  Destruction  of  the  strong  Fortress 
of  Magdnia : 

Resofvedt  Nemine  Diuentiente,  That  the  Thanks 
of  this  Iloune  be  given  to  Commodore  Heath, 
R.N.,  C.R..  for  the  indefatigahle  Zeal  and  great 
Ability  with  which  he  conducted  the  Naval  Opera- 
tions connected  with  the  Transport  of  the  Troops 
and  Stores  upon  which  the  Success  of  the  Ex- 
pedition materially  depended  : 

Resolved,  Nemine  Dittentienfe,  That  the  Thanks 
of  this  House  be  given  to  Major- General  Sir 
Charles  Staveley,  K.C.B.,  Mnjnr-Greneral  G. 
Malcolm,  C.B.,  Major-General  E.  L.  Russell, 
Briga<lier-Gcneral  W.  Merewether,  C.B.,  and  the 
other  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Army  for  the 
Energy,  Gallantry,  and  Ability  with  which  they 
have  executed  the  various  Services  which  they 
have  been  called  on  to  perform  throughout  these 
ardnons  Operations : 

ReMolved,  Nemine  DUsentiente^  That  this  Honse 
doth  highly  acknowledge  and  approve  the  Dis- 
oipUne,  Gallantry,  and  Endurance  displayed  by 
the  Petty  Officers,  Non-commissioned  Officers, 
and  Men  of  the  Navy  and  Army,  both  European 
and  Native,  during  these  Operations ;  and  that 
the  same  be  signified  to  them  by  their  respective 
Commanding  Officers. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  oom- 
xnunicate  the  said  Resolutions  to  Lieut.-General 
Sir  Robert  Napier  ;  and  that  he  be  requested  by 
The  Lord  Chancellor  to  signify  the  same  to 
Commodore  Heath,  Major-General  Sir  Charles 
Staveley,  Major-General  G.  Malcolm,  Major- 
Gonetal  £.  L.  Russell,  Brigadier-General  W. 
Merewether,  and  to  the  several  Officers  of  the 
Navy  and  Army  referred  to  therein. 

BOUNDARY  BILL.— (No.  170.) 
( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Oraer). 

ClauBes  1,  2,  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Alteration  of  Boundaries  of 
old  Boroughs). 

Eabl  be  AUG  H  amp  said,  that,  in 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  clause,  he 
desired  to  submit  some  suggestions  for 
their  Lordships'  consideration.  It  wasj 
within  the  Committee's  recollection  that  a 
Bojal  Commission  had  been  appointed  to 
arrange  the  boundaries  of  certain  counties 
and  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales  ;  and 
he  believed  he  gave  expression  to  a  unani- 
mous feeling  when  he  said  that  the  ability 

Th$  Earl  of  Dwhy 


and  impartiality  of  those  who  formed  the 
Commission  were  unquestionable.  They 
were  men  of  sound  judgment  and  great 
political  experience.  Two  of  them  were 
\£embers  of  the  House  of  Commons,  two 
had  formerly  been  Members  of  that  House ; 
and  the  Chairman,  though  he  now  adorned 
their  Lordships'  House,  presided  for  a  long 
time  over  the  other  House,  his  emiDsot 
impartiality  being  but  one  of  the  many 
qualifications  wltich  recommended  him  for 
that  position.  Such  Gentlemen  might  be 
expected  to  bring  a  great  amount  of  ability 
and  impartiality  to  their  task,  and  he  b^ 
lieved  their  Toluminous  Report  had  amply 
justified  their  selection  for  it.  I^ow,  their 
Instructions  were  to  inquire  into  the  boun- 
daries of  certain  boroughs  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  whether  they  should  be  enlarged 
so  as  to  include  within  their  limits  distrieli 
which,  due  regard  being  had  to  situatiea 
and  other  local  circumstances,  ought  to  be 
included,  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  OB 
the  people  residing  therein  the  Parliameo* 
tary  franchise.  Those  Instructions  hal 
been  criticized  as  imperfect ;  but  from  thik 
opinion  he  differed,  for  he  thought  it  WH 
a  wise  course  to  lay  down  a  broad  principll 
and  leave  the  Commissioners  unfettered  tl 
act  according  to  the  best  of  their  jik|f- 
ment.  It  might,  perhaps,  6e  an  obit 
ous  arrangement  that  the  Parliamentaiy 
should,  in  all  cases,  be  made  contermiDoaf 
with  the  municipal  boundary ;  but  kit 
year  Parliament  decided  against  that  idfl^ 
but  when  the  Report  of  the  CommiaiMa 
came  before  the  House  of  Commons  itfi 
not  give  satisfaction.  In  a  large  nnnte 
of  cases  the  Commissioners  recommeiU 
no  change,  and  in  a  large  number  dMf 
recommended  changes  which  had  be* 
adopted  without  opposition.  Twettty*iaai 
cases  were  referred  by  the  House  of  OoB- 
mons  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  ttit 
Committee  approved  the  recommendatiatf 
of  the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  (Bt^ 
teen  of  them.  Now,  he  (Earl  Beauohs^li 
thought  that  the  other  House,  having  i|r 
pointed  a  Committee  to  revise  the  deouMtfi 
of  the  Commissioners,  it  would  be 
tent  for  their  Lordships  to  revise  the 
sions  of  the  Committee.  Ho  did  not 
indeed,  it  would  be  respectful  to  send 
to  the  House  of  Commons  the  whole 
the  proposals  which  they  had 
negatived,  and  he  proposed  to  di 
between  some  of  the  cases.  The 
politan  boroughs  of  -Marylebone  and 
beth  were  so  exceptional,  and  so 
might  be  said  on  both  ndea  with 


bmMJ 


wtk, 


tagdltlfl 


h  but  of  the  Oosport  side  of  the 
But  the  population  of  Qoaport 
rge  that  it  would  be  a  meaBure 
ig  rather  than  a  revision  of  boun- 
that  place  waa  added  to  Ports- 
ind  aa  the  House  of  Commons 
leoided  against  the  principle  of 
he  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
decision  of  the  Committee  in 
m.  Beading  he  would  also  pass 
I  prineiple  d»  minimii  non  curat 
Other  cases  were  very  different, 
I  an  important  question.  Among 
Mgbs  were  the  important  towns 
wad,  Birmingham,  Bristol,  Oates- 
wpool,  Uanobester,  Sheffield,  and 
eU*.  The  onlj  objection  to  the 
men'  recommendatious  appeared 
fear  entertained  bf  the  inhabi- 
lie  outlying  districts  that  they 
reafter  be  obliged  to  share  the 
bnrdeas,  while  the  people  within 
nt  boundariea  thought  the  im- 
at  their  boroughs  would  be  di- 
and  their  splendour  tarnished 
ilargement  proposed.  If,  how- 
wishea  of  the  people  concerned 
le  oonoIoBire,  the  principle  was 
fa  much  wider  application,  and 
attended  with  such  difficoltiee 
u  Bure  it  could  never  be  adopted 
twnt.  Since  he  had  given  No- 
li Amendments  he  had  had  the 
I  of  studying  the  Reports  of  the 
Commiseionera,  who  seemed  to 
ave  done  their  work  with  great 
ad  imnartialicT.     In  everr  case 


haa»eB  and  not  a  mere  fringe  joining  the 
existing  boundariea.  He  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  their  ability  and  impartiality,  or 
the  general  wisdom  of  their  reoommenda- 
tion*.  He  would  briefly  refer  to  a  few  of 
the  oases  in  which  the  Select  Committee 
had  departed  from  those  recommendationB. 
The  first  on  the  list  was  the  borough  of 
Birmingham,  whioh  happened  to  be  one 
with  which  he  bad  some  little  acquainU 
ance.  That  borough  was  in  the  county  of 
Warwick,  and  abutted  on  the  counties  of 
Worcester  and  Stafford.  One  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  was  that 
the  manor  of  Ast«n  and  the  district  of 
Balsall  Heath  should  be  taken  within  the 
Parliamentary  boundary,  one  of  wbioh  waa 
in  Worcestershire  and  the  other  in  Stafford. 
It  was  impossible  for  anyone  who  was  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  town  to  say 
where  Birmingham  ended  or  began  ;  and 
there  was  no  reason  whatever,  if  they  were 
making  an  alteration  of  boundaries,  why 
an  ezceptioD  should  be  made  in  the  case  of 
Birmingham.  It  was  sud,  indeed,  that 
the  constituency  would  be  made  too  large ; 
but  it  was  determined  laat  year  to  augment 
very  considerably  the  oonstituenoies  of  the 
country,  and  therefore  it  would  not  now 
be  proper  to  leave  their  handiwork  undone. 
He  believed  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
person  to  oome  to  any  other  oonolusion 
than  this — that  if  any  borough  was  to 
h&Te  it«  bonudaries  altered  it  would  be  the 
greatest  injustice  to  omit  Aston  Uanor 
and  the  district  of  Balsall  Heath  from  the 
boroueh   of  Birminebom.      The  oase   of 
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Ref^olvtd,  Neminf  DintenfienU,  Thnt  tbe  Thanks  I  and  impartiality  '       -now  BOls,  ind  1  do  b«i 
of  tl.i«   llon^o    be    irivcn   to   l.ipiit.-Geneml  Sir    CommissiOD  W  eat  doUy  is  WW  pottJble  niA 

RohiM-f  Nnpier,  O.C.B..  G.C  S.I.,  for  the  ex- 
rmi'lnry  Skill  wirh  wliinh  ho  phinned  nnd  the  dis- 
tinffuisbnrl  Enorflfr,  Coiirapp,  and  Perseverance 
trith  irhich  he  coniliicted  the  recent  Expedition 
into  AhvKitinia,  resulting  in  the  Defrat  by  Her 
Mn  jetty's  Forces  of  the  Army  of  Kinjr  Theodore 
and  thr»  Vindication  of  the  Honour  of  the  Country 


wero  men 

political  r       jtend  to  say  that  these  words 
Membe^       ae  Minister  ought  to  bind  Iklr 
had  f       ^5*  House,  but  they  ought  to  bind 
an''       majesty's  GoTernment.    If  the  matter 

^.-,  ,       r,...       rw     *#•*•.*       •»  virtually  settled,  how  was  it  possilde 

br  the  Rojicue  from  Captivitv  of  Her  Majesty's  ...  ^    i  j    _.  '4   v  t 

Fnvov  an.l  other  Britiih  sibjects.  and  by  tV  nat  they  could  re-open  it  by  rjeans  of 

Cnptiirc  nnd  Destruction  of  the  strong  Fort        •  _  Amendments  which  had  been  placed  m 
ofMa^dnia:  .c^j  !  their  hands  only  two  days  ago:     They 

Rejinh'ed,  Xfunine Dit$entiente,TYaiiiY       jj  the  1  had  heard  a  good  deal  the  other  day  about 
of  thi«  riou^e  be  piven  to  Commoi'      ^;»/ored.    that  House  being  made  the  copy  a'nd  the 

Ai  M-  ^•".u'""L*lI\^"'''''"y'?^^!1         ''Mcre^  by  '  slave  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
Ability  with  which  he  conducted  f        ,.  .*^  - 


K  N.,  C.R  .  for  the  indefatigable  7 

Ability  with  which  he  conducted  t*        ,.  ••-    _^  #..  ^t         ,.     ,  i  •     ^.i.    •     i.*        *i.i. 

tions  connected  with  the  Trans'      .  ^-^/"^^  J*^!  ^®  entirely  concurred  in  the  justice  of  the 

nnrl  Stores  upon  which  the     ..  ''"^Int;  thoy  nad  observation  ;  but  he  held  it    to  be  stil 


pelition  materially  dependr      /'^jTho  result  was  i  worso  that  their  Lordships  should  be  made 
R'-tftlv€d,NemiM  Dii*^     .  ^  <^K%tcd  great  dis-    the  copies  and  the  slaves  of  small  minorities 
of  this  House  be  r       .;VV^^u5e  of  Commons  .  of  the  other  House.     He  could  not  con- 

StaTOley,  .»!:/*''    _^;na  with  Whinh   •  .»«;^«    ««^fli;nnP    «,/x«i     iTii„i^V«o      ^V^r^    fViai 


Bri|rndier.Genev      ^  '  ^?''/v'/"^''"^'^      accepting  i  the  Government  should  make  use  of  their 
^.u,.-  f\m —       .%■.'•  /^  ^-^ko  r!nmmiAainnnr«   Lordships  as  iustrumeuts  in  carrying  out 


other  Offlcer*  .  •  V./  j^^/' the  Commissioners 
EnergT,  Gn'  ' '- f^i'^''l'^.ic  constituencies  was 
have  exec        ^'^^sfi-  .  p)  '  /(Commons,  objections 

Re/        .€i**'.S  ^^"^^^  }^^  proposition 
doth 


the  views  of  their  minority  in  the  other 
House  ;  moreover  nothing  could  be  more 
injurious  to  the  harmony  of  the  two  Houses 
than  that  the  Government  should  make 
use  of  their  majority  in  that   House  to 


fh         ^"^  ,tf^^  0ent  themselves  proposed  to 
cip'        jifi^'^^^stion  to  a  Select  Committee  |  over-ride  the  decisions  of  the  House  of 
***         3^  '*rftfu'^  °*  Commons,  which  made  ;  Commons  in  a  matter  that  peculiarly  be- 
■  ^/^*' Sominendations  in  which  they  j  longed  to  them. 

;>^./flK;tIy  unanimous.     On  the  15th  I      Tub  Earl  of  MALMSSBURY  said,  he 

»^f  lie  «'»«*^  ^^'^^  political   General,  of  i  was  quite  sure  that  none  of  his  CoUeajjatf 

<^'  ^^  praises  they  had  heard  much  that  j  ««  elsewhere,"    whatever    their    position, 

^•^M-^  little  out  of  place  ho  thought—  |  would  think  of  pledging  the  House  of  Lorfi 

^f"  u»u«^^3'  foresaw  success  when  others   to  follow  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 

?2paired  of  it,  and  achieved  the  success   mens.     There  was  not  the  slightest  groncd 

fliich  he  had  foreseen— ho  trusted,  how-    for  saying  that  any  unfair  advanta^^o  hid 

J^r,  he  would  never  resort  to  what,  though  j  been  taken.     The  opinion  of  the  Govern- 

fair  in  war,  would  not  bo  fair  in  party  •:  ment  was  well  known,  and  it  was  notorious 

politics,  the  free  use  of  stratagems— that  j  that  their  desire  was  to  support  therecon- 

great  political    General    had    said    with .  mcndations    of    the    Boundary    Comnii' 

j^foronce   to    the  order  and    conduct  of   sionors,  and  he  had  never  heard  that  tki 

Business —  .  opinion  of  any  one  of  his  Colleagues  hid 

••  Now  I  .ulhore  to  the  btalcnient  I  originally    chauged  upon  this  point.     The  queslioB 

niade  on  the  sulyect  of  Public  HusineMS — namely,     was  now  before  the  Housc,  and  it  was  ths 

that  my  fiist  object  was  to  carry  the  three  supple- .  duty  of  the  Government  to  listen  to  ths 
u'f\«7iJn''!!;!;i^h"^^^^^^^         «''n\r'°  ?:*^,^f»»  i  opinions  of  the  House  upon  it.     The  sen- 

Uctorm  Kill  and  the  Houndar?  Bill,  though  they  '    •         *.      r  ai_     n  i.  l    i      i^    ij._-j| 

have  not  vet  left  this  House,  may  bo  consideml :  timcnts  of  the  Government  had  not  alteKtt 
as  virtually  sottldi :  but  wo  have  still  a  third  '  ill  any  way,  and  he  did  not  believe  thil 
mcasuro  of  Koforni  before  us."  ■  any  one  of  his  Colleagues  in  the  other 

"Well,  the  Scotch  Iteform  Bill  was  read  a  j  House  had  maintained  that  the  decision 
third  time  and  passed  on  the  18th  of  Juno;  !  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  final  and 
and  on  the  same  day  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  an-  could  not  be  discussed  or  even  upset  itt 
swer  to  Mr.  Alilner  Gibson,  on  the  Busi- '  this  House. 

ness  of  the  House,  and  referring  to  a  former  j  Eahl  RUSSELL  :  This  is  altogether  i 
statement  that  they  should  proceed  with  I  new  way  of  caiTying  on  the  administr*- 
the  supplem(?ntary  lleforra  Bills  with  as  tion  of  the  country.  The  Boundary  Com- 
much  dispatch  as  possible,  said —  ,  mission,   over   which    my  noble    Fricni 

"  And  I  must  add  that  wo  have  proceeded  with    (Viscount  Eversley)  presided,  made  a  verj 
considerable  despatch,  that  we  have  made  such   elaborate    Report ;    and  when  this  was 
£arl  Beauchamp 
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thsD,  that  he  did  not  ask  their  Lordships 
to  nrert  to  the  Feeommendations  of  the 
Commissioners,    althoagh    personally    he 
agreed  with  them.     Warwick  and  Forts- 
mouth  were  also  peculiarly  circomstanoed. 
The   Commissioners    proposed    to    unite 
Leamington   with    Warwick  ;    but    this 
would  prsctically  swamp  Warwick  and 
eoorert  it  into  a  suburb  of  Leamington, 
tiiey  also  proposed  to   unite   Gosport  to 
Portsmouth.     Now,  the  boundary  of  Ports- 
flWQth,   through   more   accident,  was  at 
present  the  high-water  mark,  not  of  the 
Portsmouth  but  of  the  Gosport  side  of  the 
harbour.    But  the  population  of  Gosport 
WIS  so  large  that  it  would  be  a  measure 
of  grouping  rather  than  a  revision  of  boun- 
daries if  that  place  was  added  to  Forts- 
mouth;  and  as  the  House  of  Commons 
last  year  decided  against  the  principle  of 
grouping,  he  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  the  decision  of  the  Committee   in 
those  eases.    Beading  he  would  also  pass 
by,  on  the  principle  de  minimis  non  curat 
Mr.   The  other  cases  were  very  different, 
and  raised  an  important  question.   Among 
these  boroughs  were  the  important  towns 
of  Birkenhead,  Birmingham,  Bristol,  Gates- 
head, lirerpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
Sooth  Shields.     The  only  objection  to  the 
Commissionera'  recommendations  appeared 
to  he  the  fear  entertained  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  outlying  districts  that  they 
would  hereafter  be  obliged  to  share  the 
municipal  burdens,  while  the  people  within 
the  present  boundaries  thought  the  im- 
portance of  their  boroughs  would  be  di- 
minished, and  their  splendour  tarnished 
by  the  enlargement  proposed.     If,  how- 
erer,  the  wishes  of  the  people  concerned 
were  to  be  condasire,  the  principle  was 
capable  of  a  much  wider  application,  and 
would  be  attended  with  such  difficulties 
that  he  waa  sure  it  could  never  be  adopted 
by  ^liiament.     Since  he  had  given  No* 
tMs  of  his  Amendments  he  had  had  the 
idvantage  of  studying  the  Reports  of  the 
Asnatant  Commissioners,  who  seemed  to 
him  to  have  done  their  work  with  great 
^irness  and  impartiality.     In  every  case 
they  visited  the  localities,  they  gave  ample 
Mies  to  all  parties  ooncemed,  they  heard 
iU  who  went  before  them,  and  entered 
Mly  into  all  the  circumstances  of  each 
6Me.    But  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House   of    Commons,   though    they  ex- 
imined  the  Assistant  Commissioners  and 
^Members  for  the  boroughs  and  counties 
^fleeted,  were  unable  to  make  such  minute 
hiquiriea.    The  Assistant  Commissioners 


were  instructed  to  take  into  consideration 
the  nearness  of  the  borough  to  the  dis- 
tricts proposed  to  be  added  to  it;  how 
many  of  the  houses  had  been  built  since 
1832,  and  whether  the  inhabitants  of  the 
new  districts  had  any  community  of  in- 
terest with  those  in  the  boroughs.  These, 
it  appeared  to  him,  were  considerations 
dictated  by  common  sense,  and  they  could 
only  be  arrived  at  by  a  knowledge  of  local 
details.  The  Commissioners  acted  upon 
these  principles,  and  they  did  not  recom« 
mend  extension  unless  there  was  a  mass  of 
houses  and  not  a  mere  fringe  joining  the 
existing  boundaries.  He  saw  no  reason 
to  doubt  their  ability  and  impartiality,  or 
the  general  wisdom  of  their  recommenda- 
tions. He  would  briefly  refer  to  a  few  of 
the  cases  in  which  the  Select  Committee 
had  departed  from  those  recommendations. 
The  first  on  the  list  was  the  borough  of 
Birmingham,  which  happened  to  be  one 
with  which  he  had  some  little  acquaint* 
ance.  That  borough  was  in  the  county  of 
Warwick,  and  abutted  on  the  oountiea  of 
Worcester  and  Stafford.  One  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  was  that 
the  manor  of  Aston  and  the  district  of 
Balsall  Heath  should  be  taken  within  the 
Parliamentary  boundary,  one  of  which  was 
in  Worcestershire  and  the  other  in  Stafford. 
It  was  impossible  for  anyone  who  was  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  town  to  say 
where  Birmingham  ended  or  began ;  and 
there  was  no  reason  whatever,  if  they  were 
making  an  alteration  of  boundaries,  why 
an  exception  should  be  made  in  the  case  of 
Birmingham.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that 
the  constituency  would  be  made  too  large ; 
but  it  was  determined  last  year  to  augment 
very  considerably  the  constituencies  of  the 
country,  and  therefore  it  would  not  now 
be  proper  to  leave  their  handiwork  undone. 
He  believed  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
person  to  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  this — that  if  any  borough  was  to 
have  its  boundaries  altered  it  would  be  the 
greatest  injustice  to  omit  Aston  Manor 
and  the  district  of  Balsall  Heath  from  the 
borough  of  Birmingham.  The  case  of 
Birkenhead  was  also  one  in  which  they 
ought*  not  lightly  to  pass  over  the  recom- 
mendations of  Uie  Commissioners.  They 
recommended  the  addition  of  Wallaby 
Pool  to  Birkenhead;  and  it  was  beyond 
doubt  that  that  district  was  an  essential  part 
of  the  town.  If  the  Commissioners  had  in 
any  way  misconstrued  their  Instructions 
that  would  be  a  reason  for  setting  their 
recommendations  aside ;  but  if  they  had 
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acted  up  to  their  InBtniotions  it  was  not 
right  for  anyone  to  come  down  with  an 
est  post  facto  rule,  and  toll  their  Lordships 
that  they  ought  to  shrink  from  increasing 
the  constituencies  of  the  country.  He 
hegged  to  propose,  therefore,  in  Clause  4, 
line  7,  after  the  word  "  Bewdley,"  to  in- 
sert "  Birkenhead  and  Birmingham." 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  the  Commission  which 
had  sat  during  the  autumn  had  given  very 
great  and  impartial  consideration  to  the 
subject  on  which  they  were  employed. 
But  the  Commissioners  were  fettered  by 
the  terms  of  their  Instructions — and  for 
that  he  blamed  the  Government ;  they  had 
not  sufficient  power— and  the  result  was 
that  their  Report  had  created  great  dis- 
satisfaction both  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  in  the  large  constituencies  with  which 
they  had  dealt.  The  question  of  accepting 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
with  respect  to  those  constituencies  was 
raised  in  the  House  of  Commons,  objections 
were  made  and  divisions  taken  with  very 
large  majorities  against  the  proposition. 
The  Government  themselves  proposed  to 
refer  the  question  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  made 
certain  recommendations  in  which  they 
wore  perfectly  unanimous.  On  the  15th 
of  June  that  great  political  General,  of 
whoso  praises  they  had  heard  much  that 
night — a  little  out  of  place  he  thought — 
who  usually  foresaw  success  when  others 
despaired  of  it,  and  achieved  the  success 
which  he  had  foreseen — he  trusted,  how- 
ever, he  would  never  resort  to  what,  though 
fair  in  war,  would  not  be  fair  in  party 
politics,  the  free  use  of  stratagems — that 
great  political  General  had  said  with 
reference  to  the  order  and  conduct  of 
Business — 

'*  Now  I  adhere  to  the  statement  1  originally 
made  on  the  subject  of  Public  Business — namely, 
that  my  first  object  was  to  carry  the  three  supple- 
mentary Reform  measures.  Now,  the  Scotch 
Refi>rm  Bill  and  the  Boundary  Bill,  though  they 
have  not  yet  left  this  House,  may  be  considered 
as  virtually  settled ;  but  we  have  still  a  third 
measure  of  Reform  before  us." 

Well,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed  on  the  18th  of  June ; 
and  on  the  same  day  Mr.  Disraeli,  in  an- 
swer to  Mr.  Miluer  Gibson,  on  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  and  referring  to  a  former 
statement  that  they  should  proceed  with 
the  supplementary  Eeform  Bills  with  as 
much  despatch  as  possible,  said — 

<*  And  1  must  add  that  we  hare  proceeded  with 
oODiiderable  despatch,  that  we  have  made  sach 
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great  advances  with  those  Bills,  and  I  do  Mt 
anticipate  that  any  great  delay  is  now  poisiUi  wiU 
respect  to  any  of  tlMm." 

He  did  not  intend  to  say  that  these  wordi 
of  the  Prime  Minister  ought  to  bind  their 
Lordships'  House,  but  they  ought  to  hind 
Her  Majesty's  Government  If  the  msttn 
was  virtutdly  settled,  how  was  it  posdUs 
that  they  could  re-open  it  by  means  of 
Amendments  which  had  been  plaoed  in 
their  hands  only  two  days  ago?  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  the  other  day  abonl 
that  House  being  made  the  copy  and  the 
slave  of  the  other  House  of  Fkrliament 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  justice  of  fts 
observation  ;  but  he  held  it  to  be  still 
worse  that  their  Lordships  should  be  mida 
the  copies  and  the  slaves  of  small  minoritNS 
of  the  other  House.  He  oould  not  oon* 
ceive  anything  more  injurious  than  thift 
the  Gk>vemment  should  make  use  of  fhflir 
Lordships  as  instruments  in  canring  sot 
the  views  of  their  minority  in  toe  otlHr 
House  ;  moreover  nothing  could  be  mon 
injurious  to  the  harmony  of  the  two  HoosH 
than  that  the  Government  should  msta 
use  of  their  majority  in  that  House  ti 
over-ride  the  decisions  of  the  Hoosa  d 
Commons  in  a  matter  that  peouliarly  be* 
longed  to  them. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBUET  said,  bi 
was  quite  sure  that  none  of  his  CoUesgWi 
**  elsewhere,"  whatever  their  positioih 
would  think  of  pledging  the  House  of  Lorii 
to  follow  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Coa* 
mens.  There  was  not  the  slightest  gromt 
for  saying  that  any  unfair  advantage  111 
been  taken.  The  opinion  of  the  Govafr 
ment  was  well-known,  and  it  was  notonM 
that  their  desire  was  to  support  thereooO' 
mendations  of  the  Boundary  Gomni^ 
sioners,  and  he  had  never  heard  that  Ai 
opinion  of  any  one  of  his  Colleagues  hi 
changed  upon  this  point.  The  qusilNl 
was  now  before  the  House,  and  it  was  Ai 
duty  of  the  Government  to  listen  to  Al 
opinions  of  the  House  upon  it.  Iha  M^ 
timents  of  the  Government  bad  not  altiNl; 
in  any  way,  and  he  did  not  beUeve  tM 
any  one  of  his  Colleagues  in  tiie  otttf 
House  had  maintained  that  the  deettte 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  final  sift 
could  not  be  discussed  or  even  upsst  i^ 
this  House. 

Eabl  RTJSSELL:  This  is  altogetlisri 
new  way  of  carrying  on  the  adminisbi' 
tion  of  the  country.  Th*e  Boundary  Co» 
mission,  over  which  my  noble  FiMii 
(Viscount  Eversley)  pxeaidedy  made  a  t«T 
elaborate   Beport;   and  when  this  wii 
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qu«iti<tted  in  the  House  of  Commons  no 
atfiodty  was  made  in  appointing  a  Com- 
aiittee,  at  the  head  of  which  was  a  person 
of  the  highest  character — Mr.  Walpole. 
They  came  to  a  unanimous  decision,  and 
Mr.  Walpole  gave  excellent  reasons  for 
adopting  the  Beport  of  the  Committee. 
Tbne  was  a  division,  and  a  Tory  consid- 
enUs  majority  decided  in  £EtTour  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee.    The  Govem- 
m«at  might  thereupon  have  said,  "  We 
differ  from  this  dedsion,  and  we  shall  fight 
Vgainat  it  on  every  point"     We  might 
thea  haTo  heen  prepared  to  find  a  umilar 
opposition  in  this  House  ;  hut  instead  of 
ttat  the  Prime  Minister  said,  *'  the  ques- 
tion  is  settled."     When,  after  this,  the 
OoTernment  in  this  House  dispute  the 
dsdflon  so  arrived  at>  we  have  a  right  to 
Hj  that  anch  a  course  is  inconsistent  with 
gflod  &ith ;  it  ia  impossihle  to  feel  any 
oenfldenoe  in  any  of  the  promises  of  the 
QoTemmeDi    In  my  opinion,  if  the  Mem- 
hvi  of  the  GoTemment  mean  to  agree  at 
ill  with  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  to  maintain  his  pledges,  they  must 
vote  io  isTour  of  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

TpLORDCHANCELLOE:  My  Lords, 
I  think  the  energy  of  the  noble  Earl  is 
Mewhat  misplaced,  and  that  upon  con- 
»deriag  what  has  passed  your  Lordships 
viil  he  fitr  from  adopting  his  opinion.  The 
iacts  of  the  case  are  as  simple  as  possible, 
and  there  can  be  no  dispute  about  them. 
A  Commission  was  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  iaqoiring  into  the  Parliamentary  bonn- 
^<nea  of  boroughs  in  England.  That 
Commission  was  the  Commission  of  Par- 
^oit,  because  the  names  of  the  Com- 
BumiooerB  were  inserted  in  the  Act,  which 
<bo  spedfied  the  duty  which  they  were  to 
pvfomu  They  were  directed  to  inquire 
nto  the  boundaries  of  boroughs — 

''With  a  Tiew  to  aacertatn  whether  the  boundn- 
«••  ^^^M  bo  enlarged  so  as  to  inoludo  witbiu 
^■^Uu  of  the  l>oroiigh  aU  premises  wbioh  ought 
~>  rmard  being  bad  to  sitvation  or  other  looal 
taoees — to  be  iooloded  therein,  for  the 
ofeonferriogupon  the  occupiers  thereof 
tis  Pariiamentarj  franchise  for  such  borough." 

Iheae  Instruotioas,  I  repeat,  were  not 
'■■wd  by  the  EzecutiTe  Oovemment,  but 
^«e  imposed  by  Parliament,  and,  of 
<o«w,  concurred  in  by  your  Lordships,  as 
^  gQide  to  the  Commissioners  in  the  exe- 
mion  of  the  doty  intrusted  to  them.  The 
Cemmiaaiooers  made  their  Beport  I  will 
j^»ay  a  word  now  upon  the  merits  of  it ; 
^  it  showed,  at  least,  that  the  oases  of 


all  these  boroaghs  had  receiyed  the  greatest 
care  and  attention.  What  happened  then  ? 
The  Government  introduced  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  eflfect  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Goyemment  have 
always  said  that  they  were  perfectly  con- 
tent with  the  recommendatioDS    of   the 
Commissioners.     But  it  was  said  that  the 
principles  which  the  House  of  Commons 
wished  to  adopt  in  fixing  the  boundaries 
of  boroughs  had  not  been  sufficiently  indi- 
cated by  the  House  for  the  Instruction 
given  to  the   Commissioners;   and  ulti- 
mately,  in  the  course  ofconversationinthe 
other  HousOy  a  proposal  was  made,  to  which 
the  Government  assented,  to  refer,  not  the 
Boundary  Bill,  but  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
miasionerst  to  a  Select  Committee.   At  the 
time  of  the  appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee — I  am  speaking  off  book,  but  I 
do  not  think  I  am  mistaken — the  question 
was  asked  whether  the  Beport   of  the 
Committee  was  to  be  considered  as  final? 
and  according  to  my  recollection  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  no  such  pledge  and 
no  such  undertaking.      The    Committee 
made  their  Beport.    It  was  a  unanimous 
Beport,  I  admit,  and  I  speak  with  great 
respect  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee. 
So  far,  however,  from  that  Report  being 
acceded  to  by  the  Government,  they  pro- 
ceeded with  the  Bill  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  was  brought  in.  Thereupon  a  Besolution 
was  proposed  by  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  accept  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  eumuio,  substituting  the  condu- 
sions  of  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
fifteen  boroughs,  where  they  recommended 
that  there  should  be  no  alteration,  in  lieu 
of  the  new  and  enlarged  boundaries  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.    Was  that  proposition 
assented  to  by  the  Government  ?  Certainly 
not.    The  Government  resisted  it,  main- 
taining strongly  that  the  views  of  the 
Commissioners  were  right  and  those  of  the 
Committee  were  erroneous.    The  House 
divided  on  the  question ;  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  was  carried;  but  the  proposi- 
tion made  was  really  one  which  took  the 
House  of  Commons  at  a  great  disadvantage, 
because,  instead  of  taking  up  the  case  of 
each  borough,  the  Resolution  embraced  the 
whole  fifteen  boroughs  ;  so  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  no  opportunity,  as  your 
Lordships  might  now  have,  of  considering 
in  each  instance  whether  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  or  of  the  Committee  set  forth 
the  sounder  view.    The  majority  of  the 
Hofte  of  Commons  having  been  in  favour 
of  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  on 
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a  subsequent  day  when  the  Business  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  prospects  of 
the  Business  came  under  discussion,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  those  prospects 
might  be  considered  with  reference  to  that 
which  had   occurred  —  namely,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  at  that  time  got 
rid  of  the  question  of  the  Boundary  Bill. 
In  that  sense  no  doubt  the  Bill  was  settled. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli)  did 
not  mean  that  the  Government  had  entered 
into  any  compromise  or  had  altered  their 
opinion,  but  that  the  subject  no  longer  oc- 
cupied the  time  of  the  House,  and  there- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  might  proceed 
to  consider  the  other  Business  on  the  Paper. 
I  am  sure  that  nothing  was  further  from 
the  mind  of  any  Member  of  the  Government 
in  the  House  of  Commons  than  to  abandon 
their  opinion.    The  case  now  comes  before 
your  Lordships,  and  the  question  is,  are 
you  satisfied  with  the  Heport  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  by  you  in  conjunction 
with  the  House  of  Commons,  or  will  you 
affirm  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  ? 
As  I  understand  the  noble  Lord  who  pro- 
poses the  Amendment,  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
he  says,  "  The  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  made  a  Report  differing  from 
that  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  boundaries 
of  fifteen  boroughs.     I  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  Report  of  the  Commission  as  to 
all ;  but  as  to  five  a  question  is  raised  of  a 
peculiar  kind — that  of  grouping,  and  to 
this  there  mayjbe  objections  which  mayjvery 
possibly  have  influenced  a  good  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  while  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  en  bloc,  because  unions 
were  proposed  which  were  not  acceptable. " 
This  is  a  question  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment is  perfectly  free    to    re- assert  the 
opinion  it  asserted  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  it  is  one  for  your  Lordships' 
determination.      Bear  in  mind  that    no 
extension  of  the  Parliamentary  boundary 
of  any  borough  to  the  municipal  boundary 
will  in  the  slightest  degree  interfere  with 
any   question  of   taxation    or  municipal 
government.  Any  alteration  of  a  municipal 
boundary  must  be  a  subject  of  separate 
legislation,  upon  which   those  concerned 
will  have  every  opportunity  of  being  heard. 
The  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  six  cases,  extended  Parliamentary  be- 
yond municipal   boundaries.      [A   noble 
Lord  :    Because   nobody  objected !]     We 
do  not  know  that.      The   Commission  do 
not  tell  us  whether  it  is  so  or  not.    They 
have  made  a  Report  in  which  they  medlion 
eleven  different  considerations  that  have  a 
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material  bearing  upon  the  Parliammtaij 
boundaries  of  boroughs  ;  but  they  do  not 
tell  us  which  consideration,  or  what  con- 
siderations influenced  their  decision  in  any 
one  case.     As  regards  the  wishes  of  tlM 
inhabitantst  compare  the  oonrse  taken  bj 
the  Commissioners  with  that  taken  by  tbe 
Committee.     The  Commissioners  sent  As- 
sistant Commissioners  to  hold  local  in- 
quiries of  the  character  of  public  meeting^ 
where  any  one  might  be  heard.     The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  held 
private  conferences    and  consulted  wiHi 
Members,  who  would  sometimes  repreMot 
sections  of  their  constituencies,  and  with 
the  Assistant  Commissioners.      If   loeil 
wishes  are  to  be  studied  it  is  much  moit 
likely  the  local  inquiry  would  elicit  them 
than  that  the  private  deliberations  of  the 
Committee  would  do  so.     If  you  oonsite 
the  merits  of  the  question  it  by  no  mem 
follows  that  persons  living  outside  a  Ptt^ 
liamentary  boundary  are  to  objeot  toiti 
extension  because  they  fear  increased  ntoi^ 
if  their  inclusion  is  desirable  on  otiMT 
grounds ;  and  the  proposal  to  adhere  Is 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  involves  the 
enfranchisement,  as  the  Report  of  the  Ooif 
mittee  and  the  Bill|  involve  the  disftu- 
chisementof  18,6 10 persons.  Onthatgroanl 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  pause  belbit 
you  say  that  the  decision  of  the  Commisaoi 
was  not  wiser  than  that  of  the  Committa 
YisGonuT    HALIFAX   said,   that  tfci 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  not  aoswsni 
the  observation  of  his  noble  Friend  (ftd 
Granville).  No  one  denied  the  oompete^ 
of  the  House  to  entertain  the  questioa  tf 
to  reverse  a  decision  of  the  other  BoM 
upon  it ;  but  what  his  noble  Priend  ml 
was  that  in  the  other  House  the  Qoni^ 
ment  said  the  question  had  been  setthi 
by  the  decision  arrived  at.     He  belim- 
in  the  impartiality  of  the  CommissioB  m 
of  the  Committee  ;  but  the  Committee  k* 
before  it  documents  which  the  Commitfi* 
had  not,  and  it  heard  Members  from  toA 
sides  of  the  House.  As  to  the  Commisii^ 
not  giving  the  grounds  of  its  deeinos  k 
each    case,  neither    did  the  Committi^ 
Their  Lordships  were  now  called  upon  t* 
reverse  not  the  decision  of  the  Goma** 
sion  nor  the  decision  of  the  Commiftli^ 
but  the  solemn  determination  of  the  Hovi 
of  Commons,  without  the  slightest  groBlii 
being  assigned  for  doing  so.     He  had  H* 
derstood  that  the  Government   aooeplii 
that  decision,  and  it  seemed  to  him  sofli' 
thing  like  a  breach  of  faith  for  the  Un* 
House  to  reverse  that  deoinon.    Tw 
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Lordihi|M  had  ooly  just  reoeired  the  Be- 

^of  the  Aflnstant  Commisiionera^  and 
not  time  to  peruse  them.  It  was 
denied  to  expedite  the  dissolutioii  of  Par- 
fiameot,  with  a  view  to  which  it  was  ab- 
lolutely  enential  that  this  Bill  should  be 
paned  without  delay ;  and  yet,  in  the 
teeth  of  dedlarations  made  by  the  Pirst 
lord  of  the  Treaiury,  Members  of  the 
Gofemment  were  now  adopting  a  course 
which  would  defeat  the  object  they  pro- 
IbaBed  to  hare  in  view.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  go  into  the  merits 
until  they  had  ascertained  on  what  footing 
tike  matter  stood  after  the  declarations 
which  had  been  made  by  the  GoTernment. 
If  the  government  of  the  country  was  to 
be  carried  on  in  that  way  very  great  evils 
muitresnlt. 

Tbi  Buzb  of  MARLBOEOXTGH  :  My 
Lordi,  I  think  that  if  your  Lordships  had 
to  ooniider,  as  the  noble  Viscount  states, 
a  lolemn  decision  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  your  Lordships  would  not  feel 
younelTee  in  any  way  fettered  in  coming 
to  a  oonclnnon.  But  that  is  not  the  point 
which  we  haye  under  discussion.  The 
noble  lords  opposite  have  challenged  the 
ecmdoet  of  the  Goyemment  and  their  good 
£uth  in  dealing  with  this  question.  The 
noble  Viflcount  aeems  to  think  that  some 
itatement  has  been  made  by  the  right 
hoo.  Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  to  the  effect 
that  your  Lordships  must  consider  this 
question  as  settled,  and  not  re-open  it 
again.  Now,  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
•och  statement  was  ever  made.  I  am  not 
awtre  of  the  precise  passage  to  which  the 
BoUe  Tiscount  referred,  but  I  know  that 
BO  roeh  intention  was  ever  entertained  by 
Her  Majestj's  Government.  Indeed,  the 
whole  of  their  conduct  previously  to  the 
ippointment  of  the  Commission  tends  to 
ditprore  the  accusation.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  the  term  "settled"  in 
^7  way  whatever,  he  must  have  meant 
Amply  Uiat  the  matter  was  concluded  as 
far  u  the  Bnainess  of  the  House  of  Com- 
munis was  concerned  ;  and  he  certainly 
^  not  intend  to  fetter  the  action  of  the 
Ooremment  or  of  this  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  will  just  state  what  was  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  conducts 
tile  Business  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
linnient  When  the  subject  was  first 
(n^ht  before  Parliament  a  question 
ttnsa  how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
CommiflioneiB  were  to  be  accepted.  Great 


opposition  was  raised  in  the  other  House, 
and  the  final  result  was  that  one  of  the 
Commissioners  moved  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed.  The  Government 
accepted  that  proposal,  and  accordingly, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  Home  Secretary,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  whom  all  the 
questions  at  issue  were  referred.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  at  that  time  expressly 
precluded  themselves  by  the  words  used 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  and  the  Prime  Minister  from 
being  bound  by  the  decision  of  that  Com- 
mittee. Now,  what  took  place  ?  The 
Committee  finished  their  labours  and  re- 
ported to  the  House ;  and  the  very  first 
day  the  Report  came  on  for  consideration 
a  question  arose  as  to  how  the  Government 
proposed  to  deal  with  it.  I  trust  that  as 
the  conduct  and  good  faith  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  have  been  called  in  question  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  to  depart  from 
the  ordinary  rules  of  procedure,  and  to 
quote  from  the  recognized  channels  of  in- 
formation the  exact  words  made  use  of  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  According  to  the 
report  in  Tke  Timei  he  used  the  following 
words  on  the  9th  of  June,  when  the  de- 
cision of  the  Committee  was  first  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House : — 

"  The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  made  an 
appeal  to  me  to  anooanoe  the  part  which  the  Go- 
▼ernment  would  toke,  and  argued  that  of  eoune 
we  could  not  oppose  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
That  view  ia  founded  on  an  assumption  which  I 
think  a  most  singular  one — namely,  that  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  had  announced 
to  this  House  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  prepared  to  receive  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  conclusive.  Now,  such  an  arrangement 
was  never  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.'' 

The  Prime  Minister  went  on  to  state — 

''But  I  will  tell  the  Committee  what  we  are 
prepared  to  do.  We  are  prepared  to  give  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  the  same  consideration 
and  respect  as  we  have  given  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission." 

Haying  reminded  the  House  that  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Commission  had  been  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  say — 

"  What  I  propose  is  indicated  by  the  order  of 
Business  that  has  been  prepared  for  this  evening. 
The  moment  we  concluded  the  Scotch  Bill  we 
proposed  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Boundary 
Bill.  We  shall  have  before  us  as  we  proceed  the 
Schedule,  with  the  conflicting  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  and  the  Committee,  and  the  good 
sense  of  the  House  will  come  to  a  conclusion.  I 
know  no  other  mode  by  which  we  can  arrive  at  a 
result  more  speedily  or  satisfactorily." 

Now,  what  was  the  course  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  ?    The  Committee  re- 
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ported  Progress  that  eyening,  and  an  hon. 
Member  gave  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  that  the  "whole  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  accepted  in  a  lump.  That 
was  fairly  objected  to  by  the  Government, 
who  were,  however,  put  in  a  minority. 
Now,  I  maintain  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  Government  have  a  right  to 
raise  the  question  again  in  your  Lordships' 
House. 

Eabl  BIJSSELL  :  I  think  the  remarks 
of  the  noBlo  Duke  have  entirely  altered 
the  question.  It  is  said  that  the  Home 
Secretary  has  been  misunderstood,  and  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Government  were  not  bound 
to  accept  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 
When  the  Report  of  the  Committee  was 
brought  up  the  Government  wished  to 
deal  with  it  in  one  way  and  the  Opposition 
in  another.  As  the  noble  Duke  remarked, 
the  Government  were  defeated  on  a  divi- 
sion, and  certain  boroughs  were,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, left  out  of  the  Boundary  Bill.  Well, 
after  that,  what  happened?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Minis- 
try, said  on  the  16th  of  June — 

**  Now,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Boun* 
dary  Bill,  though  they  ha?e  not  yet  lefl  this 
House,  may  be  regarded  as  virtually  settled." 

During  the  progress  of  the  Reform  Bill 
last  year  there  were  many  points  on  which 
the  Government  were  defeated,  but  in  re- 
gard to  which  they  accepted  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Every  one 
accordingly  thought  that  the  (Government 
would  accept  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  present  instance.  The 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp)  now  proposes 
to  move  an  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which, 
if  carried,  would  be  to  bring  back  the 
Bill  into  conformity  with  the  Report  of 
the  Boundary  Commissioners.  Now,  I 
confess  that  when  I  saw  that  Notice  on  the 
Paper  I  thought,  indeed,  that  it  was  per- 
fectly competent  for  any  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  disagree  with  the 
Bill,  and  to  propose  any  alteration  he 
might  deem  necessary  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  certainly  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Government  were  pledged  to  abide  by  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that,  consequently,  as  the  noble  Earl 
would  not  receive  the  support  of  the  Go- 
vemmenty  there  would  be  a  considerable 
majority  against  his  proposal.  All  I  can 
say  now  is  that,  as  the  Government  have 
broken  faith  on  this  subject,  I  cannot  be 
a  party   to  admitting  that  any  decision 
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which  yonr  Lordships  may  aniTe  at  on 
this  question  is  a  fair  decision.  We  bava 
been  taken  by  surprise  and  oircumventsd 
in  this  matter.  All  that  I  can  say,  thers- 
fore,  is  that  I  will  be  no  party  to  snoh  a 
breach  of  faith,  and  that  I  will  letTS 
rather  than  be  a  party  to  it. 

[The  noble  Earl  then  left  the  Homa^ 
followed  by  Earl  Gbikville,  Tlsooant 
Halifax,  the  Earl  of  ClaeekdoiTi  aid 
other  noble  Lords.] 

The  DnsE  of  ARGYLL  :  TTnqneitioii* 
ably  an  intimation  was  given  to  the  Hooie 
that  the  Boundary  Bill  was  virtoaDj 
settled — 

The  Duee  of  MARLBOROTJOH  :  I 
say  no ! 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  I  say  yes! 
The  Prime  Minister  said — 

"  Now,  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  Bou? 
dary  Bill,  though  they  have  not  yet  left  tidi 
House,  may  be  regarded  as  virtually  settled.* 

I  would,  however,  venture  to  suggest  to 
the  House  that  the  duty  of  the  Govsn* 
ment  does  not  altogether  depend  npon  Sis 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister.   The  present 
Government   are  in  a  peculiar  posirioe. 
They  are  the  Government  of  a  minori^, 
and    under    these  circumstances   speeU 
obligations  lie  upon  them ;  for  had  it  sot 
been  understood  by  the  majority  of  tin 
House  of  Commons  that    the    decisioM 
come  to  by  that  House  would  be  aeceptrf 
by  the  Government,   and  that  Ministsil 
would  not  use  their  superior  influenos  ii 
the  House  of  Lords  to  upset  the  deoifliflai 
agreed  to  in  the  Commons,   it  is  mort 
than  probable  that  that  Yote  of  Want  d 
Confidence  of  which  we  have  heard  weoli 
have  been  proposed  long  ago.     I  think  it 
a  breach  of  faith  even  if  no  promise  bi 
been  given,  that  a  Government  in  a  miai- 
rity  should  use  its  influence  in.  the  HoaN 
of  Lords  in  order  to  upset  a  decision  li 
which  they  had  assented  in  the  Honis  A 
Commons. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Kj 
Lords,  the  obvious  and  only  meaning  to 
be  extracted  from  the  words  of  the  PriM 
Minister,  under  the  circumstances  in  whkk 
they  were  used,  is  that  after  the  deciMS 
come  to  by  the  House  of  Commons,  tin 
Boundary  Bill  might  be  considered  settU' 
so  far  as  that  House  was  concerned,  sni 
that  it  had,  been  removed  from  the  Baft* 
ness  of  the  House  requiring  discuisloi* 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
spoke  as  if  what  your  Lordships  do  not 
in  respect  of  this  Bill  will  be  conolosiTe  s| 
against  the  House  of  Commons;  but  I 
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nml  remmd   your  LordsbipB^— and   I 
dunild  hsre  thonght  it  unneoessary  to  re- 
Bind  eren  tbe  noble  Dake — that  the  Bill 
ntist  go  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
sgtin.    The  House  of  Gomncions  did  not 
ooottder  the  case  of  each  of  those  bo- 
Toaghi^  bat  considered  the  whole  of  them 
in  s  nasi.    Thej  will,  however,  have  an 
opportonitj  of    considering    each    case. 
What  oeonrred  last  year  as  to  the  lodger 
frnohue  was  this—There  had  been  two 
propoiidoDs  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
one  for  fixing  a  higher  and  the  other  for 
fbdog  a  lower  figure ;  but  an  arrangement 
▼as  made,  in  the  way  things  are  some- 
tifflea  arranged  in  that  House,  in  conae- 
qaenee  of  which  a  figure  between  the  two 
originally  proposed  was   actually  intro- 
dneed.    In  ignorance  of  the  arrangement 
eooe  to  in  the  House  of  CommonSi  your 
Lordshipa  altered  that  figure  when  the  Bill 
came  before  you ;  but,  subsequently,  on 
learning  how  matters  really  stood,  your 
Lnddiips  restored  the  figure  which  had 
bean  agreed  to  by  the  Commons.  But  that 
ia  not  the  ease  here.     There  was  no  oom- 
poffliw  and  no  arrangement.  The  views  of 
the  HoQie  were  tested  by  a  formal  decision. 
Ira  Dun  OF  MAELBOEOUGH :  My 
Ionia,  the  accusations  made  against  the 
Government  are  rery  serious,  and  calcu- 
lated to  give  rise  to  bitter  feelings ;  and 
although  my  Parliamentary  experience  is 
not  a  Tory  long  one,  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
made  them  in  leaving  the  House  after 
haying  done  so  is  without  precedent.     A 
Boat  erroneous  interpretation  has  been  put 
vpoo  the  words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Oovemment.    Noble  Lords 
opponte  have  referred  to  an  extract  from 
the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  with- 
^ paying  any  regard  to  the  context;  but 
thia  ahooM  be  borne  in  mind,  for  it  has  a 
Boot  material  effect  upon  the  point  at  issue. 
The  occasion  on  which  those  expressions 
were  oaed  was  one  on  which  questions 
^wa  put  aa  to  the  course  of  Public  Busi- 
seal  IB  the  House  of  Commons.    Questions 
vera  aaked  of  the  Prime  Minister  aa  to  the 
arrangement  of  the  days  to  be  devoted  to 
particular  measures,  and  in  replying  to 
them  he  said,  "  The  Scotch  Eeform  Bill 
ttd  the  Boundary  Bill,  though  they  have 
^  yet  left  this  House,  may  be  regarded 
aaTirtoallT  settled."  What  did  that  mean 
m  settled  by  thia  House—''  the  House  of 
Commons?  "    The  intention  and  meaning 
of  these  words  are  clear  and  apparent. 
They  amply  meant  that  neither  of  the 


Bills  to  whidi  he  referred  would  occupy 
any  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  No  other  meaning  can  pro- 
perly be  attached  to  his  words,  and  that 
sought  to  be  attached  to  them  by  noble 
Lords  opposite  is  not  warranted  by  the 
ezpressionB  themselves. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  observed  that 
there  never  was  a  greater  mare's  nest  than 
that  discovered  this  evening  by  noble 
Lords  on  the  Opposition  side.  One  thing 
was  clear — that  the  Premier  spoke  of  the 
Scotch  Eeform  Bill  and  the  Boundary  Bill 
in  the  same  terms.  Why,  then,  had  not 
his  supposed  undertaking  been  set  up 
when  Amendments  were  being  made  on 
the  former  Bill  on  Tuesday  evening  ? 

The  Eabl  or  AIELIE  said,  the  Amend* 
ments  made  by  their  Lordships  in  the 
Scotch  Eeform  Bill  were  merely  verbal 
Amendments^ 

VisooTOT  EVEESLEY:  My  Lords,  I 
think  I  may  assume  from  what  has  fallen 
from  both  sides  that  your  Lordships'  House 
is  altogether  satisfied  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Commission.  [*'  Hear ! "]  Tou  seem 
to  consider  that  its  Reports  were  fully  justi- 
fied by  the  Instructions  which  they  re- 
ceived from  Parliament.  It  should  not,  my 
Lords,  be  forgotten  that  the  Commission 
was  one  appointed  by  Parliament  and  in- 
structed by  Parliament.  Therefore,  we 
were  as  responsible  to  your  Lordships' 
House  as  to  Ihe  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  way  in  which  we  proceeded  was  this 
—We  obtained  the  servicesof  the  best  scien- 
tific men  and  the  best  legal  men  we  could 
find  to  act  as  Assistant  Commissioners. 
We  sent  those  gentlemen  to  difierent 
parts  of  the  countrv.  The  greatest  pnb- 
iici^  attended  their  proceedings.  Their 
coming  to  a  borough  or  town  was  notified 
previously  ;  they  id  ways  sat  in  public,  and 
invited  information  and  suggestions  from 
all  sides.  Having,  as  far  as  possible,  made 
themselves  masters  of  the  case,  they  re- 
ported to  the  Commissioners  in  London. 
We  read  their  Eeports  and  their  recom- 
mendations ;  but  we  did  not  confine  our- 
selves to  those  Eeports.  Whenever  we 
thought  it  advisable  we  sent  for  the  As- 
sistant Commissioner,  and  had  the  benefit 
of  his  assistance  before  coming  to  a  decision 
with  reference  to  the  particular  borough. 
It  is  well  known  to  your  Lordships  that 
manyof  our  decisions  were  challenged  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  by  that  House.  I 
think  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  was  not  quite  correct  when 
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he  said  that  the  Committee  was  appointed 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  Commission.  I 
remember  being  consulted  by  one  of  my 
brother  Commissioners,  and  I  said  that  I 
did  not  think  we  could  object  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee.  Now,  my 
Lords,  nothing  can  be  further  from  my 
intention  than  to  wish  to  say  anything  in 
disparagement  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
composed  that  Committee ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  differ  altogether  from 
the  conclusions  at  which  they  have  ar- 
rived. When  their  Report  came  out  I 
was  most  anxious  to  see  in  what  way  the 
information  we  receiyed  from  the  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  had  been  used  ;  but  I 
find  nothing  in  the  Report  to  show  me 
that.  I  observed  that  the  Committee  con- 
ferred with  the  Members  for  the  place,  or, 
with  more  than  one  of  the  Members  for 
the  place,  and  memorials  were  presented 
to  the  Committee ;  but  the  book  which 
contains  the  account  of  their  proceedings 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  contain  any 
evidence  whatever.  I  believe  that  in  ten 
out  of  fifteen  of  the  boroughs  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
the  Parliamentary  and  the  municipal 
boundaries  are  conterminous.  In  fifty- 
three  boroughs,  exclusive  of  the  Welsh 
boroughs,  the  municipal  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundaries  do  not  coincide.  Se- 
veral boroughs  have  had  municipal  privi- 
leges conferred  upon  them  since  the  Re- 
form Bill.  What  the  particular  objection 
may  have  been  which  governed  tlie  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee  we  do  not  discover 
from  their  Report;  but  plainly  this  objec- 
tion, that  the  municipal  boundary  and  the 
Parliamentary  boundary  were  not  the  same, 
vanishes  the  moment  it  is  examined  ;  for 
it  has  not  been  the  practice  of  the  country 
to  make  them  conterminous.  The  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp)  has  very 
fairly  stated  the  case  of  Birmingham.  I 
this  day  presented  a  Petition  upon  the 
subject,  which  confirmed  the  view  taken 
by  the  Commissioners,  that  the  suburb  of 
Aston  was  as  much  part  of  the  town  of 
Birmingham  as  Piccadilly  was  part  of 
London.  In  the  Petition  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  present  it  is  stated  that  if  the 
district  of  Aston  were  added  to  Birming- 
ham, 5,000  or  6,000  persons  would  be 
added  to  the  voters  for  that  borough; 
whereas,  if  it  continued  to  be  excluded, 
and  were  left  in  the  county,  only  1,860 
persons  would  obtain  the  franchise — being 
a  diffierence  of  upwards  of  3,000  votes. 
There  is  another  borough  in  which  the 
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case  is  still  stronger,  and  that  is  ITotting. 
ham,  one  of  the  boroughs  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Earl.  It  happens,  corioaily 
enough,  that  in  the  year  1837,  some  time 
after  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  I 
was  appointed  Chairman  of  the  Mnnieipsl 
Boundary  Commission.  I  told  my  noble 
Friend  who  made  the  proposition  that  I 
was  very  reluctant  to  undertake  the  duty, 
because  I  knew  well  that  it  was  most  din- 
cult,  except  the  Government  of  the  day 
was  a  very  strong  Government^  to  carry 
any  changes  of  the  kind ;  they  always  ei- 
cite  opposition,  and  in  some  respects  han 
to  be  carried  against  the  wishes  of  friendi 
of  the  Government  itself.  And  whit  I 
predicted  occurred.  The  Government  then 
happened  to  be  an  exceedingly  weak  G> 
vernment ;  pressure  was  put  upon  theiBt 
and  they  never  attempted  to  carry  out  oar 
recommendations.  Our  Report  contained 
a  passage  with  regard  to  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  with  which  I  will  trouble 
your  Lordships — 

"The  increasing  population,  unable  to  %ak 
room  within  the  limits  of  the  toim,  has  nsoitsJ 
to  the  neighbouring  parishes  of  Radford,  LmUss, 
and  Sneinton,  and  in  these  three  parishes  upwaHl 
of  20,000  peoplo  olos<'lj  connected  with  the  Wt% 
of  Nottingham  are  now  congregated.  New  Sosi^ 
ton  forms  actually  a  portion  of  the  town  of  Nol* 
tingham.  New  Radford  may  be  said  to  Ibni  a 
portion  of  the  town,  although  not  quite  so  eloii 
as  Sneinton.  The  extra-parochial  distriel  d 
Poole  is  nearly  surrounded  by  the  parish  ll 
Lenton." 

The  House  will  scarcely  credit  it  when  I 
state  that  in  the  late  Report  of  the  Bona* 
dary  Commission  we  hardly  proposed  iBf 
addition  to  the  limits  indicated  in  tint 
Report  of  the  Municipal  Commissionenii 
1837  ;  yet  this  is  one  of  the  propoHb  ^ 
which  has  been  rejected  and  set  aiidii 
The  case  of  Nottingham  is  less  reroarkiUl 
than  the  borough  of  East  Retford,  wbiA 
occupies  an  entire  hundred.  For  my  put 
I  have  always  been  astouished  thatthi 
Reform  Bill  of  last  Session,  and,  indsA 
that  any  Reform  Bill  did  not  deal  viA 
those  peculiar  boroughs  —  East  BetM 
Cricklade,  Shoreham,  Much  Wenlock,  vA  t| 
Aylesbury  —  by  reducing  them  to  on 
Member  each,  and  throwing  them  into  dn 
county.  As  matters  stand,  they  are  ao* 
thing  more  nor  less  than  electoral  dil" 
tricts,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  their  oo>* 
tinned  existence  will  ultimately  havs  t 
tendency  to  lower  the  county  franehiMi 
For  when  you  find  what  are  absolatdf 
elective  districts,  with  persons  on  one  wh 
of  the  hedge  having  a  boxough  qnaliflor 
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UoB,  lad  penoni  on  the  other  requiring  a 
£12  nting,  tome  day  or  other  Uiis  will 
emte  great  discontent  and  a  desire  for  the 
reduction  of  the  coantj  franchise.     Great 
ilarm  has  been  expressed  as  to  the  nnmher 
of  Totes  which  will  be  lost  by  a  transfer  ; 
to  show  that  this  alarm  is  not  warranted 
by  the  facts  I  will  take  a  case  that  I 
happen  to  be  well  acqoainted  with.     In 
Sooth  Hampshire  the    total  number  of 
alectora  is  5,677,  of  whom  2,858,  or  just 
one-half,  derive  their  qualification  from 
the  represented  towns  within  the  county. 
Therefore,  it  does  not  at  all  follow  that 
by  the  suggested  transfer  of  the  population 
jon  rednoe  the  number  of  votes  for  the 
conoty  to  the  extent  that  has  been  antici- 
pated.    I  mention  this  because  it  is  a 
point  whieh  attracted  considerable  atten- 
tion, and  is  believed  to  have  had  much 
iofloeoce  both  with  the  Committee  and 
nbieqaently  with  the  House.     Speaking 
of  my  Colleagues  in  the  Boyal  Gommis- 
non,  I  csn  assure  you  that  nothing  could 
ezoeed  the  industry,  the  honesty  of  pur- 
pose, end  the  perfect  absence  of  all  party 
feeling  whieh  marked  their  conduct  dur- 
ing the  whole  course  of  the  inquiry  com- 
mitted to  them.       I   am  sure,  therefore, 
that  Uieir  fiadiag  merits  the  confidence 
of  the  country. 

EailBEAUCHAMP  said,  a  noble  Lord 
oppoeite  (EarlEussell)  had  said  something 
shoot  his  Motion  being  a  surprise,  and  he 
thoQght  that  a  charge  so  put  forward 
onght  to  be  met,  as  it  deserved,  with  a 
^tinet  denial.  Complaint  had  been  also 
Bade  as  to  shortness  of  Notice  of  the 
Aoendmeota.  What  were  the  facts  >  The 
Boandary  Bill  was  brought  up  from  the 
other  House  on  the  23rd  of  June,  but  was 
not  ddirered  to  Members  till  the  25th  of 
June.  That  was  on  Thursday.  He  had 
act  time  to  read  the  Bill  and  consider  what 
coane  he  should  take  until  Saturday,  the 
S7Ui ;  and  Notice  of  his  present  Motion 
VIS  given  upon  Monday.  On  Wednesday 
their  Lordships  did  not  sit ;  but  after  the 
Kotics  had  lain  before  them  for  two  days 
he  now  brought  it  forward.  Hence  it 
vonld  be  seen  that  he  had  acted  with  all 
proper  caution.  Had  he  given  Notice  sooner 
he  ahoald  have  been  charged  with  precipi- 
taney.  To  remove,  howeter,  any  excuse 
&r  eomplninty  he  now  proposed  to  move  the 
sdjonmment  of  the  debate.  He  regretted 
that  noble  Lords  opposed  to  this  matter 
iboald  so  far  have  forgotten  themselves 
nd  the  dignity  of  that  House  as  to  bring 
&nrard    a    groundless    and   nonsensicid 
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charge,  and  then  retire  from  the  House 
without  either  supporting  or  discussing  it. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  thought 
his  noble  Friend  acted  very  wisely  in  the 
course  which  he  proposed  to  take.  He 
had  certainly  been  surprised  at  the  grave 
charges  brought  on  the  authority  of  a 
forced  construction  put  upon  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  Noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  have  with  great 
ingenuity  mis-stated  the  tenour  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  remarks  when  simply 
alluding  to  the  course  of  Business  in 
the  House  of  Commons;  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  have  intended  to  say  any- 
thing with  a  view  to  fetter  your  Lord- 
ships ;  and  I  state  positively  from  my  own 
knowledge,  in  the  most  solemn  manner, 
that  the  Government  never  meant  at 
the  time  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  to  re- 
gard the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  or  the  Boun- 
dary Bill  as  settled  ;  it  is  monstrous  to 
charge  his  words  with  so  incongruous  a 
meaning,  because  no  one  knows  better 
than  he  that,  whatever  influence  he  may 
have  with  your  Lordships  from  his  posi- 
tion, he  has  no  absolute  control  over  the 
actions  of  this  House.  I  am  very  glad  my 
noble  Friend  has  taken  the  course  he  has, 
because  no  one  could  be  more  annoyed 
than  myself  at  the  suspicion  of  surprise  ; 
and  perhaps  when  the  noble  Lords  who 
should  be  opposite  have  returned  to  their 
places  they  will  be  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  observations  of  the  Prime  Minister 
applied  alone  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Tub  Eabl  of  LICHFIELD  thought 
the  only  course  open  to  their  Lordships 
was  to  agree  to  an  adjournment  of  the 
debate ;  for  whatever  had  been  done 
amiss,  and  whoever  was  blamable  or  free 
from  blame,  it  would  be  most  undesirable 
that  the  question  should  turn  entir<^ly 
upon  an  alleged  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  could  not 
help  adding  that  if  noble  Lords  on  his 
side  of  the  Houso  had  remained  in  their 
places,  they  would  have  better  studied  the 
dignity  of  the  House  than  by  running 
away. 

House  reiumed;  to  be  again  in  Com- 
mittee on  Monday  next. 

Honie  adjonrnod  at  Nine  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  hair  past 

Ton  o'clock. 


S 


IIS       Jtiruh  Mortwirim—  tCOUi 

HOTTSB    OF    COMHOirS, 
ITiurtday,  Jtify  3,  1B68. 

MINUTES.}— gDm,r—wwtdw«d  in  CtunwiitUv 

— NiTT  EsiiutTis. 
PiTBLic  BiLUi—Steond  Reading — Poor  Iav  and 

Medient     Inpp-etara   (IreUnd)*   [IBS];    Fdrg 

(Mftroooliil*  rr--' 


Aiiiigneea   of    Marina    Potlaiaa    (rv 

[SOS], 
Sepori — Rogiitratlon  (re-eomm.)  [190];    Clerk« 

ofthe  peace.  Aa.  (Inland)"  [19*]  ;  AnlgOMa 

of  Marine  Paliain  (r«-comm.)*  [303]. 
Comidtred  at  amended  —  Land  Writi  Regiatra- 

tion  {SootlandJ*    [111];    Buriali  (IreUodJ  • 

TniW  Sfuilina  —  Railway  Companie)  (Ireland) 
AdfancM*  [177]:  Drainage  and  ImproMinent 
of  Laniii  (Ireland)  Supplemealal  (No.  3)* 
[165]  ;  Turnpiko  Tru.t.  Airangement.  ■  [300]  : 
Keienuo  OOoen  DiBabilitEei  Kemoval  •  [781 ; 
Bankruploj  Act  (18B1)  Amendment"  [l*fl] ; 
l:ibc1  tlreland)"  [198],  and  patted. 

Ifiljidraum— Sea  Fiiherio.  (Ireland)"  [101], 

HIOH  SUEKIFP  FOR  THE  EAST  RIDING 
Of  YORKSHIRE.— QUESTION. 

Admieal  DTTNCOMBE  Raid,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  seea  any  oWec- 
tion  to  the  appointment  of  a  BCparate  High 
Sheriff  for  the  East  Eidiog  of  the  County 
of  York  ;  and,  if  he  will  take  the  subject 
into  hJB  consideration,  with  the  view  of 
remedying  some  of  the  inconTeniencea 
arising  from  there  heing  one  High  Sheriff 
for  the  whole  County  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  in 
reply,  that  there  was  no  doubt  consider- 
able objection  to  the  present  state  of  things 
in  that  respect  in  the  county  of  York. 
The  High  Sheriff  had  very  onerous  duties 
oast  npoD  him,  and  perhaps  there  ought 
to  be  two  High  Sherifh ;  but  the  matter 
vould  be  ooDsidered  by  the  Government. 

TREATT   OF   OOMMEEOE  WITH 
AU81RIA— aUESTlON. 

Mb.  IAYAED  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affuirs,  Whether  the  Treaty  of  Commerce 
recently  in  negotiation  with  Austria  has 
been  signed  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  the  Reports  of  Mr.  Morier  and  Mr. 
Mallet,  and  any  other  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  negotiation  for  the  Treaty  ? 

Mb.  E.  C.  EGERTON  said,  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley}, 


ue 

he  oonld  stat*  that  a  telagnm  vm  an  tti 
preTicna  day  reoaTed  at  tihs  Foraign  Ofe 
from  the  British  AmbasMdor  at  Tienu, 
stating  that  the  Treaty  had  been  signtd 
on  that  very  day.  There  wonld  be  no 
obiectioQ  to  lay  on  the  table,  not  only  tlii 
valuabte  Reports  of  Ur.  Morier  and  lb. 
Mallet,  but  also  any  other  Con'eapaiid' 
ence  relating  to  the  subject. 

MILITARY  KNIGHTS  OF  WINDSOB. 


Mr.  ETKY^  said,  he  wonld  biff  te 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Bm» 
Department,  Whether  he  objeeta  to  h/ 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Bouse,  a  Betnia  ri 

the  Military  Kntghta  of  Windsor  i1 wiii 

since  the  appointment  of  the  lata  and  Ai 
present  Governor,  the  data  of  their  d» 
cease,  the  dates  from  which  their  aMSi^ 
I  Bors  received  their  pay,  the  amoont  ef 
.'  their  deductions  in  pay,  the  mode  in  wUah 
I  the  deductions  were  dispoaed  of;  also^  • 
Returu  of  all  sums  applied  to  the  nsa  rf 
the  late  and  preaent  Oovemora  of  As 
I  Military  Enights  f 

Ms.  GATHOBNE  HARDY,  in  np^. 
said,  it  was  difficult  to  deal  with  a  Qise- 
tion  such  as  this,  as  he  did  not  knew  wM 
were  the  reasons  given  for  the  prodoetia 
of  the  Returns.  He  was  not  prepared  fa 
lay  them  upon  the  table,  as  he  did  Mt 
know  for  what  purpose  they 
quired.  He  had  that  day  received  a  datfr 
ment  from  the  Knights  of  Windsor  dsf» 
eating  any  interferenoe  with  tfaem,  wik 
stating  they  were  perfeotly  content  vtt 
the  mode  in  which  the  funds  were  adindfr 
tared. 

PARISH  MORTUARIES.— QOCSnOI. 

Uk.  GODDABD  said,  he  wished  tsMk 
the  Vioe  Freeident  of  the  Oommitta' 
Council,  Whether  hii  attention  has  tM 
directed  to  a  paragraph  «inwinriifg  M 
the  Britith  i[»dieat  Jmm-mO,  headed  "flt 
Dead  among  the  Living,"  and  to  b  _  *~ 
whether  it  is  in  their  power  toenfuiueflM 
the  London  vestries  the  falfllmeat  sf  M 
Clause  in  the  Sanitaiy  Aot  with  reA 
to  providing  Parish  Hortoariea  for  thi*i ,, 
of  the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  metnfA 
which  both  the  interesta  of  the  prtfi> 
health  as  well  as  the  cause  of  annriiC 
humanity,  so  urgently  demands  ? 

Lobs   ROBERT   MOIfTAGH  si 
reply,  that  no  doubt  the  £riiitk  i  . 
Journal  was  a  publioation  of  iiiiiisidlHt 
influence  and  authori^;  bat  kU  a" 
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had  not  been  directed  to  the  paragraph 
or  article  in  qaeation.  It  was,  howeyer, 
perfectly  optional  with  the  London  ves- 
tries whether  thej  enforced  the  clauses  of 
the  Sanitary  Act  or  not,  for  the  Govern- 
ment liad,  nnder  the  Act  of  1866,  no  power 
over  them. 

WOBKSHOP  REGULATION  ACT  (1867). 

axncsTioir. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  wonld  beg  to 
aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Depeitment,  Whether  he  has  reason  to 
beUeTe»  from  representations  made  to  him 
by  Factory  Inspectors  or  otherwise,  that 
local  anthorities  fail  to  discharge  the  duty 
inp^Pf^  npon  them  by  Section  18  and 
other  proTiaions  of  the  Workshop  Regula- 
tion  Aety  1867,  under  which  they  are 
boaod  to  enforce  the  Act ;  whether  diffi- 
cnitiea  have  arisen  in  cases  where  the  local 
authority  as  described  by  the  Act  is  **  the 
Yastrr  or  Select  Vestry,"  and  whether 
modiflcatlons  of  the  Law  are,  in  his  judg- 
maiit,  there  necessary,  in  order  to  invest 
tiie  local  aathority  with  powers  to  carry 
eot  the  Aet  and  to  raise  the  funds  requisite 
for  that  purpose ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
ba  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
amend  the  Law  during  the  present  Session, 
with  a  view  to  render  the  local  authority 
Acre  efficient  in  these  cases  ? 

Mm.  GATflORNB  HARDY,  in  reply, 

•rid,  he  had  not  had  any  such  applications 

aide  to  him  as  his  hon.  Friend  alluded 

Is,  nor  had  he  received  any  notice  of  the 

•nstenee  of  those  difficulties,  except  from 

tks  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 

X.  PoTster),  who  had  been  kind  enough  to 

Md  him  a  letter  that  he  had  received  on 

Ihsubject.     His  attention  had  not  been 

l^ed  to  any  defects  in  the  present  law  ; 

kt  the  Inspectors  in  their  next  Reports 

Vonld  probably  take  notice  of  the  matter. 

Mi.  W.  £.  FOBST£R  said,  he  wished 

to  know  whether  the  Inspectors  were  in- 

itnukod  to  report  upon  it  ? 

Hi,  OATHORNE  HABDT  said,  that 
*M  of  the  Inspectors  having  been  in  town 
ftit  day  he  had  inquired  of  him,  and  he 
AoQght  there  would  be  Reports  on  the 


ARMY— ARTILLERY  PRACTICE  AT 
PORTSMOUTU.— QUESTION. 

lU.  SxBJEAMT  GASELEE  said,  he 
laald  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of  State 
Jm  War,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 


to  the  following  paragraph  in  the  HanU 
TeUgraph : — 

**  The  tt«ftm«r  PHneeii  €f  WaUi,  belong^n^  to 
the  Port  of  Portemofith  and  Ryde  Steftm  Packet 
Company,  left  Southsea  Pier  on  Thursday  mom-* 
ing,  at  half-past  nine  o'clock,  on  her  passage  to 
Ryde.  When  opposite  Fort  Monckton  a  shot 
passed  between  the  foremast  and  the  jib  stay, 
causing  considerable  consternation  among  the 
passengers,  many  of  whom  were  so  frightened 
that  they  laid  down  upon  the  deck.  This  oc- 
currence will  serre  to  show  the  immense  amount 
of  danger  resulting  from  the  shot  practice  at  this 
fort,  for  if  the  shots  had  struck  the  vessel  beneath 
the  water  line,  the  probability  is  that  she  would 
have  been  sunk,  and  that  many  lives  would  have 
been  sacrificed ;" 

and,  if  that  statement  be  true,  whether 
measures  have  been  taken  to  preyent  the 
recurrence  of  a  practice  so  dangerous  to 
the  lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply,  that  as  soon  as  the  statement  to 
which  the  question  referred  appeared  in 
the  newspapers,  a  communication  waR  sent 
to  the  Assistant  Adjutant  General  at  Ports- 
mouth, desiring  him  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  facts  ;  and  he  now  held 
in  his  hand  the  answer  returned  by  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Peel,  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"Portsmouth,  July  1. 
**  Sir,— -In  accordance  with  instructions  received 
in  your  telegram  of  this  day's  date,  I  have  the 
honour  to  forward  for  the  information  of  his  Koyal 
Highness  Com manding-in- Chief  the  accompanying 
statements  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Lovell,  R.A., 
and  Captain  Girardot,  R.A.,  the  officers  under 
whom  the  artillery  practice  from  Fort  Monckton 
was  conducted  on  Thursday  morning,  the  25th  of 
June,  1868.  These  officers  both  state  most  posi- 
tively that  no  shot  fired  from  Fort  Monckton 
passed  within  600  yards  of  any  steamer  during 
the  practice.  In  consequence  of  the  hour  at  which 
the  telegram  was  received  (5.20  p.m.)  I  have  not 
been  able  to  procure  from  the  editor  of  the  Hants 
Telegraph  any  information  as  to  the  source  of 
the  report  contained  in  his  newspaper,  the  ofiSce 
being  closed.  I  understand  that  practice  was 
also  being  carried  on  that  morning  from  Uer 
Majesty's  ship  Terrible,  now  laying  at  Spithead." 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Lovell  wrote — 

**  Fort  Monckton,  July  1, 1868. 
'*  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  memorandum  of  this 
day's  date,  requesting  a  full  report  upon  a  state- 
ment contained  in  the  Hcmte  Telegraph  that  ou 
Thursday,  the  25th  of  June,  that  a  shot  from  Fort 
Monckton  passed  between  the  foremast  and  jib- 
stay  of  a  Ryde  steamer,  I  have  the  honour  to 
state  that  I  was  superintending  the  practice 
carried  on  by  Captain  Girardot,  R.A.'s  battery 
on  that  date,  and  no  shot  fired  on  that  morning 
passed  within  800  yards  of  a  Ryde  steamer  or  any 
other  steamer,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
what  could  have  caused  any  report  to  such  eflfect. 
I  beg  to  forward  a  statement  of  Captain  Girardot, 
R.A.,  commanding  the  battery." 

S2 
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Captain  Ginrdo^i  itatemeot  was  to  this 


HO 


'■  I  wai   in  oommnd  of  No.  7   Battsrj, 
Brigade,  Kojrkl  ArtlllarT,  daring  Ibe  houi 
.  prwlioe.  from  ».30  ..m,  to  11.30  ».m.  oi 
dijr  Uit,  the  asth  of  Jane.     The  Bring  < 
dueted  uodrr  the  ■uptrtnteiideneB  of  LieuCeniDt 
Colonel  LoTcU,  R.A.    The  grcatMt  preuL 


AEMT— EMPLOTMENT  OF  OLD 

SOLDIERS.— QUESTION. 

Su  HARRY  YERNET  uid.  lio  wtnli 

than-  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Whether,  referring  to  hii  opmion  thil  it 

deiirable  to  give  Oavernnieiit  emploj- 


dittanoa  of  Teueli  puaiiig  from  the  range, 
I  moat  oonBdeatlj  atate  that  no  ihot  wai  &red 
when  anj  ateamer  waa  within  BOD  jardi  of  the 
range." 


■e  taken  to  obtana  the  ordera  regarding  the    ment  to  dfiserTing  old   loldien,  it  u  trw 
that  the  cuBtody  of  the  Parka,  bilherta 
ander  the   park  keepers,  almott  all  old 
floldiers,  ia  about  to  be  taken  from  tham 
_  „         ,  -      .         A  I  ind  placed  under  tha  Metropolitan  Fdin; 

He  could  not  aUow  that  qnertion  to  re«t  ,  ^^^  whether,  if  this  alteration  ia  coniWend 
where  it  was.  If  the  atatement  in  the  l  ^^^^^  ;„  g^^  p^j^  jt„,^^j  ^^  ,j^„i^ 
Manii  Telegraph  wa.  a  true  one  it  wm  I  „„j  ;„  j^e  other  Parks,  where  the  pack 
quite  intolerable  that  the  pubho  "houd  ;  ,j„  i,„a  hitherto  done  their  duty  p«u 
be  exposed  to  snoh  a  danger.  He  should  f^y  „gH_  ^^  (he  custody  of  ■'■ 
therefore  make  further  mquines  in  order      -    .  -  .  ...,'.. 

to  have  the  matter  thoroughly  sifted. 

Ms.  Bebjukt  GA.SELEB  said,  he 
wished  to  say  that  he  had  a  letter  in  hi* 
pocket  from  a  passenger  in  the  st«Bmer — 
["  Order!"] 


POST  OFFICE— MAILS  TO  THE  WEST 
INDIES^— QUESTION. 

Uh.  graves  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  cause 
of  the  delay  in  presenting  the  Corres- 
pondenoe  [ordered  12th  May]  between 
the  West  India  and  Pacific  Compaay  and 
the  Treasury  and  Post  Office,  relative  to 
the  conveyance  of  Mails  to  the  West 
Indies  T 

Mn.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Cftuae  of  the  delay  bad  been  that 
parts  of  the  Correapendeuoe  had  to  be 
ntrniahed  by  the  Treasury  and  other  parts 
hy  tlie  Post  Office.  The  whole  of  it  was 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and  it 
would  be  distributed  to  bon.  Members  in 
t  few  days. 

EJECTMENTS   SUSPENSIOIf   (IRELAND) 

BILL.— QUESTION. 

Ub.    KENNEDY   said,  he  would  beg 

to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Not 

to    displace   the    Ejectments    Suapensii 


afforded  employment,  with  a  amall  remu- 
neration, to  many  men toriooa  old  sol^enf 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  »■ 
ply,  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  quite  b» 
rectly  expressed  the  views  ho  had  at 
pressed  with  respect  to  tlie  employmat 
of  old  soldiers;  but  his  regard  for  dl 
soldiers  did  not  give  him  any  anthtsi^ 
over  the  Parks.  He  must  refer  hit  boa. 
Friend  to  the  First  Commissioner  of  Worfa 
for  any  information  as  to  the  future 
of  the  Parks. 

Sm  HARRY  VERNEY  said,  he  wnll 
therefore  put  his  Question  to  the  FM 
Commissioner  of  Works. 

Loan  JOHN  MANNERS  aud,  it  hri 
been  thought  highly  expedient  for  to 
public  service  that  old  soldiert  should  M 
longer  be  appointed  as  park  keepen^  iti 
he  hoped  that  before  long  every  Bujil 
Park  would  be  placed  in  the  custody  tf 
the  Metropolitan  Police, 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELEOTIOM 
BILL.— QUESTION. 
Ma.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  ssii,  ki 
would  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  A* 
Treasury,  Whether,  considering  ths  i^  ] 
peatcd  personal  pledges  he  has  gimO 
the  House  and  the  Country  to  takes*^  ] 
means  to  pass  a  Bill  for  the  repraMiw  * 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Eleotioni,Mdwil4 


(Trclaod)  Bill,  which  stands  No.  I  on  the  i  think  it  desirable  so  to  arrange  the  B 


Orders  of  the  Day  for  the  Evening  Sitting 
of  Tuesdny  the  7th  instant  ? 

Kb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  not 
he  unmindful  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
wish,  but  must  frankly  tell  him  that, 
desiring  to  bring  the  Business  of  the  House 
forward  at  a  reasonable  time,  he  could  not 
really  pledge  himself  to  comply  with  the 
kon.  Gentleman's  request. 
Sir  <7ehn  PaktngfMt 


of  the  House  as  to  give  pro 
to  that  Bill   over  others  of  an  ordi    . 
character,    if  he   wishes   to  redeem  flV: 
pledges  he  has  made  on  the  sutgect? 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  ban.  0» 
tleman  has  placed  an  u^mentative  Qil' 
tion  on  the  Paper,  which  ia  a  very  isM^ 
venient  course,  and  one  that  might  laidti 
discussion.     He  wiahei  to  know  if  i* 
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intadto  carry  ont  our  intentions.  All  I 
eu  ny  is,  that  if  we  had  not  intended  to 
euTj  out  oar  intentions  we  should  not 
LiTe  placed  the  Bill  on  the  Paper  in  the 
position  we  have  done. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES.^QUESTION. 

Ma.  CHILDEKS  said,  he  would  heg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sute  for  War» 
If  it  ia  the  intention  of  the  Ooyemment 
to  proceed  with  the  Army  Estimates  on 
Monday,  considering  that  the  Papers  con- 
oeeted  with  the  Controller's  Department 
hare  not  been  printed  ? 

Six  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in  re- 
plj,  that  he  had  promised  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  (the 
Mtrqueas  of  Hartiogton)  that  the  Papers 
in  question  would  be  laid  on  the  table  in 
good  time  before  Yote  18  was  moved.  The 
Papers  bad  been  laid  on  the  table  on  Tues- 
day, but  he  was  sorry  to  say  it  had  been 
foond  impoesible  to  complete  the  printing 
in  time  to  allow  them  to  be  distributed  to 
Members  before  Saturday  next.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  bring  on  the  Vote  on  Mon- 
day eoDsbtentiy  with  his  promise  to  the 
noble  Lord.  Although,  therefore,  the 
Army  Estimates  might  stand  on  the  Paper 
for  Monday,  he  should  not,  if  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  proceed  with 
them  on  that  day. 

HAVT— CAPTAINS  ON  THE  RESERVED 
LIST.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  0*BEIBNE  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Case  submitted  in  1862  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  with  their 
Opinion  thereon,  upon  the  Claims  of  the 
Captains  on  the  Reserved  List } 

8n  JOHN   HAT  said,  that,  in  the 

iToidable  absence  of   his   right    hon. 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 

bfl  would  reply  to  the  Question.     He  had 

to  iaform  tiie  bon«   Gentleman   that    it 

woold  be  contrary  to  all  precedent  to  lay 

CO  the  table  Copies  of  the  confidential 

oommonications  which  might  have  passed 

between  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 

aosd  the  Heads  of  Public  Departments. 

The  case  of  those  Reserved  Captains  had 

been  carefully  considered,  as  soon  as  the 

waent   Government   came    into   Office. 

Bearly  half  of  them,  thirty-seven,  had 

■arrcd  one  year  at  sea  and  so  fulfilled  the 

oottditions  which  enabled  the  Board  of  Ad- 

sunlty  to  grant  the  advantages  for  which 


they  asked ;  but  the  rest  of  them  had  not 
served  a  year  at  sea,  and  the  Admiralty 
were  therefore  unable  to  pursue  a  simils^ 
course  in  their  case. 

ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE  OF 
THANKS   TO   UER  MAJESTY'S  FORCES. 

Mr.  DI8BAELI :  Mr.  Speaker— I  rise 
to  move  that  the  Thanks  of  this  House 
be  given  to  those  who  planned  and  accom- 
plished one  of  the  most  remarkable  mili- 
tary enterprizes  of  this  century.  When 
the  invasion  of  Abyssinia  was  first  mooted 
it  was  denounced  as  a  rash  enterprize, 
pregnant  with  certain  peril  and  probable 
disaster.  It  was  described,  indeed,  as  one 
of  the  most  rash  undertakings  which  had 
ever  been  recommended  by  a  Government 
to  Parliament.  The  country  was  almost 
unknown  to  us,  or  known  only  as  one 
difficult  of  access  and  very  deficient  in  all 
those  supplies  which  are  necessary  for  an 
army.  Indeed,  the  Commander  of  this 
Expedition  had  to  commence  his  operations 
by  forming  his  base  on  a  desolate  shore, 
and  by  a  creating  a  road  to  the  land  he 
was  invading  through  a  wall  of  mountains. 
Availing  himself  for  this  purpose  of  the 
beds  of  exhausted  torrents,  he  gradually 
reached  a  lofty  table- land — wild  and  for 
the  most  part  barren — ^frequently  inter- 
sected with  mountain  ranges  of  great  ele- 
vation, occasionally  breaking  into  ravines 
and  gorges  that  were  apparently  unfathom- 
able. Tet,  over  this  country,  for  more 
than  800  miles,  the  Commander-in-Chief 
guided  and  sustained  a  numerous  host, 
composed  of  many  thousands  of  fighting 
men,  as  many  camp  followers,  and  vast 
caravans  of  animals,  bearing  supplies,  more 
numerous  than  both.  Over  this  land  be 
guided  cavalry  and  infantry,  and — what 
is  perhaps  the  most  remarkable  part  of 
the  Expedition — he  led  the  elephants  of 
Asia,  bearing  the  artillery  of  Europe,  over 
African  passes  which  might  have  startled 
the  trapper  and  appalled  the  hunter  of 
the  Alps.  When  he  arrived  at  the  base  of 
this  critical  rendezvous,  he  encountered  no 
inglorious  foe  ;  and  if  the  manly  qualities 
of  the  Abyssinians  sank  before  the  re- 
sources of  our  warlike  science,  our  troops, 
even  after  that  combat,  had  to  scale  a 
mountain  fortress,  of  which  the  intrinsic 
strength  was  sach  that  it  may  be  fairly 
said  it  would  have  been  impregnable  to 
the  whole  world  had  it  been  defended 
by  the  man  by  whom  it  was  assailed.  But 
all  these  obstacles  and  all  these  difficul- 
ties and  dangers  were  overcome  by  Sir 
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Bobert  Napier,  and  that  oame  to  pass 
which  ten  years  ago  not  one  of  us  could 
have  imagined  even  in  his  dreams,  and 
which  must,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
be  an  event  of  peculiar  interest  to  an 
Englishman — the  standard  of  St.  George 
was  hoisted  on  the  mountains  of  Rasselas. 
If  we  turn  from  the  conduct  of  the  Expe- 
dition to  the  character  of  the  person  who 
commanded  it,  I  think  it  must  be  acknow- 
ledged that  rarely  has  an  Expedition  been 
planned  with  more  providence  and  exe- 
cuted with  more  precision.  In  connection 
with  it  everything  seems  to  have  been 
forefieen  and  everything  supplied.  It 
would  be  presumptuous  in  me  to  dwell  on 
the  military  qualities  of  the  Commander  ; 
but  all  must  recognize,  and  all  may  ad- 
mire, the  sagacity  and  the  patience,  the 
temper  and  the  resource,  invariably  ex- 
hibited. I  shall,  however,  perhaps  be 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  the  rare 
union  of  diplomatic  ability  and  military 
skill  in  the  conduct  of  Sir  Robert  Napier. 
Indeed,  I  do  not  think  a  public  man  has 
ever  shown  more  discretion  than  he  has 
done.  Had  it  not  been  for  his  manage- 
ment of  men — not  merely  in  the  skilful 
handling  of  his  troops  on  an  exhausting 
march,  but  in  the  way  in  which  he 
moulded  the  dispositions  of  the  Native 
Princes — the  result  might  have  been  dif- 
ferent. And  he  moulded  them  to  his  pur- 
pose without  involving  his  country  in  any 
perilous  contract  or  engagement.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  heartily  offer  and  vote  its  Thanks  to 
this  distinguished  man.  It  has  been  said 
by  the  greatest  soldier  who  ever  flourished 
— at  leastin  modemtimes— that  the  Thanks 
of  the  House  of  Commons  were  a  com- 
pliment the  most  appreciated  by  military 
men,  and  that,  next  to  the  favour  of  their 
Sovereign,  the  acknowledgment  of  their 
services  by  Parliament  was  the  reward 
which  they  most  valued.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  Sir  Eobert  Napier  is  influenced  by 
those  feelings ;  but  the  House  of  Com- 
mons at  this  moment  will  remember  that 
this  is  not  the  first  time,  nor  even  the 
second,  that  it  has.  offered  to  him  its 
thanks.  Happy  is  the  man  who  has  been 
thrice  thanked  by  his  country  !  By  his 
splendid  achievements  in  Abyssinia,  Sir 
Eobert  Napier  has  only  fulfilled  the  pro- 
mise of  the  plains  of  India,  and  consum- 
mated his  exploits  on  the  Chinese  field. 
It  is,  I  may  add,  not  the  least  interesting 
part  of  our  business  this  evening  to  re- 
cognize the  merits  of  another  great 
Mr,  DUraeli 


branch  of  Her  Majest/s  fbroet.  IRie 
army  and  navy  have  rarely  acted  together 
in  the  history  of  this  oonotry  without 
successful  results;  but  there  have  been,  I 
think,  few  instances  in  which  they  have 
mutually  assisted  each  other  more  effec- 
tually, and  in  which  their  combined  ex- 
ertions have  been  attended  with  grattsr 
success  than  in  the  Abyssinian  Expeditioa. 
I  need  not  remind  the  House  how  mnoh 
depends  on  the  skill  and  efficienoy  with 
which  the  transport  of  troops  and  stcnva  ii 
conducted  in  snch  an  andertaking.  But 
I  may  recall  to  the  recollection  of  At 
House,  in  order  that  they  may  clearly  nn- 
dentand  them,  the  very  great  dilBcaUiii 
attending  the  Expedition  in  that  reapeol^ 
and  the  admirable  manner  in  which  tiMM 
difficulties  were  surmoimted.  The  mm* 
her  of  vessels  employed  amounted  to  M 
fewer  than  300,  some  of  great  tonnafi^ 
collected  from  all  parts  of  Her  Ifajcstyli 
dominions,  yet  all  brought  at  the  rigbt 
moment  to  the  right  place,  under  tin 
superintendence  of  Commodore  HciHu 
The  exertions  of  the  Navy  were  not,  bov- 
ever,  limited  merely  to  this  importaii 
branch  of  the  public  service.  The  vi- 
known  waters  of  Abyssinia  were  huoyid 
and  lighted  with  a  promptitude  and  esr* 
tainty  which  cannot  be  too  highly  pndn^ 
and  which  were  of  the  utmost  importaaoil 
and  it  was  mainly  owing  to  the  great  ex- 
ertions of  the  Navy  that  water,  on  whidi 
the  success  of  the  Expedition  greatly  di- 
pended,  and  the  want  of  which  for  a  mo- 
ment threatened  the  snoceasfbl 
plishment  of  the  Expedition,  was  so] 
The  building  of  the  piers  and  the 
lishing  of  condensing  maohinea  weremaUtf 
owing  to  the  exertions  of  the  Navy,  whi 
on  all  occasions  showed  the  utmost  vil- 
ingness  to  devote  their  labours  to  the  M- 
cess  of  this  great  enterprise.  But  it  fM 
not  to  the  mere  transport  of  troopti  tft 
to  the  mere  buoying  and  lightiBg  if 
Annesley  Bay,  nor  the  mere  condeMOC 
of  water  that  the  duties  and  labooff  i 
the  Navy  were  limited.  They  aqnilf'' 
and  manned  a  most  efficient  corps,  WuA-,, 
took  a  very  active  part  in  the  invaiioQ*  \ 
Abyssinia  -»  the  Kooket  Brigade.  Tk9 
were  present  on  that  great  march  do^ 
which  Sir  Robert  Napier  handled  V 
troops  with  so  much  dexterity — a  OMflk 
requiring  so  much  endurance  on  tbef^ 
of  our  forces  —  and  they  joined  in  lU^ 
critical  operation  the  BcaUng  of  thefollNB 
of  Magdala.  Therefore,  under  theaa  dB- 
cumstancef,  the  Houae  wHl  oflar  its 
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eoc&I  tad  gniefiil  Thanks  io  Oommodore 

Faathi  who  eommanded  the  naval  force. 

Id  flofaiow]ed|;iog  the  great  seryioea  of  the 

dntingQiahed  man  who  was  the  chief  Com« 

maodtr  of  the  ExpeditioD,  and  of  the 

anmentoffioer  who  oommanded  the  Navy, 

we  most  sot  be  nnmindfiil  of  the  conduct 

of  Um  HMO,  both  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

I  thifik  we  may  fairly  say  that  the  con- 

duet  of  (he  troops  and  ndlors  was  alike 

eoaplete   and    fldmirable.     There    have 

been  iastanees^  no  donbt,  of  rapid  marches 

ssd  triumphant  fields,  which  have  ocoa- 

flioaed  greater  sensation  at  the  moment, 

ia  the  history  of  modem  times ;   but  if 

yon  look  to  the  exhibition    of  military 

virtae,  I  doubt  whether  the  qualities  of 

pstiencs^  endaranee,    and  good    temper, 

Btoifested  under  the  most  trying  ciroum- 

itanses,  have  ever  been  more  ftdly  exern* 

phfisd.    I  doubt  whether  the  fbrce  of  dis- 

Bplinod  man  was  ever  more  successfully 

iwfted.   There  was  shown  that  gallantry 

on  whioh  we  can  always  eount,  and  which 

eosUos  our  forces  to   meet  any  dangers 

aad  fifioaltics;  but  what  was  most  ad- 

minbls  was  the  endurance  and  docility 

wkiek  wwe   exemplified    by  the  troops, 

sad  which  enhanced  the  glorious  result  of 

the  spsratioDa.    The  House  therefore  will, 

I  SSI  sure,  acknowledge  in  a  manner  most 

pateldl  to  the  men  both  of  the  Army  and 

Usty  its  sense  of  their  services,  and  will 

take  means  by  whioh  that  sense  shall  be 

aitde  known  to  them  through  their  re- 

ipeotive  oommandittg  officers,  making  men* 

tM  to  each  regiment  the  opinion  of  the 

House  with  reference  to  their  services  and 

eondaet.    There  are  many  distinguished 

oAcers  whose   services   they   must    also 

shortly  acknowledge,    and  whose   names 

wars  inaerted  in  the  Besolution.    Before 

eeaduding,  I  would  venture  also  to  con- 

gfatdate  the  House,  not  on  the  conduct 

ef  the  Expedition,  of  which  I  have  al- 

raady  treated,  but  on  its  character.   When 

it  was  firat  annoanoed  that  En^and  was 

shout  to  embark  on  a  most  costly  and 

periloos  Expedition  merely  to  vindicate 

the  hooeur  oif  oar  Sovereign  and  to  reaoue 

ftsM  an  unjust  bnt  remote  captivity  a  few 

of  our  feUow-subjeots,  the  announcement 

was  received  in  more  than  one  country 

with  something  like  mocking  incredulity. 

B«t  we  have  asserted  the  parity  of  our 

pnrpoae.    In  an  age  accused,  and   per- 

■apa  not  unjustly,  of  selfishness  and   a 

too  great  regard  for  material  interests,  it 

is  aocaething,  in  so  strikiDg  and  dgnifioant 

amanner,  for  a  great  nation  to  have  vindi- 


cated the  higher  principles  of  humanity. 
It  is  a  privilege  to  belong  to  a  country 
whioh  has  done  such  deeds.  They  will 
add  lustre  to  the  name  of  this  nation,  and 
will  beneficially  influence  the  future  his- 
tory of  the  world.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  proposing  the  Reso- 
lutions. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  believe  it  is 
my  duty  to  second  the  Motion  which  has 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
and  this  is  certainly  an  occasion  on  which 
the  performance  of  such  a  duty  must  be 
regarded  in  the  light  also  of  a  rare  pri- 
vilege. Indeed,  Sir,  if  it  were  the  custom 
of  this  House,  as  it  is  not,  on  any  occasion 
to  dispense  with  forms,  and  to  give  effect 
to  its  feelings,  in  the  manner  of  some  as- 
semblies, by  the  method  of  acclamation,  I 
believe  that  acclamation  is  perhaps  the 
mode  in  which  it  would  be  most  gratifying 
to  us  all  to  make  known  our  decision  on 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  described 
with  great  felicity  of  expression,  and,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge,  without  the  smallest 
exaggeration,  the  general  character  of  this 
Expedition,  from  which  it  derives  its  title 
to  a  place  of  no  very  common  order  in 
military  history.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
mean  to  claim  for  it  ^ nor  would  it  be  wise 
to  claim  for  those  who  have  been  engaged 
in  it — precisely  the  same  kind  of  fame  as 
attaches  to  occasions  in  which  desperate 
conflicts  have  been  waged  with  equal  or 
nearly  equal  force  between  nations  or  be- 
tween armies  alike  possessed  of  all  the 
resources  of  modem  warfare.  But  we  have 
lif ed  into  a  time  in  which,  if  it  cannot  be 
said  of  the  soldier,  it  must  be  said  of  the 
commander,  that  mere  fighting,  however 
arduous  the  task,  mere  tactics,  and  mere 
strategy  have  become,  perhaps  though  still 
vital  and  essential,  yet  almost  secondary 
parts  of  the  qualities  required  to  make  a 
successful  general.  And  it  is  in  this  de- 
partment, which  relates  to  the  conflict  that 
had  to  be  carried  on  by  Sir  Bobert  Napier, 
with  Nature,  with  distance,-  with  climate, 
with  all  the  diversities  and  difficulties 
presented  by  one  of  the  most  peculiar  por- 
tions of  the  earth,  with  the  civil  govern- 
ment of  the  Army,  with  the  provision  made 
for  every  want,  that  this  Eipedition  pre- 
sents to  our  view  a  history  alike  complete 
and  satisfactory.  There  is,  indeed,  some- 
thing tame  and  feeble  in  the  language  of 
uniform  and  unbroken  eulogy,  and  yet  the 
occasion  does  not  permit  ua  to  adopt  any 
other  langnage.    We  may  look  at  whii 
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has  occurred  with  reference  to  the  Com- 
mander, with  reference  to  the  oflScers  hy 
whom  he  was  bo  ahly  seconded,  with  re- 
ference to  the  soldiers  who  moved  and  acted 
Tinder  their  orders,  and  lastly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Government  at  home.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ahstained  from 
claiming   any  peculiar    praise     for    the 
Government   at  home  ;    hut  I  am  hound 
to  say  that  we  are  indebted  to  them  for 
the  wise  choice  of  the  Commander.     We 
are  indebted   to   them,   and   we  are  in- 
debted to  those  with  whom  they  may  have 
taken  counsel,  for  the  unbounded  confi- 
dence they  reposed  in  the  abilities  of  the 
object  of  their  choice ;  for  the  unsparing 
liberality  with   which,   on   deciding  the 
difficult  question  of  facing  these  great  risks, 
they   made   the   whole   resources  of  the 
country  available  for  the  purposes  that 
were  in  view ;  for  the  care  and  forethought 
with  which,  so  fur  at  least  as  I  am  able  to 
judge,  all  the  necessary  provisions  were 
made.     Here  it  would  not  be  more  than 
justice,  I  think,  to  distinguish  among  the 
Members  of  the  Government  that  Minister 
who  necessarily  must  have  been  charged 
with  the  chief  share  of  the  responsibility 
and  labours  of  the  Expedition — I  mean  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  ;  and  lastly,  we- 
are  indebted  to  the  Government  for  the 
firmness  and  decision  with  which,  from  first 
to  last,  they  persisted — acting  therein,  I 
must  say,  in  accordance  with  public  opinion 
and  the  enlightened  mind  of  the  nation — in 
confining  the  operations  of  this  Expedition 
to  its  legitimate  purpose,  and  in  refusing 
to  be  led  beyond  the  line  of  duty  and  wis- 
dom by  any  visions,  however  flattering  and 
seductive.     We  have  been   permitted  to 
gain  on  this  occasion  what  may  be  called 
an  almost  tearless  victory.   Perhaps  I  shall 
not  be  going  too  far  from  this  subject  if  I 
uttter  a  word  of  regret  for  the  fate   of 
Colonel  Dunne,  the  only  field  officer  who 
lost  his  life,  though  not  by  direct  military 
operations,  and  who  proved  in  the  deadly 
charge  at  Balaclava  the  courage  with  which 
he  was  endowed,  who  received  from  the 
hands  of  his  Sovereign  the  Victoria  Cross, 
who  sought  active  service  as  commander 
of  his  gallant  regiment,  the  33rd,  which 
made  the  assault  on  Magdala ;  and  who 
found  a  grave  in  the  country  to  which  he 
accompanied  the  Expedition,  and  a  place 
of  honour  in  the  recollections  of  his  fellow- 
citizens.     But,  though  we  know  that  all 
have  done  their  duty  well  from  first  to  last, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  dwell  with  a  pecu- 
liar interest  on  this  special  occasion  on  the 
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character  of  the  man  whose  name  first  ap- 
pears and  most  prominently  in  the  Motion 
now  made.     Without  him  it  might  have 
been  posRible  that  great  things  might  ha?e 
been  achieved  ;  but  there  is  a   complete- 
ness in  the  work  achieved  that  we  eaoDot 
do  otherwise  than  connect  in   a  special 
manner  with  the  special   qualities  of  hit 
mind  and  his  capacity.     Without  him  ws 
scarcely  could  have  hoped  that  this  Expe- 
dition  would  stand  upon   record  among 
those  occasions  when  nations  resort  to  the 
bloody  arbitrament  of  war,  as  one  in  wbidi 
not  one  drop  was  added  to  the  cnp  of  hamaa 
suffering  which  any  humane  forethought 
could  spare,  and  in   which   the  seversit 
critic,  in  reviewing  the  proceedings*  wiU 
find  nothing  to  except  to  in  regard  to  the 
military,  political,  and  moral  aspect  of  Um 
proceedings.     No  man  can  read  the  de> 
spatches  of  Sir  Bobert  Napier,   and  ai- 
pecially  the  despatch   circulated   for  onr 
information  to-day,  without  seeing  thit| 
after  we  ha?  e  given  him  the  praise  of  being 
a  Commander  apparently  consummate  in 
meeting  every  demand  made  on   him  ftr 
military  qualities,  there  is  something  whieh 
remains  beyond— there  is  the  mind,  Ann 
of  purpose,  never  losing  for  one  moment 
its  thorough  balance,  and  among  all  anzie^ 
and  excitement,  keeping  an  eye  steidilj 
fixed  on  moral  aims,   and  rememberings 
under  all  circumstances,  the  duty  of  keep- 
ing and   maintaining,   untainted  and  u 
virgin  purity,  the  honour  and  character  d 
his  country.      Nor  can   anyone  beoont 
acquainted  with  Sir  Robert  Napier— sad 
we  must  all  feel  we  become  acquainted 
with  him  when  we  read  his  interestii^ 
his  manly,  his  simple,  and  his  modest  le* 
count — without  feeling  that  we  part  tm 
the  consideration  of  the  subject  not  CB^ 
with  gratitude  and  admiration  of  the  to 
eral,   but  with  respect,   with  regret— I 
would  almost  say,  with  affection — for  thi 
man.     Sir,  I  re-echo  the  statement  nidi 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  tiIii 
highly  the  privilege  that  falls  to  me  ' 
seconding  the  Motion  he  has  made. 

Resolved,   Nemine    ContradicenU^    That  Ai 
Thanks  of  this  House  be  in^en  to  Uentaiit 
General  Sir  Kobert  Napier,  G.C.B.,  G.C.S.Ui' 
the  exemplary  skill  with  which  he  planiieiisA 
the    distinguished   energy,    courage,    and  fl^ 
severance  with   which   he  conducted  the  tM*t 
Expedition  into  Abyssinia,  retnhinf  in  tbedeM 
by  Her  Majesty's   Forces,  of  the  Army  of  Ksf 
1'beodore,  and  the  Tindioation  of  the  hoaov  II 
the  Country,  by  the  rescue  from  CaptiTity  of  D« 
Majesty's  Envoy  and  other  British  Sabjeeti,  ni 
by  the  capture  and  dettmotion  of  the 
Fortress  of  Magdala. 


J 


Trr^aUm  Worii 


|JtnT3, 1868) 


in  Tttdia. 


580 


td,  Jftmitu  ContradieMU,  That  tha 
Thaaki  of  thii  Honw  ba  giT«n  to  Commodor* 
HMth,  R.N.,  C.B.,  for  the  iDdehtigabIa  iml  knd 
(nut  ability  »ilh  vhiah  he  oonducled  tbs  Nural 
Oprnttioni  onnnreted  with  the  Trnniport  oF  tha 
Tnopi  and  Stoir*,  npon  which  (ha  lueoau  of  the 
EipedilioD  materiitllj  depended. 

JkMhMd,  yemint  C<mtradifenla,  Thnt  ths 
Tlianh*  oftbii  IIouw  be  gi*ea  to  Major  Geiiernl 
Sir  Cbirit*  StaTcIeT,  K.C.B.,  Major  General  G. 
Ifalcoln,  C.B.,  Major  Qenenil  E.  L.  Ruuall, 
Brigmdfer  Rmeral  W.  Merawether,  C.B.,  and  the 
oUmmt  OAcara  of  the  Nary  apd  Army,  for  the 
•aetf7,  falUntry,  and  ability  "illi  which  they 
bare  eiMuted  this  Tarioiu  Serrieea  whiob  they 
bsTs  beni  mlled  oa  to  perform  thronghoat  tbeie 
■rdsooi  opemioDi. 

RaehMd,  Nemxtu  CoatradieeHtt,  That  thia 
Hodaa  doth  hifhljr  aoknowledge  and  approTO  the 
dlaaipUne,  galinnlrr,  and  enriuranee  diapln.Ted  by 
Um  PeUf  ODcen,  NDn-commiaaioned  OOorn, 
and  Mra  of  the  NaTj  and  Annj,  both  European 
aod  KatiTe.  during  thaw  operation*  ;  and  that  the 
mxm  bo  dpiiRed  to  then  b;  their  rapMtive 
CwninaDdiog  Olltoert. 

iMtrti,  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  commnnioate 
Um  Mid  Rooluliona  to  Lieatanant  General  Sir 
Hobcrt  Napier,  and  that  he  ba  reqnealed  b7  Mr. 
SpMkar  to  aiipifj  the  aanie  to  Commodore 
Beatk,  R.K.,  C.B.,  H»jor  General  Sir  Chnrlai 
St«TCl*T,  K.C.B..  Major  Gtngral  G.  Miloolm. 
CB.,  Hajar  Genanii  E.  L.  Rnuell,  Brigadier 
Gmeral  W.  H'rewether,  C.B.,  and  to  the  aereral 
Oflaira  of  the  Nktj  and  Armj  who  aerved  in  the  | 
Mid  EsjMditioD.— (ifr.  JJUnuli.) 

i 

SUPPLY.  I 

Order  for  Committee  read.  I 

Votion  made,  and  Qaeation  proposed,  ' 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker   do  now  leave   the 

Cluur." 

ISBIGATION  WORKS  IN  INDIA. 
i  MonoH  70B  Air  asdxess. 

lb.  BOTJTEBIE  rose  to  move  for  Copy 
<imj  farther  Despatchea,  Telegrams,  aod 
Iiwn  betweea  the  Beoretar}?  of  State  in 
CnHJl  and  the  Ooverament  of  India, 
li^iMiiig  the  proposed  purchase  of  the  < 
VKfaof  the  East  India  Irrigation  Com-  ' 
P^i  or  the  advance  of  funds  fur  the 
»irt>  thereof  since  July  16,  1867.  There 
*(n  two  Bills  of  an  important  character 
befon  the  House  relating  to  the  Oovem- 
Mntof  India,  affeoling  the  relations  be- 
■vmh  the  Home  Government  and  the 
iB'ita  Oovernment,  and  the  rriations 
ktveen  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
nd  the  Council.  The  Papers  he  visbed 
to  obtain  vonld,  he  anticipated,  threw  an  i 
Bpartsnt  light  upon  these  questions,  and 
■sut  them  materially  in  arriving  at  a  ' 
tMDd  conclusion,  aa  to  the  proper  mode  in 
vUfJi  theM  leUtions  ifaoald   be  estab-J 


lished.  Tlie  House  would  remember  that 
about  two  yesra  ago  there  was  a  most 
fearful  famine  in  the  province  of  Bengal 
—one  of  the  moat  friuhtftil  famines  ever 
recorded  in  history.  He  was  not  about  to 
dilate  on  the  famine  in  Orissa  ;  but  it  was 
necessary,  in  order  to  lay  the  ground  for 
what  he  was  going  to  urge,  that  he  should 
state  one  or  two  circumstances  connected 
with  it ;  and  he  could  not  do  better  than 
read  two  extracts  from  paper*  now  in  the 
Library.  There  had  been  an  inquiry  in 
the  previnoe  aa  to  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  famine,  and  a  great  number  of 
witnesses  had  been  examined,  from  whose 
evidence  he  would  select  two  passage! 
almost  at  random  : — The  Bev.  A.  Miller, 
Balasore,  said — 

"  I  think  the  mortalilj  wm  greater  than  was 
reported.  Hondredi  died  in  the  tlaldi  and  out- 
of  tho-way  plaoea,  where  no  One  knew  them.  If 
one  chanoed  to  croai  (he  oounlrr  one  isw  tbo 
bodia*  Ifing  about,  and  the  jackale  eating  thao, 
1  thonld  aaf ,  to  ba  within  bonndi,  that  about  one 
quarter  of  the  population  of  OriiM  biu  died.  In 
thia  neigh boarhood,  I  think  the  mortalicj  has 
been  sboul  one-third,  but  I  believa  in  other  parts 
uf  tbe  proiiooe  it  iiai  not  been  so  •aiera.  But, 
oa  reipecli  the  general  miaerj  and  luffuring,  I  do 
not  think  it  ba<  ever  been  full;  deieribed  ;  it 
would  almost  be  impoiiible  to  exaggerate  it.  The 
people  bore  their  miiarj  with  eitriordinarj  quiet 
and  aubniiaaiDa.  Nothing  that  I  have  erar  read 
hw  enabled  me  to  gonceiie  anjthing  equal  Co  this 
bmins.  I  have  known  no  initanca  of  Hindoos 
eating  doga.  or  oata,  or  oows.  But  thej  did  eat 
their  own  children,  when  thef  were  dead.  I  heard 
a  weli-autbanticalfd  inatance,  in  whioh  a  moCber 
and  ion  were  fouud  eating  a  dead  ohild." 

;  Abdool  Obun nee,  zemindar,  Balasore,  said- 


He  believed  that  the  mortality  occasioned 
by  that  great  calamity  was  little  short  of 
1,000,000.  The  inference  he  wished  to 
draw  from  this  deplorable  state  of  things 
was  that  no  effort  they  could  make  of  an 
indirect  kind  should  be  spared,  in  order  to 
avoid  the  recurrence  of  such  a  calamity  ea 
this.  They  were  bound  to  do  their  best 
for  the  people  they  had  undertaken  to 
govern.  Now,  there  was  but  one  remedy 
that  had  ever  been  suggested,  and  which 
was  admitted  to  be  perfect  against  the 
reourrence  of  such  calamities,  and  that 
was  irrigation  works.  These  calamities 
arose  from  the  failure  of  water,  owing  to 
the  great  prevalence  of  drought,  which 
would  have  been  almost  entirely  obviated 
if  those  means  of  irrigation  had  been  pro- 
vided  which  engineers  were  perfectly  able 
to  supply,  if  they  were  furnished  with  the 
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necessary  fdnds.    This  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  India,  and  the  Papers 
he  asked  for  would  show  that  the  present 
Government  had  not  acted  as  they  should 
have  done  in  regard  to  it.    A  private  com- 
pany of  adventurers,  encouraged  by  Lord 
Canning,  when  he  was  Governor  General 
of  India,  did  undertake  to  provide  irriga- 
tion works  for  the  province.     They  made 
great  progress  with  the  works,  and  laid 
out  a  large  amount  of  capital  in  forming 
dams,  canals,  and  other  engineering  ar- 
rangements, with  the  object  of  provid- 
ing the  means  of  irrigating  a  large  por- 
tion   of   this  very  province  —  arrange- 
ments which,  if  they  had  been  completed, 
would  have  obviated  this  dreadful  famine. 
There  were  two  sets  of  opinions  with  regard 
to  the  construction   of  public  works  in 
India  ;    there  was  one  set  that  believed 
that  these  great  undertakings  should  be 
carried  on  by  private  enterprize ;  and  there 
was  another,  more  associated  with  the  old 
notions    of    Indian    government,    which 
imagined  that  the  less  private  capital  and 
enterprize  had  to  do  with  India  the  better 
for  India,  and  that  works  of  this  kind  had  I 
better  be  executed  by  Government  officers, 
and  with  public  revenue.     Lord  Canning 
was  in  favour  of  private  enterprize,  whilst 
Sir  John  Lawrence  belonged  to  the  school 
that  believed  that  such  works  should  be 
executed    by    Government.     There    was 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  Paper  pre- 
sented this  Session,  signed  by  the  Queen 
in  Council,  and  by  the  Council,  in  which 
it  was  recommended  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment should  purchase  the  works  of 
this   great  Company  at  a  certain  stated . 
price.     That  despatch  was   withheld  by  j 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  for  a  con- 
siderable time  from  the   House,    and  in 
doing  no  doubt  what   he  considered  his 
duty  he  committed  an  act  not  becoming 
the  head  of  a  great  public  Department. 
The    right    hon.    Baronet    adopted    the 
policy    recommended    by   the    Governor 
General  and  his  Council,  but  he  kept  back 
the  despatch  containing  the  terms  which 
were  proposed  as  just  and  fair  by  them, 
while  he  endeavoured  to  drive  a  hard  bar- 
gain with  the  Company.    It  was  not  in  his 
opinion  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  a 
great  Department  of  the  State  to  endea- 
vour to  make  a  very  good  bargain  out  of 
the  special  necessities  of  a  private  company; 
neither  was  it   within  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to   dispute 
the  authority  of  the  Gk>vemor  and  Council 
in  a  matter  which  they  were  peculiarly 
Mr.  Bouverie 


fitted  to  deteimine.    The  right  Imib.  Ba- 
ronet having  offered  far  less  terma  tii«n 
Sir  John  Lawrence  and  his  Council  thonght 
just,  his  offer  was  refused  by  the  Company, 
and  then  the  despatch  was  laid  upon  ths 
table  of  the  House,  when  the  Company  at 
once  perceived  that  the  Goremment  htH 
offered  them  less  than  the  terms  proposed 
by  Sir  John  Lawrence.     The  Companj, 
taking  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  lea* 
sonable  step,  offered  the  works  to  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  terms  mentioned  in  ths 
despatch,  but  their  offer  was  declined  bj 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  no  doubt  for  wbst 
he  deemed  very  good  reasons.   It  appesiad 
to  him  essential  Uiat  these  great  and  beasi* 
cial  works  should  be  completed  as  early  si 
possible,  in  order  to  prevent  the  reomrsDOS 
of  these  dreadful  famines,  and  if  the  ri|^ 
hon.  Baronet  refused   to  purchase  thsa 
on  the  terms  offered,  he  should  lend  stt 
the  assistance  in  his  power,  consiatsot^ 
with  his  public  duty,  to  fboilitate  thor 
completion,  by  which  water,  that  grast 
blessing  and  source  of  wealth  in  Indii^ 
would  be  diffused  throughout  the  provinos 
in  question.     This  was  not  merely  a  quH* 
tion  between  a  private  company  ontht 
one  hand  and  the  Indian  Government  on 
the  other,  it  was  an  illustration  of  the  d!^ 
ficulties  which  beset  all  Indian  finanflU 
questions.   The  Secretary  of  State  had  told 
them  that  in  all  matters  of  finance  he  wu 
dependent  upon  his  Council,  who,  by  lot 
of  Parliament,  possessed  the  entire  cootnl 
of  all  matters  relating  to  the  ezpenditms 
of  money  in  India  ;  and  that  was  the  sji* 
tem  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pie* 
posed  to  continue.     Instead  of  there  beiqg 
a  Secretary  of  State  in  that  House  lAi 
was  responsible  for  these  mattera^  tea 
was  an  irresponsible  Council  behind  whMH 
the  Secretary  of  State  could,  if  he  w«l 
so  inclined,  always  shelter  himselfl   B 
had  been  his  object  to  draw  attentioB  tl 
that  point,  and  having  done  so  he  bsggii 
to  make  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  giifi 
Notice. 

Mb.  BAZLEY,  in  seconding  the  M»- 
tion,  recommended  that  large  basuis  tf 
reservoirs,  connected  by  canals,  shonldke 
made  in  India  for  the  purpose  of  stoiflf 
the  water  and  affording  water  commaaMi* 
tions  throughout  the  country.  Such  voiki 
would  be  of  immense  importanoe  ts  te 
development  of  the  resources  of  the  ooes* 
try,  and  would  prevent  a  leonrmNS  d 
that  frightful  calamity  under  whu^tti 
district  in  question  had  recently  aofhiil* 
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Amendmeiil  proposed. 

To  Imt*  oat  from  the  word  <«That"  lb  the 
«Bd  of  tho  Qneotion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''an  hamUe  AddreM  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jeatf,  thai  She  will  be  graoioaslj  pleased  to  give 
dir«B*ioika  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copj  of  any  fnrther  Despatohes,  Telegrams,  and 
Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  Sute  in  Coiinoil 
aad  tlie  Crovemment  of  India  respecting  the  pro- 
■Bssd  parehaee  of  the  works  of  the  East  India 
Jrr^faCioa  CompaDy,  or  the  adTaooe  of  fiinds  for 
the  works  theraof  since    July  16, 1867,"— (•^^- 


— tnttead  thereof. 

QnettioD  proposed,  "That  the  words 
propoeed  to  he  left  out  itand  part  of  the 
Qnertioii." 

Sift  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  bad  not  expected  that  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  liat  of  Ifotions  upon 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  would 
bare  heen  reached  at  aach  an  early  hour« 
and  tberefure  he  had  not  ohtained  any 
■pedal  information  upon  the  suhject.    He, 
bowever,  was  prepared  to  give  a  general 
anawer  to  the  olMerrationB  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentkman.     In  the  first  place,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  production  of  all 
despetohes  and  telegrams  which  had  passed 
upon  the  auhjeet.    He  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  comment  in  the   terms 
which  be  had  employed  on  the  fact  that 
it  had  not  heen  deemed  right  to  communi- 
eate   to  the  Directors  of  the  Irrigation 
Coopeny  the  despatch  of  the  Governor 
General  proposing  certain  terms  for  the 
povdmse  of  the  works  of  the  Company. 
He  believed  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
woold  acknowledge  ^at  if  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Gooneil  for  India  to  offer  less  liberal 
teve  than  those  mentioned  in  that  des- 
patch, it  wonld  certainly  not  have  been 
their  duty  to  have  accompanied  that  pro- 
posal with  a  communication    in  which 
higher  terms  were    mentioned,   for    the 
effect  of  such  a  course  wonld  simply  have 
been  te  throw  dirt  on  their  own  offer. 
The  question  really  resolved  itself  into 
tbis--whether  they  ought  to  have  at  once 
aeted  upon  the  judgment  of  the  Indian 
GoTemment,  or  have  exercised  the  right 
of  judging  for  themselves?    Now,  Parlia- 
ment had   distinctly  imposed  upon  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  Council  the 
dntjT  of  superintending  the  expenditure  of 
the  revenue  and  finances  of  India,  and  as 
there  was  a  diflerenoe   of  upwards    of 
£100,000  in  the  terms  mentioned  in  the 
despatch  and  the  futkr  actually  made,  he 


did  not  think  that  he  would  have  been 
justified  in  offering  so  large  a  sum  above 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  real  value  of 
the  works.     But  the  Government  of  India 
not  only  suggested  those  terms  as  the  ex- 
treme point  to  which  the  offer  should  be 
carried,  but  contemplated  moreover  their 
exercising  their  own  discretion  in  the  mat- 
ter.    But  he  must  take  exception  to  one 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  an  offer  below  the  real  value 
of  the  works  had  been  made  in  order  to 
gain  an  advantage  over  the  Company,  and 
to  force  them  to  enter  into  a  bargain  which 
would  be  advantageous  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  therefore  the  Company  were 
purposely  kept  in  the  dark  as  to  the  re- 
commendation which  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  India.     That  was  not 
the  case.     The  (Government  of  India  were 
not  at  all  anxious  to  purchase  these  works, 
but  they  were  desirous  of  purchasing  the 
Behar  scheme,  which  the  Company  would 
scarcely  at   present  have  the  means  of 
completing  with  reference  to  the  Orissa 
scheme,   however,   it  was    not    thought 
advisable  to  deviate  from  the  policy  which 
had  been  adopted  from  the  days  of  Lord 
Canning  and  even  earlier — of  allowing 
works  of  this  nature  to  be  undertaken  by 
private  individuals,  and  though  the  Orissa 
Company  had  for  some  little  time  been  in 
difficulties,  they  could  not  blind  their  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  the  Company  had  made 
great  efforte  to  raise  monej,  and  had  ac- 
tually succeeded  in  raising  something  like 
£800,000,  which  had  been  expended  in 
carrying  on  the  work  in  a  very  creditable 
manner.     In  case  the  offer  made  should 
not  prove  acceptoble,  the  Government  fur- 
ther offered  to  assist  the  Company  with 
a  loan   on    terms  which,  they  thought, 
were  fair,  and  on  the  condition  that  the 
Company   would  hand    over   the    Behar 
scheme  to  the  GK>vemment,  but  that  offer 
was  also  rejected  by  the  Company.    The 
view  of  the  Council  for  India — a  view  in 
which  he  entirely  concurred — was  this 
They  did  not  think  it  right  to  give  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  guarantee  for 
the  capital  required  to  carry  on   these 
works,  or  that  the  Government  of  India 
should  in  any  way  identify  themselves 
with  the  scheme  as  shareholders.     They 
were  prepared  to  abide  by  the  offer  they 
had  made,  or  to  aid  the  Company  by  a  loan 
on  the  security  of  the  works.    Upon  the 
latter  point  there  had  been  a  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  Direotoxa  and  the 
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Gk>verninent.  The  Direotors  stated  that 
they  were  willing  to  accept  the  loan  on 
the  security  of  the  works  on  this  under- 
standing, that  when  the  Government  had 
entered  upon  the  work^,  in  case  of  failure 
of  payments,  they  should  only  retain  pos- 
session until  the  advance  with  reason- 
able interest  had  been  repaid.  But  to 
this  plan^a  plan  which  would  give  rise 
to  vast  and  endless  complications,  and 
would  be  attended  by  very  great  incon- 
venience— the  Government  did  not  think 
that  they  could  consent.  As  far  as  he  was 
personally  concerned,  he  had  no  ill-will 
towards  the  Company.  He  believed  that 
they  had  done  good  service  to  the  public, 
and  he  trusted  that  their  labours  would 
ultimately  prove  remunerative.  He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  Company  themselves  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  public  that  they 
should  give  up  the  Behar  scheme.  The 
Government  had  no  arriere  petuie  in  this 
matter,  and  had  not  the  slightest  desire  to 
get  possession  of  these  works  by  a  side- 
wind. All  they  wished  was  to  have  a 
good  security  for  their  money.  He  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  produce  the  docu- 
ments for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  and  would  lay  them  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

SuppLT — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  took  the  op- 
portunity of  expressing  his  great  regret 
that  he  was  compelled  to  appear  in  the 
place  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Corry),  who  was  laid  up  by  a  serious 
indisposition,  which  rendered  it  quite  im- 
possible for  him  to  be  in  his  place  and  to 
go  on  with  the  Estimates.  It  was  thought 
better  that  the  House  should  go  into 
Supply,  and  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
should  be  intrusted  to  him,  and  he  should 
desire  to  give  the  same  information  to  the 
Committee  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  have  done  had  he  been  present. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*<That  a  ■urn,  not  exceeding  £183,364,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  deiraj  the  Salaries  of 
the  OAeert  and  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 

Sir  Stafford  Northcots 


Admiralty  Offioe,  which  will  oomt  fai  toatn  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  dij 
of  Mmh  1869.^' 

Mb.  HANBXJRT  -  TRACY  asked  i 
question  respecting  the  appointment  of  the 
Director  General  of  the  Ordnance,  and  tin 
wished  for  information  as  to  the  enormoa 
increase  of  the  expenditure,  especially  in 
the  Accountant  General's  Department? 
He  trusted  that  the  First  Lord  would  en- 
deavour to  find  situations  at  the  Admiraltj 
as  messengers  and  porters  for  seamen  who 
were  discharged  from  the  service  with 
good  characters.  Some  of  the  petty  ol- 
cers  would  be  found  quite  fit  for  ths 
smaller  clerkships.  The  Secretary  of  Staft 
for  War  stated  the  other  night  that  tiis 
experiment  of  employing  non-commissioDsd 
officers  and  men  whose  terms  of  service  bad 
expired  had  succeeded  very  well  in  ths 
army,  and  he  believed  it  might  be  trisd 
in  a  still  greater  degree  for  the  navy. 

Mb.  Aldebxan  LUSE  said,  the  ei* 
penses  of  the  Admiralty  Office  had  gsos 
on  increasing  ever  since  the  year  1868, 
when  they  stood  at  £149,000.  They  hal 
now  reached  the  sum  of  £182,364,  the  Bit 
increase  for  the  present  year  being  £6,846. 
He  objected  to  the  large  number  of  M* 
sons  employed  in  the  Admiralty  Om, 
not  to  the  amount  of  pay  of  each.  Snid^ 
it  was  quite  unnecessary  that  489  ponooi 
should  be  employed  in  this  Offioe.  Thi 
noble  Lord  had  stated  that  we  ahoald  nov 
require  fewer  ships,  and  conseqnenfly 
2,500  fewer  men.  If  they  were  decrsashtf 
their  ships  and  men,  how  could  they  neei 
a  greater  number  of  clerks  ?  The  Preaik 
the  public,  and  the  House  agreed  in  ds> 
daring  that  the  navy  cost  too  mnch  lor 
the  results ;  and  he  did  not  see  why  flia 
expenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office  uonli 
go  on  increasing  to  this  extent.  If  flu 
naval  expenditure  became  more  and  mon 
in  this  way  the  burden  would  soon  baeosM 
intolerable.  lie  moved  that  the  Yote  bi 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £6,300. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposadi 

**  That  a  earn,  not  exceeding  £176,064,  I* 
granted  to  Her  Majetty,  to  defraj  tbe  SalariMii 
the  Offloere  and  tbe  Contingent  EzpeDtea  of  Aa 
Admiraltj  OflBoe,  wliioh  wUl  oome  in  oooMsf 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit  d^T 
of  March  1869."— (ifr.  Lutk. ) 

LoBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  bs  n- 
gretted  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  the  rsto* 
tion  of  the  Vote,  which  had  certainly  >>' 
creased  during  the  last  few  yean»  M^ 
could  he  see  that  that  increase  wu  Kki^ 
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to  eome  to  a  doae.  The  olerioal  labour 
QODBeeted  with  rendering  the  acoounts  of 
the  Admiralty  had  more  than  qnadrnpled 
of  late  yeara.  The  staff  at  Somerset  Hoase 
WIS  qaite  inadequate  to  meet  the  reqaire- 
nenta  of  the  serricey  and  it  was  oonitantly 
necesaary  to  employ  the  clerks  for  many 
extra  hoore  in  order  to  prevent  the  ac- 
oounts from  falling  greatly  into  arrear.  The 
oorrB^wndenee  connect^  with  the  Ad. 
miralty  had  also  vastly  increased.  The 
pTopoaed  reduction  of  the  Vote  would 
therefore  tend  to  diminish  the  clerical 
effleieney  of  the  Department,  and  he 
trotted  that  it  would  not  be  pressed.  The 
hoo.  Gentleman  had  done  good  service  by 
ealling  attention  to  the  progressive  in- 
croaae  of  the  Vote,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped 
the  clerka  would  be  induced  to  write  faster, 
BO  aa  to  enable  them  to  do  with  less  staff. 
Bat  the  Amendment,  if  carried,  would  be 
oioet  detrimental  to  the  public  service. 

8a  JOHN  HAY,  in  answer  to  the 
Queslioa  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire  (Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy) 
respecting  the  appointment  of  the  Director 
Oeoeral  of  Naval  Ordnance,  said,  that  in 
eoaaeqaenoe  of  the  great  change  that  was 
taking  plaoe  in  our  naval  ordnance,  the 
labooTB  of  the  Director  of  Stores  were,  so 
great  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
perform  the  duties  of  Director  General  of 
Naval  Ordnance  in  addition  to  his  own 
dntiea,  and  therefore  it  was  found  neces- 
■Biy  to  appoint  Admiral  Cooper  Key  to 
that  Department.  It  was  found  necessary 
to  oontinne  the  services  of  the  gallant 
oflloer  for  another  year ;  but  it  was  hoped 
the  day  would  come  when  our  ordnance 
would  all  be  of  one  pattern,  and  our  ships 
have  uniform  armaments.  He  confessed 
be  waa  afraid  that  day  was  distant,  and  in 
the  meantime  this  additional  labour  must 
be  diseharged  by  some  efficient  officer. 

Ma.  DU  CANE  explained,  that  anenor- 
B0Q8  increase  had  arisen  in  the  work 
thrown  on  the  Aooountant  General's  De- 
partaent  by  the  Greenwich  Hoapital  Act 
•ad  by  various  other  causes,  and  that  it 
bad  been  found  necessary  to  divide  that 
Department  into  two  branches,  with  a  de- 
puty Aooountant  General  to  each. 

AsxraAL  EKSKINE  commented  on  the 
laereaaed  charge  for  temporary  clerks  and 
tniters  tliis  year  as  compared  with  pre- 
^ioot  yeara. 

Ha.  CHILDEBS  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  linabury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk) 
^eald  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 
Tba  whole  aubjeet  of  the  Admixalty  ac- 


oounts had  been  under  the  consideration  of 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely), 
and  it  would  be  certain  that  their  labours 
would  result  in  changes  which  would  im- 
prove the  efficiency  and  at  the  same  time 
reduce  the  expenditure  of  the  central  ad- 
ministration. This  would  be  the  last  year 
of  the  present  system,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  inexpedient  to  incommode  the 
Admiralty  unnecessarily  by  cutting  down 
the  Vote  in  the  manner  now  propoj^ed. 
Nobody  could  believe  that  the  existing 
division  of  business  at  the  Admiralty  could 
stand  on  its  present  basis;  and  with  respect 
to  the  lower  class  of  clerks  and  copyists  he 
thought  it  would  be  possible  to  effect  by  de- 
grees a  great  saving  to  the  public  in  the 
number  and  character  of  the  staff  employed 
by  substituting,  in  the  performance  of  work 
of  a  merely  mechanical  description,  persons 
of  the  class  of  writers  for  persons  in  the 
class  of  clerks.  A  change  of  that  kind  had 
been  adopted  in  the  Revenue  Departments 
with  satisfactory  results. 

Mb.  graves  said,  that  as  several  of 
the  small  dockyards  must  be  reduced  in  a 
few  years  it  must  lead  to  a  corresponding 
reduction  of  work  at  head-quarters.  He 
had  given  notice  of  a  Motion  that  would 
raise  the  question. 

MR.KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  said, 
he  should  be  prepared  at  the  proper  time 
to  defend  the  continuance  of  some  of  these 
dockyards,  and  especially  Sheerness. 

Lord  HENRT  LENJSOX  said,  a  saving 
had  already  been  effected  in  substituting 
writers  for  paymasters  at  one-fifth  less  the 
usual  cost.  The  appointment  of  messen- 
gers was  in  the  patronage  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  he  would  con- 
vey the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  (Mr. 
Hanbury-Tracy's)  wishes  to  him.  Every 
precaution  was  taken  that  proper  persons 
were  appointed,  for  they  had  to  undergo 
a  Civil  Service  examination  of  so  strict  a 
character  aa  officers  in  the  army  some 
years  ago  would  have  been  hardly  able  to 
meet. 

Mb.  DAEBT  GRIFFITH  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  examination  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Lord,  which  the  messengers  had 
to  undergo,  went  far  beyond  what  such  an 
examination  should  be.  There  was  a  ten- 
dency to  increase  the  severity  of  the  ex- 
aminations beyond  the  position  of  those 
who  had  to  undergo  them. 

Loan  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  what  he 
meant  to  say  was  that  the  requirements  of 
the  present  day  would  have  puzzled  gentle- 
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men  who  entered  the  ann  j  before  the  days 
when  Ciyil  Semoe  examinations  were  in- 
stituted. The  examinations  were  of  a  cha- 
racter to  ensure  the  efficiency  of  the  per- 
sons who  were  appointed  messengers  to 
the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  SsBJEAyr  GASELEE  took  excep- 
tion to  the  word  ''patronage,"  as  used  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. It  was  an  odious  word,  and  there 
should  be  no  such  thing.  He  also  com- 
plained that  the  Civil  Lord  was  the  only 
official  of  his  grade  who  was  not  provided 
with  a  house. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
move  an  increase  in  the  Vote  for  the  pur- 
pose, the  Civil  Lord  would  support  him. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  it  was  not  competent  for  any 
Member  to  increase  a  Vote. 

Mr.  Aldericav  LUSK  said,  the  expenses 
went  on  from  year  to  year  increasing,  and 
he  did  not  understand  why  it  should  be 
so,  considering  the  small  number  of  ships 
which  were  in  commission.  He  would  not 
press  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdravon. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £103,936,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessarj  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Coast  Guard  Service,  the  Charges  for  the 
Royal  Naval  Coast  Volunteers,  and  for  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve,  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1869." 

Adviral  ERSEINE  said,  that  the  sum 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  was  in  excess  of 
what  was  required,  and  the  Vote  was 
going  on  gradually  increasing.  In  this 
year  there  was  an  increase  of  £2,958  over 
the  Vote  of  last  year  for  nominally  the 
same  number  of  men.  He  observed  that 
more  deputy  registrars  and  clerks  were 
employed  than  during  the  previous  year 
at  a  cost  of  £2,000,  and  the  result  was 
that  only  thirteen  additional  men  were 
obtained.  During  the  last  three  years 
£80,000  had  been  expended  in  matters 
analogous  to  this  Vote  which  the  House 
has  not  assented  to.  The  Vote  was  not 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  at  all.  It  was  a 
kind  of  sponge,  from  which  to  squeeze 
money  for  purposes  of  which  no  one  knew 
anything.  He  moved  that  the  Yote  be 
reduced  by  £20,000 

Lord  Henry  Lennox 


Motion  made,  and  QnaatioD  proposed, 

<'That  a  ram,  not  OToeeding  £143,9S$,  Is 
granted  to  Her  Msjeety,  to  complete  ths  wm 
necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  and  ExpensM  d 
the  Coast  Guard  Serrioe,  the  Charges  for  tlw 
Royal  Naval  Coast  Volunteers,  and  for  the  Bsyil 
Naval  Reserve,  which  will  oome  in  coarse  of  pig- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  theBlatdivof 
March  1869,"— (^<2iiiu\iZ  Er$km$,) 

8iB  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  thought  it 
right  to  explain  that  the  exoeas  reliemd 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  kai 
arisen  in  consequence  of  the  system  adoptsd 
ever  since  the  institution  of  the  Bofil 
Naval  Reserve.  At  first  it  was  oonsidani 
that  the  number  of  16,000  men  miaht 
reasonably  be  anticipated  from  the  lu^' 
cantile  Marine  to  form  the  Boyal  Nanl 
Reserve  ;  and  the  Estimate  was  alwiji 
framed  on  the  assumption  that  that  naa- 
ber  would  be  completed.  At  present  tb 
number  was  15,156.  The  number  ca- 
rolled had  been  24.704  ;  but  9,648  M 
to  be  deducted  for  discharges  and  £uhm 
to  re-enlist.  The  offieial  Return  on  fib 
30 th  June  was,  as  he  had  atated,  15, IM 
men  available  for  the  public  .aervioe,  if  st 
any  moment  hostilities  should  break  out 
There  was  a  sudden  reduction  in  the  nai^ 
her  in  1866,  3,000  men  being  foond  natft 
fo;  re-enlistment ;  but  since  then,  by  v«y 
great  care  in  enlistment  and  judicious  0- 
lection,  the  force  had  again  been  inorsMrf 
to  15,156.  As  he  had  stated,  an  exSMirf 
£20.000  had  been  taken  on  the  aasonpCioa 
that  the  number  of  16,000  men  woald  b 
enlisted  and  drilled ;  but  that  number  bl 
not  risen  to  that  amount,  and  ho  was  IkM 
to  confess  there  had  alwaya  been  a  considv* 
able  balance  on  the  Yote.  This  arose  Ami 
the  great  desire  not  t6  check  enlistment « 
drill.  But  if  the  Honee  thought  it  Op 
desirable  that  the  extra  £20,000  sfaeril 
be  voted,  the  Government  woold  hate  il 
objection  to  the  reduction  propoeed.  Of 
course,  it  would  still  be  their  datj  net  te 
check  enlistment  or  drill,  and  he  fidt  a^ 
sured  if  the  Yote  were  ezoeeded,  tkn 
House  would  make  it  good.  He  was  |^ 
to  assure  the  House  that  in  the  Soyel 
Naval  Reserve  the  country  had  a  wu^ 
admirable  force,  which  might  be  eatiielf 
relied  on  in  case  their  aervioee  wen  in- 
quired— a  most  valuable  olasa  of  mco,  vl0 
had  shown  their  readiness  to  serve,  as  vdl 
as  their  zeal  and  energy,  on  the  oooairiiB 
of  the  Trent  affair. 

Mb.  GHILDERS  said*  be  wasglalib 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  expreiNi 
his  readiness  to  accept  the  redactioB.  lUi 
was  a  simple  matter  of  iooonnt»  and  heb^ 
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lipredt  after  looldng  into  the  figures  at  the 
PoUie  Aoooimte  Oommitteey  there  would  be 
t  Rirplae  of  £10,000  after  the  reduction. 

Mb.  graves  said,  he  believed  the  re- 
dnotion  wonld  not  interfere  with  the  effi- 
eienoj  of  the  foroe.  The  oommanders  of 
the  Tsrions  drill  ships  bore  the  highest 
teatimooj  to  the  intelligence  and  efficiency 
of  the  ReaerFO.  They  were  considered 
tbB  soperiora  of  the  same  class  of  men  in 
the  naTj.  They  had  broken  down  the 
pnjndioe  that  formerly  existed,  and  now 
BHiDed  a  oonnecting  link  between  the  navy 
nd  the  Meroantile  Marine.  If  they  had 
lone  nothing  more  than  this  they  must  be 
Donsidered  to  have  rendered  valuable  ser- 
riae  to  the  country.  The  Reserve  had 
been  taken  as  the  cream  of  the  Meroantile 
Marine,  and  were  highly-skilled  men.  He 
khoiight  from  ordinary  seamen  and  those 
BBder  the  age  and  standard  of  efficiency, 
Bapeoially  from  the  deep-sea  fishery  men, 
a  aeoond-dass  Reserve  might  be  formed. 
rha  latter  consisted  of  the  finest  class  of 
■see  anrand  our  coasts,  who  would  be  ready 
ta  join  the  Reserve  at  perhaps  £1  a  head 
par  annom,  •and  he  strongly  advised  that 
batt  ef  these  classes  should  be  utilized. 
4iler  the  TVm^  a£fair  the  seamen  of  the 
Berth  volonteered  into  the  service,  with- 
Mt  waiting  for  the  Royal  Proclamation 
inviting  them  to  do  so.  These  were  facts 
wlueh  tended  to  show  that  the  force,  as 
a  mle,  oould  be  relied  upon  in  the  event 
af  emergencies  arising.  It  must  not  be 
•apposed  that  the  force  was  inefficient  be* 
aaaae  it  did  not  fill  up  the  Navy,  the 
feme  was  instituted  for  a  totally  different 
ikjssi — namely,  to  man  our  ships  in  oases 
iCcBiergeney — the  very  constitution  of  the 
fcns  was  in  itself  a  sufficient  guarantee 
%X  it  should  not  interfere  with  the 
IMBmng  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  unless 
hflises  of  absolute  necessity. 

Xi.  OARDWELL  said,  he  was  glad 
Alt'  the  efficiency  of  the  force  had  not 
km  impugned.  The  question  before  the 
BiSM  was  one  merely  of  account,  and  the 
B^vmment  had  assented  to  the  reduotion 
■hid  for.  Owing  to  the  judicious  course 
j.  vUflh  snooessi ve Governments  had  adopted, 
^  Ming  of  distrust  that  formerly  existed 
;  tevsen  the  men  in  the  Mercantile  Marine 
^  given  place  to  one  of  cordiality.  It 
Vm  do  small  advantage  to  have  a  body  of 
1^000  or  16,000  men  ready  to  turn  out  in 
Wise  of  the  country.  The  Act  had 
lased  only  in  1859.  At  the  time  of  the 
iUr  of  the  IVmU  the  men  enrolled  in  the 
l^al  Kaval  Reserve,  which  at  that  time 


was  scarcely  formed,  so  £ar  from  stending 
on  their  strict  rights,  and  refusing  to  serve 
except  for  the  immediate  defence  of  the 
coast,  came  forward  and  said  that,  knowing 
they  were  not  bound  to  serve,  they  ear- 
nestly intreated  that,  nevertheless,  they 
might  be  permitted  to  volunteer.  So  far 
they  had  provided  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  by  sea,  but  the  time  was  not 
distant  when  they  would  have  to  provide 
for  its  defence  by  land,  and  he  hoped  to 
see  men  enlisted  who,  following  other 
trades,  were  neither  exclusively  soldiers 
nor  sailors,  but  who  might  yet  be  made 
available  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
He  should  have  been  sorry  if  anything 
had  been  said  to  discourage  the  disposition 
of  men  to  join  this  force.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  had  truly 
steted  that  the  foroe  as  it  was  at  present 
constituted  was  imperfect,  because  the  plan 
of  the  Committee  upon  which  it  was 
based  recommended  that  there  should  bo 
two  classes  of  Reserve,  one  receiving 
higher  pay  than  the  other,  and  that,  out  of 
the  saving  to  be  effected  in  the  Navy 
Estimates,  training  ships  should  be  estab* 
lished  for  the  purpose  of  training  boys 
from  the  beginning  for  the  Navy  and  the 
merchant  service.  He  trusted  that  the 
present  or  some  succeeding  Government 
would  be  enabled  to  effect  such  a  saving 
upon  these  Estimates  as  would  permit  of 
funds  being  provided  for  this  most  useful 
purpose.  The  time  was  approaching  when 
it  would  be  necessary  that  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  men,  not  only  in  the  Navy, 
but  also  in  the  Army,  should  earn  their 
own  livelihood,  and,  nevertheless,  be 
trained  so  as  to  be  available  when  emer- 
gencies arose. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  inquired  whether  the 
Admiralty  had  determined  upon  the  amount 
of  remuneration  which  the  shipping  mas- 
ters were  to  receive  for  enrolling  and 
watching  the  movements  of  the  men  of 
this  force,  seeing  that  upon  their  assistence 
the  efficiency  of  the  body  greatly  depended? 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  time  of  the  House  being 
wasted  and  hon.  Members  being  kept  out 
of  their  beds  in  consequence  of  certain 
hon.  Gentlemen  persisting  in  delivering 
lectures  to  the  House  on  this  question  after 
the  Government  had  intimated  their  wil- 
lingness to  assent  to  the  proposed  reduction 
in  the  Vote. 

Mb.  HANBTJRY-TRACY  asked  whe- 
ther any  means  existed  for  identifying  the 
men  enrolled  in  the  foroe  ? 
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Ms.  Aldebvah  LXJSK  said,  he  was 
desirons  that  the  Estimates  should  be  pre- 
pared in  greater  detail. 

Colonel  SYKES  held  it  to  be  highly 
unconstitutional  to  vote  more  than  is  super- 
ficially wanted. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  had  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Liddell)  that  there  was  one  item  of 
£2,000  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating 
the  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  referred. 
The  distribution  of  it  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  it  would  be  distributed  with  justice. 
The  officers  selected  for  the  coast  batteries 
were  supposed  to  thoroughly  understand 
their  duties,  and  the  drilling  of  the  men 
had  been  reported  as  very  satisfactory. 
The  men  were  most  anxious  to  make 
themselves  efficient,  and  as  they  were, 
doubtless,  well  known  at  their  place  of 
joining,  it  was  not,  he  thought,  at  all 
necessary  to  watch  them  with  policeman- 
like  vigilance,  because  he  believed  that 
their  patriotism  might  safely  be  relied 
upon  when  their  services  were  required  by 
the  State. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE,  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Liddell)  said,  that 
the  payment  by  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
made  according  to  the  work  done.  This 
was,  as  he  had  explained  the  year  before, 
represented  by  marks  bearing  a  money 
Taiue.  At  the  end  of  the  year  a  Return 
was  made  by  each  registrar — the  number 
of  marks  was  then  calculated,  and  pay- 
ment made  accordingly.  If  there  was 
any  surplus,  it  was  distributed  as  an  extra 
gratuity  among  those  registrars  who  had 
shown  most  zeal  in  the  service. 

Mb.  OTWAY  complained  that  the 
answers  which  had  been  given  were  based 
upon  Returns  which  appeared  to  be  falla- 
cious, and  which,  he  thought,  betrayed  great 
irregularities  on  the  part  of  the  public 
Departments  with  regard  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  accounts. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £63,565,  Scientific  Departments. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £823,562,  be 
granted  to  ller  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers  and 
the  Contingent  Ezpensei  of  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
yards and  Naval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  Maroh  1869." 

JKr.  Hanhury-Traey 


Lobs  HENRT  LENNOX  said,  tbit 
before  asking  the  Committee  to  agree  to 
this  Vote,  he  thought  it  would  be  dem- 
ble  for  him  to  state  thd  changes  which  had 
been  made,  and  they  were  very  few,  sinoe 
the  introduction  of  the  Estimates  a  few 
weeks  since.     At  that  time  it  had  been 
pointed  out  that  the  programme  antidpsted 
last  year  had  very  nearly  been  carried  out. 
The  Estimate  for  iron- dad  shipbuiidiDg 
was  6,845  tons,  the  number  of  tons  actu- 
ally built  were  6,829,  and  for  unannoared 
shipbuilding  16,699  tons,  as  against  16.427. 
During  the  Kecess,  the  Government  had 
come  to  the  determination  to  reduce  the 
amount  for  wages  in  the  dockyards,  and  it 
appeared  that  there  had  been  a  redndion 
of  £157,775  in  wages,  and  3,049  in  the 
number  of  men.     The  Government  were 
justified  in  making  that  reduction;   but 
they  had  learned  with  regret  that  a  gresft 
amount  of  distress  existed   in  the  doek- 
yards  in  consequence  of   the  reduction. 
By  the  regulations  made  at  the  Treasnir 
under  which  the  hired  men  were  employe^ 
those  who  had  served  for  twenty  yean 
were  entitled  to  a  gratuity  on  their  dis- 
charge ;  but  many  of  those  thrown  oat  ef 
employment  in  consequence  of  the  redne- 
tion  had  not  served  the  prescribed  tisN^ 
and  thus  while  oftentimes  unable  to  obteii 
other  employment,  they  also  received  no- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  gratuity  from  the 
Qovemment.     He  felt  bound  to  state  thii 
circumstance,  inasmuch  as  the  Admiral^ 
had  received  numerous  applications  oo  the 
subject.     The  Admiralty  had  reduced  tha 
item  in  consequence  of  the  large  amomt 
of  unarmoured  ships  which  were  not  ii* 
tended  to  be  laid  down  this  year.    Wbes 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  move! 
the  Estimates  he  stated  that  there  woaU 
be  built  at  Chatham  two  iron-clads-HM 
of  the  Invincible  class,  and  another  of  tbi 
Hereulee  class ;   and  two  other  ships-4M 
of  the  Monitor  class,  and  another  of  thi 
ram  class,  which  were  to  be  built  by  eee- 
tract.     The  Government  had  so  faraltenl 
their  programme  on  the  suggestion  of  tli> 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Childers)  as  to  buU 
the  Monitor  ship  in  the  Government  doek* 
yard,  and  the  ship  of  the  InmneihU  cltfi 
by  contract.     The  Ouhome^  that  had  bceS 
doing  good  service  for  twenty-six  yeii% 
came  to  a  sudden  breakdown  on  her  retnm 
from  conveying  the  Prince  and  Prineeee  e( 
Wales  to  Germany.      It  was  hoped  tki 
she  might  be  patched  up ;   but  abe  bii 
been  found  to  be  entirely  rotten,  and  w» 
obliged  to  be  broken  up.    The  veaael  tUk 
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would  take  the  place  of  the  0$home  would 
be  ready  in  two  yean,  by  which  time  the 
Bkek  Ea^U  would  be  worn  out.     It  was 
sot  intended  to  re-place  her,   and  there 
would  thus  be  a  Baving  of  one  ahip  in 
eommiasion.     When  the  Eatimatee  were 
moved,  hii  right  hon.  Friend  stated  that 
the  piennt  as  well  as  the  late  Ooyemment 
had  the  matter  of  river  dockjarda  under 
ttieir  eonnderation.     When  a  rioop,  which 
was  now  in  oonrae  of  conatmotion^   and 
wbkh  would  be  launched  within  the  year, 
waa  finished,  it  was  decided  that  Deptford 
u  a  building  yard,  ahould  be  closed.    A 
Gommittee  had  been  appointed  on  his  Mo- 
tion to  consider  the  subject  of  reducing 
the  dockyard  craft.     The  Chairman,  Sir 
Thomas  Symonda,  had  consented  to  place 
himtelf  in  communication  with  the  officers 
It  Deronport,  and  he  and  the  Admiralty 
Superintendent  had  come  to  an  agreement 
by  which  all  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  would  be  carried  into  e£fect. 
The  lemaxning  yards  would  be  visited  in 
torn,  and  he  trusted   that  the  valuable 
•Qggesdons  of  the  Gommittee  would  be 
osrried  out  with  an  important  saving  of 
expeoae.    When  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
mo?ed,  many  criticisms  were  expended  on 
the  CoDstmctiTe  Department  of  the  Admi* 
nlty,  and  the  iron-dad  ships  designed  by 
that  Department,  and  the  Notice  Paper  of 
to-night  promised  other  hoatile  criticisms 
on  the  same  subject.     These  Notices,  how- 
ever, referred  to  ships  now  afloat,  and  of 
which  a  trial  had  taken  place.      These 
criticisms   had,    he    thought,  taken    the 
ahape  of  an  attack  upon  the  Department 
rather  than  a  criticism  of  the  designs  that 
had  issned  from  it.    His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the   Member  for    Bye    (Captain 
Ifaekinnon)  had  been  profuse  in  such  cri- 
tuoam  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered  that 
ve  were  in  a  transition  state  as  regarded 
ahipbnilding,   and   that   every  new   ship 
boflt  mnat  be  more  or  less  the  result  of  a 
aeries  of  compromises.    Usually  they  heard 
nothing  of  the  good  points  that  had  been 
gained;  but  of  all  the  daring  pieces  of 
eritieiBm  he  had  ever  heard  that  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  the  most 
daring.    He  had  instituted  a  comparison 
between  the  Beilerophon  and  the  Achilles, 
nd  stated  that  as  an  engine  of  war  the 
latter  waa  superior.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
^mber  said  that  while  the   Beilerophon 
'Hinired  more  power,  the  engines  of  the 
A^'lUi  coat  £69,117,  and  thoso  of  the 
^ieropkm^  which  he  said  was  the  smaller 
il.  £t}B,612,  being  an  exccM  of  £19,000 
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in  the  cost  of  the  engines  of  the  smaller 
ship.  But  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
forgot  that  while  the  hull  of  the  BeUero^ 
phon  cost  £256,114,  the  hull  of  the 
Aehillea  cost  £375,473,  being  a  difference 
of  £119,359.  On  the  whole  there  was  a 
balance  of  cheapness  of  cost  of  £100,000 
in  favour  of  the  Beilerophon,  The  late 
Board  of  Admiralty  charged  the  Chief 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  to  solve  the  pro- 
blem whether  they  could  build  a  smaller 
and  less  costly  ship,  that  should  be  more 
handy,  and  should  carry  armour-plates  of 
greater  thickness  and  an  armament  of 
greater  power.  The  Chief  Constructor 
obeyed  those  instructions,  and  the  BellerO" 
phon  was  the  result.  The  armour  of  the 
Beilerophon  was  6  inches  thick,  while  the 
armour  spread  over  the  long  lines  of  the 
Achilles  was  only  4}  inches.  But  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  said,  ''Oh,  but 
the  Beilerophon  is  not  a  fast  sailer.''  Now, 
the  result  of  recent  cruizes  proved  that  she 
had  always  held  a  good  position  in  the 
squadron  in  that  respect.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  said,  ''True,  she  went 
14  knots,  but  that  was  all  done  with  a 
favourable  tide."  There  again  he  was 
obUged  to  contradict  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  The  Beilerophon  kept  up  her 
speed  at  the  second  trial  at  the  measured 
mile,  and  during  six  hours  in  the  open 
sea  she  kept  up  that  very  high  rate  of 
speed.  Again,  he  could  refer  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  the  opinion  of  dis- 
tinguished officers  as  to  whether  the  Bei- 
lerophon was  or  waa  not  likely  to  turn 
out  a  dangerous  customer,  even  in  com« 
parison  with  the  Achilles,  The  officers  of 
the  Construction  Department  were  sub- 
jected to  such  constant  criticism,  and, 
from  the  very  nature  of  their  position, 
were  denied  the  opportunity  of  explaining 
matters,  that  it  was  only  an  act  of  justice 
to  them  that  he  should  state  the  case 
fairly  before  the  Committee.  Another  of 
the  complaints  made  against  the  Bellero- 
phon  certainly  much  astonished  him.  The 
Committee  was  aware  that  the  balanced 
rudder,  as  fitted  in  the  Beilerophon,  was 
one  of  the  novel  inventions  of  science, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  made 
it  a  reproach  to  the  Chief  Construc- 
tor of  the  Navy  that  the  reason  why 
she  turned  so  much  quicker  and  handier 
than  the  Achilles  was  because  these  latest 
inventions  were  introduced  in  building 
her.  Let  him  mention  what  occurred  in 
the  Channel  squadron  last  year.  The 
Minotaur  and  the  Lord  Warden,  the  first 
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of  which  was  400  feet  loDg  and  the  seoond 
280,  had  rudders  alike;   and  yet  at  10 
knots  the  full  circle  was   turned  hy  the 
shorter  ship  in  three  minutes  and  forty- 
nine  seconds,  while  the  Ilinotaur  required 
seven  minutes  and  forty-five  seconds  to 
make  a  similar   circle.      That    occurred 
during   the  cruize  of   the   experimental 
squadron  last  year.     The  very   name  of 
the  Constructor's  Department  seemed  to 
act   on    his  hon.    and    gallant   Friend's 
nervous  system  as  a  sort  of  blister  ;  and, 
not  content  with  all  those  charges  against 
the  Bellerophon,  he  wound  up  with  one 
which  at  first  sight  looked  very  formidable. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  said  she  was 
deficient  in  coal  supply.     Now,  the  Minih 
taur  carried  650  tons  of  coal,  the  Achillea 
620,  the  ir&rcules  600,  and  the  Bellero- 
phon 520  ;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  Sercules*  engines,  with  super- 
heaters and  surface  condensers  for  econo- 
mizing fuel,  weighed  nearly  300  tons  more 
than  ordinary   engines    of  like  nominal 
power;  and  the  Bellerophon* 8  nearly  200 
tons  more ;  so  that  their  coal  should  really 
enable  them  to  steam  much  further  than 
cither  the  Minotaur  or  the  Achilles.  There 
had  therefore  been  an  increase,  not  a  de- 
crease, of  steaming  power  in  the  Bellero- 
phon and  the  Hercules.      Before  passing 
from  that  subject  he  might  mention,  in  re- 


He  was  commistioned  by  two  of  hii  galk&t 
Colleagues,  one  of  whom  had  the  oommaad 
of  the  Channel  squadron  in  1865,  when  he 
had  two  iron-dads  under  his  oontrol,  (o 
state  that  in  their  opinion  iron-dads  mn 
excellent  ships,  and  that  the  Bdknplm 
was  one  of  the  most  powerful  and  ueiiil 
sea-going  ships  of  war  that  any  conntiy 
ever  possessed.  Bat,  further,  Admial 
Yelverton,  when  Admiral  of  the  Chanul 
cruize,  thus  spoke  of  those  two  shipi^  t 
comparison  between  which  had  been  made 
by  lus  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  mieh 
to  the  detriment  of  the  BeUerophm,  Bt- 
ferring  to  the  Achilles^  Admiral  Ydvorlon 
said — 

"  We  must  not  lose  nghi  of  the  fiiot  that  frn 
the  great  length  of  the  Aehilles,  with  all  b«|Ml 
qualities,  she  is  most  difficult  to  handle,  and  iaai- 
tion  this  defect  might  prove  her  ruin.  I  M  aa^ 
tain  this  ship  might,  and  probably  would,  haft  to 
go  out  of  action  to  turn  round,  thus  expoaioilHw 
self  in  almost  a  defenceless  position  to  the  na  rf 
more  than  one  of  the  enemy's  ahlpe." 


Next,  with  regard  to  the  Beileropkm,  Ad- 
miral Yelverton  said — 

**  I  consider  this  ship  to  be  a  very  suaeiflfcl 
specimen  of  our  new  shlpe." 

And,  comparing  her  with  the  Achilhs^  ba 
added — 

"  I  feel  bound  to  award  the  flrat  plaaa  ta  tfn 
Achilles,  I  am,  however,  of  opinion  that  barfMl 

ference  to  the  opinions  of  certain  critics  of   i!!f  ^J!,?"  ^?"""*^?'!f^^^^ 
*,.,.,.*,.,        .,  u     J    ^^  hesitation  in  saying  that  ships  of  the  Bmen 

Admiralty  ships,  that  when  the  same  band    p^on  class,  from  their  size  and  general  haadiM^ 
designed  iron-clad  ships  for  other  Powers  "  '  ' 

it  was  astonishing  what  a  chorus  of  ap- 
probation rewarded  the  efforts  of  the  Chief 
Constructor  in  that  very  same   organ  of 
public  opinion  whioh,  perhaps,  a  very  few 
days  before  had  strongly  decried  him.  The 
great  leviathan  of  the  Press  hardly  allowed 
a  week  to  pass  without  giving  the  Admi- 
ralty a  dressing.     Now,   it  so  happened 
that  a  very  fine  broadside  ship  was  de- 
signed by  the   Chief  Constructor  of  the 
British  Navy,  which  was  at  first  intended 
for  the  Government  of  Turkey ;  but  she 
afterwards  changed  hands  and  became  the 
property  of  the  King  of  Prussia  and  was 
launched  in  the  Thames.     Her  name  was 
the  K6nig    Wilhelm.      That  ship,   being 
the  design  and  handiwork  of  Mr.  Reed, 
was  thus  spoken  of  on  the  27th  of  April 
last— 

'*  And  when  she  rode  securely  on  the  Thames 
with  her  yast  hull  and  beautiful  lines,  dwarfing  to 
mere  pigmies  the  yessels  around,  there  was  none 
who  saw  her,  except  the  Prussian  visitors  them- 
selves, who  did  not  regret  that  the  Admiralty  had 
allowed  such  a  vessel  to  pass  into  the  hands  of  any 
foreign  Power." 
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particularly  under  steam,  will  prove  mora 
and  serviceable  for  war  purposes." 

What  was  the  testimony  of  Gapin 
lUacdonald?  Writing  to  hie  right  hoft 
Friend  (Mr.  Corry)  from  on  board  tki 
Bellerophon^  in  the  Sound,  on  FebmaiyUf 
1868,  Captain  Macdonald  said — 

**  I  hear  various  reports  that  this  ahip  is  a  hi 
roller  in  a  sea  way  ;  this  I  can  with  the  frHlii 
confidence  contradict.     I  consider  her  a  tmt^. 
ably  steady  ship — so  much  so,  indeed,  aa  qaili  li 
surprise  me  after  the  Areikusa  and  other  lisril 
1  have  served  in.    When  she  does  roll,  wMh 
an  Atlantic  swell  must  be  the  oaaa,  abs  |0M* 
easy  as  rarely  to  upset  furniture,  Ao.»  or  to  fsaCl 
it  necessaiy  to  secure  such.    Coming  hoaa  M 
Lisbon  in  I>ecember,  with  a  heavy  waataily  laA 
we  undoubtedly  rolled  heavUy— heavier  thiB  ( 
ever  saw  her ;  but  we  were  quite  light,  cat  ■  | 
coals,  provisions,  and  water.    l!h»  Adalks\s^ 
tainlvsteadier ;  but  the  diflerenee  between  aiv 
the  Warrior,  Lord  Clyde,  and  Lord  Wmdm^ 
remarkable.    1  mentioned  ti^s  to  Mr.  Rsed  Al 
other  day,  and  he  thought  yon  might  iika  to  M 
my  opinion  direct  on  the  subject." 

The  next  evidence  whioh  he  woqU  IV 
before  the  Committee  was  somewhat  ^ 
markable,  because  it  wai  that  of  tha  fli^ 
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tain  of  the   MhMet   himself.    Captain 
Taoiittart,  who  said — 

*'  Thf  BtUtrdphm  joined  yesterday,  aa  eTer,  the 
■oit  ngbU/  amoog  ui,  and  of  a  right  powerful 
bfttkry,  too.  If  ahe  keeps  op  14  (or  liJI)  knots, 
ii»Acki!Uiwing»  will  he  clipped ;  bat  even  at  12 
or  18  knots  ihe  will  alwa78  proTO  a  preoious  awk- 
vud  euloiMr." 

In  about  t  month  or  six  weeks  the  Chan- 
se]  aqoadron  left  their  quarters,  and  the 
Report  of  the  gallant  Admiral  who  was 
ncond  in  command  was,  to  his  mind, 
qaite  ooncluriYe  as  to  the  excellence  of 
the  design  of  the  BelUraphan.  Admiral 
IlTder  add — 

"Iwu  moot  agreeably  surprised,  therefore,  to 
isd  tbsk  she  had  not  only  made  good  a  speed  of 
11*6  Imoto  00  her  late  six  hours'  trial,  bat  is  a 
nnwkaUy  steady  ship,  as  the  recorded  anglea  of 
tbs  iqnsdnm  will  show.    She  is  also  a  very  liandy 
ihip  imdsr  steam  alone,  and  for  her  small  sail 
pevtr  a  Ttry  handy  ship  under  sail  alone.    This 
oompsnttre  handineas  when  she  is  compared  with 
losf  lUps— iA'nofour,  400  ieet ;  AehilUf,  880 
fwt :  JMlerophon  being  only  300  feet — is  no  doubt 
dosptrtij  to  her  comparative  shortness,  and  partly 
to  btr  bsluoed  rudder  with  its  large  surface.  The 
BtBtnfkoiCt  magni6cent  battery  of  ten  13-ton 
Sau,  prolMtcd,  as  is  also  the  case  .with  three- 
fowthg  of  Ibe  water-line,  by  6  inches—only  a 
fBulsf  of  the  belt  being  Upered  to  a  less  thick- 
pci»— mikes  her,  in  my  opinion,  as  far  as  1  can 
jsd|t  at  present,  the  most  successful  plated  sea- 
goof  eroisiog  Ilne-of-battle  ship  that  I    have 
visaed ;  sad,  as  far  as  I  know,  she  possesses,  tak- 
isf  all  difieultieB  and  dashing  qualifications  into 
eoBiidention,  in  a  larger  degree  than  any  such 
Alp  that  has  yet  been  on  active  service,  the 
r^est  possible  deTolopment  of  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  the  naBMrons  qualiries  required  to  make 
an  eOeient  man-of-war,  with  one  exception— > 
BMd/,  the  quantity  of  coals  she  can  carry  in  her 
buikerfr— 000  tons,  but  restricted  at  present  by 
^•Admiralty  Orders  to  600  tons.     I  should  here 
o^KTve  that  this  limited  quantity  is  made  the 
MMt  of  by  the  use  of  surfaoe-condensera  and 
^perbeating  apparatus,  which  now  works  satis- 
wenlj,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  engineer 
ciwti  a  saving  of  8  per  cent,  making  600  tons 
•foal  to  about  050.    After  giving  this  question 
tie  doeett  consideration,  I  am  driven  irresistibly 
to  Ike  eooeloaion  that  the  Belierophan  is  of  all 
|te  ikips  here  preoent  the  only  type  to  be  fol- 
wnA ;  and  in  sajing  this  I  purposely  throw  aside 
^  ooosideration  of  her  comparative  economy  in 
*nt  eost,    Ihe  Beileropfwn'i  handiness  under 
>t«UB,  arising  from  the  combined  effects  of  com- 
ptuift  sbortaess  and  the  large-surfaced  balanoed 
raider,  is  so  invaluable  a  qoalitj  that  1  have  not 
'^Noaunended  any  material  increase  in  her  length, 
Althoogfa  the  great  importance  of  the  700  tons  of 
«al  weighs  much  with  me." 

The  next  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
^w  the  attention  of  the  Committee  was 
ine  Terj  graphic  language  which  had  on 
•  former  ocoasion  been  urged  by  his  hon. 
tad  gallant  Friend,  who  said  he  thanked 
uii  stars  that  broadsides  had  come  to  an 


end.  That  was  language  which  he  was 
sure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
be  disposed  to  recall  when  he  informed 
him  that  the  voyage  of  the  Ocean  was 
made  from  the  Mediterranean  to  Batavia, 
touching  at  Bio,  and  thence  shaping  the 
course  for  Tristan  d'Acunha.  When  within 
150  miles  of  the  latter  place  the  ship  was 
turned  southward  for  some  time,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  wind  having  shifted  to 
the  eastward.  In  a  letter  which  was 
written  on  the  9th  of  October  last  one  of 
the  officers  on  the  Ocean,  wrote  of  her  as 
follows : — 

"  I  am  sore,  when  we  left  the  Mediterranean 
and  it  was  known  that  our  route  was  to  be  down 
to  the  Boathward  of  the  Gape,  among  all  the 
strong  westerly  gales  that  prevail  there,  that  there 
were  few  on  that  flne«weather  station  who  would 
have  cared  to  belong  to  her,  and  perhaps  not  a 
few  who  thought  we  should  not  get  there  without 
going  through  loss  of  spars,  accidents,  and  bat- 
tening down  of  every  sort;  in  fact,  everyone 
seemed  to  think  that  every  sea  must  wash  clean 
over  her  —  that  she  could  never  rise  to  them. 
Experience,  however,  has  taueht  us  that  in  both 
theories  we  are  wrong,  and  from  my  own  expe- 
rience I  can  safely  say,  and  so  can  *  all  of  us,' 
that  if  all  iron-cUds  are  like  the  Ocean  there 
never  could  be  better  sea  boats  in  heavy  weather 
than  they  are.  .  .  We  have  gone  under  sail 
alone  12  knots.  .  .  We  have  been  in  three 
gales,  the  last  one  being  a  cyclone  or  circular 
storm  of  most  terrific  force,  which  we  were  obliged 
to  run  before  under  close-reefed  fore  and  main 
topsails,  and  steaming,  to  make  her  steer  easily. 
The  other  two  gales,  fortunately,  both  sprung  up 
dead  aft,  so  we  were  enabled  to  keep  our  course, 
merely  steering  to  keep  the  sea  from  dead  aft. 
.  .  It  has  always  been  our  admiration  in  bad 
weather  to  see  her  so  very  buoyant  and  raising 
her  stern  so  easily  out  of  the  water.  .  .  Al> 
most  direotly  afterwards  the  wind  sprung  up  foul 
from  the  eastward,  so  we  made  sail,  standing  to 
the  southward,  barometer  falling  rapidly,  and 
every  appearance  of  bad  weather.  "  Reef  afler 
reef  followed  in  the  night  watches  (I  had  all  night 
in  and  the  forenoon  and  first  the  next  day),  and 
at  six  the  hands  were  turned  up  to  reef,  close 
reef  topsails,  and  reef  courses,  at  the  same  time 
steam  being  got  up  to  make  her  steer  easily." 

Again — 

"  The  sea,  of  course,  was  very  heavy,  and  stove 
every  boat  we  had  at  the  davits  ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  I  think  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  that 
we  made  such  excessively  good  weather  as  we 
did.  No  wooden  ship  could  have  gone  through 
it  better,  and  a  good  many  worse." 

His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  went  on  to 
condemn  the  new  class  of  sloops  as  utterly 
unseaworthy.  That  statement  could,  how- 
ever, hardly  be  reconciled  with  the  facts 
of  the  case,  for  the  trials  of  the  new  sloops, 
such  as  the  DanaS  and  the  Blanche,  which 
had  left,  or  were  about  to  leave  for  foreign 
climes,  had  fulfilled,  he  believed,  to  the 
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full  the  expectations  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. He  was  well  aware  that  in  that 
House  whatever  fell  from  the  responsible 
Chief  of  a  Department  carried  with  it  far 
greater  weight  than  could  attach  to  the 
words  of  one  holding  a  subordinate  posi- 
tion like  himself  ;  but  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  was 
very  anxious  that  it  should  be  stated  on 
behalf  of  his  Department  that,  in  their 
opinion,  the  Bellerophon  fully  carried  out 
the  requirements  which  had  been  laid 
down.  The  Admiralty,  in  short,  were 
anxious  to  endorse  the  Minute  which  was 
made  by  the  late  First  Lord  before  he  re- 
tired from  Office,  which,  he  thought,  bore 
the  best  testimony  to  the  skill  displayed 
in  the  Constructive  Department.  In  that 
Minute  the  Admiralty  expressed  their  high 
approval  of  the  ability  which  Mr.  Reed 
had  displayed  in  the  construction  of  the 
Bellerophon,  On  the  same  occasion  to 
which  he  had  just  been  referring  another 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda),  made  one  or 
two  remarks  to  which  he  wished  briefly 
to  advert.  He  stated  that  the  Indian 
troop-ships  had  been  a  failure;  i)ut  upon 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  India 
Office  he  must  answer  that  statement  by 
expressing  it  to  be  their  opinion  that  they 
had  been  a  great  success.  lie  was  sure 
that  the  Committee  would  feel  quite  as 
much  as  the  Admiralty  for  the  misery 
which  had  fallen  on  many  persons  by  the 
large  reductions  in  the  dockyards  ;  but 
haviug  determined  to  lay  down  no  wooden 
ships  this  year,  the  Admiralty  were  bound 
to  discharge  those  men,  and  to  devote 
whatever  money  might  be  at  their  dis- 
posal in  building  iron-dads  by  contract. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty 
to  continue  the  system  of  selling  the  old 
and  useless  ships  by  private  tender  with 
their  rigging  and  stores  complete,  instead 
of  having  them  broken  up  in  the  Dockyard 
at  Sheemess  ?  The  loss  upon  these  sales 
by  private  tender  is  very  great.  By  a 
Return  which  had  recently  been  printed, 
it  appeared  that  thirteen  ships  were  sold 
in  the  lump,  and  their  estimated  value  to 
be  broken  up  was  £144,000.  They  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  sold  by  private  tender  for 
£87,000,  and  in  re-purchasing  stores  out  of 
these  ships  the  Government  paid  £38,000; 
so  that  all  they  received  for  the  ships  was 
£49,000,  making  a  loss  of  £94,000  on  the 
estimated  value  of  the  ships.  The  same 
Return  showed  that  no  less  than  twenty 
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ships  had  been  re-sold  by  the  GbTemment, 
and  afterwards  the  purchasers  re-sold  the 
stores  to  the  Government  at  a  loss  that 
appeared  perfectly  astounding.  The  Bmm 
was  a  ship  of  ISO  tons,  and  the  gRm 
amount  paid  for  her  was  £160  ;  whUit 
the  amount  paid  to  the  purchaser  who  re- 
sold stores  to  the  Government  was  £214^ 
so  that  the  loss  to  the  country  was  £54. 
The  next  ship  was  the  Amnot  on  whidi 
the  loss  by  the  same  calculation  was  £75. 
He  thought  that  it  was  very  desirable  fhit 
this  mode  of  disposing  of  ships  should  be 
altered,  and  that  the  dockyards  should  bs 
put  to  the  use  of  breaking  up  these  shipi. 
He  was  informed  that  the  cost  of  breskinc 
up  ships  was  about  6#.  6d.  a  toDi  and 
therefore  the  cost  of  breaking  np  thi 
Raven  would  have  been  about  £35,  sad 
deducting  this  sum  firom  the  £214  thflis 
would  have  been  a  balance  of  £179  ia 
favour  of  the  GK)vernment,  if  they  had 
broken  her  up,  instead  of  a  loss  of  £64. 
With  regard  to  the  Arrow  also,  tiun 
would,  upon  the  same  calculation,  ham 
been  a  gain  to  the  Gfovemmenty  instead  of 
a  loss  of  £70.  It  is  desirable  that  tiw 
men  still  engaged  at  the  dockyards  ahoold 
be  employed  in  this  work,  which  would  ba 
a  great  saving  to  the  country. 

Ms.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUaESSBI 
said,  that  he  very  much  agreed  with  tibi 
observations  just  made  by  his  hon.  aai 
learned  Friend.  As  he  understood  tiis 
complaint  made,  it  was  not  that  tla 
ships  referred  to  were  sold  for  "  breakiil 
up"  with  rigging  and  stores  oompUib 
but  that  they  were  sold  for  other  ao^ 
vice,  and  sold  for  considerably  less  flat 
might  be  realized  by  breaking  theai  O 
in  our  own  dockyards.  He  would  IM 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committse  tf 
quoting  instances  in  which  these  diaar 
vantageous  sales  have  been  effected ;  bil| 
if  his  information  was  oorrect,  the  ada 
of  the  timber  alone  would  pay  for  fks 
cost  of  breaking  up  these  diips  in  fbs 
dockyards,  and  the  engines  would  stil 
be  available  for  the  purposes  of  the  fle* 
vernment.  He  might  add  that  st  fks 
dockyard  into  which  he  had  spedalb 
enquired  (Sheemess),  there  were  aiifll 
means  for  disposing  both  of  timber  im 
metal,  and  if  ships  were  there  brokea  lA 
under  the  eye  of  responsible  offioera,  mwh 
of  the  old  material  might  be  found  avaS^ 
able  for  re-use.  He  would  also  aQii 
though  he  could  not  pretend  to  apK 
with  authority  upon  the  sabject,  tM  it 
would  be  a  popular,  as  ww  as  a    *^ 
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noTefflent,  if  the  Admiralty  would  oon- 
inct  with  the    dockyard  workmen   for 
lone  of  this  work,   whereby  the  men 
would  be  able  to  earn    more,  and  the 
dockyard  wonld  be  placed   on   a  better 
footing  in  competing  with  private  yards. 
The  ipeech  of  his  noble  Friend   (Lord 
Heniy  lennoz)  had  opened  up  a  wider 
qoeitioo,  and  there  were   two  points  to 
which  he  would  aUade — the  reduction  of 
the  number  of  hired  men,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  closing  the   smaller    dockyards. 
He  knew  that  there  were  some  gentlemen, 
both  in  and  out  of  that  House,  who  looked 
with  no  faTourable  eye  upon  the  Koyal 
EitabliBhments.      He    (Mr.    KnatchbuU- 
HogeBsen)  could  not  concur  in  such  a 
fiew— altiiough  it  is  quite  possible  that 
there  might  be  room  for  improvement  in 
Hhe  internal  arrangements  of  some  of  these 
dockyards,  he  confessed  that  it  appeared 
to  hua  that  if  the  time  should  ever  come 
when  the  Navy  of  England  was  entirely  or 
mainly  dependent   upon  private    yards, 
groat  ndaehief  would  follow  ;  these  Royal 
Eatabliahments,  affording  constant  employ- 
ment and  the  advantage  of  superannuation, 
mnat  be  able  to  command  a  certain  regular 
rapply  of  labour,  not  exposed  to  those 
diffeient  agencies — strikes,  trades'  unions, 
Ac.,  &c.^which  from  time  to  time  affected 
the  operations  of  private  yards,  and  it  was 
moit  essential  that  the  country  should  not 
be  without  that  supply.     But  his  imme- 
diate object  was  to  elicit  from  Govern- 
ment an  opinion  favourable  to  the  dock- 
yard at  Sheemess.     He  did  so  especially 
because  there  appeared  to  be  some  discre- 
pucy  between  tiie  words  and  the  acts  of 
Ooremment,  and,  indeed,  between  their 
words  at  one  time .  and  at  another.     A 
ihort  time  ago,  when  the  hon.  Member 
fa  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves)  attacked  the 
■&^r  dockyards,  he   spoke    out    with 
^haraeteristic  boldness,  and  said  that,  in 
in  his  opinion,  "  Sheemess,  from  its  proxi- 
nity  to  Chatham,  was  almost  useless." 
^e  Fmt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  at  that 
time^  eoold  say  no  more  than  this-^that — 

"The  propoaal  to  alMUidon  Sheemess  was 
ntW  pmutiire ;"  that  *'  at  present  he  thonght  it 
ywM  be  unwise,  but  that  they  would  be  able  to 
■w  a  soond  opinion  when  the  Chatham  extension 
VIS  completed/' 

Bat  very  shortly  after  this  debate  came 
the  East  Kent  Election.  Certain  words  of 
hii  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
vera  nuuie  a  great  deal  of,  and  the  par- 
^Buisof  thehon.and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
P^oberton)  deolared  that  the  Liberals  were 


agreed  to  abolish,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  preserve  the  smaller  dockyards. 
Anxious  to  serve  his  Friends,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  thought  it  con- 
sistent with  his  high  position  to  write  a 
letter  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Pemberton)  during  that  contest, 
which  he  might  read  to  a  public  meeting 
at  Sheemess.  On  that  occasion  the  can- 
didate said,  speaking  evidently  with 
authority — 


« lie  ooald  only  tell  them  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  present  Government 
of  ffiving  up  or  abandoning  Sheemess  Dock- 
yard," 

He  then  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written  to  him  by  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  in  which  he  said  that — 

'*Ho  had  expressed  it  as  his  opinion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  Sheemess  Dockyard 
ought  not  to  be  given  up,  and  that  it  would  be 
very  advantageous  to  the  country  in  case  of 
war. 


i> 


He  (Mr.  Slnatchbull-Hugessen)  thought 
that  the  House  would  at  once  see  the  dis- 
crepancy between  these  two  statements. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  said 
that  Sheemess  would  be  very  advantageous 
to  the  country  in  case  of  war.  He  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  had  thought  that 
the  only  argument  against  Sheemess  was 
its  exposed  situation  in  case  of  war.  But 
for  that,  without  wishing  to  disparago 
Chatham,  he  believed  that  the  vast  ex- 
penditure there  would  never  have  been 
incurred  whilst  we  had  Sheemess  eleven 
miles  nearer  the  sea,  with  much  greater 
depth  of  water,  and  in  every  way  more 
convenient  for  dockyard  purposes.  But  it 
was  always  said  that  if  an  enemy  had 
command  of  the  Channel,  all  your  works 
at  Sheemess  would  be  destroyed  with  the 
greatest  facility.  He  did  not  speak  with- 
out knowing  that  he  was  supported  by 
authority  when  he  answered  that  if  an 
enemy  once  had  command  of  the  mouth  of 
the  Thames  and  Medway,  other  things  be- 
sides Sheemess  would  be  destroyed  with  the 
greatest  facility.  Chatham  would  stand  a 
bad  chance,  and  the  mischief  would  not 
stop  there.  The  true  policy  of  England 
was  to  make  the  Channel  her  main  line 
of  defence,  and  never  allow  an  enemy  to 
obtain  such  a  position.  He,  (Mr.  Knatoh- 
bull-Hugessen)  was  not  urging  the  claims 
of  Sheemess  as  against  Chatham.  The  ex- 
penditure at  Chatham  had  been  commenced 
and  must  continue ;  but  he  argued  that  if 
Chatham  was  to  be  our  great  building  yard, 
there  was  all  tbo  more  reason  why  Sheer- 
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Tiess  should  be  maintained  in  fall  efficiency 
— and  extended — as  a  fitting  and  repairing 
yard.  If  everything  was  done  in  one  yard 
the  mischief  that  might  be  caused  by  fire 
or  other  accident  was  incalculable,  and  the 
position  of  Sheemess  pointed  it  out  for 
every  reason  as  the  proper  place  for  a 
large  fitting  and  repairing  yard  in  con- 
nection with  Chatham.  He  (Mr.  Knatch- 
bull  Hugesscn)  hoped  that  he  should  elicit 
from  the  Government  an  authoritative 
statement  that  they  shared  that  opinion, 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  abandoning 
the  dockyard;  but  that  by  maintaining  and 
extending  it,  and  further  developing  the 
advantages  of  the  locality,  they  would  be 
taking  that  course  which  would  best  add 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  navy,  and  would 
be  most  conducive  to  the  public  interest. 

Mb.  PEMBERTON  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Knatchbull  -  Hugessen)  had 
committed  two  errors.  No  letter  had  been 
addressed  by  him  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  with  reference  to  the  dockyard 
at  Sheemess,  nor  did  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  make  any  communication 
whatever  to  him  on  the  subject.  But 
during  the  course  of  the  election  various 
statements  were  made  as  to  the  intentions 
of  different  Governments,  and  some  gen- 
tleman, whose  name  he  did  not  recollect, 
wrote  to  the  First  Lord,  asking  what  the 
intention  was.  His  recollection  of  that 
letter  was  simply  this — ^it  repeated  what 
the  First  Lord  had  stated  in  the  House, 
and  that  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
great  advantage  to  have  a  dockyard  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  town  for  the  re-fitting 
of  ships.  The  gentleman  to  whom  the 
letter  was  addressed  was  told  that  he  was 
at  liberty  to  make  what  use  of  it  he 
pleased,  and  it  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands.  He  had  accordingly  stated  that 
he  believed  there  was  no  intention  of 
abandoning  the  dockyard  of  Sheemess.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  given  him  any  in- 
timation of  his  intention  to  refer  to  this 
matter,  he  would  have  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain a  copy  of  the  letter ;  but  he  very 
much  feared  it  was  not  now  in  existence. 
The  other  error  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  committed  was  as  to  the  question 
which  most  agitated  the  minds  of  electors 
at  the  last  election;  it  was  no  doubt  a 
question  of  disestablishment,  but  it  was 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
not  of  the  dockyard. 

Mr.  knatchbull  -  HUGESSEN 
explained  that  he  had  quoted  from  a  local 
newspaper,  which  stated  that  the  letter  of 

Mr.  KnatchbulUHuguMn 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Admirdty  had  beet 
addressed  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend; 
of  course,  after  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  he  had  no  difflcoltj 
in  admitting  that  it  was  not  so. 

Mb.  SHA W-LEFEYRE  said,  the  nobb 
Lord  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  had  stated  tint 
there  was  a  reduction  on  this  Vote  d 
£157,000  this  year  upon  the  correspond- 
ing Vote  of  last  year.     If  this  had  beea 
an  absolute  saving,  no  one  would  hiH 
rejoiced  at  the  announcement  more  iiitn 
he  should  have  done ;  but,  unfortunatdf, 
what  was   saved  on  one  Vote  was  moit 
than  balanced  by  the  increase  of  ezpa- 
diture    on    other    Votes.     For  instmoi^ 
Vote  10  showed  an  increase  of  £250,000 
over  the  corresponding  Vote  of  last  jcir, 
and  thus  upon  shipbuilding  and  repaiiim 
there  was  a   total  increase  of  £100,000 
over  the  expenditure  of  last  year.    Tki 
truth  was,  that  the  work,  instead  of  ImqI 
performed  in  the  dockyards,  was  tna^ 
ferred  to  the  yards  of  private  eontraHon 
on  the  Tyne  or  at  Liverpool.     There  ra 
great  hardship  experienced  in  conseqiwBfll 
of  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  bm 
usually  employed  in  Portsmonth,  beosM 
it  was  by  no  means  easy  for  the  men  tbM 
thrown  out  of  employment  to    tnndhr 
themselves  and  their  familiea  to  aoote 
part  of  the   country.     The  Govenimnl 
had  now  adopted  the  policy  tugged  iM 
them  last  year  by  the  OppositioiL    ul 
Government  commenced  last  year  to  biili 
fifty  cut-and-run  vessels,   at   a  eoit  ft  \ 
about  £1,000,000;  they  were  to  be  Mi  ^ 
in  cruizing,  and  not  for  the  porpoiei  d ' 
war.     Of  that  number,  thirty-eeven  VM  ^ 
to  be  built  in  the  dockyards,  and  tUiteii  \ 
by  contract.     He  regretted  the  work  vtf  ^: 
decided  to  be  done  in  one  year  instaid  A\ 
two,  because,  instead  of  renderiQg  (hi*- 
cession  of  these  men's  labour  leas  soddfllb 
the  sudden  change  had  fallen  upon  dM 
with  considerable   hardship.      At  TMtl*  ' 
mouth  the    number  of  shipwrights  vtf 
1,575  in  March  last,  having  been  ooniiil^ 
ably  increased  during  the  winter,  and  it 
had   since  been   gradually  redaoed,  tti 
contemplated  number  being  only  988.   A 
change  of  policy  such  as  that  whidi  kli 
been  adopted  in  having  vesBels  boflt  fe 
private  yards  ought  to  have  been  eairiii 
out  gradually  and  with  some  oonaidenliii 
to  the  men  employed  in  the  doekjuk 
He  thought  also  that  so  considerultA 
reduction  having  been  made  in  the  v^^ 
of  artificers,  the  expenses  of  managiBMI . 
and  establishment  chaigee  ahonld  hivi 
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beafi  Hkewise   rednoed,  but   these   had 

mdergoiie  little    or  no  alteration.     In 

1858  artifioerB*  wages  in  the  dockyards 

•moanted  to  £986,000,  and  this  year  they 

were  £918,000,  while   the  management 

ehaiges  were  in  1858  £150,000,  and  were 

this  year  £209,000,  so  that  they  now  bore 

a  maefa  greater  proportion  to  wages.    He 

eonld  not  hnt  thiok  that  the  Vote  had 

besii  moet  carelessly  prepared,  and  that 

it  had  been  carried  ont  without  a  due 

regard  to  the  interests  of  the  men  or  to 

the  real  economy  of  the  dockyards. 

Mb.  S  AMUDA  said,  the  amount  of  work 
to  be  performed  in  the  dockyards  this  year 
appeared  to  be  very  considerably  less  than 
it  was  last  year.     Instead  of  23,500  tons 
of  shipping  to  be  built,  there  were  only 
14,400,  b^ng  9,000  tons  less  than  last 
jear.    From  the  declarations  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  it  appeared  that 
the  GoTemment  were  building  two  vessels 
of  the  Monitor  dass,  of  500  and  600-horBe- 
power  respectirely,  firom  which  they  pro- 
posed to  obtain   9  and  12  knots  speed. 
There  was  a  great   nmilarity   between 
the  two  Teasels,  and  the  difference    in 
the  hone  power,  one  being  500  and  the 
other  600-horBe  power,  would  only  repre- 
sent about  half  a  knot.     If  the  Admiralty 
ooold  giro  a  speed  of  12  knots  to  one 
vessel,  and  he  did  not  for  a  moment  pre- 
tend to  say  that  they  could  not,  he  thought 
that,  when  speed  was  a  consideration  of  so 
much  value  in  the  present  days  of  ship* 
building,  it  was  extraordinary  that  the 
Admiffalty  should  give  no  higher  speed  to 
the  second  vessel  than  9  knots.     On  a 
fomier  occasion  allusion  had  been  made  to 
an  observation  of  his  with  respect  to  the 
Indian  transports.     But,  to  the  best  of  his 
reooUeetion,   what  he  had  done  on  that 
oecaaion  was  merely  to  point  out  distinctly 
the  iUlttre  of  the  application  to  the  private 
firms  for  a  competitive  design.    He  now 
came  to  the  proposal  which  he  had  put  on 
Ibe  Paper,  and  which  was  a  very  reason- 
able one.    The  two  vessels  which  he  pro- 
poaad  to  anbetitute  were  of  similar  tonnage 
to  those  which  the  Government  designed 
to  build  ;  the  sijse  and  material  were  sim- 
ilar.    Now,  there  were  serious  reasons  why 
the  oonntry  should  not  commit  itself  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  Admiralty   seemed 
bent  on   committing  it  with   regard    to 
^■•ela  of  the  dass  to  which  he  referred. 
It  woold  be  recollected  that  during  the 
whole  time  that  the  re-constmotion  of  the 
**^  with  iron-clad  vessels  had  been  in 
there  had  always  been  one  main 


object  which  he  had  kept  in  view,  and 
which,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able,  he  had 
endeavoured  to  urge  upon  the  Government, 
and  that  was  that  the  ultimate  aim  of  all 
their  improvements  should  be  to  obtain  a 
perfectly  protected  vessel.  He  had  warned 
the  Admiralty  that  it  was  useless  to  delude 
the  country  and  to  delude  themselves — 
for  none  were  so  deluded  as  the  Admiralty 
— by  supposing  that  any  vessel  would  be- 
come useful  which  had  nothing  but  a  patch 
of  armour  on  a  small  portion  of  the  hull, 
while  all  the  rest  of  her  was  utterly  at  the 
mercy  of  any  other  vessel,  however  small. 
The  Admiralty  laid  down  as  a  condition  for 
adoption  at  the  time  they  were  about  to 
build  their  first  'iron-clad  ships  of  the 
TF'arrior  class  that  only  the  central  part  of 
the  ship  should  be  armoured.  He  gave  the 
Admiralty  full  credit  for  this,  that  they  be- 
lieved the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  obtain- 
ing a  perfectly  armoured  ship  were  too  great 
to  be  overcome,  and  that  they  could  not  at 
the  same  time  get  a  ship  constructed  of 
such  a  form  as  to  give  both  a  sufficient 
amount  of  displacement  and  that  degree  of 
speed  which  they  justly  looked  on  as  in- 
dispensable. He  felt  at  that  time  quite  as 
strongly  as  he  did  now  the  impolicy  of 
relying  on  a  vessel  so  constructed  and 
wluch  he  foresaw  would  be  nothing  but  a 
log  upon  the  water  when  the  two  ends  were 
knocked  away.  In  the  proposal  which  he 
then  sent  to  the  Admiralty  he  had  suggested 
that  the  ends  should  be  protected.  By  con- 
tinually pressing  the  same  consideration 
upon  them  the  Admiralty  did  by  degrees 
depart  from  their  original  plan.  In  the 
vessels  of  the  Valiant  class  they  recognized 
the  principle,  though  not  to  the  full  extent ; 
but  in  the  Minotaur  class  they  covered  with 
armour  the  entire  vessel.  They  had  then 
got  something  substantial,  and  if  they  had 
only  applied  themselves  to  decreasing  the 
size  and  increasing  the  handiness  of  the 
vessel  they  would  have  arrived  at  a  very 
useful  and  efficient  class  of  vessel  indeed. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  to 
omit  the  sums — 

"For  building  two  Iron-olad  Vesseli  of  the 
Audaeioui  class  (foar  of  whioh  are  alreadj  baild- 
ing,  though  as  yet  none  have  been  tried),  and  to 
suggest  in  subetitutton  for  them  two  Turret  Ships 
of  the  eompetitiYe  designs  submitted  to  the  Ad- 
miraltj  bj  private  firms,  and  whioh  were  rejeoted 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Controller  and 
Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navj  in  favour  of  their 
own  oflScial  design." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £823,062,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 


SwMouT  to  dsfrartlie  SbIsHm  ofths  Offlo«r»uul 
the  Contingent  EipeoMi  of  Her  M^eit;'!  Dook- 

jard*  BDd  Nstb!  Tarda  at  Home  aod  Abroad, 
which  will  Domo  in  oonrse  ofparment  during  the 
jear  ending  on  ths  31>t  daj  of  March  1869." 
— (Jfr.  Samuda.) 

Mb.  CHILDERS  Bsid,  be  thought  it 
would  be  much  more  coDTeDient  to  take 
the  decision  of  the  queation  ou  Vote  10, 
where  there  was  a  distinct  anm  for  new 
armour-plated  shipa.  That  was  the  next 
Vote  on  which  the  question  arose,  and 
respecting  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  intended  to  addrew 
the  House.  He  eympathized  with  hia 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Ifenry  Lennox)  " 


8u^y—N<ny  [COMUONSl  Eitimatw.  KD 

this  year  to  930  men.  The  renilt  of  Out 
was  that  very  great  diatrev  preruled 
among  the  men,  and  similar  oomequeDMi 
followed  at  Woolwich,  where  the  nnnibK 
at  shipwrighta  had  been  radnoed  fmia 
1,021,  which  was  the  number  in  tba 
month  of  October,  to  525.  That  wu  to 
main  fault  to  which  hs  had  to  call  tlw 
attention  of  the  Committee  in  oonneotioD 
with  those  Estimatea,  for  he  looked  np«D 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  in  other  n- 
speota  as  being,  on  the  whole,  sound.  Us 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  lUa  to 
get  thia  Vote. 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  that  what  the  ooub- 
try  desired  waa  to  have  the  very  beat  TSMali 
constructed ;  and  the  country  waa  dinn- 
difflculty  m  which  he  waa  placed  by  the  |  pointed  at  not  having  veaaeU  of  ■  lifU 
unfortunate  lUneas  of  the  Firet  Lord  of  ,  draught  of  water  which,  nererthalfl^ 
the  Admiralty  ;  but  the  Committee  would  ^^^^^  ^^^  heavy  armour  pUtes  and  gooi. 
admit  that  no  one  could  have  explained  ,  gvery  other  maritime  Power  waa  bmldi^ 
the  queslion  more  clearly,  or  atated  the  ^^aaela  different  from  those  we  were  hniU- 
polioy  of  the  Government  more  intelli-  i  j^^  ^j  Chatham  the  diatreas  was  not  k  . 
gibly  than  the  noble  Lord  had  done.  Aa  ^g^g^e  aa  in  other  dockyards ;  but  tlm 
to  the  alteration  proposed  in  the  pro-  waa  one  class  in  the  dockyard— the  im- 
gramme  of  the  jear,  he  thought  his  noble  makers— who  had  been  rather  hudh 
Friend  had  done  thorough  justice  to  the  treated.  He  ahould  like  to  ask  hia  nobis 
Controller  and  the  Chief  Constructor ;  and  j-riond  why  no  proviaion  was  m^f  fa  I 
he  rejoiced  that  the  Vote  had  not  been  ^^e  workmen  in  Chatham  Dockyard  ti  ' 
passed  without  the  questions  being  raised  ^ing  comfortably  ?  Sorely  some  riiri 
and  the  answers  stated  aa  to  the  firat  ^^^x&  be  constructed  in  which  the  MB 
change  he  had  onginally  offered  to  the  ^^u^  di„a  with  some  sort  of  comfiA 
Committee— a  proposition  to  build  a  broad-  ^jth  ^eg.rd  to  superannuation  allowioM^ 
aide  ahip  and  one  of  novel  construction  by  ^^  (bought  that  if  a  man  died  jusl  befin 
contract,  and  one  of  each  in  the  dockyard,  ;  ^e  became  entitled  to  auperauniiatioii  il- 
instead  of  two  broadsides  in  the  dockyard  ,  io„ance.  hie  wido<ir  ought  to  receive  turn 
ond  two  of  novel  construction  out  of  it;  ,  p^jment  out  of  that  fund  to  which  h> 


husband  had  so  long  contributed.  BiM 
the  introduction  of  iron  for  ahipbiiilSil 
the  number  of  accidents  had  graatly  i^ 
creased,  and  great  complaint  was  mail 
that  no  accommodation  existed  for  tit 
men  at  the  hospital,  and  that  they  had  ti 
contribute  out  of  their  own  wages  townA 
the  expense  of  the  hospital. 

Loan    HENRY     LENNOX       "    ^ 


and  he  therefore  approved  the  altered  pro- 
gramme announced,  for  novel  ships  in 
private  yards  involved  heavy  extras  for 
experience  gained  as  conatruction  pro- 
ceeded. It  was  also  judicious  to  reduce 
the  class  of  vessels  for  special  purposes 
from  four  to  three  on  the  completion  of  the 
new  yacht  in  aubstitution  for  the  OjEwme, 

and  to  close  Deptford  as  a  building  yard,        ^^        .„.„  »^  __    _ 

which  he  hoped  was  the  Erst  step  towards  I  hoped""the  CommittTe  woJr  allow' itt 
closing  It  as  a  naval  yard.  But  in  saying  Vote  to  pass,  in  order  that  Program^ 
this  be  could  not  help  refemng  to  the  ^e  reported,  with  a  view  to  the  Begi«t»- 
unwise  conduct  ol  the  Admiralty  in  de-  |  ^^^^  g^u  being  proceeded  with, 
ciding  last  year  to  build  a  amall  fleet  of ,  y^j^  u  CHAMBERS  aunestad  tt* 
wooden  vessels,  and  in  going  beyond  their  |  t^e  Vote  now  before  the  Committes  skMl* 
onginal  intentions  dunng  the  year  as  to    ^e  poatponed. 

the  number  of  men  in  the  dockyards.  So  ,  y^  1)ISRAELI  hoped  that,  «  *• 
fickle  was  their  pohey  that,  during  the  ^^^  ^f  th^  Committee  evidenUy  w«f» 
course  of  the  year,  and  in  spite  of  the  as-  ,  f^,^^^  ^f         ;„     the  Vote  and  repti*! 


Burancea  given  in  the  debate  on  the  Esti- 


Progresi 


passing  the  Vote  and 

the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlia* 


males,  at  Portsmouth  the  strength  of  the  ■  wouTd  "not"  offer" any" oppoi'tici  to  ** 
estabhshment  was  raised  from  1,233  men  '  coarse 
tA  1,662,  and  a  sudden  reduction  was  made  I 
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Mb.  SAMTJDA  said,  he  would  with- 
dnw  hie  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leare,  wUhdrawn. 
Origmal  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Honae  resumed. 

Resolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

REGISTRATION  (re-cammitud)  BILL. 
(Mr,  Secretary  0,  Hardy,  Sir  J.  Fergueean.) 

[bill  167.]       OOUOTTZE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.** 

CoLoinBL  BABTTELOT  said,  he  hoped 
theHoose  would  not  think  that  he  was 
going  to  offer  a  factious  opposition  to  the 
BilL    It  was  not  a  party  Bill,  and  it  was 
not  a  Bill  which  could  affect  any  indiridual 
Member;  but  it  was  simply  a  Bill  to  ac- 
celerate the  registration  of  the  voters  in  the 
country.    But  that  was  not  the  sole  point 
for  the  House  to  consider.     They  were 
Hhere  to  oondder  whether  it  was  wise  and 
prudent  that  a  Bill  of  that  kind  should  be 
passed  for  this  specific  year,  and  whether 
it  would  have  the  effect,  which  all  wished, 
of  placing  on  the  register  those  whom  they 
had  admitted  to  the  franchise.    If  the  Bi& 
was  passed,  it  would  prevent  a  large  num* 
ber  of  those  whom  they  wished  to  enfran- 
chise from  getting  that  franchise,  and  there 
would  be  a  universal  cry  when  they  met  in 
Becember  or  January  by  those  who  were 
returned  that  their  constituents  were  not 
iairly  represented.     The  result  would  be 
that  another  election  would  loom  in  the 
distance,  and  he  knew  not  if  that  was  their 
wiih.    The  Bill  provided  that  the  regis- 
tration should  be  completed  by  the  end  of 
October.    The  elections  were  to  take  place 
in  yorember,  and  they  are  to  meet  there 
in  Becember.   For  what  purpose  ?   Simply 
to  decide  whether  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
ahoold  sit  on  that  side,  and  whether  those 
who  lat  on  that  side  shall  go  to  the  oppo- 
site Bcsichee.     Whether  that  was  to  Uke 
place  time  would  show.    If  the  registration 
was  not  complete  it  would  matter  little 
whether  they  met  in  January  or  Decem- 
ber.   Let  them  consider  the  complicated 
BAtore  of  the  Bill.     There  was  the  com- 
poond-householder,    a   gentleman    whom 
they  thonght  dead  and  buried,  but  who, 
neverthelesa  would  make  alterations  in  the 
BOW  registry  necessary.    There  was  also 


the  lodger  franchise,  and  he  believed  that 
in  towns  where  30,000  or  40,000  would 
be  added  to  the  registeathat  register  would 
not  be  complete.  He  knew  something  of 
the  towns,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
November  was  a  very  bad  month  for  the 
elections.  He  believed  it  would  be  alto- 
gether a  false  move  if  they  were  to  hurry 
on  the  registrations  now,  simply  to  decide 
who  was  to  sit  on  this  and  who  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  in  November  next. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDY  said,  if  he 
thought  that  this  BiU  would  in  any  way 
affect  the  rights  of  the  electors  by  dimin- 
ishing their  chances  of  getting  upon  the 
register  he  would  not  have  considered  it 
his  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  propose  it.  But  those  who  sat  on  the 
Select  Committee  were  satisfied  that  no- 
thing would  be  taken  away  from  the  rights 
of  voters.  The  only  question  was  whether 
sufficient  time  was  allowed  for  revision. 
Those  who  had  most  considered  the  ques- 
tion believed  there  was.  He  was  himself 
satisfied  there  was,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
the  House  would  go  into  Committee. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  said,  he  had  a  few 
observations  to  make  on  the  Bill,  which  he 
thought  had  been  but  little  discussed  in 
the  House.    He  must  describe  this  as  a 
Bill  designed  to  slur  over  the  registration 
and  to  hurry  on  the  General  Election  at 
the  earliest  possible  period.     He  dared  say 
that  some  Gentlemen  in  that  House  were 
anxious  to  bring  on  an  election ;  but  he 
had  asked  himself,  and  he  had  asked  per- 
sons out  of  that  House,  what  possible  ob- 
ject could  be  gained  by  the  new  House  of 
Commons  meeting  in  December.   The  only 
answer  he  could  get  to  the  question  was 
this — "  If  we  accept  this  Bill,  and  hurry 
on  the  elections,  the  new  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  able  to  meet  in  December,  in 
order  to  decide  which  of  the  two  factions  in 
this  House  shall  carry  on  its  Business  next 
Session."     That  might  be  a  very  impor- 
tant matter  for  those  who  expected  Office ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  **  outsiders" 
and  the  public  at  large  did  not  care  one 
farthing  which  set  of  statesmen  might  con- 
duct the  Business  of  the  country  during 
the  months  of  December  and  January. 
When  Parliament  had  passed  a  Bill  en- 
abling very  large  numbers  to  get  them- 
selves placed  on  the  electoral  roll,  common 
sense  and  prudence  would  dictate  that  the 
registration  should  be  conducted  in  the 
most  effectual  manner.     This  Bill  came 
before  the  House  with  great  recommenda- 
I  tions.  It  professed  to  be  a  Ministerial  Bill ; 


563 


Be^iitraium  BM^        {COMMONS ) 


CommiU0$. 


W4 


but  tbey  all  knew  under  what  circum- 
stances  it  had  been  brought  forward.  It 
had  been  brought  torward  under  coercion. 
That  was  his  opinion.  There  had  been  a 
threat  made  by  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Opposition  side  that  they  would  withhold 
the  Supplies  [''No!"];  but  he  believed 
that  throat  would  not  have  been  carried 
out.  The  Bill  had  been  subjected  to  the 
ordeal  of  a  select  Committee.  How  was 
that  Committee  composed  ?  Gentlemen 
connected  with  the  present  Administration 
served  on  it.  That  Administration  had 
been  for  some  time  exposed  to  such  taunts 
from  the  front  Opposition  Bench,  and 
the  House  itself  had  been  in  such  a 
state  of  chronic  anarchy,  that  the  reten- 
tion of  Office  by  its  members  was  almost 
intolerable.  It  was  on  that  account 
that  he  described  the  Bill  as  having  been 
brought  in  under  compulsiun.  There 
also  sat  upon  the  Committee  a  number  of 
Grentlemen  who  had  held  Office  under  the 
late  Administration,  and  who  were  not  at 
all  indisposed  to  hold  Office  under  that 
which  was  coming.  He  dared  say  those 
Gentlemen  would  not  think  the  drawing 
of  their  official  salaries  so  irksome  a  task 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  considered 
it  during  the  past  few  months.  ["  Ques- 
tion !'']  He  would  not  detain  them  many 
minutes ;  but  what  he  had  to  say  he  must 
say  out.  There  sat,  then,  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  number  of  Gentlemen  who  were 
very  anxious  to  obtain  Office  at  the  very 
earliest  period.  Indeed,  that  anxiety  was 
so  great  as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  some- 
thing more  than  patriotism  actuated  them 
wlien  they  strove  to  obtain  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  in  December  next.  Upon  the 
decision  of  such  a  Committee  he,  for  one, 
placed  no  reliance  whatever,  knowing,  as 
he  did,  that  there  existed  no  desire  at  all 
in  unofficial  quarters,  nor  out-of-doors, 
that  Parliament  should  assemble  at  so 
early  a  date.  Now,  why  should  any  in- 
dependent Member  on  either  side  of  the 
House  go  an  inch  out  of  his  way  to  bring 
about  a  change  of  Ministers  in  December 
instead  of  six  weeks  later,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  affairs?  What  reason  had  any 
independent  Member  to  bridge  more  rapidly 
than  need  be  the  gulf  which  still  yawned 
between  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  and  Office  ?  What  had  kept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  out  of  Office  for 
the  last  four  or  five  months  ?  He  would 
himself  answer  that  question  with  the  ut- 
most possible  candour.     It  had  been  the 

Mr,  Smollett 


behest  and  desire  of  a  very  oomiderable 
number  of  Gentlemen  on  the  OppoiitioB 
side,  of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentlemia 
was  the  ostensible  Leader.    They  probably 
thought,  and  with  justice,  that  the  in- 
tellect of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nuh 
tured  much  more  rapidly  in  the  winter  of 
Opposition  than  in  the  summer  heat  of 
Office.    The  House  had  been  in  a  veiy  ex- 
cited state  for  the  last  four  or  five  monthi. 
There  had  been  in  Office  a  Ministry  wbidi 
did  not  hold  the  reins  of  power.     The 
Executive  had  been  weak,  not  in  ability, 
but  in  Parliamentary  support.  Then  theiB 
had  been  a  powerful  Opposition,  nambe^ 
ingat  least  350  or  360  heads.     If  the  Op- 
position had  so  willed  it,  they  might  ia 
I  the  early  part  of  the  Session  have  caniad 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Hi- 
nistry,  and  the  result  of  such  a  Vote  wooM 
have  been  to  transfer  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Lancashin 
and  the  satellites  who  surrounded  him  ti 
the  right  hand  of  the  Speaker^s  Chair. 
What  had  prevented  this  firom  being  donc^ 
and  why  had  350  Gentlemen  allowed  800 
Gentlemen  to  hold  the  reins  of  Office  daring 
the  whole  of  the  present  Session  f     He 
would  give  an  explanation  of  the  eiromn- 
stances.    In  doing  so  he  should  violate  bo 
confidence,   as   he  shoald  merely   repest 
what  was  openly  spoken  of  and  disouHed 
^t  the  Bar,  in  the  Lobbies,  in  all  politioil 
coteries,  and  very  probably  even  in  tltf 
sacred  precincts  of  Brookes's.     It  was  i 
well-known  fact  that  there  were  on  tlie 
Opposition  Benches  a  number  of  Gentle 
men  who  were  esteemed  Members  of  tbt 
Liberal  party ;   but  who  refused  to  lop- 
port  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  tbi 
present  Government.     In   othw   wordi^ 
they  refused  to  be  parties  to  any  Motki 
the  direct  effect  of  which  would  be  to  pbes 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lanoashire  ii 
high  Office.     [<<  Question  !''^     There  were 
scores  of  Gentlemen^  opposite  who  knev 
what  he  had  stated  to  be  an  absolute  &oft- 
Those  Gentlemen  did  not  deny  that  tii0 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  LaneaihiJf 
possessed  great  abilities;   but  they  dis- 
trusted his  political  sagacity,  and  wtf* 
very  probably  not  enamoured  of  his  venP^ 
tility;  they  had  no  confidence  in  histiiiC 
and  his  power  to  keep  a  party  togetker* 
If,  then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleniaii  ifl" 
his  Friends  had  been  kept  out  of  Ofleelf 
the  behest  and  at  the  dictation  ol  a  ott* 
siderable  portion  of  Her  Majesly's  OppMH 
tion,  what  possible  object  coald  they  »«* 
in  now  coming  forward  and  desiring  dkii 
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we  ihoald  meet  next  Deoember,  in  order 
to  determine  whether  bj  the  new  elections 
tbe  right  hen.  Gentleman  can  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  First  Minister  of  the  Grown. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  should  give 
hit  vote  against  the  Bill,  and  if  it  went 
into  Committee  he  trusted  the  House  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  on  its 
merits  on  the  third  reading. 

Mk.  M£LLER  said,  the  Bill  would 
eaose  so  much  dissatisfieiction  that  he  must 
protest  as:ainst  it,  and  yote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. For  tlie  last  two  years  they  had 
been  discussing  the  desirability  of  making 
most  important  changes  in  the  electoral 
•ystem,  and  yet  their  labours  were,  after 
i\,  to  hare  no  fruition,  as  it  were,  because 
those  whom  it  was  sought  to  benefit,  would 
receive  no  benefit  at  all,  in  consequence  of 
the  haste  with  which  registration  was  to 
be  slurred  over.  In  the  large  towns  and 
eoonties  in  the  North  great  inconvenience 
would  be  eaaeed,  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  if  the  number  of  Eevising  Barris- 
ters were  doubled,  the  number  of  election 
sgentsmuat  be  doubled  also.  The  time 
at  present  allowed  for  registration  was 
quite  short  enough,  but  it  was  proposed 
still  further  to  shorten  it,  and  as  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  did  not  sit  until  some 
time  on  in  the  month  of  November,  there 
would  practically  be  no  appeal  from  the 
decisions  of  the  Bevising  Barristers.  He 
did  not  like  the  idea  of  an  election  in  No- 
vember, for  the  reason  that,  as  some  two 
hours  at  least  of  the  polling  must  take, 
place  in  partial,  if  not  entire  darkness,  it 
would  give  great  facilities  for  personations. 
The  question  put  before  the  country  was 
whether  Catholicism  or  Protestantism  was 
to  have  the  superiority.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "1 
Members  might  object  to  that,  so  he  would 
iaj  it  was  whether  Ireland  was  to  be 
pacified  or  not.  It  was  incumbent  on 
them,  therefore,  to  have  a  well-selected 
jnry,  and  to  commit  the  decision  of  the 
question  to  a  respectable  constituency. 

Ma.  MAKSH  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  much  better 
that  this  Bill  should  pass.  It  was  possible 
that  the  Bill  might  he  passed  in  a  hurry  ; 
bat  then  they  would  hare  the  advantage 
of  getting  a  Ministry  established  sooner. 
That  difficulty  even  might  be  got  over  by 
the  present  Ministry  resigning  at  once. 
The  Section  gentry,  et  genus  omne,  might 
not)  perhaps,  have  so  much  timo  to  make 
vp  their  bK>oks,  and  if  an  autumn  Session 
^v«ns  inconvenient  they  would  all  be  there, 
nd  the  Session  would  be  a  very  short 


one.  Commercial  matters  were  yery  much 
depressed,  and  that  depression  would  not 
cease  until  the  General  Election  was  over. 
It  would  be  better  to  get  the  election  over, 
so  as  to  have  a  fair  start  again. 

Motion,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  I  to  5,  indusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Revision  of  Lists  in  Counties). 

Mb.  CORRANCE  suggested,  but  did  not 
move,  the  insertion  of  words  binding  the 
Revising  Barristers  to  commence  their  ope- 
rations on  the  14th  of  September  next  at 
latest. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  28,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Application  of  certain  Rating 
Sections  to  Counties). 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  although  it  had  been  inserted  by  the 
Select  Committee,  in  the  spirit  of  oaution 
which  they  had  very  properly  exercised  in 
dealing  with  the  measure,  he  found,  on 
careful  examination,  that  it  was  quite  un- 
necessary, and  might  possibly  lead  to  mis- 
chief if  permitted  to  remain  in  the  Bill. 
The  clause  proposed  to  make  the  80th 
section  of  the  2  WiU.  lY.,  c.  45,  and  the 
75th  section  of  the  Act  of  6  &  7  of  the 
Queen,  c.  18,  the  principal  Act,  applicable 
"to  all  cases  of  occupancy  creating  a 
franchise"  by  last  year's  Reform  Act. 
But  the  56th  section  of  last  year's  Act 
made  all  Registration  Acts  apply  to  its 
provisions,  and  he  feared  the  retention  of 
this  29th  clause  would  derogate  from  the 
full  power  of  that  56th  seotion. 

Mb.  LEEMAI^  said,  that  the  clause  was 
well-considered  by  the  Committee,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  retained. 

Mk.  AYRTON  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  strike  out  the  clause,  and  give 
the  voters  to  which  it  applied  the  benefit 
of  the  general  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  necessary  to  omit  the  clause. 

Clause  itruek  out. 

Clauses  30  to  34,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  DIXON  moved  the  addition  of  the 

following  clause  :— 

(List  of  voters  to  be  made  oat  bj  overseers. ) 
"  That  the  overseers  of  every  parish  or  town- 
ship in  anj  Citf  or  Borough  may,  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  July,  maAie  out  or  eauso  to  be  made 
oat  the  lists  of  all  persons  who  may  bo  entitled 
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US 


r  Msmben  I 


progreu  u 


to  *ot«  in  tba  «leotion  of  &  Member 

to  nm  in  Purlisinent  for  anah  Citf 

w>  &r  M  prsctioable,  in  tba  manni 

Til. : — In  ttie   alphabetical   order  of  >tre«ti   or 

plaoee  in  eacb  jnriah  or  township,  or  where  mch 

pariihei  or  lowDthips  shall   haTe  beea  diiided    Would  not 

into  polling  dittrioCs,  then   in   the  klphabetical    peratii 


them 


«ofv( 


)r  plnoea  in  eooh  polling  diitriot 


I  [..-D preparing  the  liita  fia  the  pre- 

^oroogh,    g^J^^  jeaT,  and  they  were   Tory  mii<ni 
"""''     that  the  oianse  ahould  not  pan. 

Ub.  AYRTOIf  thoaght  that  the  duK 

irk  unlesa  it  wai  made  ia- 

aa  added  as  a  pover  to  the 

OTeneere  in  addition  to  the  duty  whiA 


-B  beinp  airaand  in  tba  order  .  ^  ^4.  ii       .  i 

i.ri,i,h.iml«rplmlGth.    "U  oo"  m.P«n*"-    H  would  mtd. 


which  tbojappei 
rate-booki  for  eueb  parishes  or  townabips." 


The  effect  of  the  olauae  would  be  to  '  the  present  duty.  _ 


permissiTe  daase  in  sabititatuiKit 


make  the  regiiter  an.  exact  copy  of  the 
rate-book,  the  streets  being  arranged  in 
alphabetical  order.    At  the  present  time 


Mb.  LOCEE  said,  he  did  not  think  uy 
great  difficulty  wonld  arise  by  the  om- 
carrying  out  the  plan  propoaed  byths 


expense  is  caused  by  having  to  re-arrange  cUuae,  or  that  any  senous  additional  ex- 
the  rate-book  and  place  the  list  of  voters  i  pei"  would  be  thrown  upon  pariahN. 
in  alphabetical  order.  The  aQthorities  of  j  Mb.  Seejeahi  GA8ELEE  said,  hi 
Birmingham  believe  that  this  labour  and  i  thought  it  would  be  much  eaaiw  and 
espenBe  are  quite  unnecessary,  and  they  cheaper  for  the  overseer  to  be  allond 
requested  him  to  move  the  addition  of  this  merely  to  copy  the  rate-book,  than  to  be 
clause  to  the  Bill,  to  avoid  unneoeBsary  ex-  '  obliged  to  arrange  the  list  of  nanwa  is 
penso,  and  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the    alphabetical  order. 

objects  of  the  Bill— namely,  to  save  time.  Ma.  BOTJVEEIB  said,  it  was  IMM- 
By  adopting  the  Resolution  there  would  sary  at  election  times  that  they  ahooUki 
be  a  very  considerable  saving  effected  for  able  with  lacUity  to  turn  to  the  names  rf  ■ 
the  candidates,  beoause  they  would  other-  the  electors,  and  that  could  be  done  ody 
wise  have  to  re-arrange  the  list  of  voters  i  when  the  list  was  arranged  alphabetios^. 
and  undo  what  the  overseers  had  already  On  the  whole,  if  there  was  to  be  a  6hoi« 
done.  The  expense  of  the  operation  in  Bir-  '  between  the  two  methods,  it  would  bs 
BinKham  last  year  was  £250  on  one  side  i  better  to  adhere  to  the  present  praolioe. 
•■--■'  ■   ■■  Mr.  HIBBEBT   said,   he  thonght  tk 


if   adopted  at  all,  should   talj  U 
ed  in  those  boroughs  which  eonsuM 


only,  and  the  total  expense  was  probably 
£500.  The  voters  would  be  increased  un-  ^  . 
der  the  new  Act,  and  it  was  not  unreason- ,  adopted 
able  to  suppose  that  this  partionlar  item  of 
expenditure  would  be  increased  consider- 
ably, perhaps  trebled,  if  this  clause  should 
not  be  added  to  the  Bill.  The  expense 
thus  caused  in  Birmingham  would  probably 
reach  £1,000;   and  one  of  their   objects 

,,,,,,,,        ...  ,■'  alter  ue   [weniT-ninuL  oar  oi    acpienuMr,^ 

should  be  to  make  the  eleelions  as  cheap,    t|,ou«nd  eight   hundred  and   eJitj^^m^T  ts» 


adopted  in  those  borooghi 
I  of  one  parish  or  township. 
Clauae  negatived. 

Mk.  FOLJAMBE  rose  to  move  the  M- 
lowing  new  clause  : — 

"  Whera  in  any  Boroogh  the 
after  tbe   Iwentj-ninth  daj  of 


and  not  as  dear  as  possible.  He  had  nted  tbe  owner  instead  of  the  oMapier'tf* 
altered  the  clause  since  it  was  Erst  placed  dwelling-liouseorotbflFtenemeDt,iaooatr»eitik 
en    the   Notice   Paper    from    "shall"    to    of  "The  Repreaentation  of  the  People  Art,  IM.  ■ 

,, II ,i.„i  ,u_ _;_v. (.    the  oooupier  of  auoh  premiiea  ioall,  npoo  inl 

may,     bo  tnat  tne  overseers  mient  not        ■       "^  .     .    -       '       i.  i .■;    '     -j- 

,        ''       ,1  J   ,  L         .11.      1-  .      ■       P»)'"'g  or  tendenog  on  or  before  tba  tetaW 

bo  compelled  to  make  out  the  lists  in  l  5;j  ^f  j„i,  „eil.  tSe  diflerenoe,  if  anr,  b<te* 
alphabetical  order  in  places  where  it  was  the  anionat  of  poor  rate  paj&ble  oo  or  MbnM 
not  wished  to  put  the  clause  into  opera-  fifth  day  of  January,  ooa  thonaand  eight  tai*" 
"-'  -■—  ---'-'  ~  reepeet  of  eaoh  pnaiaMV 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that!; 

the  proposal  might  seem  suitable  to  Bir-  I ' ^ , 

mingham,  which  was  only  one  parish,  but    been  rated  and  paid 

it  would  cause  great  confusion   in  places    third  and  aeienth  eei 

where  a  borough  contained    several  pa- 1  The  clause  was  very  similar  to  tbe 

rishes.     The  clause  appeared  to  be  framed  {  section  of  the  old  Reform  Act;  and  Ml 

in  order  to  save  the  candidate  the  expense  i  object  in  proposing  it  was  to  do  an  id* 

of  making  out  canvaBsing  books.       The  .  justice  towards  a  class  of  ocoupiot  A 


uaking  the  clause    permissive  I  were  fully  entitled  to  be  put  upon  tbtl^ 
"       '     '    ■  '         lu  a  parish  '    ' '  —•:•- 


result  of  _  _ 

would  be  that  some  overseers  would  make  '  gister.     la  a  parish  in  his  own 

out  the  register  on  one  plan  and  some  on  i  encr  (East  Uetford)   several  handndl  ■ 
the  other.    He  was  told  that  tbe  overseen    such  men  had  been  omitted  from  the  W 


in  some  parishc 
Mr-  DixoH 


.  had  made  considerable   and  it  was  fair  to  suppose  that  the  * 
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Uusg  might  hate  oocnned  in  other  places. 
Bis  chniae  would  remedj  that  state  of 
things. 

YifloousT  GA.LWAY  supported  the 
dtoae  proposed  bj  his  hon.  Colleague, 
and  read  a  letter  from  the  overseer  of 
Worksop,  explaining  the  circumstances 
under  which  between  500  and  600  per- 
sons there  would  be  practically  disfran- 
chised unless  some  such  clause  as  that 
were  sdopted. 

Thi  BOLICITOB  general  said,  it 
was  obTious  that  the  clause  was  proposed 
to  meet  a  particular  case,  and  such  legisla- 
tion was  always  objectionable  and  dan- 
gerous. It  was  difficult  to  say  whether  it 
would  meet  that  case,  and  still  more  diffi- 
eolt  to  say  what  its  effect  would  be  upon 
other  cases.  The  persons  whose  names 
were  said  to  have  been  improperly  omitted 
bj  the  overseer  had  a  remedy  at  the  time 
under  the  existing  statutes,  and  if  they 
had  not  then  availed  themselves  of  that  re- 
medy the  passing  of  the  proposed  enactment 
inthdrfvronr  would  be  giving  them  an 
un&ir  sdvantage. 

Sis  ROBEBT  COLLIER  said,  that  the 
penons  to  whom  the  clause  referred  ought 
not  to  be  aUowed  to  suffer  from  the 
wromgful  sot  of  others.  He  thought  that 
a  good  deal  was  to  be  said  for  the  proposi- 
tion that  when  a  man  whose  landlord 
psid  the  composition  rate,  and  himself 
paid  the  difTereoce,  he  should  have  a  vote. 

Me.  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  there 
ooald  be  no  party  feeling  in  this  matter. 
He  conceived  that  it  would  be  injudicious 
to  psss  a  clause  for  the  sake  of  one  parti- 
eokr  borough,  for  its  operations  might 
extend  to  other  cases  to  which  it  would 
be  improper  to  apply  it 

danse  n^ffotwsd. 

Mm.  VILLIERS  moved  the  insertion  of 
^  foDowing  clause  :— 

(Oiuiiuw  may  eaue  homes  and  buildings  in 
ilmts  to  bs  marked  with  nvmben.) 

"The  eieiieaifl  of  anj  parish  in  England,  the 
pppttlitSott  whereof  shall  exceed  ten  thoasand  ner- 
*0Bi»  aooording  to  the  Cenini  for  the  time  being, 
mtj,  with  the  eonsent'of  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
frMi  time  to  time  oanie  the  houses  and  buildings 
b  all,  or  any  of  the  streets,  to  be  marked  with 
tmmhen  as  they  think  fit,  and  the  cost  shall  be 
eharfeable  upon  and  paid  out  of  the  monies  to 
be  raised  ibr  the  relief  of  the  poor  of  any  such 
pariah." 

The  light  hoD.  Member  said  that  in  the 
manulkcturing  districts  there  were  large 
blocks  of  houses  without  any  numbers,  and 
streets  without  any  names,  the  property 
belonging  to  owners  who,  under  liie  Com- 


pounding Acts,  had  been  rated.  Since 
the  Reform  Act  of  last  year  the  compound- 
householder  was  done  away  with;  and 
the  clause  he  proposed  would  enable  over- 
seers to  number  the  houses,  so  that  the 
occupiers  might  be  identified  as  the  per- 
sons entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  register. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  introduce  the 
clause  into  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  such  a 
power  was  already  given  in  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Act. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  clause  was  not  a  fit  one  to  be  incorpo- 
rated in  the  present  Bill,  though  it  might 
be  a  very  proper  one  to  be  inserted  in  a 
rating  Bill.  This  clause,  besides,  would 
have  no  operation  in  the  present  year  with 
respect  to  registration,  as  the  lists  were 
now  practically  commenced. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  it  would  ma- 
terially  interfere  with  the  progress  of  the 
proceedings  before  the  Revising  Barristers 
to  have  a  large  number  of  lodgers  brought 
to  their  Courts  to  wait  and  see  whether 
anybody  would  start  up  and  challenge 
their  votes.  As  these  persons  were  to 
have  their  names  in  the  lists  long  before 
the  Revisiug  Barristers  held  their  Courts, 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  those  who 
wished  to  challenge  the  votes  of  any 
lodgers  should  give  them  notice  before  the 
holding  of  the  Registration  Courts.  He 
hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  consider 
the  expediency  of  introducing  a  provision 
by  which  notice  should  be  given  to  lodgers 
of  objections  to  their  claims,  without  which 
they  should  not  be  compelled  to  come  to 
the  Court. 

Mb.  BAINES  said,  he  believed  the 
lodgers  were  a  much  more  respectable 
class  of  people  than  was  at  first  supposed. 
He  was  certain  that  any  clause  which 
compelled  the  attendance  of  the  lodger  at 
the  Court  must  be  amended. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  suggestion.  The  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  repeal  a  section  in  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  which  had  been  deliberately 
adopted  after  considerable  discussion. 

Mr.  BAINES  moved  a  clause  to  pro- 
vide that  lodgers  who  may  have  made  a 
claim  duly  certified  shall  be  entitled  to 
vote  unless  notice  of  objection  to  his  claim 
had  been  gi?en  to  him  three  clear  days 
before  the  sitting  of  the  Revising  Bar- 
rister's Court. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  supported  the 
clause. 
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(LOBDS }        XnUUrial  BtphmaUm^       tfS 


1£b.  GATHORNE  HAKDY  said,  he 
hoped  the  clause  would  not  be  pressed. 
The  subject  was  deliberately  considered 
and  decided  last  year,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Fin8bury(Mr.  M'Gullagh  Torrens), 
who  was  much  interested  in  the  question, 
was  then  an  assenting  party  to  the  deci- 
sion then  arrived  at. 

Clause  negatived. 
House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To'tnorratv,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Home  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  July  8,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Pimuo  BiuA—Firtt  Beading-^ 
Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances  * 
(205) ;  Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)*  (207) ;  Turn- 
pike Trusts  Arrangements*  (206);  Revenue 
Officers  Disabilities  Removal*  (204);  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  Amendment*  (208);  Libel  (Ire- 
land) •  (209). 

Second  Reading — Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland)  * 
(122);  Petroleum  Act  Amendment*  (178). 

Committee  —  Compulsory  Church  Rates  Aboli- 
tion (144-211);  Liquidation*  (181). 

Heport — Lio nidation*  (181). 

Third  Reading  —  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)* 
(203) ;  Judgments  Extension  *  (160),  and 
pasted, 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

HIVISTERIAL    EXPLANATION. 

The  Eakl  of  MALMESBTJRY:  My 
Lords,  I  muRt  begin  by  congratulating  your 
Lordships  on  tbe  return  to  the  House  of 
noble  Lords  opposite.  I  rise  now  with 
the  intention  and  the  wish  to  explain  to 
your  Lordships  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  with  respect  to 
the  Public  Business  of  this  House.  After 
the  unfortunate  scene  which  I  regret  to 
say  I  witnessed  yesterday  evening,  I  can- 
not go  into  that  explanation  without  first 
expressing  what  I  feel  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  noble  Lords  opposite  in  leaving 
the  House  as  they  suddenly  did  in  the 
midst  of  a  debate.  I  do  not  believe  that 
in  either  House  of  Parliament  there  lives 
u  man  old  enough  to  remember  conduct  so 
disrespectful  to  the  House  itself,  and,  I 
must  say,  so  wanting  in  respect  to  the 
noble  Lords  themselves.     My  Lords,  there 

Sir  Robert  Collin 


was  DO  reason  and  no  azenae  whtterec  for 

—I  will  not  say  inaalting  the  Home,  but 

for  what  might  seem  to  be  an  insidt  to 

the  House  by  breaking  off  a  debate  wbieh 

was  being  conducted  by  your  Lordsbipi, 

and  which  ought  to  have  been  oondncilBd 

with  that  equanimibr  and  temper  vhkh 

it  is  the  custom  of  your    Lordships  to 

exercise  in  this  House.    And  when  I  nj 

there  was  no  reason  for  the  condoot  of 

which  I  complain,  I  say  this — that  if  the 

noble  Lords  opposite  r^ly  believed  what 

they  said — and  they  said  no  less  than  fhii 

Government  had  wantonly  attempted  to 

deceive  them    and   Parliament^!  afin 

that  they  are  totally  wanting  in  any  poof 

to  substantiate  such  a  charge.    Bati  my 

Lords,   if  they  had  really  any  proof  or 

conviction  that  such  was  the  ease,  that  wti 

not  the    moment   they    ought    to  Ii«fO 

chosen  to  say  so.    They    passed  by  the 

fitting  opportunity  upon  which  they  oug^ 

to  have  brought  that  accusation  against  qi 

when  on  Tu^ay  night  they  accepted  tike 

discussion  on  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  wifii- 

out  any  allusion  to  the  charge  that  we 

were  deceiving  Parliament  in  oonaeoneiice 

of  the  statemeut  which  Mr.  Disraeli  had 

made.     I  say  if  they  had  had  any  groond 

for  their  accusation  they  would  have  takeii 

that  opportunity  of  stating  it,  becanee  s 

much  stronger  case  could  have  been  mode 

with  regard  to  the  Scotch   Reform  KU 

than  could  have  been  made  out  in  reqieet 

of  the  Boundary  Bill.     Mr.  Disraeli,  it 

must  be  remembered,  in  the  speech  whieb 

was  quoted  yesterday,  was  speaking  of  the 

management  and  course  of  Business  in  tbe 

other  House.     He  said  that  he  consideni 

the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  and  the  BoandeiT 

Bill  as  '<  virtually  settled/'  meanings  er 

course,  so  far  as  regarded  their  prMpptf 

through    the    Lower    House.      ["  Heoi^ 

hear !"  <*  No.  no  !"]    The  Scotch  Befixa 

Bill  having  thus  been  included  in  the  i*- 

tence— being  in   fact  the  first  that  «■ 

mentioned,  why  did  not  the  noble  Loili 

bring  up  their  complaint  when  we  took 

that  Bill  in  hand  ?     Why  is  it.  I  ask,  tW 

this  mare's  nest  was  not  discovered  thtf> 

The    Scotch    Reform    Bill   was  a  miflk 

stronger  case  than  the  Boundary  Billf  be* 

cause  the  Amendments  proposed  upon  Ai 

former   on  Tuesday    night  came  direeVf 

from  the  Government,  having  beoi  J* 

posed  by  the  noble  Duke  at  the  heed  9 

the  Post  Office  (the  Duke  of  Montroee). 

The  Dukb  of  ARGYLL  :  No,  »'- 
there  was  no  Notice  given  of  those  AJDeBi* 
ments. 


f  78       PMif  Butinm^ 


{  Jttlt  8,  1868)       mnisUrial  Bwplamtum.       lU 


Thb  Easl  ow  M ALUESBTJBY :  Yes; 
5otxM  was  giren  ;  and,  that  being  so,  I 
sik  sgaini  why  did  not  the  noble  Lords  bring 
ionrard  Uieir  grave  aoousation  on  Tuesday 
list?    And  yet,  having  missed  that  oppor- 
tunity, the   noble  Lords  came    forward 
yesterday  erening,  and  said  we  had  been 
frlie  to  our  promises  and  had  attempted  to 
deestre  the  House.     Had  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  believed    the    ease   which  they 
itrofe  to  make  oat»  I  should  have  thought 
they  would  not  have  been  able  to  contain 
th^iselTes  when  the  Amendment  on  the 
Sooteh  Reform  Bill  was  proposed.    No, 
my  Lords,  I  suspect  that  discovery  was 
made  by  some  ingenious  person  between 
the  TuMdav  and  the  Thursday,  and  then 
followed  what  the  French  call  a  mt»e  m 
9chi  on  Thursday  night — and  I  might  use 
eren  stronger  words  of  it,  for  I  never  saw 
the  like  before.     I  stated  in  the  strongest 
kngnage  I  could  use,  both  when  the  noble 
Lords  left  the  House  and  before  they  left 
it,  that  the  Qovemment  bad  no  idea  of 
deeeiTOg  the  House  in  any  way ;  that 
they  always  said  that  the  Report  of  the 
CommisrioBers  ought  to  be   upheld,  and 
that  Mr.  Disraeli's  words  were  applicable 
only  to  the  conduct  of  Business  in  the 
other  House.    But  I  will  now,  with  your 
Lordships*  permission,  read  a  letter  which 
I  reeeiTed  this  morning  from  Mr.  Disraeli 
on  the  subject     It  is  as  follows : — 

"  10,  Downias-itrMt,  WhitehmU,  July  3. 

*  My  detr  Lord  ,^  I  have  learnt  year  prooeod- 
iost  Id  Um  Uouae  of  Lords  last  night  with  astonish- 
Brat  The  interpretation  placed  on  my  words 
vbts  spsaking  of  the  progress  of  Business  in  the 
Bmss  of  Commons  is  one  painfully  distorted.  I 
«M  aaiwerinf  an  inquiry  as  to  the  prospeots  of 
Buintss  in  that  House,  and  in  estimating  them 
I  Bsntioiied  that  oertaln  measures,  though  they 
hid  not  fmaally  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
Might  be  consideTed  Tirtually  settled— that  Is  to 
•7.  would  lead.  In  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
10  Isrthar  debate  or  diTision.    Tours  sinoertly, 

''B.  DisaiBU. 

**  Tbo  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  Priry  Seal,  O.C.B." 

How,  my  Lords,  if  you  read  the  context  of 
that  speech  in  The  ZYm#f  newspaper,  in 
whieh  it  is  headed  ''  The  Business  of  the 
House,"  it  is  impossible  for  any  candid 
nsa  to  suppose  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
ooald  have  meant  anything  but  what  rela- 
ted to  the  Business  of  the  House  of  Com* 
BKas — ^the  course  that  Business  was  likely 
to  iake^and  speaking  of  that  he  said  that 
^0  House  of  Commons  had  virtually  done 
lith  these  two  Bills.  Well,  my  Lords,  I 
na  onlv  say  again  that  I  deeply  regret  the 
■•M  that  ooourred  last  night.  It  really 
^ses  remind  me  of  what  I  used  to  see  at  a 


school  for  small  boys  when  I  was  seyen 
years  old.  There  were  very  small  boys, 
not  above  nine  or  ten  years  old,  at  the 
school  to  which  I  refer,  and  when  one  of 
them  was  caught  at  trap-ball  or  playing 
any  other  game  in  which  he  thought 
he  was  getting  the  worst  of  it  he  used  to 
run  away  saying,  "  I  won't  play  any 
more."  That  was  exactly  what  was  done 
last  night  by  noble  Lords  opposite,  who  are 
.  not  quite  so  young  as  the  small  boys  to 
whom  I  have  alluded. 

I  will  now,  my  Lords,  explain  to  your 
Lordships  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  the  Business  of  the  House. 
We  repudiate  the  accusation  that  has  been 
made  against  us — we  feel  it  the  more  that 
it  was  entirely  undeserved.    But  after  you 
had  left  your  seats,  and  scarcely  anyone 
remained  on  that  side  except  one  or  two  of 
your  own  supporters  who   blamed  your 
conduct,  we  thought  it  would  not  have 
been  respectful  to  the  House  to  continue 
the  discussion  of  the  BilL     The  discussion 
was  accordingly  adjourned.    We  were  ac- 
cused of  hurrying  your  Lordships,  and  we 
have  put  o£f  both  the  Boundary  Bill  and 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  to  Monday  next. 
Hy  Lords,  in   doing  that  we  certainly 
have  to  apologize  to  independent  Peers  who 
might  have  wished  to  move  Amendments 
in  both  of  these  Bills,  but  whom  now,  for 
reasons  I  shall  explain  in  a  moment,  the 
Government,  I  am  afraid,  will  be  obliged 
to   request  not  to  move   those    Amend- 
ments.   Therefore,  to  a  certain  degree,  we 
shall  have  prevented  those  independent 
Peers  from  taking  action.    To  them  I  must 
tender  an  apology  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  I  must  ask  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (Earl  Beauchamp), 
not  to  move  his  Amendments  in  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  We  regret  to  have  to  ask  him  not 
to  persist  in  those  Amendments,  for  the 
reasons  which  I  will  give.     ICy  noble 
Friend,  perhaps,  is  not  aware  that  this  is 
a  question  of  very  deep  importance,  both 
as  respects  the  country  and,  I  may  say,  the 
honour  of  the  Go?emment.   We  have  been 
long  taunted  with  wishing  to  remain  in 
Office  as  long  as  possible,  from  the  most 
paltry  and  sordid  motives.     We  are  there- 
fore most  anxious  to  meet  these  accusations. 
Our  most  anxious  desire  is,  as  has  been 
stated  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  there 
should  be  a  General  Election  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  with  some  considerable  trou- 
ble and  difficulty  we  have  so  managed 
matters  that  I  believe  such  a  consummation 
may  be  arrived  at  in  November  next   But, 
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my  Lords,  it  is  necessary,  as  you  all  know, 
according  to  the  Reform  Act,  that  the 
claims  for  registration  should  be  pat  in  by 
the  20th  of  this  month  ;  there  must  be 
four  days  preyious  to  these  claims  being 
pat  in,  and  therefore  it  becomes  quite  en- 
dent  that  the  Boundary  Bill  and  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill  must  receive  the  Royal  Assent 
by  Friday  next  or  this  day  week.  I  say 
the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  because  your 
Lordships  will  recollect  that  the  seats  of 
seven  English  boroughs  will  be  transferred 
to  Scotland,  and  that  if  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill  be  not  passed  by  Friday  next  the  elec- 
tors in  those  boroughs  will  be  placed  in 
such  a  position  that,  while  deprived  of 
their  borough  votes,  they  will  have  no 
means  of  putting  in  their  claims  to  be 
registered  as  county  electors.  We  are, 
therefore,  placed  in  this  position — ^that  we 
are  obliged  to  pass  these  Bills  as  quickly 
as  we  can,  or  else  it  will  be  impossible  to 
have  an  election  until  after  Christmas,  or, 
in  fact,  till  next  year.  These  are  the 
grounds,  and  in  fact  the  only  grounds,  on 
which  the  Government  are  obliged  to  resist 
any  Amendments  to  these  Bills.  It  is  not 
on  account  of  any  thing  that  occurred  last 
night,  because  I  positively  deny  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  which  were  then  made 
against  us.  But  it  is  under  the  necessity 
which  I  have  described  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  consents  to  induce  your  Lord- 
ships to  pass  the  Bill  without  the  Amend- 
ments. 

£abl  RUSSELL  :  After  the  accusation 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  made  against 
those  who  went  away  from  the  Hoase  last 
night,  your  Lordships  cannot  be  surprised 
that  I  should  endeavour  to  vindicate  our 
conduct.  At  the  outset  1  may  say  that  in 
the  course  we  thought  it  our  duty  to  take 
we  did  not  intend  to  create  a  sensation,  as 
was  done  during  the  American  War  and 
the  French  War ;  but  rather  to  indicate  our 
sense  that  the  Government  were  taking  a 
very  unusual  and  objectionable  course.  If 
the  noble  Duke  the  President  of  the  Council 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  had  said  that, 
as  there  seemed  to  be  a  misunderstanding 
on  our  part  of  the  words  that  had  fallen 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Government  were  ready  to  postpone  the 
question  in  order  that  they  might  consider 
it  further,  I  should  have  said  at  once  that 
was  quite  satisfactory,  and  I  am  sure  my 
noble  Friends  near  me  would  have  joined 
me  in  that  expression  of  satisfaction.  But 
the  noble  Earl  said  that  we  were  guilty  of 
disrespect  to  your  Lordships'  House.  Now, 

The  Earl  of  Jfalmeshury 


our  only  complaint  was  against  the  Mi- 
nisters of  t^e  Crown ;  our  only  diipats  wu 
with  them.     But,  on  the  oUier  hand,  I 
must  complain  of  the  noble  Duke  tbit  he 
was  himself  disrespectful  towards  the  Fitit 
Minister  of  the  Crown.     He  said  he  liad 
never  heard  what  the  right  hon  Genlle' 
man  had  stated,  and  did  not  know  what  ne 
had  stated.     Now,  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Crown  is  the  organ  of  the  Govemmeoty 
and  when  he  speaks  in  the  Konse  of  Coa- 
mons  he,  to  a  great  degree,  binds  the  Go- 
vernment.   His  Colleagues  ought,  at  leiit, 
to  accept  and  act  upon  his  statements.  The 
noble  Duke,  however,  was  so  disrespectM 
to  his  Chief  that  he  entirely  disregarded 
the  statement  of  his  Chief,  and  did  nottiln 
the  trouble  to  attend  to  what  he  had  aiid, 
and  apparently  did  not  care  a  fiuthing 
what  had  been  done.     Therefore,  if  ve 
were  disrespectful  to  the  Government  the 
noble  Duke  was  disrespectful  to  the  Heed 
of  the  Government.    Now,  if  the  Goren* 
ment  came  down  and  told  us  that  upon  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  they  would  snppoit 
the  Motion  to  strike  out  the  clause  for  the 
disfranchisement    of   seven    English  bo- 
roughs as  agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Con* 
mens,  I  should  say  in  the  same  way  flut 
it  would  be  contrary  to  the  language  held 
by  the  Government  in  the  House  of  Con- 
mons  to  attempt  now  to  preserve  thoM 
boroughs,  and  increase  the  numbers  of  Ae 
House  instead. 

The  Earl  ov  MALMESBURY:  Ve 
never  intended  to  alter  that  clause;  audi 
wish  to  explain  that  the  reason  we  wen 
obliged  to  pass  the  Scotch  Reform  fil 
without  Amendments  as  soon  as  we  oooli 
was  that  it  must  be  passed  before  the  ISd^ 
because  those  seven  boroughs  are  ineluM 
in  the  Bill,  and  voters  within  them  will  kl 
in  a  dilemma  if  the  Bill  does  not  ptf 
within  that  time. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  The  same  qaeita 
arises  with  regard  to  the  Bounduy  BDl 
because  Mr.  Disraeli  said,  ''My  grrf 
object  is  to  carry  the  three  supplemenUif 
Reform  measures;"  and  in  another  speeA 
that  he  meant  to  promote  despatch.  B 
is  evident  from  the  Registration  Bill  1W 
that  must  be  the  object  of  the  Goftft" 
ment ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  we  alttf 
the  Boundary  Bill  as  proposed  there  etfr 
not  be  despatch,  because  the  BillwoiU 
go  back  to  the  House  of  Commons;  it 
would  be  the  subject  of  great  disooaaol 
if  those  boundaries  were  enlarged;  (i^ 
bably  after  a  great  deal  of  discussion  thtfe 
would  be  a  decision  advene  to  the  po* 
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ponloiade  in  this  House,  and  in  that 
tm  ve  should  have  fresh  debates  here, 
md  we  conld  not  have  that  despatch 
wbifih  is  the  object  of  the  Govemment 
ad  of  all  parties.  The  situation  in  which 
ws  are  placed  is  certainly  a  new  and 
itriBge  one»  and  I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  those  who  are  responsible  for  it  are 
uneaay.  They  being  uneasy  —  and  it  is 
Bentbam,  I  think,  who  says  it  should  be 
the  object  of  Parliament  to  make  Goyem- 
awiiti  uneasy — our  object  is  attained. 

Eau.  be  AXJGKAHP  :  The  noble  Earl 
II  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  position  is 
s  Mfflewhat  strange  one.    In  that  opinion 
I  think  every  one  of  your  Lordships  will 
wneor.      But  a  charge  was  made   last 
sight  against  the  GbTcmment  of  a  distinct 
hnaeh  of  faith,  and  noble  Locds  took  so 
itrong  a  view  that  they  withdrew  from 
the  House.     Notwithstanding  the  appeal 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  I  think  that 
ny  Amendment  on  the  Boundary  Bill  is 
sa  imignificaDt  matter  compared  with  the 
(hatacter  of  this   House   and  with  the 
charges  which  the  noble   Earl   opposite 
has  so  lightly  and  recklessly  made.    It  is 
rare  that  such  charges  are  made  in  this 
House ;  it  is  rarer  still  to  find  that  they 
aie  neither  retracted  nor  apologized  for. 
I  auppoee  noble  Lords  opposite  went  upon 
the  principle  that  if  you  throw  mud  enough 
sone  is  sure  to  stick,  and  that  they  make 
these  charges   quite  irrespective  of  the 
soBsequenoes  to    those  who    indulge  in 
soeh  an  ignominious  mode  of  warfare.  In 
my  (pinion  the  charge  has  been  completely 
and  aatiafsotorily  disposed  of.    [' '  No,  no !"  J 
If  not,  it  is  the  duty  of  those  who  believe 
that  a  breach  of  faith  has  been  committed 
to  call  upon   the  House  to  express   an 
opbion  on  the  subject.     Such  a  charge 
oug^t  not  to  be  lighUy  made;  it  ought  to 
he  diipoaed  of  one  way  or  the  other ;  and 
I  think  the  country  will  view  with  some 
niprise  and  regret  the  conduct  of  the 
Aoble  Lords  who  do  not  withdraw  that 
^uvge.    With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  which  I  gave  Notice,  it  is  difficult  for 
aa  independent  Member  of  your  Lord- 
■hips'  Bouse  to  resist  such  an  appeal  as 
has  been  made  to  me  under  present  cir- 
cumstances.   The  question  of  Beform  has 
loog  been  made  the  stock-in-trade  of  noble 
I^nds  opposite.     They  have  been  loud  in 
their  professions  of  Beform,  but  have  in- 
variably found  some  pretext  for  evading 
^  fulfilment  of  their  pledges  and  the 
Qtfrsnchisement  of  their  fellow-country- 
*n.  The  efllact  of  my  Amendment  would 
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have  been  to  enfranchise  18,600  additional 
electors,  who  would   have  gained  votes 
under  the  proposed  enlargement  of  these 
borough  boundaries.    That  is  a  fact  which 
has  not  been  disputed,  and  which  I  trust 
the    constituencies    will   bear  in   mind. 
That  fact,  taken  in  connection  with  the 
persevering  efforts  of  noble  Lords  opposite 
to  disfranchise  the  freemen,  will  test  the 
value  of  those  liberal  professions  of  which 
we  have  heard  a  great  deal  too  much.    I 
am  not  going  to  enter  into  the  general 
question  of  Beform.     If  I  thought  tha 
the  charge  of  breach  of  faith  could  be 
sustained  against  the  Govemment,  or  that 
by  acceding  to  the  appeal  that  has  been 
made  to  me  I  was  giving  any  countenance 
to  so  unsubstantial  and  trumpery  an  accu- 
sation, 1  should  not  yield  to  that  appeal ; 
but,  as  I  believe  that  in  the  opinion  of 
your  Lordships  the  charge  has  been  satis- 
factorily met,  and  that  it  is  one  of  the 
most    contemptible     mare's   nests    ever 
trumped  up  in  this  House,  I  think  it  is 
due  to  the  Govemment  that  1  should  not 
resist  the  appeal  they  have  addressed  to  me. 
Thx   Duxb   07  HONTBOSE :  As  my 
name  was  appended  with  the  full  consent 
of  the  Govemment  to  an  Amendment  to  a 
dause  in  the  Scotch  Beform  Bill  for  ex- 
tending the  boundaries  of  Glasgow,  it  is 
right  that  I  should  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  subject.    If  I  had  supposed  that  there 
was  any  breach  of  faith  or  anything  like 
what  is  called  **  a  dodge "   in  such   an 
Amendment  I  should  certainly  never  have 
proposed  it ;  but  I  did  not  think  that  there 
was  any  such  pledge  given  as  noble  Lords 
opposite  seem  to   suppose.     The    noble 
Buke  the  President  of  the   Council  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  both  supported  the 
Amendment  upon   that    understanding ; 
and  when  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Bnssell)  says  we  were  guilty  of  disrespect 
to  the  Prime  Minister  because  we  were 
not  aware  of   the  words  he   uttered,  I 
answer  that  this  was  very  natural,  for  the 
words    of  the   Prime   Minister  referred 
merely  to  the  course  of  the  Business  in  the 
other  House.     He  said  that  certain  Bills 
had  passed,  that  others  were  in  progress, 
that  the   Scotch   Beform  Bill  and  the 
Boundary    Bill    were    virtually    settled, 
meaning  as  regards  the  Business  of  the 
House  that  there  would  be  no  more  dis- 
cussion upon  them  there.     The  accusation 
of  noble  Lords  opposite,  therefore,  was 
perfectiy  unfounded;  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand at  this  moment  how  they  can  sit 
there  and  not  state,  like  honourable  Gen- 
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tlemen,  tliat  they  were  mistaken.  Have 
you  any  right  to  say  that  Mr.  Disraeli 
was  telHng  a  falsehood  ?  He  says  he  did 
not  mean  what  you  supposed.  That  is  the 
explanation  of  the  matter;  and  if  the 
question  were  put  to  any  twelve  men  in  a 
jury  box  every  man  among  them  would 
say  that  that  is  the  natural  meaning  of 
his  words.  I  repeat  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  the  aceusation ;  but  the  moment 
it  was  made  I  felt  that  it  applied  to  the 
Amendment  in  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  as 
much  as  to  any  Amendment  in  the  Boun- 
dary Bill,  and  that  if  one  was  given  up 
the  other  should  be  given  up  also. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBTJBY  :  If 
I  interpose,  my  Lords,  it  must  be  as  a 
peacemaker,  for  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
have  got  into  rather  warm  latitudes  when 
such  words  as  "contemptible,"  ''trum- 
pery," and  "  falsehood"  are  introduced  into 
our  discussions.  I  was  told  that  when  I 
came  into  this  House  I  should  find  the 
atmosphere  one  of  temperate,  calm,  digni- 
fied serenity  ;  but  really  I  find  it  this 
evening  a  good  deal  warmer  work  than  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  What  I  wish  to 
suggest  is  that  we  are  trying  to  decide  a 
question  which  belongs  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  Mr. 
Disraeli  gave  any  pledge  he  did  not  do  so 
with  the  consent  of  his  Cabinet,  because 
they  knew  nothing  about  the  matter. 
Now,  whether  Mr.  Disraeli  did  or  did  not 
give  that  pledge,  or  whether,  putting  it 
in  the  delicate  words  of  the  noble  Duke, 
Mr.  Disraeli  told  a  falsehood— 

The  Duke  of  MONTBOSE:  I  beg 
leave  to  correct  the  noble  Marquess.  I 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  merely  asked 
whether  noble  Lords  opposite  meant  to  say 
that  Mr.  Disraeli  told  a  falsehood  ? 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUBY:  I 
am  very  sorry  if  I  have  misquoted  the 
noble  Duke,  but  he  was  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House.  What  I  would  suggest  is 
that  this  very  delicate  and  unpleasant 
question  is  not  one  for  us  to  decide.  The 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  are 
perfectly  competent  to  deal  with  those 
who  are  in  their  midst,  and  to  decide 
questions  of  an  invidious  character.  I 
would  humbly  suggest  that  your  Lordships 
are  now  satisfied  that  the  Members  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  did  not  intend 
to  be  parties  to  any  such  pledge  as  that 
alleged  to  have  been  given  in  the  other 
House,  and  that  we  should  pass  over  the 
matter  as  one  no  longer  within  our  juris- 
diction. 

The  Duhe  of  Montrose 


LoBD  BAYENSWORTH  wuhei  to  mj 
he  was  no  party  to  the  AmendmentB  A 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the  noble 
Earl,  nor  to  the  withdrawal  of  them,  ind 
that  in  Committee  he  should  move  that' 
the  boundary  of  the  borou^  of  Sooth 
Shields  be  remodelled  according  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commit 
sioners. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOB :  My  noUi 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  hai 
drawn  a  contrast  between  the  prooeediop 
of  this  and  of  the  other  House  of  Pariu- 
ment.  He  says  he  thinks  that  we  preMit 
here  a  scene  as  exciting  as  any  to  be  wit- 
nessed in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legida- 
ture.  But  my  noble  Friend  forgot  thik 
your  Lordships  have  a  great  eafiBty-vibi 
which  has  not  yet  been  tried  in  tin 
other  House,  and  it  is  that,  whenever  a 
contest  arises  here,  if  it  assume  the  » 
pearance  of  seriousness,  one  aide  of  thi 
House  can  walk  out  and  leave  the  otiMr 
in  undisputed  possession  of  the  fidd.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  that  be  eatabliriMi 
as  the  uniform  practice  of  either  Howl 
it  will  be  found  one  of  the  best  posnUi 
sedatives  against  excitement,  and  will  •!• 
ways  have  a  most  effectual  result  in  pn- 
venting  disputes  from  assuming  the  flhs- 
racter  of  hostilities.  But  I  only  rise  fli 
order  to  remind  your  Lordships  of  iki 
course  which  the  Gbvemment  feA  eoih 
polled  to  take  with  regard  to  the  fntoii 
progress  of  these  measures.  In  the  oAtf 
House  of  Parliament  a  Bill  has  been  sh 
troduced  for  the  purpose  of  ammginffihi 
various  dates  which  have  to  be  oonsMswl 
with  reference  to  calling  into  existai 
the  new  constituencies,  and  prepuiqgte 
a  dissolution  of  Parliament.  3efon  H' 
was  introduced  the  dates  in  it  were  sbb*.; 
sidered  by  the  Government  with  M'l 
greatest  anxiety.  The  whole  measure  MJ 
based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  Bsn 
dary  Bill  and  the  Sootoh  Befom  B 
would  receive  the  Boyal  Assent  by  Al 
Idth  instant.  The  Bill  was  referxedtBt. 
Select  Committee  of  the  other  HonsSp  tfii 
that  Committee  virtually  endorsed  the  fi^ 
positions  which  were  contained  in  it;  tfi 
they  in  their  turn  also  assumed  tlist  Ai: 
two  other  Bills  referred  to  would  rssflii 
the  Boyal  Assent  upon  the  days  imaA 
If  we  had  been  favoured  with  the  MS^ 
tinned  presence  of  noble  Lords  Isst  eiM 
ing,  and  if  your  Lordships  had  tboi^ 
it  right  to  make  the  Amendments  j^ 
posed,  there  would  have  been  just  ttfi 
sufficient  to  send  the  Amendments  to  fti 
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oOmt  Home  for  oonnderation ;   but  thA 
mult  of  the  delay  that  has  ocouiTed — the 
Boundary  Bill  having  been  deferred   to 
Monday — ^ia  that  if  the  Amendments  were 
made  and  we  oonsider  them  on  Monday, 
it  wonld  be  utterly  impossible  for  the  Bill 
to  paaa  through  the  necessary  stages  in 
thia  and  the  other  House  in  time  to  re- 
OMTO  the  Boyal  Assent  on  the  13th  inst. 
Is  point  of  fact,  three  or  four  days  would 
be  loat.  and  the  times  are  so  calculated 
that  I  may  aay  the  loss  of  an  hour — cer- 
tainly the  loss  of  a  day — would  derange 
fha  whole  plan  of  the  Registration  Bill 
and  ao  oyertum  all  our  arrangements  for 
a  General  Election  this  year.     These  are 
tbe  reasons — I  am  sorry  to  say  the  impe- 
ntiTe  reasons — ^which  oblige  the  Goyem- 
Mflnt  to  abstain  from  any  support  of  a 
propoaal  whidb  would  alter  in  any  sub« 
atantiial  manner  either  the  Boundary  Bill 
ar  the  Sootoh  Reform  Bill.     Let  me  say 
a  word  aa  to  the  accusation  which  was 
made  last  night.     The  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
■a  it  stands  now  provides  that  the  boun- 
dacj  of  the  borough  of  Glasgow  shall  not 
1m  altned.    In  the  other  House  a  propo- 
ntion  was  made  by  the   Government  to 
altar  that  boundary  in  accordance  with  the 
wialiea  ai  the  Corporation,  and  the  opinion 
•f  the  House  was  taken.      In  the  first 
there  was  a  tie;    but  upon  the 
d  division  there  was  a  majority  of  5 
•gainat  the  Government.    The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Montrose),  with  the  assent 
af  the  Government,  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendments   to  alter  the   boundary   of 
Glasgow  in  the  manner  desired   by  the 
Osrporation,    and  of  these  Amendments 
Hotioe  was  given  on  Monday  morning ; 
nm  Tneiday  evening  the  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee, and  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Aifjll)  complained  that  they  had  not  been 
Hmted  sufficiently  long  to  give  an  oppor- 
loitj  to  oonsider  them.     If  it  was  the 
mm  that  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
ftsterm  "  settled  "  was  used  with  regard 
tstha  Boundary  Bill  in  the  sense  of  im- 
lljiiif  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Govern* 
■mt  Ihat  they  would  not  be  consenting 
(irtim  to  any  alteration,  it  follows  that 
tts  ssme  pledge  was  given  with  regard  to 
fts  Seotch  Reform  Bill.      I  cannot  help 
tUiking  that    the    accusation    made  so 

ey  last  night  was  an  after-thought; 
le  on  Tuesday  last  the  noble  Duke 
iMplained  that  time  had  not  been  given 
li  oonader  this  Amendment  about  Glas- 
I  therefore  think  that  the   accu- 
however  well  it  may  have  ans- 


wered its  purpoae,  found  its  first  entrance 
into  the  minds  of  the  noble  Lords  yester- 
day; and  after  the  cool  reflection  they 
were  able  to  bestow  on  the  matter  last 
night  after  they  retired  from  Public  Busi- 
ness, I  had  expected  that  this  morning 
they  would  have  been  prepared  to  with- 
draw the  accusation,  which  I  think  is 
quite  untenable.  They  had  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  whether  the  words 
on  which  they  founded  the  accusation 
would  sustain  it ;  for  when  the  other  ele- 
ments of  ability  and  talent  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  left  the  House  last  night,  and  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  alone 
remained,  we  appealed  to  him  to  give  us 
the  words  on  which  the  charge  was 
founded,  and  he  said  that  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  left  the  House  had  taken  the 
words  with  him.  We  were  thus  placed 
in  an  awkward  position  for  continuing  the 
discussion  with  the  noble  Duke  single- 
handed,  and  without  the  words  on  which 
the  charge  rested.  I  trust  now  that  noble 
Lords,  especially  as  they  have  attained 
their  object,  and  by  delay  have  prevented 
any  Amendments  being  made  in  the  Bill, 
will  admit  that  the  construction  they  put 
on  those  words  was  altogether  unwar- 
ranted. 

E^BL  GRANVILLE  said  :  —  Speaking 
on  behalf  of  several  of  my  Friends  and 
myself,  I  have  to  say,  we  do  not  wish  to 
recede  from  the  position  we  took  last 
night.  Without  any  disrespect  to  the 
House  or  to  the  Government,  we  do  not 
apologize  to  the  House,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  we  believe  we  did  no  more 
than  was  necessary  to  mark,  in  the  strong- 
est manner,  our  sense  of  the  unusual  po- 
sition taken  by  the  Government.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  has  alluded  to  the  warmth  of 
this  discussion.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
spoke  with  any  warmth  yesterday;  but  if 
I  did,  I  am  quite  sure  that  to-day  the 
warmth  has  passed  away.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  suggests 
that  for  the  future  when  we  become  more 
than  usually  excited,  there  is  a  safety- 
valve  which  can  be  opened,  by  one  side  of 
the  House  walking  out.  Well,  the  value 
of  that  safety-valve  has  been  proved  in 
this  instance,  at  all  events;  for,  by  our 
retirement,  we  have  succeeded  in  defeating 
the  proposal  for  the  alteration  of  the  Bill. 
But  we  may  derive  another  lesson  from 
this  discussion ;  and  that  is,  that  we  should 
possess  a  still  more  efiPectual  sedative,  if 
the  Government  would  abstain  from  presa- 
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ing  an  Amendment  of  this  kind,  after  it 
had  been  disposed  of  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  noble  Friend  near  me 
would  admit  the  physical  superiority  of 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal ;  but  would  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  like  to  pursue  the  compa- 
rison and  measure  by  inches  the  intellec- 
tual stature  of  the  two  ?  ["  Oh,  oh !"]  Do 
noble  Lords  object  to  the  oomparison, 
evidently  intended  by  the  noble  Earl 
himself,  or  to  my  remarks  upon  it  ?  Tbe 
Boundary  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
were  read  a  second  time  in  this  House 
without  any  remarks  being  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  except  that  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  them  in  the  most 
rapid  manner.  Then  we  find  three  or  four 
sheets  of  Amendments  to  the  Scotch 
Reform  Bill  on  the  Paper,  and  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  objected  to 
discussiug  them  without  further  Notice. 
Thereupon,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  got  up 
and  said  the  Amendments  were  unim- 
portant, with  the  exception  of  oue,  which 
he  would  postpone  to  Friday.  Then  we 
were  astonished  and  surprised  at  an 
Amendment  to  the  Boundary  Bill  being 
proposed,  contrary  to  what  we  had  been 
led  to  expect  from  the  words  of  tbe  Prime 
Minister  in  the  other  House.  With  re- 
spect to  our  secession  last  night,  we  might 
quote  precedents  for  our  conduct  in  walk- 
ing out  of  the  House ;  for,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House  have  gone  out  in 
a  body,  because  it  was  inconvenient  to 
commit  themselves  on  either  side  in  a 
division.  The  practice,  therefore,  is  one 
on  which  they  are  not  entitled  to  pro- 
nounce an  unqualified  condemnation.  Last 
night  we  were  challenged  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion.  In  the  position  in  which 
we  found  ourselves,  what  were  we  to  do  ? 
We  remonstrated ;  but  on  finding  that  our 
remonstrances  were  perfectly  useless,  we 
went  away.  If  we  had  remained,  we 
should  have  been  placed  in  a  minority, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  I  think  we 
took  the  right  course  in  leaving  the  House. 
There  would  then  very  likely  have  been  a 
great  collision  between  the  two  Houses — 
for  I  do  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of  these  Amendments  being  passed 
into  law,  and  therefore,  in  all  probability, 
the  delay  which  has  been  so  much  objected 
to  would  have  arisen  in  that  way. 

The  Duxe  of  ARGYLL :  As  allusions 

have  been  made  to  me  by  three  or  four 

speakers,  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  address 

the  House.    I  wish  to  relate  to  the  House 

Earl  QranvilU 


an  anecdote  about  the  Sootbh  Reform  BilL 
Notice  was  given  on  the  Paper  that  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  was  to   be  read  a 
second  time  on  the  very  day  it  was  printed 
and  circulated,  or  at  all  events  not  more 
than  a  day  after.    On  that  day  I  went 
across  the  House  to  the  noble  Eail  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  and  said  to  him,  ''We 
intend  to  move  no  Amendment  of  any  im- 
portance to  this  BiU.    I  think  it  is  a  venr 
good  Bill."     I  was  very  much  surprised, 
however,    to  see  that  when  I  expressed 
this  favourable  opinion  of  the  Bill  a  veqr. 
dark  cloud   passed  over  the  oonntensnoe 
of  the  noble  EarL    He  evidently  did  not 
approve  my  saying  it  was  a  good  BiU; 
and  the  suspicion  immediately  oocnned  te 
me — "  Is  it  possible  that  the  GovemmsBt 
intend  in  Committee  and  without  Notiee 
to  move  important  Amendments  ?*'  How- 
ever, I  dismissed  that  suspicion  from  of 
mind,  and  it  was  with  infinite  amaxement 
that   I   afterwards  saw  on  the  Paper  t 
number  of  Amendments,  some  of  whidhi 
indeed,  were  merely  formal,   but  one  df 
which  involved  a  most  important  alteratioa 
of  the  arrangements  come  to  in  the  otfasr 
House  of  Parliament.    Although  I  hate 
not  hitherto  said  anything  on  the  antjeeb 
I  can  assure  noble  Lords  opposite  thatth^ 
have  misconstrued  my  silence  ;  it  was  nj 
full  intention,  when  that  Amendment  wn 
brought  forward,  not  only  to  oppoee  it  <■ 
its  own  merits,  but  also  to  express  my  itraf 
opinion  that  the  pressing  of  it  would  be  s 
breach  of  the  undertaking  which  the  fl^ 
vemment  had  entered  into  in  the  HoM 
of  Commons. 

Thx  Eabl  07  DERBY :   I  have  aov 
had  the  honour  of  being  a  ICemberif 
your    Lordships'  House   for   twentj-tMr; 
years,  but  never  during  that  period  bfll- 
I  witnessed  anything  with  so  much  duflij 
and  regret  for  the  character  of  the 
as  the  scene  last  evening.     I  have 
present  at  many  warm  and  keenly-debilrf 
political  discussions ;    but  before  thv  l\ 
never  heard  one  in  which  there  wssil^: 
troduced  so  much  personal  Tinileiioe  0I- 
so  many  misrepresentationa  —  and  p0^ 
vering  misrepresentations.    My  Loml 
will  admit  Uiat  the  expression  nsedlF 
Mr.  Disraeli  in  the  House  of  ComaB* 
might  be  capable  of  the  miaoonstnrfi*: 
which  was  put  upon  it.  At  the  same  tivi 
looking  at  all  the  ciroumstanoeSt  and  e*^i 
sidering  that  the  expression  was  used  •< 
an  occasion  when  the  Honae  of  Coawi* 
was  discussing  what  time  there  mi^^ 
for  their  deliberationa  on  partienlar 
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were  paasiiig  throngli  that 
House,  and  were  to  be  submitted  to  this 
-^looking  at  these  eiroumstances  I  think 
it  is  quite  clear  that  the  remark  of  Mr. 
Disradi  simply  meant  that   the    Scotch 
Beform  Bill  and  the  Boundary  Bill  might 
be   conflidered   as   settled  so  fieur  as  the 
House  of  Commons  was  concerned;* that 
they  woold  not  occupy  any  more  of  the 
time  of  that  House ;  and  that  in  their 
then  condition  they  would  be  sent  up  for 
the  consideration  of  your  Lordships.  Now, 
what  happened  with  regard  to  the  debate 
on  the  Iriah  Church  Bill  ?    A  division  was 
taken  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  a 
rery  large  majority  gave  a  decision  ad- 
Terse  to  the  Goyemment.     The  Gk>yem- 
ment,  thereupon,  allowed  the  Bill  to  pass 
throogh  ita  fdture  stages  without  any  fur- 
ther opposition,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
sent  up  to  your  Lordships.    But  will  any 
human  being  yenture  to  contend  that  your 
Lordahipa  were  not  perfectly  free  to  deal 
wl&  that  Bill  because  the  Ministers  in 
ttie  other  House,  after  one   debate  and 
diyiston,  said  it  was  not  their  intention 
to  give  the  House  any  further  trouble  by 
dtvidzng again  upon  the  measure?    WiU 
any  person  say  that  the  Ministers  thereby 
debamd  themselves  from  the  right  of 
dealing  in  this  House  with  the  measure 
m  freely  as  if  nothing  had  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?    I  admit,  however. 
that  the  noble  Lords  opposite  misconstrued 
that  which  to  my  mind  was  clearly  and 
plainly  the  real  meaning  of  the  Prime 
Jiioister;  but  I  think,  my  Lords,  that, 
when  that  misinterpretation  had  been  em- 
phatieally  repudiated  it  might,  have  been 
open  to  the  noble  Lords  to  express  their 
regret  that  such  ambiguous  terms  had  been 
used  as  to  lead  to  such  a  misconstruction. 
But  lor  them  to  persist  in  endeavouring 
to  affix  a  stigma  on  the  Government  is  to 
do  that  which  I  have  never  seen  before, 
mad  which  I  hope  I  shall  never  see  again. 
I  think  also,  my  Lords,  that  a  most  un- 
ee&eroQs  use  has  been  made  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  pursued  last  night. 
I  say  nothing  about  the  dignified  form  of 
the  retirement  from  the   House  of  the 
isobie  Lords  opposite  who  imitated,  though 
on  a  very  small  scale,  a  memorable  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  Mr.  Fox,  which 
wns  not  generally  approved  at  the  time. 
Bat  what  was  the  consequence  ?    Finding 
tibst  under  the  pressure  of  excited  feelings 
tibe  noUe  Lords  opposite  refiised  to  remain 
aad  disensa  the  question  under  considera- 
tioa,  Her  Uijesty's  Government  said— 


with  what  I  will  not  call  an  excess  of 
generosity,  because  I  approve  entirely  the 
course  they  adopted — '*  We  will  not  sub- 
ject ourselves  to  the  imputation  of  taking 
advantage  even  of  the  voluntary  absence 
of  our  opponents.  We  have  the  power 
of  passing  this  measure  now  without  any 
opposition  from  the  other  side,  but  we  will 
allow  our  opponents  time  to  reflect  on  the 
charge  which  they  have  brought  against 
us."  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  says 
that  the  course  which  the  noble  Lords  op- 
posite pursued  last  night  was  vindicated 
by  the  success  which  attended  it.  Now, 
I  must  saj  that  is  a  most  ungenerous  re- 
mark. It  is  equivalent  to  saying,  "  We 
calculated  on  the  generosity  of  our  oppo- 
nents." [••  No,  no ! "]  What,  then,  did 
the  noble  Earl  mean  ?  To  me  his  remark 
appeared  to  mean,  ''  This  move  was  suc- 
cessful, and  why  ?  Because  if  we  had  re- 
mained there  would  have  been  a  division 
in  favour  of  the  Go?emment,  but  our  re- 
tirement acted  on  their  generous  feelings." 
If  the  noble  Lords  opposite  had  asked  for 
further  time  to  consider  the  question  on 
the  ground  of  the  short  Notice  they  had 
received,  I  am  certain,  from  what  I  know 
of  my  noble  Friends  on  this  side  and  from 
the  course  they  pursued  last  night,  that 
they  would  have  agreed  to  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  Bill.  As  it  is,  however,  the 
Boundary  Bill  will  ha?e  to  be  passed 
without  the  consideration  of  these  Amend- 
ments, and  we  shall  be  compelled,  without 
argument  and  without  any  comparison  of 
reasons,  to  disregard  the  recommendations 
which  the  Commissioners,  acting  under 
the  authority  and  by  the  direction  of  Par- 
liament, made  after  investigating  the  whole 
subject  during  four  or  five  months.  Xhis 
is  a  painful  position  for  the  House  to  be 
placed  in  ;  but  as  it  is  so  placed  I  do  not 
at  all  wonder  at  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
yielding  to  the  necessity  of  the  case,  and 
abandoning  what  they  considered  material 
Amendments  rather  than  subject  the  coun- 
try to  the  great  inconvenience  of  having 
the  Bill  indefinitely  postponed.  Again  I 
say  that,  in  the  course  of  my  experience 
in  this  House,  I  have  never  heard  anything 
so  ungenerous  and  insulting  in  its  tone  as 
the  cheer  with  which  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  met  my  noble  Friend's  an- 
nouncement that,  in  deference  to  the  feel- 
ing  on  that  side,  the  Government  intended 
to  withdraw  the  Amendments.  I  trust 
that  on  cooler  reflection  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  will  do   justice  to  the  motives 
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which  have  aotuated  their  opponents,  and 
that  after  the  solemn  declaration  which 
has  been  made  on  this  side  of  the  House 
they  will,  at  all  events,  have  the  grace  to 
withdraw-  the  imputation  which  they  have 
passed,  without  the  shadow  of  a  pretence, 
on  the  conduct,  the  motives,  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Government. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  wished  to 
say  a  word  on  the  general  question  of 
breaches  of  faith  with  Parliament.  He 
thought  there  had  been  more  than  one. 
Last  year  it  was  distinctly  stated  that  the 
question  of  the  boundaries  was  to  be  re- 
ferred to  a  ^^fM«»  judicial  tribunal,  in  order 
that  the  questions  relating  to  those  bound- 
aries might  be  settled  without  reference  to 
party  principles  or  local  jealousies.  That 
arrangement  was  acceded  to,  and  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  expect  that  it  would 
be  strictly  acted  upon.  But  how  had  it 
been  carried  out  ?  Why,  no  soouer  was 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  presented 
than  those  local  jealousies  which  were  to 
have  been  so  carefully  excluded  were  all 
admitted  as  an  element  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter.  That,  in  his  opinion, 
was  a  signal  breach  of  faith  with  Parlia- 
ment. There  had  been  another  breach  of 
faith  with  reference  to  the  representation 
of  the  people  in  Parliament.  When  the 
English  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  was 
passed  every  one  supposed  that  the  repre- 
sentation was  settled  as  far  as  England 
was  concerned ;  but  when  the  Scotch  Re- 
form Bill  came  on  for  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons  this  Session  the  ques- 
tion of  the  English  representation  was 
re-opened,  and  several  seats  were  taken 
from  England  in  order  that  they  might  be 
transferred  to  Scotland.  That,  in  his 
opinion,  was  another  breach  of  faith  with 
Parliament.  Putting  aside  the  occasion 
of  the  present  miserable  debate,  which 
had  given  an  opportunity  for  a  display  of 
feelings  not  in  accordance  with  the  gentle- 
manly habits  which  usually  characterized 
the  Members  of  their  Lordship's  House, 
he  thought  that  in  the  two  instances  to 
which  he  had  referred  Parliament  had 
reason  to  complain  of  its  not  having  been 
fairly  treated. 

SOUTH   AFRICA. 
MOTION    FOR    A    PAPER.  ' 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON,  in  rising 
to  move  for  Copies  of  a  Circular  Despatch 
of  the  30th  of  January,  1868,  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  and 
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of  a  DespaAoh  of  the  aisfc  of  Ibnh,  tho 
from  the  Colonial  Office,  aaid,  he  iaind 
that  the  subject  to  which  he  was  about  to 
call  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  wu 
not  so  exciting  a  one  as  that  whiioh  had 
just  engaged  their  attention.     For  hiasalf 
he  was  resolved  that  no  word  ahonld  » 
cape  him  calculated  to  give  causa  of  ooii- 
plaint  hereafter  in  reference  to  a  toij  deli- 
cate question.  For  this  reason  he  proposad 
to  sedulously  avoid  entering  on  a  ooifcR^ 
versy  on  the  subject  of  letters  patent,  or 
on  that  of  the  general  state  of  the  oolodil 
Church.    He  wished  to  call  the  attaatuii 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  SMI 
for  the  Colonies  to  two  despatches  on  tks 
subject  of  the  consecration  of  a  Bishop  ia 
South  Africa,  and  which  had  referanee  ti 
the  state  of  things  prevailing  in  the  Ohnnk 
at  Natal.     On  the  SOth  of  Januuy  ha 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  wnli 
a  very  important  despatch,  in  whibh  hi 
observed  that  it  had  come  to  the  knowk^ 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment,  through  tti 
newspapers,  that  there  was  an  intentMi 
on  the  part  of  a  colonial  Bishop  to  ooon^ 
crate  another  Bishop  to  the  see  of  Nifed; 
and  that  such  an  intention  was  viewed  wilk 
apprehension  and  regret  by  Her  Majes^ 
Government ;  and  the  Lieutenant  Gbvansr 
was  instructed  to  use  any  influenoe  hi 
might  possess  to  prevent  such  an  oq0» 
rence.     It  is  also  stated  that  any  eoeh» 
astical  officers  receiving  a  aalary  from  iki 
Qovemment  would  be  deprived  of  his  i^ 
lary  and  office  if  he  assisted  in  sueh  tam^ 
oration.     Now,  though  he  (the  £nl  i 
Carnarvon)  could  not  say  that  he  agxeed  ■ 
that  despatch,  he  did  not  want  to  wM 
into  any  discussion  as  to  its  terms.    Hfih 
ever,  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to  have  l^ 
considered  the  subject,  for  on  the  SSidrf.j 
May  he  wrote  a  second  despatch  to  M: 
Lieutenant  Qovemor,  in  whi&  he  BMi 
that  he  had  had  certain  commnniealios 
with  the  Bishop  of  Capetown,  who  deolai' 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  in  any  mantf 
to  interfere  with  the  legal  rights  of  Bb 
Colenso,  his  object  simply  being  to  ooM^ 
crate  a  Bishop  for  those  who  would  toI* 
tarily  submit  themselves  to  his  wfOB^ 
jurisdiction,  and  that  nothing  wwiU  kl 
done  by  the  new  Bishop  that  wonld  in  i|V  3 
way  conflict  with  any  l^al  rights  vUA  ^' 
Dr.  Colenso,  by  virtue  of  his  letten  palflt 
might  have.      Under  these  ttHJUinntiTWit 
his  noble  Friend  the  Colonial  Secretuyvtf^ 
on  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Govenniflt 
would  interpose  no  obetaole  to  ths  ft** 
posed  consecration ;  and  that  thej  wW 
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Bol  imiie  Um  Lieuienant  OoTonior  to  1186 
Ui  JomiflDOO  to  prevent  parties  from  being 
ooooeiiied  in  the  proposed  conseoration. 
FoV|  tltoDgh  this  second  despatch  appeared 
to  hare  been  written  in  consequence  of  a 
BUMppreheanon  having  existed  when  the 
tint  despatch  was  sent  ont,  he  (the  Earl 
of  OunanroD)  belieyed  from  a  number  of 
printe  Jetton  which  had  reached  him  on 
tbetobfect  that  the  first  despatch  had  been 
BiMndsntood  in  the  connlsy  to  which  it 
VB9  sddnssed.     It  appeared  that  immedi- 
ately oa  the  receipt  of  that  despatch  the 
eoknial  aathorities  of  Natal  wrote  to  Br. 
Cdsaso  commnnicating  the  purport  of  it 
to  luniy  and  requesting  him  to  oommunioate 
not  only  to  the  salaried  elergy,  as  his  noble 
Fnead  had  directed,  but  to  all  the  clergy. 
Indeed,  he  was  informed  that  the  Natal 
atthoritiea  went  yery  far  beyond  the  terms 
of  the  deqwteh.     They  did  not  stop  with 
t)M  blei^,  beoanse  he  held  in  his  hand 
umpestionable  evidence  that  they  so  far 
auttook  its  tenour  as  to  convey  a  moat  ez- 
tnosfiaary  warning  to  all  civUians  in  the 
OovemoMBt  employ  to  take  no  part  in  the 
ooDseQntuB,  and  give  no  countenance  to 
%  jmd»  pain  of  the  displeasure  of  Her 
Hajflsty'o  Government.     He  was  sure  his 
aoUe  Frieod  had  never  intended  that  such 
t  ne  should  be  made  of  the  despatch.    He 
Med  not  point  oat  to  their  Lordships  how 
inpioper  it  waa  that  such  a  communication 
Aoald  have  been  addressed  to  civilians 
■ffring  under  the  Lieutenant  Govemor- 
le  was  further  informed — though  he  con- 
feised  he  was  very  reluctant  to  believe  that 
laeh  a  thing  could  have  occurred — that 
tile  Biilitary  officers  in  the  colony  were  in- 
doeed  to  ngn  a  document  pledging  them- 
nItsb  to  tdke  no  part  in  the  consecration. 
Fkoa  some  other  circumstances  which  had 
nsdied  him  he  was  afraid  that  the  local 
tathoritiee  had  gone  not  only  beyond  the 
iMtraotiooaof  his  hon.  Friend,  but  beyond 
•H  QOBStittttional  limits.    He  was  informed 
tbat  a  clergyman  who  had  been  for  some 
tu  IB  poseeaaion  of  a  church  in  Natal, 
and  had  held  a  school  in  that  church  which 
wasaeknowledged  to  be  an  excellent  school, 
had  been  suddenly  deprived  of  his  grant 
te  it,  beeause  he  had  declined  to  acknow- 
Mge  Br.  Coienso  for  his  Bishop.     When 
^  gave  np  the  church  and  removed  the 
Khool  to  a  private  house  a  technical  argu- 
BMntwas  niade  use  of  to  the  effect  tiiat  as 
tile  sehool  was  not  held  in  a  church  he  was 
M  entitled  to  the  grant.    He  had  been 
^anihed  with  another  case,  in  which  ano- 
te  oleigyman  had  been  deprived  of  a 


school  grant.  There  were  a  large  number 
of  poor  men  dependent,  in  a  great  degree, 
on  the  local  Government,  who  had  beeu 
prevented  attending  certain  churches  to 
which  they  would  otherwise  have  gone,  in 
consequence  of  their  fear  of  giving  offence 
to  the  local  authorities.  Some  of  the  in- 
formation supplied  to  him  had  been  fur- 
nished under  the  seal  of  secrecy— so  much 
afraid  were  persons  of  compromising  them- 
selves in  this  matter  with  the  local  Go- 
vernment. Through  this  miserable  con- 
troversy all  the  missionary  labour  oi  the 
Church  in  Natal,  and  all  its  civiliaing 
influences  were  dedining.  From  these  foots 
he  apprehended  that  there  was  much  going 
on  in  the  nature  of  religious  persecution, 
and  he  thought  the  matter  was  well  worthy 
the  consideration  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  He  thought 
it  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  local 
authorities  should  depart  from  a  position 
of  neutralityi  and  should  lend  the  weight 
of  their  patronage  and  support  to  either 
of  the  reUgious  parties  in  the  colony,  con- 
trary to  the  Instructions  of  previous  Se- 
cretaries of  State.  Accordingly,  he  hoped 
to  hear  from  his  noble  Friend  tiiat  he  had 
not  countenanced  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
the  local  authorities  which,  if  they  had 
not  relation  to  such  a  serious  subject,  he 
should  caU  ridiculous;  but,  on  tiie  con- 
trary, that  he  had  advised  Uiem  to  inter- 
meddle as  little  as  possible  with  religious 
matters.  They  ootdd  not  hope  permanently 
to  maintain  a  Church  with  privileges  and 
endowments  in  the  colonies  ;  and  it  was 
but  common  sense  that  if  a  Church  could 
not  be  maintained  with  exceptional  privi- 
leges, it  should  not  be  weighted,  at  least, 
with  exceptional  restraints. 

Moved,  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  Circular  Despatch  of 
80th  Janoary  1868  from  the  Secretarj  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  relatiTe  to  the  Conseoration  of  a 
Colonial  Bishop  in  South  Afrioa,  and  of  a  De- 
spatch of  dlst  March  on  the  same  Subject.— (ZVb« 
Earl  of  Carnarvon.) 

Thb  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  regret  that  his 
noble  Priend  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
had  not  postponed  this  Queetion  till 
after  the  two  Despatches  had  been  pro- 
duced, although  he  had  rather  misre- 
presented the  policy  indicated  in  them. 
He  concurred  entirely  with  the  opinion 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  noble 
Barl,  that  religious  matters  in  the  colony 
should  be  as  Uttle  interfered  with  aa  poa- 
sible  by  tiio  civil  Government,  Ooloniai  or 
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Imperial.  Salaried  officers  appointed  by 
the  Grown,  and  holding  office  under  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  matters  of  parti- 
sanship ;  and  accordingly  he  had  thought 
it  better  to  warn  those  officers  not  to  in- 
terfere in  such  proceedings.  The  occur- 
rences in  the  colony  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  amounted  to  what  he 
could  call  by  no  other  name  than  perse- 
cution ;  they  had  occurred  without  any 
authority  from  home,  and,  according  to 
the  advices  hitherto  received,  some  of  those 
occurrences,  at  least,  while  the  Governoi 
of  Natal  was  absent  from  the  seat  of  go- 
Ternment.  At  the  same  time,  he  belieyed 
that  when  many  of  those  occurrences  had 
been  inquired  into,  they  would  be  found 
capable  of  full  and  satisfactory  explanation. 
In  one  of  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Earl,  it  would  seem  that  a  grant  had  been 
withdrawn  from  a  school  in  consequence 
of  its  being  remoyed  from  the  church  to 
some  other  place.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  school  was  a  good  one,  and  that 
the  teachers  were  well- qualified  ;  and  it 
certainly  seemed  to  him,  upon  first  read- 
ing the  papers,  that  a  building  of  an  ordi- 
nary character  was  better  suited  than  a 
consecrated  church  to  the  holding  of  a 
school.  But,  on  looking  further  into  the 
matter,  he  found  that  the  grant  given  by 
the  colony  for  that  particular  year  was  for 
a  school  to  be  held  at  and  in  this  certain 
church,  and  which  could  not  be  moved  to 
any  other  place  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Government  previously  obtained — a  condi- 
tion which  appeared  to  have  been  utterly 
lost  sight  of.  He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
point  out  to  the  Governor  of  the  colony 
that  such  reasons,  although  applicable  in 
the  particular  case,  ought  not  to  be  rea- 
sons for  withholding  pecuniary  aid  ;  and 
he  felt  certain  that  the  Governor,  when 
he  returned  to  the  seat  of  government, 
would  take  such  measures  as  would  avoid 
the  appearance  of  partizanship  with  either 
of  the  parties  which  had  unhappily  arisen 
in  the  colony.  Having  had  an  interview 
with  the  Bishop  of  Capetown,  and  learnt 
his  Lordship's  views  as  to  many  of  the 
proceedings  which  had  occurred,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  write  the  second  despatch  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  referred.  And 
there  was  a  passage  in  that  despatch  which 
he  desired  to  explain.  It  was  drafted 
in  accordance  with  what  he  understood  to 
be  the  views  of  the  Bishop  of  Capetown, 
expressed  in  two  or  three  interviews ;  but 
unfortunately,  owing  to  his  Lordship  being 
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out  of  town,  the  final  draft  ooold  not 
be  submitted  to  him  till  the  Tery  evoiing 
that  the  despatch  was  to  leave.  His  Lord- 
ship was  strongly  opposed  to  a  partienlir 
phrase,  and  varions  suggeetions  were  mids 
before  one  could  be  adopted  in  which  hi 
felt  disposed  to  oonoar;  but  eTentnilb 
this  difficulty  was  overcome  by  woioi 
written  with  his  Lordship's  own  hand.  It 
afterwards  appeared,  however,  that  Ui 
Lordship  had  an  objection  to  some  words 
which  preceded  this  particular  phrase^  to 
which  he  himself  did  not  attach  any  im- 
portance, and  which  were  not  struck  out; 
so  that  the  despatch,  being  rapidly  tun- 
scribed,  and  there  not  being  the  oppoiti^ 
nity  of  again  submitting  it  to  hia  Lnd- 
ship,  included  these  particular  words.  Ha 
could  only  say  that  he  regretted  thers  had 
been  the  slightest  misconception  on  ths 
subject ;  not  one  word  had  been  intendsd 
to  give  the  slightest  offence  to  hia  IahA 
ship.  It  was  not  right  that  ecelesintiflil 
officers  in  the  colony  holding  offices  niMkr 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown  should  lend  ths 
weight  of  their  authority  to  prooeediiifi 
upon  one  side  or  the  other ;  but,  at  ths 
same  time,  it  had  never  been  contemplatsl 
to  interfere  with  the  fullest  and  fineii 
independence  of  religious  opiniona.  lUi 
was  the  principle  that  hiul  been  aetad 
upon,  and  he  thought  it  a  most  importuft 
principle  to  maintain  in  our  coloniid  Ugi^^ 
lation.  The  despatches  would  be  laid  <■ 
the  table  as  soon  as  possible,  togetiHT 
with  any  further  information  that  shovM 
happen  to  be  received  in  the  meantiine. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  he  wiM 
the  Papers  had  been  on  the  table  beftn 
the  subject  came  on  for  discussion,  beoifli 
without  them  it  could  not  be  fairly  dedt 
with.  As,  however,  there  was  little ohMi 
of  the  question  being  again  raised,  lt^| 
wished  briefly  to  express  his  opinion  A 
it.  Remarking  that  the  obsetratioMif 
the  noble  Duke  were  eminently  stiltf' 
manlike,  he  expressed  the  belief  thiiii 
long  as  the  officials  of  the  colony  ooaUII 
kept  from  the  controversy  the  better! 
would  be  for  the  colony  and  the  ooasfef* 
Injustice  on  one  side  naturally  engendtfil 
injustice  on  the  other ;  and  much  of  vM 
had  happened  could  easily  be  traced  to  Ai 
treatment  which  the  whole  subject  Iwl  ^j 
received  in  this  country,  so  widely  difc* 
ent  was  it  from  the  course  reoommendil 
by  the  noble  Duke.  But  since  the  fedhf 
originally  engendered  had  been  uselsdf 
kept  up  by  discussions  in  the  most  di^ 
tinguished  body  in  this  eonntiy,  he  £i 
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ttol  think  we  could  oomplain.  The  qnes- 
tioii%  however,  which  Dr.  Colenso  had 
itirted  were  quite  heyond  the  province 
of  this  Home ;  and  he  believed  the  beet 
efforti  of  the  noble  Duke  or  of  any  other 
penon  were  quite  unable  to  settle  the 
diiBcalty  which  had  arisen.  Dr.  Colenso 
stood  at  this  moment  the  spiriinal  and 
temponl  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  he 
ezeraised  his  right  with  great  temper  and 
jodgment;  and  it  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  been  treated  with 
mon  brotherly  friendship  and  kindness. 
He  wished  only  to  repeat  his  desire — ^the 
denrs  of  all  those  who  believed  Dr.  Colenso 
had  been  treated  with  great  injustice — 
that  the  spirit  advocated  by  the  noble 
Doke  would  in  fdtuie  animate  all  those 
in  this  country  who  concerned  themselves 
in  the  matter.* 

Lou>  LTTTELTON  said,  that  whHe 
agreebg  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
mbjeet  could  not  be  well  dealt  with  until 
tho  Pkpen  were  before  their  Lordships, 
objected  to  the  latter  part  of  his  obeerva- 
tiona,  ei^reeaing  an  opinion  that  the 
positioa  ind  proceedings  in  the  colony 
wen  eonearred  in  by  only  a  very  smaU 
ffljoority. 

Thb  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said,  he  had 
00  intention  of  entering  upon  the  general 
question,  but  could  not  refrain  from  say- 
ing a  word  apon  what  had  fallen  fr^m 
the  noble  Baron  (Lord  Houghton),  who 
took  upon  himself  to  lecture  ecclesiastics 
ind  others  for  not  having  treated  the 
person  to  whom  he  alluded  with  kindness 
sod  brotherly  friendship.  The  fiust,  how- 
erer,  was  as  diametrically  opposite  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Baron  as  it  was 
possible  for  any  fact  to  contradict  any 
ttatsment.  Dr.  Colenso  had  received  pri- 
Tite  remonstrances,  brotherly  counsel — 
^  tendereat  and  kindest  counsel — from 
jus  brethren  at  home  ;  but  every  attempt 
in  the  direction  of  counsel  and  remon- 
■tnnce  had  only  led  him  to  some  new 
evtbnak  of  violence.  He  could  not  let 
ti^  itetement  of  the  noble  Baron  go  un- 
eootnidieted,  though  of  course  it  had  been 
Bade  in  that  abmlote  ignorance  of  the 
nhjeet  which  it  was  natural  he  should 
and  equally  natural  he   should 
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COMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATES  ABOLI- 

TION  BILL— (No.  144.) 

(The  Earl  Ruitell.) 

COHHIXTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  tb  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Eabl  RUSSELL :  Before  dealing  with 
the  alterations  made  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee in  this  Bill,  which  I  think  are  on 
the  whole  improvements,  I  will  offer  a 
word  or  two  on  the  general  subject.  My 
impression  is  that  a  Bill  designed  simply 
to  abolish  church  rates  unconditionally 
would,  in  effect,  differ  very  little  from  what 
will  be  entailed  by  the  passing  of  this. 
A  few  cases  will  occur  of  parishes  in  which 
there  are  no  resident  landlords,  but  only 
poor  farmers,  having  a  large  and  expensive 
church  to  maintain  ;  in  such  cases  local 
contributions  will  be  few  ;  but  here  the 
Church  Building  Society  and  other  socie- 
ties will  step  in  and  advance  necessary 
funds.  This  is  merely  my  impression  of 
what  will  occur,  though  of  course  the  Bill 
makes  no  allusion  to  such  cases.  It  is 
stated  in  the  Preamble  that — 

"  Cbaroh  rates  have  for  some  jean  ceased  to 
be  made  or  ooUected  in  many  parishes  by  reason 
of  the  opposition  thereto,  and  in  many  other  pa- 
rishes where  oharoh  rates  haTe  been  made,  the 
leTying  thereof  has  gifen  rise  to  litigation  and 
iU^eeUng." 

This  is,  no  doubt,  perfectly  true,  and  the  1st 
clause  proceeds  to  enact  that  no  proceedings 
shall  hereafter  be  taken  to  enforce  or  compel 
the  payment  of  any  church  rate  made  in 
any  parish  or  place  in  England  and  Wales. 
To  that  1st  clause  the  Government  agrees, 
and  therefore  in  principle  the  prayer  of 
Dissenters  is,  in  fact,  complied  with.  The 
object  of  the  2nd  and  3rd  clauses  was 
to  distinguish  between  ordinary  church 
rates  and  rates  the  payment  whereof  is 
secured  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  where 
money  has  been  borrowed  on  Uie  security 
of  church  rates.  All  will  agree  in  the 
justice  of  reserving  the  right  to  make  and 
collect  rates  for  such  purposes.  There 
are  some  other  cases  which  may  be  doubt- 
ful, and,  no  matter  what  arrangements 
we  may  make,  it  is  impossible  that  we  can 
absolutely  prevent  disputes.  All  that  we 
can  do  is  to  reserve  church  rates  which 
are  really  commuted  tithes,  and  to  take 
our  chance  as  to  any  disputes  that  may 
arise ;  and  as  to  the  necessity  of  future 
legislation,  which  is  not  onlikdy  to  arise, 
especiaUy  as  there  are  no  lees  than  700 
Acts  of  Parliament^  some  of  them  of  a  very 
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diffioolt  and  intricate  nature,  in  which 
church  rates  are  mentioned.  So  much 
with  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  relates  to  the  abolition  of  compulsory 
church  rates.  The  other  part  of  the  mea- 
sure relates  to  application  and  security  of 
voluntary  contributions  for  the  repair  of 
the  fabric  and  for  the  other  purposes 
for  which  rates  have  been  levied.  Now, 
the  Bill  allows  vestries  to  continue  the 
making  and  receiving  of  rates,  the  only 
difference  being  that  the  power  of  compel- 
ling payment  is  taken  away.  A  vestry 
may  decide  that  a  certain  sum  is  required, 
and  persons  may  voluntarily  pay  at  a  cer- 
tain rate  in  the  pound.  I  think  that  in 
this  respect  the  Select  Committee  have 
made  an  improvement,  for  they  retain  the 
vestry,  the  name  and  powers  of  which  are 
well-known;  and  I  can  conceive  that  in 
numerous  parishes  where  church  rates  are 
at  present  made  no  great  change  will  occur 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  compul- 
sion. Things  are  far  more  likely  to  go  on  as 
at  present  under  these  circumstances  than 
if  a  new  body  were  constituted,  as  was 
proposed  by  the  other  House.  Then  there 
is  a  clause  empowering  the  incumbent  and 
two  householders,  one  appointed  by  the 
patron  and  one  by  the  bishop,  to  act  as 
trustees  and  receive  any  bequests,  dona- 
tions, or  contributions  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  which  funds  they  may  hand  over 
to  the  churchwardens  to  be  applied  to 
such  ecclesiastical  purposes  as  they  may 
specify.  That  is  a  provision  which  will 
come  into  operation  in  some  cases,  but  I 
think  that  the  Church  Building  Society 
or  the  churchwardens  will  generally  apply 
the  contributions  they  may  receive.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
has  given  Notice  of  a  further  clause,  re- 
quiring the  trustees  to  lay  before  the  vestry 
an  annual  statement  of  their  receipts  and 
expenditure.  Upon  the  whole  this  is  a 
Bill  which  ful^  its  object,  for  while  abo- 
lishing compulsory  rates  it  empowers  the 
vestry  to  make  voluntary  rates,  and  it  also 
empowers  trustees  to  receive  contributions. 
As  to  its  general  effect  it  is,  I  trust,  the 
settlement  of  a  controversy  which  ever 
since  1833  or  1834  has  given  rise  to  much 
ill-will  and  litigation,  and  therefore  the 
termination  of  such  a  dispute  is  a  consum- 
mation devoutly  to  be  wished.  Moreover, 
there  is  much  greater  anxiety  than  used 
to  exist,  not  only  to  keep  our  churches  in 
proper  repair,  but  to  preserve  them  in  that 
ancient  character  which  has  long  made 
them  an  object  of  reverence.  Such  feelings 
Earl  EuBsell 


are  not  confined  to  memben  of  tfaa  Chindi, 
for  many  Protestant  Dissenters,  membsfi 
of  whose  ^Eimilies  have  been  married  in 
churches  in  past  times,  or  have  been  buried 
within  their  precincts,  would  be  most  ua- 
willing  to  see  those  edifices  fall  into  decsy, 
and  when  the  obnoxious  compulsory  pow- 
ers are  removed  I  believe  thej  will  contri- 
bute voluntarily.  I  know  a  case,  indeed, 
in  which  a  Dissenter  gave  £100  eadi  to 
two  churches,  and  I  believe  such  eases  will 
be  more  numerous  after  the  passing  of  flui 
measure.  I  hope,  therefore,  your  Loid- 
ships  will  adopt  the  Bill  in  its  presoat 
form,  and  send  it  down  to  the  Honss  of 
Commons.  Some  question  may  be  raised 
there  on  the  9th  olanse,  but  I  believe  Pre- 
testant  Dissenters,  both  those  who  sn 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  sod 
others  who  have  taken  a  leading  part  ia 
the  controversy,  are  satisfied  witJa  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind,  and  I  am  sure  it  wiU  be 
a  great  advantage  if  we  can  pass  sooh  s 
Bill  by  the  general  consent  of  both  Hooea 
and  of  both  Churchmen  and  Dissentera  It 
is  much  better  to  settle  the  queetioii  ia 
this  way  than  to  leave  it  open,  to  be  set* 
tied,  perhaps,  hereafter  with  angry  iW* 
ings,  when  one  party  will  be  elated  bj 
victory  and  the  other  will  feel  sore  nndff 
defeat.  I  shall  not  myself  propose  sif 
alteration  in  the  Bill  as  settled  by  tiie 
Select  Committee. 

Moved^  "  That  the  House  do  nowreeobe 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  BiU." 
— (TTitf  Ikirl  BusseU.) 

The  Mabquebb  of  SALISBUBY:  Iit- 
gret  to  be  obliged  to  agree  with  the  noUi 
Earl,  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  as  it  obv 
stands  will  not  differ  widely— >I  tStoM 
scarcely  say  that  it  will  differ  at  ell- 
from  the  effect  of  a  Bill  for  total  aboliiai 
of  church  rates.  When  it  came  up  M  ' 
the  House  of  Commons,  it  contained  aotf 
very  valuable  provisions  for  the  proteob* 
of  the  Church.  It  contained  a  proviv* 
that  if  the  churchwarden  was  a  DisuesW 
and  did  not  pay  his  church  rate,  be  shoeli  . 
not  be  allowed  to  administer  the  paymii^ 
of  those  who  did  contribute,  but  tfait  > 
Churchman  should  be  appointed  for  iW 
purpose.  That  provision  has  disappesMdl 
and  now  it  will  be  necessary  for  Ghonh- 
men  who  wish  to  give  their  volonttfT 
contributions  to  place  them,  if  thsn  )i 
a  Dissenting  churchwarden,  in  his  hsadli 
however  bitter  and  hostile  to  the  CtaaA 
he  may  be.  Again,  there  was  a  provirili 
that  those  who  had  not  paid  the  chniA 
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nte  one  year  should  not  fonn  part  of  the 
TMtzy  for  the  pnrpoees  of  a  chorch  rate  in 
fh»  loeoeediBg  year.  The  resnlt  of  that  pro- 
TuioB  would  have  been  that  when  onoe 
the  ftnt  Teetrj  had  been  held  it  would  not 
be  in  the  power  of  the  DiBeenters  in  any 
parish  where  they  might  be  numerous  and 
hostile  to  paralyze  the  action  of  the  yestry, 
sod  to  forbid  altogether  a  yolnntary  rate 
fioffl  befog  raised.     As  the  matter  stands 
sow  it  will  remain  in  the  power  of  the 
BineDterBy  whenerer  they  shall  be  irritated 
by  some  real  or  fancied  grievanoe,  to  come 
to  the  restry  and  prevent  this  yolnntary 
nte  from  being  made.    Again,  there  was 
t  third  provision    to    this    effect — that 
when  any  persona  had  promised  to  oon- 
tiibate  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church, 
the  charchwardens  should  have  the  power 
of  goiflg  on  with  the  church  repairs,  and 
sfierwards  of  suing  any  person  who,  hay- 
ing promised  to  pay,  had  subsequently  re- 
fined.  It  was  obvious  that  the  object  was 
that  the  ehnrch  wardens  should  be  exone- 
nted  from  personal  risk  if  they  undertook 
repaiis  on  the  faith  of  being  promised 
hffgeaiUDa  which  were  afterwards  refused. 
Bot  that  provision  also  had  disappeared, 
aod  the  effect  of  it  would  be  this,  that  it 
would  not  be  competent  for  any  church- 
wiiden,  having  any  regard  to  his  own 
Afety,  to  spend  a  single  farthing  till  he 
had  it  in  his  pocket.     The  statement  of 
the  noMe  Sari  was,  therefore,  singularly 
JQst— that  it  scarcely  diffiared,  if  it  differed 
at  all,  from  a  Bill  for  the  total  abolition  of 
ehnr^  rates.     He  deeply  regretted  that  in 
a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  it 
ihoold  have  assumed  such  a  character. 
Sot  as  it  was  assented  to  by  Her  Majesty's 
Govenunent  he  could  only  say  that  the 
news  with  which  many  persons  in  the 
HoQse  of  Commons  assented  to  the  mea- 
>ue  had  been  entirely  departed  from,  and 
that  their  interest  in  the  measure  was 
oqiIq  defeated 

T»  LOM)  CHAlfCELLOR:  My 
I^>ida,  as  I  had  the  honour  of  serving  on 
^  Sdect  Committee  to  which  your 
IiOfdihips  committed  this  BUI,  and  took 
so  interest  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
^hmigh  the  Committee,  perhaps  your 
I<Mdahips  will  allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  some  of  the 
ciwiges  which  have  been  made  in  it.  I 
c&tixely  agree  in  one  respect  with  the 
Qheerratbna  of  the  noble  Marquess  who 
^  jnat  sat  down.  Nothing  could  be 
Me  unfortunate  than  that  there  should 
^>By  miaooDoeption  as  to  the  charaoW  of 


this  Bill.   I  believe  that  this  is  a  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  church  rates ;  that  is,  for 
the  abolition  of  the  compulsory  power  of 
levying  those  rates.     I  do  not  look  upon 
the  BUI  as  a  compromise.     I  do  not  look 
upon  it  as  giving  back  anything  to  the 
Church  in  return  for  the  power  which  you 
take  away.     Having  said  so  much,  I  will 
now  state  the  advantages  which  I  con- 
ceive to  be  gained  by  the  clauses  now  to 
be  found  in   the  Bill  over  those  which 
were  in  the  Bill  as  it   came  from  the 
House  of  Commons.   When  this  Bill  went 
into  Committee  it  was  clearly  understood 
that  the  Ist  clause,  doing  away  with  the 
coercive  power  of  levying  church  rates, 
was  not  to  be  altered  in  any  substantial 
manner.     If  it  was  the  intention  of  your 
Lordships  to  do  away  with  that  clause  the 
proper  way  would  have  been  to  have  re- 
jected the'  Bill  on  the  Second  Beading. 
The  attention  of  the  Committee,  therefore, 
was  addressed  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
BUI.      The  real  difference   between  the 
olauses  as  they  were  before  and  as  they 
are  now  is  this — By  the  clauses  of  this 
BUI  as  they  stand  now,  the  Committee  had 
it  in  view  to  leave  the  whole  parochial 
machinery  exactly  as  it  stands  at  present 
mnus  the  one  power  of  the  coercive  levy 
of  church  rates.     Their  object  in  other  re- 
E^>ect8  was  to  leave  the  machinery  un- 
touched, so  that  in  those  parishes,  of  which 
there  are  a  vast  number,  in  which  church 
rates  are  levied  and  coercive  proceedings 
in  the  Courts  of  Law  are  unknown  the 
course  of  making  and  levying  the  rate 
should  go   on  just  as  at  present.      My 
Lords,  I  venture  to  entertain  a  hope  that 
if  this  Bill  becomes  law  the  ezpectationa 
of  its  supporters  in  that  respect  wiU  be 
realized.     I  believe  tha<;  though  by  no 
means  nniversaUy,  yet  in  a  very  large 
number  of  parishes  in  the  country,  where 
from  conscientious  motives  or  oUierwise, 
church  rates  have  been  refused,  henceforth 
the  vestries  will  assemble,  church  rates 
wiU  be  voted,  and  many  persons  will  pay 
cheerfully  and  willingly  who  would  reiuse 
if  they  were  levied  oompulsorUy.     If  this 
be  so  the  views  which  led  to  the  intzoduo- 
tion   of  those   clauses  wiU  be  fiilly  ac- 
complished.   The  view  of  the  Committee 
was  this,  that  the  best  hope  of  obtain- 
ing that  result  was  by  leaving  the  old 
machinery  untouched ;    because    if   yon 
introduced  a  new  machinery  you  would 
put  the  present  machinery  out  of  gear. 
You  would  lose  your  old  system  without, 
perhaps,  getting  any  other  system  in  re« 
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torn.  Hy  noble  Friend  (the  Harqness 
of  Salisbury)  referred  to  tbe  clauses  which 
came  up  from  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
quite  agree  with  him  as  to  the  plausibility 
of  some  of  those  clauses.  For  instauce, 
nothing  can  be  more  plausible  than  to  say, 
''Do  not  let  anyone  who  does  not  pay 
church  rate  vote  either  as  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  that  rate  or  as  to  the  making  of  a 
new  rate  next  year."  But,  my  Lords, 
let  us  observe  what  the  consequences  of 
that  would  be.  The  noble  Marquess  said 
that  if  you  once  had  a  church  rate  made 
then  those  who  did  not  pay  would  not  be 
entitled  to  vote  about  a  rate  next  year. 
But  the  effect  of  such  a  clause  would  be 
that  you  would  furnish  the  strongest  pos- 
sible inducement  to  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  Church  to  resist  the  making 
of  a  rate  the  first  year.  A.s  the  clause 
stands  now  a  strong  Dissenter  would  say 
— "If  you  are  going  to  make  a  church 
rate  which  cannot  be  levied  coercively 
against  me,  I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
appearing  next  year  and  objecting,  and  I 
would  not  mind  interfering  now."  But  if 
you  tell  him  that  if  he  allows  a  rate  to  be 
made  this  year  he  will  be  excluded  for 
the  future  from  voting  on  the  question,  he 
will  say,  '*  Now  is  my  time.  This  is  the 
only  opportunity  I  shall  have.  I  must 
get  all  my  friends  to  come.  Now  is  the 
time  the  battle  must  be  fought,  and  fight 
we  will  to  prevent  the  church  rate  being 
made.''  Well,  what  would  the  next  con- 
sequence be?  Suppose  you  make  your 
church  rate  the  first  year  ;  there  may  be 
100  persons  who  ought  to  pay,  but  only 
fifty  of  them  do  pay.  Next  year  instead 
of  a  constituency  of  100  you  get  only  fifty. 
The  fifty  make  a  new  rate,  and  twenty 
fall  off  and  do  not  pay.  The  third  year 
you  get  a  constituency  of  thirty,  and  per- 
haps ten  of  them  would  not  pay.  Thus 
by  degress  you  get  to  a  constituency  so 
small  and  ridiculous  that  the  thing  must 
die  out.  In  fact,  the  whole  course  of 
things  I  have  described  is  so  new  and  so 
contrary  to  experience  that  the  moment 
you  begin  to  work  it  in  a  parish  it  would 
be  opposed  because  it  was  a  new  system. 
There  was  another  provision  in  the  Bill 
as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  this  effect — that  an  action  at  law 
might  be  brought  against  persons  who 
upon  the  making  of  a  church  rate  held  out 
a  promise  to  pay  and  would  not.  I,  for 
one,  expressed  my  own  opinion  against 
that  clause  in  Committee.  I  believe,  com* 
ing  down  as  you  are  now  obliged  to  do 
2%e  Lord  Chancellor 


to  the  Tolontary  syBtem,  the  woddng  ot 
it  depends  entirely  upon  your  doing  no- 
thing which  would  have  an  alarming  dM 
upon  those  who  are  asked  to  come  in  and 
accept  the  voluntary  system.     If,  theee- 
fore,  you  speak  of  actions  at  law,  I  nn 
greatly  afraid   you  will  frighten  mnrr 
persons,  who  will  say,  "  No  doubt  compul- 
sory church  rates  have  been  abolished,  bat 
churchwardens  may  go  to  law  with  ni  if 
we  promise,  aud  therefore  we  will  keep 
away  from  the  vestry  altogether."    Now 
that  is  a  reason  of  the  valae  of  which  yov 
Lordships  may  judge;  but  it  was  one 
which  influenced  me  in  snggesting  tint 
the  clause  as  it  came  from  the  House  d 
Commons  should  be  omitted.    The  ob^ 
other  point  in  the  Bill  as  it  came  frx>m  till 
House  of  Commons  which  was  diftmt 
from  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape  wis  H 
to  the  mode  of  treating  churchwardiaBii 
In  the  Bill  as  it  came  from  the  ottsr 
Honse,  if  a  churchwarden  did  not  pay  tk 
rate  there  was  a  power  to  elect  a  tieaiuwr 
in  his  place,  who  was  to  have  the  pom 
of  disbursement  over  the  rates  oolleetel 
If  this  treasurer  is  to  be  elected  bj  tiuM 
who  pay  the  church  rate,  yon  nm  exad^ 
into  the  danger  I  have  attempted  to  ^ 
scribe ;   you  have  a  diminishing  ooati- 
tuency,  which  may  never  be  called  nto 
existence,  and  you  introduce  a  new  oflw 
altogether  unknown  to  the  parochial  9jh 
tem.     If  a  provision  had  been  introdneit 
that  the  vestry  at  large,  in  default  of  tti. 
churchwarden  paying  his  rate,  should  ll 
at  liberty  to  elect  a  successor,  the  difBsiitf 
might  have  been  avoided.    Otherwise^ }« 
get  into  a  new  channel  of  operatioiiili 
which  no  parish  is  accustomed.  Thesitfi 
the  reasons  which  weighed  with  the  OoB* 
mittee,  and  induced  them  to  amend  fli-. 
Bill  and  introduce  the  clauses  which  yoV- 
Lordships  now  find  there.     I  hope  M ; 
with  this  machinery  the  Church  wm^] 
country  parishes  will  not  snffier,  and  Mi 
the  fabnos  of  the   Church  will  conliM* 
to  be  decently  maintained.     

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTEBBUtf  :^ 
said,  that  he  originally  thought*  andvM 
still  of  the  opinion,  that  the  best  sdlntiM 
of  the  difficulty  would  be  to  abolish  4l 
compulsory  collection  of  church  ratei^  tfi 
leave  the  existing  machinery  as  it  ii. 

The  EiBL  of  DERBY  said,  it  was  lit 
his  intention  to  oppose  the  going  iii* 
Committee;  and  although  he  retained w 
his  objections  to  doing  away  with  fti 
compylsory  power  of  levying  cmaidi  iM 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  tneprinoiple  offti 
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lit  ehme  haTuig  been  adopted  by  their 
Iflfdihipe,  and  accepted  also  by  a  large 
aajority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
thought  it  would  be  useless  to  struggle 
igiinst  aaoh  a  majority  in  both  Houses. 
That  point  being  settled,  he  would  further 
Ky  Uuit  It  was  his  earnest  desire  that  this 
qaodon  diooid  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
iarae  in  the  present  Session,  and  should 
not  be  left  open  for  any  further  agitation 
or  to  be  any  eause  of  bitterness  among 
the  new  eonstituenoies.    He  must  confess, 
howerer,  that  on  one  point,  notwithstand- 
ing tiie  statement  just  made  by  his  noble 
tnd  learned  Friend,  he  was  strongly  iu- 
dinsd  to  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess 
(tbs  Mwquess  of  BaUsbury).      In  many 
mpeets  he  thought  the  Bill  had  been 
iiMnded  by  the  Select  Committee.    As 
he  understood  it  now,  retaining  all  the 
existing  powers  of  the  yestry  and  all  the 
sxisting  maohinery,  the  Bill  simply  pro- 
Tided  that  there  should  be  no  compulsory 
enforcement  of  rates.     Clause  8  provided 
thst  no  defiiulter  should  have  the  oppor- 
tnnity  of  speaking  or  of  raising  any  objec- 
tion or  diaeussion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
ehnreh  rates  should  be  applied  in  the  year 
daring  which  he  was  a  defaulter.    But  he 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  thought  that  principle 
ought  to  be  carried  further.    This  was  to 
be  a  Toluntary  rate,  IcTied  by  a  yoluntary 
naohinery.    If  so,  surely  the  persons  who 
paid  the  rates  were  the  persons  who  should 
say  whether  the  rates  should  or  should  not 
be  leried*    If  persons  objected  to  rates  and 
threw  the  charge  upon  their  fellow-parish- 
ionen,  surely  tihey  ought  not  to  haye  the 
opportunity  of  saying  next  year  whether  a 
similar  ehaige  shoidd  or  should  not  be 
tiirown  upon  those  who  had  borne  the 
diarge  in  the  last  year.    If  the  measure 
was  a  yoluntary  one,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  left  to  Churchmen  alone  to  say  whe- 
ther the  rates  should  be  leyied  or  not. 
He  confessed  that,  clear  as  his  noble  and 
leaned   Friend    (the   Lord    Chancellor) 
vmslly  was*  he  did  not  understand  the 
fores  of  his  argument  when  he  said  that 
if  thef  restored  the  clause  as  it  came 
fivB  tiie  House  of  Commons,  they  would 
fnnjah  an  inducement  to  persons  to  ab* 
stain  from  paying  the  rates. 

Tsn  LOBD  CHANCELLOR :  I  did  not 
■ay  that  it  would  be  an  inducement  to  ab- 
^sin  from  paying  the  rates,  but  that  it 
vonM  be  an  inducement  to  persons  un- 
'neadly  to  the  Church  to  come  forward  the 
Ant  year  and  preyent  the  church  rate  being 
*^  beeanae  if  they  succeed   in   that. 


the  working  of  the  system  would  haye  no 
beginniog. 

The  Eabl  07  DEEBY  said,  he  mis- 
understood his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
and  indeed  it  was  not  always  easy  to  hear 
what  passed  in  the  House.  But  what  he 
said  was  that,  year  after  year,  you  will 
haye  persons  refusing  to  pay,  so  that 
gradually  the  non-payers  will  absorb  the 
payers.  Then  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
assumed  that  no  person  had  a  right  to 
qualify  himself  by  payment;  but,  as  he 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  understood  it,  in  each 
year  during  which  the  church  rate  was 
levied,  it  would  be  demanded  from  each 
occupier,  Churchman  or  Dissenter.  It 
was  perfectly  open  to  anybody  to  refose  to 
pay ;  but  though  defaulters  would  be  de- 
pnyed  of  a  yoice  in  the  expenditure,  still, 
upon  paying  the  rates  when  demanded, 
they  might  be  restored  to  all  the  rights  of 
Churchmen.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  the  only  effectual  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  question.  On  the  other  hand,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  did  not  lay  much  stress  on 
the  argument  that  Dissenters  might  be 
induced  to  put  a  stop  to  the  machinery  for 
levying  a  rate,  more  especially  as  they 
were  told  that  this  was  a  Bill  for  satisfying 
the  Dissenters. 

Thb  Abchbishop  07  YOBE  said,  it  was 
not  wonderful  that  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  should  prevail  about  these  clauses. 
But  their  Lordships  should  remember  that 
the  system  which  this  Bill  proposed  to 
introduce  was  already  in  existence.  There 
were  thousands  of  parishes  in  which  church 
rates  were  now  levied  upon  the  yoluntary 
principle  recognized  in  this  Bill — namely, 
that  diough  rates  were  voted,  no  com- 
pulsion should  be  resorted  to.  In  thou- 
sands of  parishes  this  principle  exists  al- 
ready and  works  well.  No  doubt  great 
inconvenience  might  arise  in  a  few  parishes 
where  Dissenters  persisted  in  coming  to 
the  yestry,  though  not  subject  to  any  tax, 
and  where  yestries  made  a  point  of  electing 
Dissenting  churchwardens.  But  were  they 
to  legislate  for  these  few  hostile  cases  or 
for  the  general  body  ?  He  believed  that 
the  policy  of  fear  and  jealousy  expressed 
by  such  clauses  would  be  very  mischievous 
to  the  Church,  especially  at  that  moment. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  policy  of  greater 
generosity  and  of  assuming  that  Dissenters 
would  not  go  to  the  vestry  to  discuss  rates 
and  expenditure  which  did  not  affect  their 
pockets,  and  that  Churchmen  would  be 
elected  as  churchwardens.  He  belieyed 
that  that  would  be  the  case  in  a  majority 
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of  pariflhes.  With  regard  to  the  eicoliuioii 
of  all  those  who  did  not  paj  rates  he 
doubted  the  policy  of  ticketing  them  as 
defaulters  in  this  way  when  their  non-pay- 
ment might  haye  arisen  from  want  of 
money.  There,  again,  he  thought  the  gene- 
rous policy  was  the  right  one.  To  admit 
defaulters  to  the  vestry  and  abide  by  any 
little  exceptional  trouble  they  might  thus 
occasion  would,  he  thought,  be  a  smaller 
evil  on  the  whole  than  to  adopt  this  rate- 
paying  qualification  as  a  test  of  being  a 
Churchman,  and  to  recognize  Churchmen 
only  from  the  fact  of  their  going  to  the 
vestry.  Looking  at  the  clauses  in  the 
Bill  he  thought  them  an  improvement  upon 
the  House  of  Commons'  clauses,  and  as  to 
the  first  clause  they  were  precluded  now 
from  discussing  it.  Upon  the  whole,  the 
Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  much  improved ; 
and  instead  of  launching  into  an  unknown 
sea  and  creating  new  arrangements  and 
new  machinery,  the  measure  did  the  mini- 
mum of  mischief,  for  it  left  the  whole 
Church  system,  which  had  been  in  prac- 
tice for  centuries,  quite  unimpaired. 

LoBD  LYYEDEN  said,  that  when  it  was 
proposed  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee he  felt  that  there  were  objections  to 
such  a  course  on  the  ground  of  the  delay 
which  it  would  entail ;  but  he  was  bound 
now  to  acknowledge  that  this  delay  had 
been  useful,  and  that  the  consideration  be- 
stowed upon  the  Bill  in  the  Committee  had 
effected  great  improvement  on  it  as  it 
originally  stood.  He  could  not  understand 
how  any  Bill  could  more  effectually  abolish 
compulsory  church  rates  than  this  did; 
and  for  that  reason  he  was  glad  to  observe 
the  spirit  in  which  it  had  been  received 
and  discussed  by  many  noble  Lords,  and 
particularly  by  those  who  sat  on  the  Epis- 
copal Benches.  If  their  Lordships  had 
passed  the  Bill  as  it  came  up  from  the 
other  House  they  would  have  got  rid  of 
Church  rates,  but  they  would  also  have 
established  a  system  so  complicated  that 
it  would  have  occasioned  as  much  offence 
to  Dissenters  as  the  existing  law.  He  was 
glad  to  oompare  the  altered  tone  of  many 
of  their  Lordships  now  with  that  mani- 
fested when  he  brought  forward  a  Bill 
in  1864.  He  was  then  met  by  cries  of 
"No  surrender!"  and  **  The  Church  in 
danger !''  which  had  not  been  raised  on  the 
present  occasion.  The  attitude  of  many 
noble  Lords  was  completely  changed,  and 
he  cpuld  not  help  thinking  that  the  tone 
adopted  by  the  right  rev.  and  most  rev. 
Prelates,  as  well  as  by  the  noble  and  learned 

Th$  Archbishop  of  York 


Lord  on  the  Wodnoky  would  do  more  Inr 

the  benefit  of  the  Choroli  than  any  other 
they  could  have  taken.  The  willugneH 
to  concede  would  be  gladly  welcomed  by 
those  who  hitherto  had  said,  "  I  will  give 
nothing  to  the  Chnioh  under  eompnlaoB; 
but  I  will  gladly  do  anything  I  can  fSsr  tiia 
Church  if  the  matter  be  left  to  my  own 
free-will."  There  were  many  Diatentsa 
who  were  in  the  habit  of  regarding  tiia 
church  as  part  of  the  parish,  and  who 
would  not  let  it  go  down  if  their  fiee-will 
offerings  could  sustain  it.  Everyone  would 
acknowledge  that  compulsion  and  pnh 
secution  in  favour  of  religion  had  alwifi 
done  most  for  the  compelled  and  poi^ 
outed.  On  the  other  hand,  religion  gaiiod 
by  concession,  as  the  Ghunsh  would  do  ii 
this  instance.  It  was  a  concession  on  ths 
part  of  the  Church.  He  did  not  thiak 
Dissenters  had  a  right  to  complun  ai 
against  the  Church,  for  they  were  tml 
by  the  majority,  and  it  was  by  a  migorifcf 
that  taxation  must  always  be  be  impoMl 
He  hoped  that  the  same  change  that  hri 
occurred  upon  this  question  would  ooon 
upon  others,  and  that  their  Lordihni 
would  upon  them  exhibit  the  same  VBofr 
ness  to  accept  the  opinions  of  their  ftOflV- 
subjects  that  they  had  shown  in  this  » 
stance.  He  congratulated  their  LordiUfi 
upon  having  done  their  dut^  without  lAr* 
ing  an  obstructive  opposition  to  thii  Kit 
and  he  believed  the  result  would  be^  fM. 
which  their  Lordships  and  the  Bensh  rf 
Bishops  especially  desired,  increased  vsM* 
ration  for  the  Churoh  and  inoreasedMi- 
tributions  to  her  funds. 

The  Bishop  ov  OXFORD :  My  Loii| 
I  cannot  admit  that  the  altematiTe  toi» 
cession   in    this  case    is  persecutki.  I 
believe  there  was  no  persecatioa  wM* 
ever  on  the  part  of  the  Churdi.    Ghai 
rates  were  a  legal  tax  upon  pn^ert/fMl'l 
persons  who  held  it  bought  it  or  inhem 
it  subject  to  the  payment  of  them.  B 
was  therefore   no    more    peroeeutioa  il 
asking  persons  to  pay  them,  and  they«0 
no  more  victims  of  persecution  if  oomptU 
to  pay,  than  was  the  ordinary  honsehoUv 
who  had  to  submit  to  periodical  vintita 
the  tax  collectors.     A  person  who  didikM:, 
paying  a  tax  always  feeb  persecuted  if  ko: 
is  made  to  pay.     I  do  not  think  a  hystsnte  - 
will  readily  admit  that  a  man  who  rrffl*:. 
his  assessed  taxes  is  a  virtuous  objofltci 
pity  for  being  made  to  pay  them.    M 
that  is  not  now  the  question.     It  iiii' 
mitted  that  the  oompulaoiy  payment ' 
church  rates  is  to  be  given  up^   ad  A* 
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qimdioii  beftra  tti  is  fbe  Bill.    AltiioBgk 
ooosdenble  improTementt  have  been  made 
IB  ill  eraeciallv  in  ite  earlier  portionsy  I 
•oofm  J  think  tbat  in  one  or  two  of  its 
pnncipal  pronaionB  it  has  been  Beriously 
OBJnied,  and  I  shall  feel  bonnd  to  propose 
Anendments  apon  the  Beport.   Firsti  as  to 
the  qnsetion  oonoeminff  the  settling  of 
fatnn  ntes  by  those  who  hare  not  paid 
thslisi    The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolssck  seemed   to  think  that  it 
would  be  a  proToeation  to  Dissenters  to  go 
and  object  to  a  volnntary  church  rm 
being  made  if  those  who  hare  not  paid 
Qie  ntes  would  not  be  parties  to  setuing 
the  wsy  io  which  a  new  Tiduntary  rate 
iboold  be  made.    The  Bill  that  contained 
thst  ckiue  was  a  compromise  and  a  oom- 
pict  between  the  Dissenters  and  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  representatives  of  the 
Chorah  of  England  there.     It  was  most 
tiiorooghly  considered  by  the  Dissenting 
Members  of  the  House  <^  Commons,  who, 
I  most  Bsy,  in  this  matter  seem  to  baye 
kipt  faith  in  the  most  praiseworthy  manner 
with  thow  who  liad  the  management  of 
this  Bill,  ind  they  agreed  that  it  was  a 
dsose  to  which  Dissenters  had  not  any 
right  to  object     I^either  do  I  think  it  is 
po«bIe  to  say  they  baye.     Any  person 
eao  come  sgain  into  the  voluntary  church 
nta  Teotnr  by  paying  his  own  share  of 
the  rate  for  the  ^ear  past ;  he  does  not 
kae  any  right ;  it  is  not  that  he  must  pay 
I   it  now  or  never.     At  any  time  he  can 
jom  that  body  which  settles  whether  there 
ibaU  or  shall  not  be  a  voluntary  rate  by 
ptjing  a  subscription  equal  to  the  amount 
of  the  last  rate.    The  main  objection  al- 
wtya  taken  to  ohnrch  rates  has  been  the 
aoopolsion  and  not  the  amount.    Those 
^  objected  to  pay  th«n  have  often  said 
ftoy  would   willingly    give  double    the 
ttoont  u  a  free  gift^  but  they  objected  to 
the  power  to  compel  them  to  pay  anything. 
Alt  is  eBtii«ly  taken  away  by  the  Bill, 
nd  thersfere  tiiere  is  no  temptation  to 
MM  the- first  time  and  object  to  the  start- 
ng  of  the  maohinery.     (hi  the  contrary, 
thair  r^Kmentatives  in  Parliament  have 
igteed  to  start  it,  and  I  think  the  pro- 
bability is  that,  receiving  this  as  a  sacri- 
fo  on  the  part  of  the  Church,  and  grati- 
iad  that  it  has  given  up  the  power  of  com- 
pdabo,  th^  will  be  even  more  ready  than 
Jb«a  to  start  the  new  machinery  fairly. 
I    w  the  objection  that  it  is  new  machinery 
I    *^»py,lbg  in  nineteen  oases  out  of  twenty 
Jo  vestry  will  be  precisely  the  same,  and 
■iiate  win  be  made  as  before,  with  this 


one  difBBrence,  that  the  payment  of  it 
cannot  be  enforced.  The  transition  from 
the  existing  to  the  future  legal  state  is, 
therefore,  a  simple  matter.  I  believe  the 
vestry  will  be  an  increasing  rather  than  a 
dying  away  constituency,  especially  in 
country  panshes,  where  farmers  will  not 
like  to  be  left  out.  But  suppose  the  num- 
ber of  payers  diminishes  every  year  you 
will  realiae  a  state  of  inanition  just  as  you 
would  if  opponents  prevented  the  starting 
of  the  maohinery.  It  does  seem  to  me  it 
is  a  fundamental  error  in  the  Bill,  as  al- 
tered by  the  Select  Committe,  that  it  takes 
away  the  one  thing  which  would  work 
well.  Whilst  in  the  country  parishes 
there  would  be  very  little  change,  how 
would  the  Bill  work  in  the  towns  where 
the  rate  has  been  refused  ?  If  the  Bill 
passes  through  Committee,  I  shall  feel 
bonnd  to  move  several  Amendments  on  the 
Report  being  brought  up.  First  of  all, 
I  shall  move  an  Amendment  to  restore 
.Clause  8  to  its  original  shape.  Then,  after 
the  clause  which  makes  the  churchwardens 
the  sole  administrators,  I  shall  propose  to 
insert  a  new  clause,  containing  a  proviso 
that  in  the  event  of  one  of  Uie  church- 
wardens being  a  person  who  reftises  to 
pay  the  rate  a  treasurer  may  be  substituted 
in  his  place.  I  propose  further  to  move 
that  this  Bill  shall  not  come  into  force  till 
a  fortnight  after  Easter  in  next  year ;  and 
also  that  a  provision  shall  be  inserted  em- 
powering the  churchwardens  to  recover 
by  legal  process  the  various  amounts  which 
persons  have  promised  to  contribute.  He 
thought  it  impossible  to  aUow  the  church- 
wardens to  incur  expenses  on  the  faith 
of  promises  and  give  them  no  remedy 
against  the  persons  who  failed  to  perform 
their  undertakings. 

Yisoouirr  HALIFAX  thought  that, 
owing  mainly  to  the  exertions  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  the 
Bill  had  been  greatly  improved  since  it 
left  the  House  of  Commons. 

Tbe  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  t^at 
when  the  original  Bill  came  up  from  the 
Commons  he  would  gladly  have  concurred 
in  its  rejection ;  but  both  sides  of  the 
House  having  sanctioned  its  principle  by 
consenting  to  the  second  reading,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  make  the  best  of  it ;  and  acting 
on  that  conviction  he  had  consented  to  sit 
on  the  Select  Committee.  He  thought 
that  the  Bill  as  it  had  come  out  of  the 
Committee  was  a  great  improvement  on 
the  original  measure ;  but  it  was  susceptible 
of  further  amendment ;  and  with  this  view 
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he  would  give  Notice  of  an  Amendment— 
which  hiB  right  rev.  Brother  the  Bishop 
of  London  had  proposed  to  more — the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  set  district 
ohapelries  and  parishes  free  from  all  obliga- 
tion  to  contribute  to  the  church  rate-^or, 
as  it  must  now  be  called,  the  roluntary  rate 
^for  the  service  of  the  mother  churches. 
Most  of  their  Lordships  were  aware  what 
a  fk'uitful  source  of  irritation  that  obliga- 
tion had  hitherto  been. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  8  ag^'eed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  to  appoint  Church 
Trustees). 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  moved  to 
insert  the  following:  — 

**  The  tratieei  ihftU  onoe  at  the  least  in  erwj 
year  lay  before  the  vettry  an  aooount  of  their  re- 
oeiptt  and  ezpenditare  daring  the  preceding  year, 
and  of  the  mode  in  which  such  receipts  have  been 
derived  and  expenditure  incurred ;  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  amount,  if  any,  of  funds  remain- 
ing in  their  hands  at  the  date  of  such  aooount." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made :  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thundag  next ;  and 
Bill  to  bej^rfWM^  as  amended.      (No.  211.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Eight 

o'olook,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  8,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Supply— comui^red  in  Committee 
—Civil  Sirvici  Estimatvs — Glass  V. 
RetoliUiont  [July  2]  reported — Navt  Estimatis. 

Public  Bills— /VrK  Reading — Salmon  Fisheries 
(Scotland)  •  [210]. 

Second  /2tfa(ft9i^— Indorsing  of  Warrants  *  [208]  ; 
Investment    of  Trust    Funds    Supplemental* 

Special  Report  of  Select  Committee — Petit  Juries 
(Ireland)  •  [No.  390]. 

Conmitlee — Metropolitan  Foreign  Oattle  Market 
(r#-comjn.)  [25],  Adjourned  Debate  further 
adjourned;  Metropolitan  Police  Funds* [132]; 
Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)* 
[183] ;  Fairs  (Metropolis)*  [205]. 

Report  —  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  [209]  ;  Metro. 
poliUn  Police  Funds  *  [132] ;  Poor  Law  and 

-  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  [183] ;  Fain  (Me- 
tropolis) •  [205], 

The  BUhop  of  Carliele 


Comidered  oi  oiMfMM— R^gklnlloa*  [IM]; 

Eoclesiastieal  Oommlsafamiira*  [168Q;  CMiof 

the  Peace,  Ac. (Ireland)*  [194]. 
Third  Reading-Ajtnd  Write  Registration  (Seoi. 

Und)*[lll];  Borials   (Ireland)*  [2041  sad 

paeeed. 

The  Hoose  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
OOUNOIL  ON  EDUOATION  REPOET. 

QXJBBTIOir. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  wished  to  iik 
the  Vice  ProBident  of  the  Committee  of 
Coancil  on  Education,  Whether  the  Reptxti 
for  1868  of  (1.)  Committee  of  Ooaneiloa 
Education;  (2.)  Soienoe  and  Art  Depert- 
ment ;  (3.)  Medical  Offieer  of  Priry  Oooi- 
oil,  are  to  be  poblished  daring  thia  SeiM; 
and,  if  so,  when;  and,  whether  he  est  | 
assign  any  reason  why  the  pablication  d 
these  Reports  haye  been  thas  delayed  natil 
after  the  Votes  to  which  they  hare  reftr- 
once 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU,  in  leply, 
said,  that  the  reason  why  the  Report  ftr 
1868  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Bdi* 
cation   had  not  been  published  nntil  allv 
the  Education  Vote  was  asked  for  was  ikl 
the  Vote  was  taken  this  year  many  wssb 
earlier  than  usual.     The  Report  of  tts 
Science  and   Art  Department  woold  \m 
published  in  a  few  days.     The  Bepoit  rf 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Privy  Coancil  hd 
been  delayed  in  consequence  of  theeokMiri 
engravings,  but  it  would  shortly  be  m  lb 
hands  of  Members. 

ARMr— NON-COMBATANT  OFFIOEBI. 

QUESnON. 

Captaik  VIVIAN  said,  he  wooU  h| 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wtfli 
Why  non-combatant  Officers  wbes  ap- 
pointed to  mounted  corps  are  oompelMli 
pay  ration  stoppages,  although  tbe^  lO" 
ceifed  no  mounted  pay  ? 

Sir    JOHN    PAKINQTON   saii  h 
reply,  that  it  was  impossible  to  deaj  M 
with  reference  to  non-eombaiant  tdktk 
especially  with    respect    to   the  noirf- 
officers,  there  was  a  great  ineonsiiMiC 
in  their  pay.     Some  years  ago  the  pij*  . 
the  medical  officers  in  the  Army  wsi  10*; 
considered,  and  the  pay  of  the  lef 
medical  officers  was  raised  to  the  letol 
the  Cavalry  officers'  pay,  thereby 
the  Cavalry  officers  at  some  diBadTaila|i| 
with  respect  to  forage  deductions.   It 
however,  constantly  found   that  meilil: 
officers  in  the  Army  were  desironi  of  i^ 
taining  commissions  in  Caralry 
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MEDICO-LEGAL  INQUIRIES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  CLIVE  said,  he  would  beg  to  stk 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
ptrtment.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  GoTorD- 
nenthafo  determined  to  recommend  the 
tppoiatment  of  a  Royal  Gommiision  to 
report  cm  the  mode  of  conducting  medico - 
Vyal  inquiries  as  to  the  operation  of 
tiw  Sanitary  Laws  ? 

Ma.  OATHORNE  HARDT,  in  reply, 
nid,  that  an  influential  deputation  had 
waited  upon  him  to  urge  the  appointment 
of  a  Royal  Commission,  and  the  subject 
woold  not  be  lost  sight  of.  Some  docu- 
moDti  were  about  to  be  laid  before  the 
GoTemment  with  a  view  of  seeing  what 
ittpi  should  be  taken  in  the  matter. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE— RINDERPEST  IN 
AUSTRU.— QUESTION. 

¥&.  MOFFATT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ilk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AStirs,  If  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
eoorte  has  been  adopted  by  the  Austrian 
Goferoment  for  prcfentiog  the  introduction 
of  lioderpest  from  Hungary  or  Galioia  into 
Aastria  ? 

Loan  STANLEY  said,  he  regretted 
chat  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
tbe  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  satis- 
faetorily.  A  Bill  had  passed  the  Lower 
House  of  the  Austrian  Legislature  to 
prefent  the  introduction  of  the  cattle 
plague,  but  he  had  not  seen  a  copy  of 
it.  He  had,  however,  written  to  Vienna 
si  the  request  of  the  Prify  Council  Office 
to  obtaio  a  copy,  which  he  hoped  to  receive 
m  a  few  days. 

SHERIFF  OF  THE  COUNTY  OF  YORK. 

QUBSnON. 

VisoouvT  MILTON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  a>k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
H«ae  Department,  If  he  sees  any  objec- 
tioa  to  the  appointment  of  a  High  Sheriff 
for  eseh  of  the  Ridings  of  the  county  of 
York— namely,  one  for  the  East,  one  for 
the  West,  and  one  for  the  North  Riding, 
and,  if  he  doea  see  any  difficulty  or  ob- 
jeetiooB,  if  he  will  state  the  same  to  the 
flooae? 

Ma.  GATHORNE    HARDY   said,  in 

nplj,  that  he  had  already  stated  his  opi- 

■iui  that  it  waa  a  very  objectionable  state 

.    ^tbbgs  that  any  one  High  Sheriff  should 

we  elections  to  conduct  for  the  three 
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Ridings,  with  difisions  in  them,  and  two 
assises.  It  woold  not  be  necessary,  he 
thought,  to  appoint  a  Sheriff  for  each 
Riding.  It  would  be  sufficient  to  have  a 
Sheriff  for  the  West  Riding,  to  attend  the 
assizes  at  Leeds,  and  another  for  the  East 
and  North  Ridings,  who  should  attend  the 
assises  at  York. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
baring  regard  to  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  the  period  of  the  Session,  he 
would  object  to  substitute  a  measure  bar- 
ing a  temporary  effect  so  far  as  the  Indian 
Council  in  this  Country  is  concerned, 
for  the  proposed  Government  of  India 
Amendment  Bill  f 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB,  in 
reply,  said,  there  would  be  four  racancies 
in  the  Council  of  India  this  year,  and  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  inducing  gen- 
tlemen to  accept  the  office,  unless  they 
knew  the  nature  of  tbe  tenure  by  which 
they  would  hold  their  offices,  and  the 
amount  of  their  salaries.  The  Gorern- 
ment  of  India  Amendment  Bill  only  con- 
tained six  clauses.  The  Ist  had  passed 
through  Committee.  To  the  3rd,  5th, 
and  6th  there  was  no  objection.  The 
4th  related  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Gorernor  General's  Council  in  India,  which 
might  giro  rise  to  some  discussion,  and  he 
proposed  to  withdraw  it  from  the  Bill  and 
transfer  it  to  the  Gorernor  General  of  India 
Bill.  The  last  clause  referred  to  the  sala- 
ries of  future  Members  of  the  Council. 
The  Bill  stood  for  Committee  that  day, 
and  if  he  was  allowed  to  pass  it  through 
Committee  at  the  unopposed  hour  hon. 
Members  might  more  any  new  clauses  on 
the  Report,  and  the  field  of]  discussion 
would  thus  be  much  narrowed. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MAR- 
KET ixC'CammUUd)  BILL— [Bill  189.] 
(^Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr,  Bunt.) 

OOJflOTTEE.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [26th  June],  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leare  the  Chair ;  "  and  which  Amend- 
ment was, 

To  leave  out  from  tbe  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Quef  tion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  reqairing 
that  in  order  to  preTent  the  introdaction  of  (he 
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CatUe  Plagut  into  this  Counirj  from  abroad,  all 
foreign  cattle  and  other  animals  imported  into 
the  Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  pre- 
scribed spot,  and  shall  not  be  removed  thence 
alive,  ought  not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the 
general  policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on 
the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom/' — {Mr,  Mtlner  Oibton,) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part  of 
the  Question.'' 

Debate  reiutned, 

Mb.  CORR ANCE  ♦  :  During  the  long 
and  able  address  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ashton-under-Ljne  (Mr. 
M liner  Qibson),  he  referred  to  me  as  one 
partially  responsible  for  the  Bill  which  is 
now  before  the  House.    He  has  some  right 
to  do  BO,  I  admit  ;  for  on  several  occasions 
I  hafe  both  urged  its  adoption,  and  advo- 
cated tho   principle   upon  which  it  rests. 
At  the  commencement  of  this  Session  I 
expressed  my  satisfaction  at  its  introduc- 
tion, in  a  paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
Upon  Committee  I  have  given   its  main 
provisions  my  support,  both  personally  and 
as  President  of  one  of  those  Chambers  to 
which  he  alludes,  he  asks  me  to  show  cause 
for  this  in  my  place.  As  far  as  my  humble 
powers  go,  he  shall  have  no  cause  to  com- 
plain  of   my   reticence   in   such    respect. 
Nevertheless^  in  re-opening  a  debate  of  so 
much  importance,  there  are  some  conside- 
rations which  press  upon  me  with  unusual 
weight.     It  seems  to  me  that  I  have  un- 
dertaken too  much,  at  least  if  it  is  held 
necessary  that  I  should  follow  in  detail  all 
the  arguments  the  hon.  Member  has  put 
forth.     The  ground  he  covered   was   im- 
mense— Spain,  France,  Portugal,  Denmark 
and   Barking   Creek,  with   accompanying 
statistics,  facts  and  figures  appropriate  to 
each.   The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  tells  us  that  a  lengthy  state- 
ment must  be  answered  at  length.     Why 
then  I  pity  the  House  ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  let  the  House  be  re-assured 
my  remarks  on  each  topic  shall  be  brief. 
I  shall    impose  limits  on  myself.     I  will 
sot  go  to  Spain  or  Portugal,  or  Denmark, 
or  Barking  Creek.     I  will  not  go  into  the 
details  of  this  Bill,  nor   follow  my  right 
hon.  Friend  into  the  technical  objections 
he  takes.     I  leave  this  to  moro  able  bands 
than  myself.     It  is  always  more  pleasant 
to  agree  than  to  differ  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  do  agree  with  him  up  to  a 
eertain  point.     What  is  the  nature  of  the 
Amendment  ho   makes  ?     He   affirms  a  I 


principle  from  which  I  do  not  diMenfr— 
that  all  legislation  upon  this  matter  should 
be  of  a  general  and  eomprehensive  class. 
Well,  is  it  not  so  up  to  this  point  ?    Why 
this  is  the  view  I  hare  always  held,  uA 
which  I  advocated  last  year  in  this  Hooiti 
Let  us  look  back.     In  pnrtnanee  of  tUi 
principle,   I    urged   the   adoption  of  tbi 
slaughter  clause  at  all  the  ports.  wUsh 
by  an  act  of  Privy  Coanoil  was  carrisl 
out.      In   accordance  with    this  printiph 
the  restrictions  then  existing   opon  ths 
home  traffic  was  relaxed,  to  the  immeditts 
benefit  of  the  consumers  of  meat.    Ths 
separation  of  the  metropolitan  market  was 
nrged  to  the  same  effect,  and  this  agsis 
to  be  followed  by  other  measures  of  a  eoi- 
sistent  class.     But  the  right  hon.  Oentis- 
man  is  not  satisfied  with  this,  and  he  waits 
legislation  of  a  more  comprehensiye  das^ 
not  consecotire   measures   such   as  thn. 
Now,  our  differences  begin  at  that  point 
Does  he  really  think  that  we  could  eanj 
such  a  measure  as  this,  and  can  he  rsaOy 
throw  much  blame  upon  Qorernment  te 
this?     The  right  hon.  Member  was  part 
of  an  Administration  once  ;  and  what  took 
place  ?     A  few  years  since  our  cattle  wt 
dying  by  scores ;  meat  at  famine  priet ; 
farmers  at  their  wits'  end  ;  consumers  n* 
consuming  ;  and  what  took  place?    If  ay 
memory  serves  me  Her  Majesty's  GoviiB- 
ment  preserved  a  most  majestio  atthnd^ 
but  they  did  not  more  in  the  least.    B 
was   a  vindication   of  a   great  poliey,  S 
policy  which  had  a  French  name.    Is  Am 
the  policy  the  right  hon.  Member  adDiisst 
He  did  not  explain  himself  quite  fsBf 
upon  that  point.     The  laisiejif  fmn  m 
not  cure  the  plague  nevertheless.    I  wl 
not  impute   it  as  a  fault,  for  it  is,  wd 
must  be,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  a  obsnh 
teristic  of  the   legislation  of  this  HoM 
and  Government,  such  as  ours,  oannot  BHi 
until  public  opinion  is  expressed.    In  tUi 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  blsail 
the  action  of  the  Government,  rashly  si  I 
think  ;  and  there  is  some  heedless  rheliril 
even  on  that  side  of  the   House.     Til 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  see  the  ensil 
of  that  course,  but  that  he  himself  wosU 
take  such  prompt  and  decisive  measmwii 
what,  from  these  antecedents,  I  should  Ml 
expect.     But,  if  such  be  the  case^  «W 
next }     What  is  the  next  step  npoa  Sit 
path  ?   A  separate  market  we  thmk.  I  ■ 
leave  the  question  of  the  absolute  b1m|^ 
ter  apart,  and  whether  this  should  be  v 
continued  or  not.     The  neeesaity  is  iV 
tainly  very  great.    Wiihoat  it  no  eftehd 
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prceutiOD;  oo  good  iaspootioB ;  no  qoa- 
notioa ;  and  lattly,  do  relaxation  of  the 
pmeot  reitrietion  can  be  carried  out,  safely 
it  iMit.    Sarelj,  it  abould  form  part  of 
tboie  eomplete  arrangementB  jou  hope  to 
larry  oat.    The  reasoas  against  it  do  not 
leem  to  no  to  possess  much  weight.     If 
there  ii  dlfleoUj  in  passing  this  law,  mncb 
more  lo  tbe  complete  measure  of  the  right 
koo.  Afeober.    Who  could  get  such  a  Bill 
(hrougli  this  House  ?     The  Select  Com- 
ulttae  would  last  seferal  Tears,  and  no 
room  in  this  House  would  hold  the  conn- 
lel  for  the  defence.    Ton  would  have  de- 
psUtioDi  seferal  miles  long,  and  Parlia- 
ment Street  under  blockade  from  morning 
BDtil  night.    I  am  aware  that  there  are 
ineoBTeniences  to  this  partial  or  consecn- 
tife  form  of  legislation  ;  we  had  an  instance 
sot  long  since.     The  6of  ernment  in  com- 
plisBoe  with  the  great  pressure  put  upon 
them  bj  tbe  hon.  Member  and  his  Priends 
00  that  side  of  the  House,  as  he  sajs — 
tor  1  do  not  say  so,  mark  that — the  Oo- 
Tenusent  prematurely,  as  I  think,  made 
some  reUution  in  respect  to  certain  stock 
— Spanish  and  Portuguese.     Well,  what 
took  pJsM  ?    It  was  found  to  giro  an  ad- 
raai^  to  land  borne  stock,  and  difficul- 
ties sprang  up.     This  I  foresaw  from  the 
first    Of  this  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman 
tikes  sdfsntage  at  once,  though  with  some 
tcroples  of  conscience  I  should  think.     If 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  profit  by  the 
nss  made  of  sach  a  concession  it  will  act  as 
s  vamiog,  no  doubt.     But  in  connection 
tith  SQch  a  measure,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  really  stated  a  remarkable  fact,  I  mean, 
vhat  would  be  inserted  in  the  papers  as  a 
rinarkahle  fact  along  with  the  big  turnip, 
•f  ooorse.     He  tells  us  that  in  Manchester 
sad  Birmingham  it  has  rained  ribs  of  beef 
•ter  since.    [An  hon.  Membeb  :  He  says 
^'oattle."]  Well,  that  is  more  remarkable, 
of  esnrse;  but  for  the  euphony,  I  like  ribs 
of  beef,  if  he  will  permit  me  for  this  once  : 
—that  may  account  for  the  drought.     All 
Iks  rain  has  turned  to  ribs  of  beef.  Where 
on  sank  could  they  have  come  from  !  Not 
^nm  Spain  or  Portugal,  without  doubt, 
for  tke  Betnms  are  bofore  us  as  to  that — 
•kont  3,000  head   into  Liverpool   during 
tke  year.     Why,  that  would  not  make  one 
v^eiate  shower  of  beef-steaks.     But  it 
hss  keen  raining  ribs  of  beef,  we  are  as- 
Md  of  that  t  and  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
JtiC|*a  GoTomment  has  been  the  cause  of 
|bia— we  gather  that  fact,  at  least.     This 
IS  me  of  those  acts  for  which  the  discre- 
l^of  tba  Priyy  Council  ought  to  be  praised 


according  to  the  theory  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  put  forth.  Does  he  praise  them 
for  this  ?  Why,  he  does  not  scruple  to  say 
that  it  is  an  electioneering  trick — raining 
ribs  of  beef.  Well,«I  do  not  wonder  at 
his  discomfiture  at  such  a  trick  as  this 
for  an  adfersary  to  possess.  It  outdoes 
Houdin,  and  beats  Mr.  Home  ontright. 
There  is  something  substantial  about  this; 
and  if  Her  Majesty's  Go?ernment  should 
exercise  this  art,  put  in  gentle  showers  of 
this  sort  about  Christmas  next,  I  think 
we  shall  know  what  sort  of  a  Parliament 
to  expect.  There  will  not  be  a  Radical 
returned  to  this  House,  and,  I  am  afraid, 
some  Tory  moderate  Whigs  at  best.  But 
is  it  not  just  possible  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  drawing  upon  his 
imagination  just  a  little.  I,  at  least,  must 
think  so  upon  one  point ;  and  if  it  has 
been  raining  ribs  of  beef,  Her  Majesty's 
GoTornment  haye  shown  themsehes  very 
weather  wise  in  such  respects.  I  giye 
them  full  credit  for  this,  while,  I  doubt, 
with  a  Tiew  to  the  present  measure,  the 
expediency  of  the  act.  Now,  let  me  turn 
to  an  argument  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
much  pressed  —  namely,  the  wisdom  and 
policT  of  leaTiog  an  irresponsible  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Priyy  Council  in  matters 
of  this  class.  We  hate  had  some  expe- 
rience of  gorernment  of  this  sort,  and  we 
like  goyemment  by  Acts  of  Parliament 
best.  Why,  what  is  our  experience  of  this 
sort  of  goyernment,  and  to  what  has  it 
led?  Let  us  look  baok  a  littlo  for  this. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  may  remember  some- 
thing of  this.  At  a  time  of  a  most  critical 
kind  it  resisted  eyery  eyidence  and  adyice, 
scientific  and  practical  alike.  Supported 
by  the  urban  Press,  it  defied  alike  science 
and  common  sense,  and  we  know  the  rest. 
That  it  was  not  until  scourged  by  an  in- 
tolerable and  widely-spread  plague,  and 
threatened  by  a  famine  which  reached  to 
these  gates  that  it  accorded  aught.  Nor, 
indeed,  was  it  until  the  adyent  of  a  new 
Administration  that  a  real  change  in  its 
policy  took  place.  Happily  for  this  coun- 
try that  it  did  so,  for  let  me  ask  him,  and 
right  hon.  Members  to  reflect  upon  the 
consequences,  had  this  scourge  continued 
during  one  more  year  with  wheat  at  70«.f 
and  the  distress  of  the  poorer  class  in- 
creased by  it,  and  who  can  doubt  that,  had 
the  Priyy  Council  had  its  way,  this  would 
haye  been  the  case  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  alluded  to  Franco,  and  he  now 
recommends  us  to  imitate  a  policy  which 
is  not  that  of  laisiez  /atrs^at  least,  an 
X  2 


615         M$tropoUtan  Fbreign         [COMHONS} 


OaM$  Marltd  J9fB. 


616 


admirable  system  no  donbt,  and  followed 
bj  an  admirable  result.  Well,  once  more, 
let  me  recall  the  memory  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  anterior  facts.  Does  my  hon. 
Friend  recollect  a  cofrespondence  with  my 
humble  self  upon  this  —  writing  to  him 
as  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  —  as 
President  of  a  simple  ''  Farmer's  Club  ?" 
Well,  I  have  copies  of  these,  and  their 
purport  is  that  I  called  upon  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  consider 
the  question  from  the  stand-point  of  France. 
I  urged  imitation  of  that  system,  and  the 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
like  Mr.  Behic,  and  provincial  newspapers 
called  me  a  modest  man,  and  they  were 
right ;  but  it  seems  that  I  was  right,  too, 
nefertheless,  and  it  commands  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  consent.  I  bafe  con- 
sidered the  matter  well  since,  and  I  hare 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  under  Pri?y 
Council  government  that  system  could  not 
be  carried  out,  though  it  could  under  Mr. 
Behic  and  the  Emperor  of  France.  The 
difference  must  at  all  times  be,  that  we 
have  no  Emperor  and  we  have  no  Mr. 
Behic.  There  is  no  superior  power  there 
to  over-rule  and  meddle  and  muddle 
everything  it  has  the  misfortune  to  touch. 
Here  there  are  several  such.  Under 
what  influence  does  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil act  ?  Under  what  pressure  from  with- 
out ?  What  has  been  imputed  to  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  as  a 
cause  for  this  last  Order  respecting  Portu- 
guese stock  ?  Is  there  anything  to  inspire 
respect  in  this  ?  Nor,  Sir,  let  me  say 
plainly,  does  confidence  exist  ?  I  will  not 
impute  it  as  a  fault  that  a  French  system 
cannot  be  carried  out, — we  lack  every 
element  of  success.  The  high  and  irre- 
sponsible authority,  which  sets  mere  selfish 
suggestions  at  naught,  the  skilled  official, 
the  aptitude  for  management,  and  the  pa- 
tience to  endure— all  these  are  wanting  to 
as.  But  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  has 
complained  that  no  scientific  evidence  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill.  What  is  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  ?  I  know 
that  until  very  lately  he  had  doubts  upon 
a  very  vital  point — namely,  the  specific  ori- 
gin of  this  disease.  This  is  an  important 
point.  But  upon  what  grounds  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  doubt  ?  To  us,  who 
are  less  sceptically  minded,  the  demonstra- 
tion amounts  to  proof.  In  favour  of  it  we 
have  not  only  the  opinions  of  all  our  best 
veterinarians,  but  the  united  testimony  of 
all  Europe  on  its  behalf.     In  that  great 
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European  Oongrvfi  held  at  Hambarg  m 
1863,  out  of  nearly  200  Teterinarians,  &ere 
was  not  a  dissentient  voice.  Nay,  the  Pre- 
sident, Professor  Zugger,  epeaka  thos^ 

**  Rinderpest  ii  not  a  diiease  of  to-day.  U  it 
an  old  disease,  and  when  wt  deliberate  npoa  iti 
prevention  or  limitation,  we  most  not  foinefc  iti 
historj.  And  what  does  that  history  prove  f  It 
proves  that  the  malady  spreads  as  a  cootsgioii 
disease  over  the  West  and  Sonth  of  Europe,  ctmf 
ing  from  the  East,  and  this  happens  always  at  i 
time  when  learned  men  start  the  question.  Dm 
rinderpest  really  spread  by  means  of  a  contagios, 
or  does  it  not  ?  Does  it  develop  primarily  f  As! 
when  this  question,  emanating  from  leaned  bib, 
excited  attention  in  any  countiy,  it  was  alwajis 
misfortune  for  that  coantry,  France,  HoUsa^ 
and  England  can  testify  to  this." 

Now,  we,  at  least,  do  not  want  any  fbrtlNi 
demonstration  than  that  which  we  have  m 
dearly  bought,  and  we  can  very  well  dis- 
pense with  any  further  doubts  of  learesl 
men.     But  the   next   argument   ia  tUii 
That  what  we  as  agricnlturalista  wantv  iia 
gigantic  system  of  Protection  for  oar  eattkv 
similar  to  that  we  bad  for  com.     And  on 
this  what  evidence  is  adduced  ?      That  sf 
Sir  James  Elphinstone,  who  says  that  tbe 
present    drawback    upon     Scotch    cattle 
amounts  to  as  much  as   £2   per  hmL 
Well,  with  the  accuracy  of  his  calenladot 
we  have  little  to  do  ;   let  as  asaame  it  ta 
be  a  fact.     Does  it  at  all  prove  that  the 
consumer  would  be  taxed  to  thia  amoaalf 
For  this  is  what  is  said — "Why.  it  ii  it 
much  dearer,  no  doubt,  to  him.     If  by  aor 
means  you  reduce  the  profit  of  an  artisli 
to  the  producer,  do  you  think  he  will  m- 
duce  at  a  loss,  especially  when  the  reoae- 
tion  is  caused  by  artificial  meana  ?  ^    Tbi 
consumer  pays  for  it,  no  donbt,  and  eva 
on  the  foreign  stock,  the  price  of  wUdk 
will  be  thus  artificially  enhanced.    It  asii 
as   a    protectire  duty   to   him  onlesi  hi 
labours  under  similar  disadvaotages,  aii 
then  the  consumer  pays  for  both  al  tfci 
increased  rate.      Well,  this  is  not  Fm 
Trade  f      But  '*  what  ia  Free  Trade?" 
I  may  at  this  time,  at  leaat^  bo  asked.  I 
will  be  very  plain  upon  thia  point.    ITpii 
a  former  occasion  the  right  hon.  IfeaW 
for    Sonth   Lancashire  tannted  m.    Hi 
said  that  we  never  lost  an  oeeaaion  ol  vV 
bling  at  this.     Now,  I  will,  at  least,  m 
the  present  occasion,  leave  him  no  oecui* 
to  say  so.     We  are  not  apt  at  ezplanatiiei 
and  we  find  it  better  to  call  a  spade  asps'! 
than  an  agricultural  implement^  whidiskl 
might  be  a  rake.       What  ia  this  IM 
Trade,  of  the  honour  of  which  right  hlii 
Gentlemen  are  so  isnioeptible.     I  say  it  ii 
time  to  ask,  what  ia  thia  watohworiiil 
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eitehwordy  which  we  hear  from  bo  many 
fipe?  All  elaim  it  alike.  We  do  know 
whal  it  baa  meant,  in  some  oaaea  at  least. 
Let  me  aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thia— 
applied  to  Ireland,  did  it  mean  Irish  de- 
popalatioQ,  and  that  Fenianism  which  fol- 
Iowa  open  its  wake,  to  which  joa  offer  up 
ihe  Irish  Church  f  Some  facts  would  lead 
Da  to  aoppose  this.  Let  me  ask  the  ri^ht 
Jboo.  Gentleman  to  consider  this.  In  1 660 
yoo  paaaed  a  law  prohihiting  the  iroporta- 
tioo  of  Inah  cattle  into  England,  and  the 
land  went  to  tillage,  of  course.  In  1690 
TOO  placed  4<.  additional  duty  upon  every 
20f.  worth  of  hroaddoth  exported.  So 
aheop  and  woollen  manufactures  go  out. 
By  10  Will.  III.  yon  put  2«.  on  serge 
and  baise  and  kersey.  And  a  little  later, 
by  3  di  4  Anne,  you  smite  the  linen  trade 
with  a  prohibitory  law.  In  1848  you  tell 
the  aame  people  to  compete  with  the  whole 
world  in  what  they  like.  Kow  is  that 
Free  Trade  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nan  tell  me  so  ?  Then  it  is  not  (thus  ap- 
yiDed)  a  principle  I  can  accept.  Once 
more,  does  it  mean  unchecked  monopoly 
and  seHishness  ?  Does  it  mean  cattle 
plagae  f  Does  it  mean  the  sale  of  Alaba- 
flMf  f  We  have  heard  it  claimed  for  each. 
Doeo  it  mean  the  free  enjoyment  of  Tice 
and  miaery  and  dirt  ?  Then  it  is  a  prin- 
ople  I  do  not  nibble  at — I  do  not  accept. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deign  to  reply, 
let  bim  answer  this.  If  not  let  him  once 
more  appeal  to  popular  ignorance  and  stamp 
cot  the  doubt.  And  let  him  also  reply  to 
a  greater  than  I  am  in  this  House,  who  in 
anawer  to  his  imputation  at  that  very  time 
ipoke  thus  — 

**In  my  right  hon.   Friend's  mind  political 
mmomj  seems  to  stand  for  a  set  of  practical 
naiims.    It  is  not  a  science.    It  is  not  a  theory 
sf  the  manner  in  which  canses  produce  effects. 
ftba  set  of  practical  rules,  and  these  practical 
nlis  are  indefeasible.    Now,  so  far  from  being  a 
Mef  roles  to  be  applied  without  regard  for  times, 
W|Uees,or  circumstances,  the  function  of  poli- 
tml  seonomy  is  to  enable  us  to  find  the  rules 
^■Uck  ought  to  govern  any  state  of  circumstances 
*^vliidk  we  hare  to  deal,  which  are  never  the 
1^  is  any  two  cases.    My  right  hon.  Friend 
**bien  very  plain  spoken,  and  I  will  be  plain 
JV|to  too.  Political  economy  has  many  enemies, 
1**^  hi  worst  enemies  arc  its  friends.     It  is  such 
**^  of  argument  as  this  that  has  made  political 
••aWMuj  so  thoroughly  unpopular  with  a  large 
*^  BOi  the  least  philanthropic  portion  of  the 
[      fy*  0^  England.     In  my  hon.  Friend's  mind 
Huisal  economy  seems  to  exist  as  a  bar,  even 
^  tte  fiiir  consideration  of  anything  that  is  pro- 
|M  lor  the  benefit  of  the  economic  oondition  of 
■If  fsople,  in  any  bat  the  old  ways." 

I  flaee  the  quotation  unreseryedly  at  the 


disposal  of  that  Bench,  and  if  its  wisdom 
is  recognized  it  may  save  us  from  some 
future  mishaps.     But  if  this  is  not  Protec- 
tion, is  it  starfation  of  the  poorer  class  ? 
The  argument  has  been  much  pressed,  and 
a  learned  Counsel  was  very  eloquent  upon 
this,  hut  most  de6cient  in  proof.     Why, 
turn  to   evidence,   and   to   what  does  it 
amount.     Who  want  to  feed  the  poorer 
classes,  and  by  what  means  ?     Well,  we 
are  told — that  brought  and  driven  through 
narrow  and  crowded  streets  to  the  abomi- 
nation of  the  abattoirs  reeking  in  our  midst, 
they  are  slaughtered,  and  sold — to  whom  ? 
— the  poorer  classes  ?     Well  to  the  Jew 
middleman  first,  and  then,  through  such 
philanthropic   hands,   finally  sold    to   the 
poorer  class,  with  a  second  and  third  profit, 
no  doubt.     I  can  claim  some  sympathy 
with  the  poorer  class,  but  not  of  this  sort. 
Nor  do  I  quite  believe  in  a  dispensation  to 
which  a   Jew   salesman  administers  after 
this  sort.    Otherwise  the  argument  is  self- 
destrnctiye,  for  if  foreign  stock  is  not  im- 
ported, it  will  be  because  home  stock  is 
too  cheap,  and    the  argument  that   the 
poorer  classes  will  buy  foreign  meat — in 
the  first  place  because  it  is  dearer,  and  the 
second  place  because  it  is  bad — will  not 
hold  good.     At  any  rate  my  sympathies 
do  not  extend  to  this.  The  learned  Counsel 
was  eloquent,  I  admit,  and   he  has  pub- 
lished his  speech,  and  some  hon.  Members 
have  read  it,  no  doubt.     Well,  he  did  not 
convince  roe,  I  confess  ;  first,  because  I 
thought  that  perhaps  he  mistook  his  au- 
dience ;  and,  secondly,  because  he  did  not, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  prove  his  case. 
Nor,  if  I  am  permitted  to  say  so,  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  urged  this 
with  so  much  ability  upon  this  House  ?     I 
have,  I  feel,  trespassed  too  long  upon  the 
House  ;    but  I  think  it  will  be   admitted 
that  I  have  not  done  so  needlessly,  if  due 
allowance   be  made    for  the  number  and 
variety  of  the  arguments  I  have  had  to 
meet.     One  only  remains — the  consumers* 
interest  in  this.     There  can  be  but  one  ra- 
tional opinion,  that  as  far  as  he  is  con- 
cerned all  restrictions  are  bad.     Nothing 
but  dire  necessity  can  justify  them  in  any 
case.     He  pays  fur  trouble  and  risk  and 
loss.     This  sealed  London  market  and  re- 
stricted   traffic  arc  at  his  cost.     But,  he 
also  pays  for  cattle  plagues  of  all  sorts. 
Is  this  clearly  understood  ?      I  must  think 
not.      Why,  what  has  been  proposed  in 
this  case  ?      That  if  a  foreign  cattle  mar- 
ket is  put  under  certain  restrictions  for  a 
certain  purpose,  the  same  should  also  apply 


619        MetropoUtoH  H>reiffn         {COMUONS) 


OattU  MarM  SOL 


6i0 


to  another  market  where  no  inch  neces- 
sitj  exists.     Why,  what  sort  of  legislation 
is  this  ?   Is  the  consumer  interested  ?    Let 
me,   at  least,  ask  this.      My  right  hon. 
Friend  does  not,  of  course,  agree  to  it.  He 
has  more  justly  assumed  that  our  object 
must  be  rather  to  relax  in  every  possible 
way.     But  there  is  only  one  way  in  which 
this  would  be  possible  and  safe.     Separate 
the  market  for  foreign  stock.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wants  to  maintain  the  pre- 
sent system,  until  it  shall  be  possible  to 
carry  out  the  complete  system  he  suggests. 
Now,  let  my  right  hon.  Friend  remember 
this,  that  he  cannot  do  so  if  he  would,  no, 
not — should  this  Bill  drop — for  six  weeks. 
Consumers  and  producers  will  make  com- 
mon cause,  and  sweep  away  this  system, 
especially  since  the  admission  of  foreign 
stock.     It   is   a   grave  responsibility  you 
sook,  you  who  would  defeat  this  scheme. 
With  the  relaxation  will  come  the  disease 
and  fresh  distress,  and  it  will  be  with  con- 
sumers you  will  have  to  settle  accounts. 
With  wheat  at  70s»  and  harvest  doubtful 
as  yet,  dare  you  face  the  winter  thus  ?     I 
speak  for  the  poorer  class.     Under  your 
system  of  government   we  have   suffered 
much.     You  call  our  attention  to  France. 
There  may  come  a  time  when  wearied  with 
your  delays,   your    war  of  parties,   your 
needless  exertions  and   self-inflicted   ills, 
the  people  of  this  country  may  indeed  look 
to  France,  and  remembering   the  advice 
you  now  give,  may  seek  protection  in  the 
sense  of  immunity  from  needless  evils,  in 
the  policy  of  Imperial  France. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  concern  to  the  closing  sentences 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Corrance's) 
speech,  and  it  astounded  him  not  a  little  to 
hear  one,  who  rose  as  the  representative  of 
what  was  termed  the  agricultural  interest, 
assuming  the  attitude  of  a  suffering  and 
persecuted  man.  What  had  he  suffered  ? 
fie  had  suffered  the  abstraction  of  the 
power  of  supporting  his  own  industry  at 
the  expense  of  others,  and  had  also  ex- 
perienced the  great  evil  of  obtaining  under 
the  influence  of  free  competition  a  higher 
range  of  prices  for  almost  every  production 
in  which  he  was  interested  than  the  system 
of  Protection  afforded.  The  matter  of  the 
Bill  was  complicated  enough  in  itself,  so 


tions  of  the  most  complicated  anjl  obsevri 
characteri  and  which  were  hardly  to  be 
despatched  without  endless    eontroveny. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  who,  judging  from  the  state  of  tke 
Treasury  Bench,  appeared  to  be  the  sob 
representative  of  the  Government  upon  tUi 
measure,  had  in  his  very  animated  speeeh 
the  other  day  left  out  of  view  two  fbndih 
mental  considerations,  without  a  clear  n- 
derstanding  as  to  which  it  would  be  impoi* 
sible  to  entertain  such  a  measure.     Ht 
would  not  accuse  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoeitfl^ 
notwithstanding  the  provocation  which  their 
language  seemed  to  offer,  of  the  intentki 
to  return  to  Protection  under  the  veil  of  si 
enactment  of  this  kind  ;  but  he  eould  ml 
forget  that  the  noble  Lord  had  expreissi 
his  entire  condemnation  of  the  foreign  es^ 
tie  trade,  and  in  the  corrected  copy  of  the 
noble  Lord 'a  speech  which  was  now  befbie 
him,  the  noble  Lord  assumed  thataeertiii 
group  of  diseases  had  been  imported  If 
means  of  foreign  cattle,  and  that  the  km 
resulting  from  those  diseases  was  grmim 
than  the  aggregate  value  of  the  cattle  ioH 
ported.    The  noble  Lord  also  assumed  thst 
a  wholesale  system  of  contraband  was  mh 
ried  on  to  enable  the  batchers  to  pass  of 
foreign  meat  as  British,  to  the  injoiyof 
the  consumers.     Finally,  the  noble  Loid 
complained  of  the  good  old  lamp  of  IMI 
having  been  exchanged  for  the  laekend 
lantern  brought   to  us  by  the  stranger^ 
this  good  old  lamp  being,  no  doobtt  the  sv> 
elusive  privilege  for  the  benefit  of  the  Biil- 
ish  agriculturist  of  supplying  not  only  tkt 
markets  of  London  but  all  the  markets  of 
the  country.     The  object  of  such  reprssH- 
tations  could  not  be  mistaken^t  wai  to 
describe  as  a  calamity  the  removal  of  p^ 
hibitions  and  the  introduction   of  fbnfp 
cattle.    But  he  drew  a  broad  distiDeCifl 
between    this  park  of   the  noble  Lsril 
speech  and  that  in  which  he  diseassed  tbi 
restrictions  upon  British  cattle  which  wirt 
now  in  force.     He  was  bound  to  say  M 
as  regards  one  portion  of  his  argumeatii 
that  head^-namely,  with  respect  to  tbi 
present  extent  of  the  metropolitan  diilriA 
it  appeared  unanswerable.     With  rmrf 
to  those  restrictions  generally  he  did  sil 
presume  to  give  any  opinion  whether  thtf 
could  with  safety  be  removed.     He  wmH 


that  there  was  no  need  to  embarrass  its  I  venture  to  say  he  had  bat  little  laitkM 
consideration  still  further  by  attempts  to  |  them,  and  but  a  feeble  conTiction  of  iM 
revive  the  animosities  of  a  by-gone  centre-  j  necessity.  He  had  a  strong  sympathy  vii| 
versy.  At  the  close  of  the  Session  they  I  the  agriculturists  so  long  as  the  tsndcHf 
were  just  at  the  beginning  of  the  discussion  of  their  arguments  was  only  to  defflod 
of  the  details  of  a  Bill  involving  considera-  that  the  restrictions  on  themselTei  sfcsill 
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be  hooffht  to  the  minimnm  coDBisteni  with 
llio  pabue  welfare ;  bat  the  ourrent  alto- 
Mtber  tamed  when  they  began  to  urge 
demtodt  for  restrictions,   for  which   the 
Decetsity  bad  not  been   shown,  upon  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.     There  were 
two  branches  of  this  question  on  which  the 
ipeeeh  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  contain  a 
iiDgle  word,  but  which,  ne? ertheless,  were 
TiUi  (o  its  due  consideration.     The  first  of 
tbeae  was,  why  should  they  depart  from  the 
bssis  of   the  present  system — a  system 
voder  which  the  responsible  Ministers  of 
tbe  Crown  considered  from  time  to  time 
wbat  restrictions  were  or  were  not  neces- 
Bsry  either  in  respect  of  foreign  or  British 
cattle  f     The  bon.   Gentleman  who  had 
JQSt  sat  down  said  they  had  already  had 
enough  of  the  Priyy  Council ;  but  if  that 
was  so,  this  Bill  was  not  the  proper  mode 
of  applying  a  remedy.     The  proper  mode 
would  bo  to  fall  back  on  the  Motion  pro- 
poaed  by  his  right  bon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson}.     He  laid  down  a  pro- 
position which  it  tras  di£Scult  to  dispute — 
that  H  was  premature,  at  the  rery  least,  to 
psss  a  law  such  as  that  for  London,  without 
taki^into  consideration  the  policy  they 
ought  to  pursue  of  imposing  statutory  re- 
strictions on  the  cattle  trade  in  other  parts 
of  tbe  United  Kingdom.     His  own  belief 
was  that  that  yiew  of  the  case  was  insur-* 
mountable,  both  in  argument  and  in  com* 
BOO  seosot  and  that  thU  Bill  as  it  stood 
was  not  fit  to  be  carried  into  law.     In  a 
ease  of  this  kind  the  argument  in  fafour  of 
working  by  tbe  instrument  of  a  large  dis- 
cretion  in    the   Ezecutiye    rather    than 
by   rigid,   stereotyped,   statutory   restric- 
tioQa  waa  obfiooa  and  strong.     That  was 
a  state  of  things  ezoeediugly  appropriate, 
eoostderiog  the  present  state  of  our  know- 
ledge and  experience  with  regard  to  cattle 
diseaacs.    It  was  Tory  easy  to  assume  that 
the  cattle  plague  was  imported  from  abroad 
—  but  bow  ?     By  the  bodies  of  foreign 
c%tUe,  and  by  them  exclusively,  or  by  other 
BMaas»  by  persons   whose    contact   with 
ihcoi  was  close  and  immediate  f     The  opi- 
aioo  of  many  was  that  the  cattle  plague 
vma  imported  by  the  last  of  these  means. 
That  was  the  opinion  with  regard  to  its 
iiDportation  into  Ireland.     There  was  no 
pv^Mf  ibst  the  exdttsiye  communication  of 
the  cattle  plague  was  by  the  movement  of 
tlw  bodies  of  cattle.     How  did  the  cattle 
F^^ue  in  Aberdeenshire  leap  over  a  space 
#1  tweaty— or  as  some  said  tnirty— miles  ? 
I^vaa  not  in  that  instance  communicated 
*y  the  movement  of  cattle.    In  that  state 


of  things  two  matters  appeared  to  be  per- 
fectly clear.  One  was  that  the  greatest 
vigilance  should  be  exercised  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  watching  the  state  of  affairs 
in  foreign  countries  and  restricting  or 
stopping  importation  from  ports  suspected. 
The  other  was  that  wherever  the  mischief 
appeared  the  most  stringent  measures 
should  be  applied  for  restricting  the  evil. 
Other  restrictions,  it  appeared  to  him, 
should  in  the  present  state  of  our  know- 
ledge and  experience  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  who  should 
deal  from  day  to  day  with  the  actual  ne- 
cessities of  the  case.  He  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  transition  from  the  discre- 
tion.ary  powers  of  the  Privy  Council  to  a 
rigid  system  of  enactment  by  statute.  But 
if  the  time  had  arrived  for  a  departure 
from  the  principle  to  which  he  had  referred, 
why  should  the  change  applj  to  the  mar- 
kets of  London  only,  and  not  to  those  of 
the  country  generally  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  said  a  single  word  upon  that  im- 
portant portion  of  the  argument;  but  if 
there  were  to  be  such  a  transition  from 
executive  discretion  to  the  stereotyped 
provisions  of  the  law,  the  transition  should, 
at  all  events,  be  uniform — not  necessarily 
uniform  in  its  details,  but  founded  upon  a 
comprehensive  consideration  of  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  kingdom.  If  this 
transition  were  to  be  made  crude  and  rigid, 
provisions  like  those  contained  in  the  Bill 
should  not  receive  the  force  of  law.  We 
had  already  gained  some  experience  in  the 
working  of  the  system  of  separate  mar- 
kets. He  was  not  arguing  absolutely  and 
unconditionally  against  the  system  ;  alj  he 
said  was  that  that  system  was  so  fenced 
round  with  doubts  and  difficulties  and  evils 
and  iuconveniences,  that  whatever  was  to 
be  done  towards  carrying  it  into  effect 
should  be  done  under  the  discretion  and 
responsibility  of  the  Executive,  and  not  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Taking  the  case 
of  the  port  of  Hull,  he  found  that  in  the 
year  lo67  the  working  of  the  separate 
market  system  there  bad  been  greatly  to 
reduce  the  import  of  sheep,  lambs,  and 
pigs,  and  almost  to  extinguish  that  of 
cattle.  The  importation  of  sheep  and 
lambs  into  Hull  since  the  formation  of  a 
separate  market  had  fallen  from  69,000 
head  to  9,000 ;  pigs  had  diminished  from 
15,000  head  to  3,000  ;  cattle  from  41,000 
head  to  15,000,  and  for  the  first  fraction 
of  the  year  1868  the  trade  had  been  so 
reduced  that  it  might  be  considered  to 
have  ceased.     That  was  a  very  aerioaa 
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matter,  vrhioh  certainly  deserfed  the 
greatest  coniideration,  supposing  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
merely  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  subject  by  taking  a  division  upon 
going  into  Committee.  Another  point 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  not  referred  to 
in  the  slightest  degree,  and  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  especial  attention,  was  the 
question  of  finance.  The  contemplated  out- 
lay under  this  Bill  amounted  to  £300.000, 
which,  by  compensation  and  other  ex- 
penses, would  be  raised  to  £500.000.  If 
a  large  building  was  to  be  erected  at  this 
vast  expense,  and  if  the  public  was  to  be- 
come a  speculator  in  slaughterhouses,  we 
ought,  in  the  first  place,  to  see  clearly 
whence  that  £500,000  was  to  come.  An 
hon.  Member  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  other  day,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  deficiency  arising  in  the 
funds  necessary  for  the  erection  and  sus- 
tentation  of  this  market,  that  deficiency 
was  to  be  supplied  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ?  and  to  that  question  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  replied  in  unequivo- 
cal terms  that  it  was  not.  He  himself 
thereupon  ventured  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  event  of  such  deficiency 
arising,  in  what  way  it  was  to  be  met  ? 
but  to  that  question  he  was  not  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  a  reply.  It  was,  how- 
ever, absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
have  a  reply  to  that  question  before  they 
proceeded  further  with  this  measure.  It 
was  impossible  that  they  could  authorize 
the  outlay  of  this  large  sum  of  money 
without  taking  into  consideration,  in  the 
first  place,  the  provisions  by  which  the  Bill 
was  to  be  converted  from  a  phantom  into  a 
reality.  If  the  Commissioners  were  not 
armed  with  sufficient  borrowing  powers, 
the  House  might  find  itself  in  the  ridicu< 
Ions  position  that,  after  a  prolonged  conflict 
in  that  House,  the  Assent  of  the  Crown 
might  bo  given  to  a  statute  which  might 
prove  to  bo  an  absolute  dead  letter.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  make  some 
statement  upon  this  part  of  the  question. 
By  another  part  of  the  Bill  it  was  provided 
that  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don might  become  the  market  authorities 
under  the  Bill,  and  might  pledge  their 
credit  to  raise  the  money  necessary  for  its 
purposes;  but  what  precedent  was  there 
in  existence  for  appointing  authorities  in 
this  way  without  their  willingness  to  act 
having  been  previously  ascertained  ?  He 
believed  the  Corporation  of  London  had 
withdrawn  from  the  advocacy  of  the  Bill ; 

Mr,  Gladstone 


but  even  if  they  had  not  he  eonld  not  hq. 
derstand  how  they  could  appropriste  tbeir 
general  securities  for  the  purposes  of  the 
market.     The  representatives  of  theGty 
of  London  were  opposed  to  the  Bill,  tad 
he  could  not  understand  how  the  Corport- 
tion  could  be  said  to  be  in  favour  of  it. 
In  the  event  of  their  declining  to  accept 
the  responsibility  of  acting  as  the  nuui*- 
gers  of  the  market,  the  Crown  was  autho- 
rized to  appoint  Commissioners,  who  were 
to  have  power  to  borrow  money  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill.     But  he  should  like 
to  know  how — if  under  such  ciroumstaoeei 
a  deficiency  arose — it  was  possible  to  avoid 
that  deficiency  being  made  good  out  of  the 
public  purse,  and  similar  demands  being 
made  upon  it  on  behalf  of  the  other  grett 
ports  of  the  United  Kingdom.     The  defi- 
ciency  could  not  be  made  good  at  the  ex* 
pense  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropdii, 
who  were  of  opinion  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would    be  permanently  to  raise  the 
price  of  meat.     Mr.  Dudley  Baxter,  who 
was  no  mean  authority  in  such  matten, 
was  of  the  same  opinion.  If  the  ratepajen 
of  London,  then,  were  not  to  contribute 
them,  whence  were  the  funds  for  the  mui- 
tenance  of  the  market  to  come  ?    WefO 
they  to  come  from  the  foreign  cattle  ma^ 
ket  itself?     At  Islington  they  had  obIj 
.one  fixed  capital  to  bear  the  charge  of,  tod 
they  had  got  the  whole  of  the  tolls,  both 
from  British    and  foreign  cattle,  for  the 
purpose  ;  but  ther  tolls  from  British  and 
foreign  cattle  together  did  not  yet  yield  i 
revenue   sufficient  by  £7,000   a   year  to 
bear  the  charge  of  the  Islington  market 
And  now  it  was  proposed  to  clap  on  in- 
other  j6500,000  for  establishing  the  pro- 
posed new  market.     That  was  a  state  of 
things  which  required  explanation  ;  and  M 
a  body  which  was  bound  to  give  aomethiof 
of  solidity  to  the  schemes  it  adopted,  itwn 
necessary  that  the  House  should  call  oft 
the  Government  to  point  out  to  them  dis- 
tinctly the  source  from  which  the  eoet  of 
that  market  was  to  be  derived.     It  wu 
impossible  to  maintain  the  new  market  bj 
means  of  a  simple  augmentation  of  thi 
dues.  The  financial  elements  of  the  scheme, 
then,  should  be  thoroughly  sifted,  together 
with  that  other  point  which  lay  at  the  root 
of  the  whole  question— namely^  the  expe- 
diency  or    inexpediency    of   a  trausitum 
from    an   elastic   system  worked   by  the 
Executive  Government  to  a  rigid  statutoiy 
system  leaving  no  room  for  discretion  b^ 
fore  they   could    advantageously  consider 
the  provisions  of  any  particular  plan. 


135      KthropoUian  Foreign         (July  8,  1868) 


(kttU  Mariet  Bitt. 


626 


lb.  HENLEY  said,  the  quoBtion  before 
then  WAS  whether  thej  should  go   into 
Committee  on  that  Bill  and  consider  the 
difficttitiet  just  raised,  among  others,   or 
vhether  they  should  adopt  an  Amendment 
which  would  Tirtoallj  get  rid  of  the  whole 
natter.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Uember  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) told  them  there  were  two  Tital  ques- 
tioni,  the  Isrgest  of  which  was  whether  they 
iboold  proceed  by  way  of  legislation  at  all, 
or  ahoald  leave  the  whole  of  those  great 
sod  diffieolt  subjects  in  the  hands  of  the 
Prirj  Council.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
liowever,  had  carefully  avoided  giving  the 
slightest  opinion  on  the  question^   aye  or 
00^  whether  there  ought  to  be  a  separate 
mtrket.     Supposing  the   Prify    Council 
esme  to  the  conclusion  that  there  should 
be  a  separate  market,  how  was  it  possible 
for  the  Privy  Council  to  carry  it  out  and 
to  desi  with  all  those  difficulties  which  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  and  which 
the  Select  Committee,  sitting  for  no  end  of 
titne,  had  attempted  to  sohe  ?      That  was 
sliDost  a  eonclusife  answer  to  the  sugges- 
^00  that  those  things  should  be  left  alto- 
gether to  the    discretion    of    the    Privy 
Coooeil.    Had   the  country  reason  to  be 
Bstiafied    with    the    power    of  the   Privy 
Coaoeil  ?    What  happened  when  the  cat- 
tle plague  visited  this  country  ?     They  had 
a  Privy  Conocil  then,  which  he  dared  say 
doabted,  as  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  probably  doubted  now,   whether 
that  disease  came    from  abroad.      [Mr. 
MiLRB  Gibson  was  understood  to  indicate 
diiseot.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shook 
his  head.     That  was  some  comfort,  at  all 
events.    The  other  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  still  mute  as  far  as  shaking  heads  went. 
But  the  immense  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  eoantry  had  no  such  doubt.     And  how 
did  they  suffer  by  the  want  of  action  and 
the  vacillation  of  the  Privy  Council  for  six 
Or  seven  months,  before  Parliament  and 
the  voice  of  the  country  compelled  them  to 
take  those   measures    which   they   might 
have  taken  beforehand  ?  The  Privy  Council 
hegan  by  proclamation  to  stamp  out  the 
ph^oe,  hot  tbejr  had  not  the  heart  to  go 
00  with  it.     And   why  ?     Because  they 
■ftw  the  great  expense  it  would  entail ;  and 
■0  they  allowed  th«  disease  to  spread  over 
the  country,  to  the  great  injury  and  even 
the  min  of  many    persons.     They  did  no- 
thing eflkaeious     until    Parliament    met. 
Thej  were  now  told  they  ought  not  to  refer 
^Free  Trade  at  all ;  but  last  week  the 
t^i  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  brought  up 


SirRobertPeel,and  blew  a  great  Free  Trade 
trumpet.  [Mr.  Milker  Gibson  indicated 
dissent.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shook 
his  head  again,  but  he  was  in  the  recolleo* 
tion  of  the  House,  who  would  bear  him  out 
in  saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  a  great  deal  about  the  reversal  of 
the  policy  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  that  in,  and 
all  that  rubbish  about  farmers'  friends  and 
election  cries,  the  impression  left  on  his 
mind  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  got  so  uncommonly  bad  a  case  that  he 
had  to  cover  his  total  want  of  argument  in 
that  way.  It  was  asked  if  they  were  not 
content  with  the  French  system,  why  did 
they  not  take  the  quarantine  system  and 
treat  beasts  as  they  would  do  human  beings 
coming  from  suspected  countries  ?  He 
believed  that  quarantine  would  form  a  far 
greater  impediment  to  the  foreign  trade 
than  what  was  now  proposed.  What  was 
the  French  system  ?  The  French  were 
threatened  as  we  were,  and  very  much 
about  the  same  time.  What  did  the 
French  do,  and  what  did  our  Privy  Council, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
then  a  member,  do  ?  If  he  was  so  fond  of 
the  French  system,  why  had  he  not  acted 
upon  it,  and  so  prevented  the  disease  from 
coming  to  this  country  ?  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  boasted  that  the  French  system 
left  France  with  the  loss  of  only  forty-five 
head  of  cattle  ;  but  the  French  prohibited 
all  foreign  cattle  from  entering  their  coun- 
try. They  would  need  green  spectacles  to 
look  at  the  fury  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  in  if  anybody  asked 
him  to  prohibit  foreign  cattle  from  coming 
here.  Neither  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had,  in  his  opinion, 
dealt  satisfactorily  with  the  peculiarity 
of  the  case  which  the  Bill  was  intended 
to  meet.  The  market  in  Copenhagen- 
fields  had  for  many  years  been  the  central 
market  for  the  cattle  trade,  not  only  of 
London  but  of  the  entire  country.  The 
Privy  Council,  however,  had  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  impose  restrictions  on  the 
going  out  of  cattle  from  that  market,  and 
what  had  been  the  result  ?  The  whole 
number  of  cattle  which  used  to  come  into 
the  London  market  previous  to  the  break- 
ing out  of  the  cattle  plague  amounted  to 
343,000  a  year  on  an  average  ;  last  year 
the  number  was  only  287.000 ;  so  that  the 
effect  of  the  Privy  Council  regulations  had 
been  to  reduce  the  supply  of  cattle  in  the 
market  by  1,000  a  week.  Was  it  likely, 
if  these  regulations  were  to  become  per- 


627        MetropoUtan  Foreign         (COHUONS)  OaHU  MarM  BiB.         m 


manent,  that  the  supply  of' meat  would  in- 
crease ?  But  what  had  been  the  effect  of 
the  BjBtem  of  reBtriction  on  the  foreign 
trade.  In  the  first  thirteen  weeks  of  1867 
the  number  of  foreign  cattle  which  entered 
the  London  market  was  26,000,  while  in 
the  corresponding  part  of  the  present  year 
it  was  only  10,000.  It  had  been  stated, 
and  ho  believed  with  truth,  that  the  num- 
ber of  cattle  slaughtered  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  consumption  of  the  people 
ranged  between  2,000.000  and  2,500,000 
per  annum,  and  that  the  whole  number  of 
foreign  cattle  which  used  to  be  slaughtered 
was  something  ofer  200,000,  the  number 
at  present  being  only  150,000  or  160,000. 
Now,  would  it,  he  should  like  to  know, 
promote  the  interests  of  the  producer  or 
consumer  that  restrictions  on  the  move- 
ment of  2,000,000  6f  cattle  should  be  con- 
tinued, rather  than  that  the  proposed  con- 
ditions should  be  laid  down  with  roBpect 
to  the  comparatively  limited  number  of 
foreign  cattle  which  entered  our  ports? 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  the  other  day 
a  list  of  ten  countries  which  it  had  been 
reported  to  the  Privy  Council  were  infected 
by  the  plague  last  year.  These  countries 
were  Austria,  Bavaria,  Belgium,  Ilolland, 
Hungary,  Italy.  Germany,  Prussia,  Russia, 
and  Turkey.  Now,  if  those  countries  were 
so  infected,  what  Privy  Council  regulations 
could  be  adopted,  he  should  like  to  know, 
which  would  protect  this  country  from  a 
recurrence  of  the  evils  under  which  we  had 
already  suffered  ?  The  French  had  means 
of  getting  information  as  to  those  infected 
localities  which  we  did  not  possess,  because, 
except  the  comparatively  small  number 
which  entered  by  the  port  of  Marseilles, 
the  cattle  for  the  French  markets  must 
either  walk  or  be  conveyed  by  railway,  and 
then  the  places  from  which  they  came 
might  be  easily  ascertained.  In  this 
country,  however,  into  which  foreign  cattle 
were  imported  by  sea,  it  was  impoBsible  to 
find  out  whence  they  were  brought.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone]  found 
fault  with  the  present  Bill  because  its  ope- 
ration would  be  in  his  opinion  limited, 
There  was  no  good  reason,  however,  for 
not  doing  some  good  because  all  good  could 
not  be  effected.  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  which  was  used 
against  the  reform  of  the  Courts  of  Chan- 
cery, and  it  was  one  to  which  he  thought 
but  little  weight  was  to  be  attached.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  keep  us  with 
this  danger  hanging  over  us   for  years, 

Mr.  SenUy 


because  we  cannot  deal  with  the  whole 
question  at  once.  What  harm  eonld  there 
be  in  letting  in  the  cattle  of  Spain,  when 
cattio  plague  had  never  been  known  to 
exist  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
venture  to  say  that  the  Bill  did  not  proeeel 
in  the  right  direction.  It  was  quite  posBiUe 
that  the  Bill  would  not  effect  a  great  deal; 
but  at  all  events  it  afforded  evidence  of  the 
wish  of  the  Government  to  relieve  the  homi 
trade,  in  respect  to  which  there  was  no 
risk  of  infection,  from  reatriotions,  by  the 
establishment  of  a  separate  market  br 
foreign  cattle.  The  infection  of  the  catdo 
plague  was  of  the  most  subtle  and  of  thi 
most  mysterious  nature,  'for  cattle  wbai 
placed  under  such  circumstances  that  their 
seizure  by  the  disease  seemed  a  oertuBlj 
had  often  been  known  to  escape  altoeetheri 
whereas  they  often  took  it  where  it  vis 
impossible  to  trace  the  means  of  infectioa. 
It  was  almost  impossible  to  say  whether 
the  cattle  brought  from  Rotterdam  or  other 
places  by  sea  did  not  come  from  infeetoi 
countries,  and  therefore  it  was  necessary  to 
take  some  precautions  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  disease  in  this  country. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  there  was  a  great  deei 
of  justice  in  the  criticisms  of  his  two  right 
hon.  Friends  near  him;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  not  whether  tUe 
Bill  applied  a  remedy  in  the  best  posuhle 
way,  but  whether  the  remedy  wu  ens 
which  ought  to  be  applied  at  all.  The 
simple  question  was,  whether  it  wu  el- 
visable  to  have  a  second  meat  market 
placed  on  the  shore,  so  that  the  animek 
when  landed  could  be  slaughtered  on  the 
spot.  He  did  not  doubt  the  finance  of  Ui 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Scolh 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  sure  that,  if  the  eeteh- 
lishment  of  such  a  market  were  thoii|^ 
desirable,  there  would  be  found  sofBderi 
ingenuity  in  the  House  to  supply  the  reqei- 
slte  money.  It  was  a  great  pity  that  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Government  was  net 
before  the  House;  but  there  was  no  leasea 
in  not  doing  one  thing  because  they  coiU 
not  do  another.  His  right  hon.  Frieal 
the  Member  for  Ash  ton  (Mr.  Milner  Giheeo) 
had  imported  into  this  disonssion  a  degree 
of  heat  and  vehemence  which,  consideriig 
the  extreme  sweetness  of  his  nature,  wsi 
hardly  to  be  accounted  for,  except  on  the 
supposition  that  he  had  been  in  the  eoa* 
pany  of  that  class  of  persons  who  were 
once  not  thought  fit  to  serve  on  jaries  M 
account  of  the  ferocity  which  their  trale 
was  supposed  to  engender.     His  right  hoii« 
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FrienI  took  erery  poisible  objeetion  to  the 
BiHytod  yet  cooolodecl  with  a  Motion  which 
amoBOted  to  a  declaration  that,  though  he 
dbliked  the  thing  heing  done  at  all,  jet 
ke  objected  to  its  not  beiog  done  all  at 
onee.     The  question  was,    whether   the 
principle  of  ha?iog  a  separate  market  for 
foreign  eiitle,  with  compnlsorj  slaughter, 
was  right  or  not.     On  behalf  of  the  Cattle 
Bsgoe  Commissioners— >whose   riews  the 
Goreniment  had  really  adopted — he  hoped 
be  sboold  be  excused  for  trespassing  on 
tbe  House  for  a  short  time.     What  was 
the  state  of  things  ?     He  belie?ed  that 
tbe  country  had  lost  £6,000,000  by  the 
cattle  plague,  and  it  was  exposed  to  enor- 
moQs  risk  for  the  future.     They  ought  not 
to  cherish  the  belief  that  because  100  years 
bad  elapsed  since  the  last  appearance  of 
tbe  cattle  plagae,  the  same  interval  would 
oeciir  sgain.      The  cattle  plague  was  en 
jMrnmeiice  on  the  steppes  of  Russia,  and 
bj  means  of  the  facilities  afforded  by  rail- 
vajs  it  was  capable  of  being  carried  in  a 
very  few  days  from  those  steppes  to  ports 
wbeoce  the  cattle  were  exported  to  Eng- 
land.   Every  year  was  likely  to  increase 
tbe  dsDger  which  now  existed.      Under 
these  circumstances,   the  Cattle    Plague 
Commission  found  that  the  only  protection 
sgainst  this  terrible  enemy  was  a  system 
of  inspection  ;  and  all  the  evidence  they 
took  proved  entirely  that  to  lean  on  inspeo- 
tioo  was  to  lean  on  a  broken  reed,  utterly 
vortbless.     It  must  be  so.     It  was  not  in 
baman  oatore  that  the  inspection  of  a  large 
mmber  of  beasts  by  a  person  who  had  no 
fcrticnlar  interest  in  the  matter  should  be 
otherwise  than  perfunctory  and  imperfect. 
Tlwrelore    the  Commission  sought  some 
oiber  proteetion,  and  they  found  it  in  en- 
setments  such  as  were  proposed  by  this 
ftD,  which  his  right  hou.  Friend  told  him 
vss  an  interference  with  the  principles  of 
Free  Trade.     How  did  the  matter  stand  at 
tbe  present  moment  ?    There  was  nothing 
to  prevent  any  amount  of  diseased  cattle 
beiiig  brought  into  London.     The  metro- 
polis was  almost  defenceless.    A  cordon 
vssy  indeed,  drawn  around  it,  which  cost 
fcr  police  £16,000  a  year ;  but  as  long  as 
they  allowed  foreign  cattle  to  be  merely 
nspectsd — which  could  not  be  relied  on  at 
*!!'— diseased  cattle  from  Copenhagen  might 
be  iotrodoeed  into  the    London  market, 
sad  drifcn  to  be  slaughtered  in  the  inte- 
nt spreading  infection  throughout  the 
^vatry.    It  was  said  the  Privy  Council 
W  all  the  powers  that  were  reauired,  and 
An  need  not  be  a  rigid  Parliamentaiy 


law  on  the  subject.  But  the  condition  of 
the  London  market,  as  he  had  described 
it,  was  a  permanent  one  ;  it  was  almost 
at  any  moment  liable  to  an  invasion  of 
the  cattle  plague,  and  this  permanent  con- 
dition of  things  required  a  permanent  re- 
medy. It  was  not  a  case  for  a  temporary 
remedy.  It  was  not  desirable  to  prevent 
the  importation  of  foreign  meat;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  measures  should  be 
taken  to  have  it  slaughtered  at  the  water- 
side, where  every  precaution  might  be 
taken  to  prevent  infection.  They  could 
not  say  that,  absolutely,  no  infection  should 
come,  because  that  in  all  cases  could  not 
be  secured.  That  was  a  course  of  argu- 
ment which  would  go  to  abolish  the  whole 
criminal  law.  But  they  could  say  that 
foreign  cattle  should  be  slaughtered  on  the 
seashore,  and  thus  prevent  the  evil  of 
driving  foreign  cattle  through  the  streets 
and  spreading  contagion.  This  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill — to  prevent  foreign  cattle 
from  coming  into  contact  with  English 
cattle.  The  present  state  of  things  was 
full  of  mischief,  both  to  the  metronolis  and 
to  the  country.  If  he  fancied  a  aairy  oow 
he  could  not  get  it ;  if  a  calf  was  bom  in 
the  metropolis,  instead  of  going  into  the 
neighbouring  counties  to  be  agisted  into  a 
cow,  it  must  bo  killed.  If  a  farmer  sent 
a  beast  to  the  market  to  be  sold  for  a 
certain  price,  and  he  could  not  get  that 
price,  he  must  take  what  he  could  get. 
But  he  was  told,  if  this  Bill  passed,  the 
price  of  meat  would  rise,  and  beasts  would 
fetch  £2  a  head  more  than  at  present. 
He  was  not  able  to  enter  into  that  ques- 
tion, but  what  he  said  was  this  —  the 
butchers  of  London  had  found  it  worth 
their  while  to  deluge  every  Member  of 
Parliament  with  pamphlets,  and  beset  them 
in  every  possible  way.  They  had  retained 
very  able  counsel  to  recommend  their  view 
of  the  whole  question,  and  he  was  asked 
to  believe  that  they  were  doing  all  this 
with  a  view  to  reduce  the  price  of  meat. 
He  believed  they  knew  very  well  that  on 
the  balance  of  things  this  Bill  would  not 
make  any  very  great  difference  in  the  price 
of  meat,  because  it  was  not  merely  cattle 
plague,  but  pleuro-pneumonia,  that  went 
so  far  to  raise  the  price.  The  question 
was,  what  ought  they  to  do  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  ?  It  was  permanent ; 
therefore  they  should  have  a  permanent 
remedy.  They  might  depend  upon  it  they 
must  submit  to  some  impediment  to  foreign 
importations  of  cattle,  or  be  prepared  pe- 
riodioally,  at  no  long  intervals,  to  have  the 
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most  injurious  reatraints  put  on  domeatic 
cattle.  Therefore,  although  he  had  been 
grievouftly  intimidated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  lie  must  say  he  had  heard  nothing 
that  pro?ed  to  him  that  the  Cattle  Plague 
Commission  were  wrong  in  their  recom- 
mendations, and  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
House  would  give  a  second  reading  to  this 
Bill.  There  were  a  number  of  questions 
that  might  fairly  be  considered  in  Commit- 
tee; but  he  did  trust  the  House  would  not 
acquiesce  in  a  state  of  things  which  would 
attach  a  permanent  stigma  to  the  metro- 
polis as  liable  always  to  be  infected  with 
the  cattle  plague,  and  ha?ing  no  means  of 
sending  cattle  down  into  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  hoped  ho  should 
receive  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while 
he  endeavoured  to  show  the  interest  which 
the  metropolis  had  in  this  matter.     It  was 
one  of  those  questions  which  brought  home 
to  the  great  centres  of  population   how 
numerically  weak  they  were  in  that  House. 
Hitherto  no  one  connected  with  the  metro- 
polis had  enjoyed  the  opportunity  of  being 
heard.     They  must  watch  this  Bill  most 
jealously,  and  see  that  the  great  supply  of 
foreign  cattle  required  by  the  wants  of  the 
metropolis  was  not  cut  off.     For  the  con- 
sumption of  the  metropolis  no  less  than 
68  per  cent  of  the  foreign  cattle  imported, 
and  72  per  cent  of  the  foreign  sheep  were 
required;  and  of  the  cattle  slaughtered  in 
London  it  was  calculated  that  42  per  cent 
of  the  whole  was  foreign.     The  restrictions 
in  foreign  trade  had   seriously  interfered 
with  the  supply,  and  if  still  stronger  re- 
strictions were  imposed,  a  still  greater  dimi- 
nution must  be  expected.    The  experiment 
now  proposed  was  to  be  made  not  at  the 
expense  of  the  agricultural  districts,  but  of 
London  consumers  and  ratepayers.     It  was 
said  that  the  Government  wished  to  try  the 
effect  of  the  system  first  in  the  metropolis ; 
but  the  metropolis  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Government  how  they  were  going  to  deal 
with  the  other  ports  afterwards.     The  no- 
tion of  the  Government  evidently  was  that 
the  door  at  London  was  to  be  shut  while 
the  doors  at  the  other  ports  were  to  be  left 
open  to  inspection.     The  Government  per- 
mitted Spanish  and  Portuguese,  and  soon 
they  would  permit  Danish  cattle  to  be  landed 
at  all  ports  of  the  kingdom,  except  London; 
but  he  wanted  to  know  why  tho  latter  City, 
with  its  vast  population,  was  to  be  deprived 
of  its  foreign  meat  in  order  that  the  metro- 
polis might  continue  to  be  the  emporium 
of  the  cattle  trade  of  tho  country.     The 
noble  Lord  said  that  if  this  measure  were 
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adopted  nov  other   meMnres  woaU  W 
brought  forward  next  Seeaion;  bat  eodd 
the  noble  Lord  gnarantee  that  the  new 
Parliament  would  be  willinff  to  adopt  Ini 
views  upon  this  subject  ?     The  Haase  bid 
had   no  declaration   from  Her   Majeitj*i 
Government  as  to  what  their  plans  were. 
The  large  towns  interested  in  this  Bill— if 
it  were  to  be  proceeded  with,  of  which  be 
had  much  doubt,  because  the  Chancellor  ef 
the  Exchequer  was  not  in  his  place — voold 
have  reason  to  complain  that  they  eoiM 
hear  nothing  as  to  the  policy  to  he  pursoei 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  CihM 
(Mr.  Lowe)  supported  the  Bill  aa  a  protae- 
tion  against  the  cattle  plague;  hut  the  reel 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  the  restrie- 
tions  on  the  home  trade.     It  was  an  inm- 
rection  of  the  agriculturists  against  their 
restrictions,  and  an  attempt  to  have  tbi 
whole  burden  placed  on  the  foreign  tnde. 
The  Commission,  of  which  the  right  bw. 
Member  for  Calne  was  a  Member,  reeoa- 
mended  that  all  restrictions  placed  on  Ibe 
home  trade  in  cattle  should  be  extended  ts 
the  foreign  trade  also;  but  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Commission  it  ^ 
peared  that  the  present  system  of  inspeotiei 
was  far  from  being  insufficient.     The  rigbt 
hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  in 
that  the  system  of  inspection  was  bsmt 
sufficient,   and   that,   therefore,    this  BO 
ought  to  pass;  but  Mr.  Pell,  a  eonsideraye 
authority  among  agriculturists,   in  givii| 
his  evidence  before  the  Commission,  statil 
that  the  only  objection  to  the  system  of 
inspection  was  its  cumbrous  machineij-« 
that  was  to  say,  that  it  did  not  suit  tba 
convenience  of  the  agriculturists.     AdniC* 
ting  that  it  was  desirable  that  the  agried- 
turists  should  have  a  central  market,  eaalf 
approachable  by  railway,  that  was  no  rea- 
son why  it  should  be  situated  inside  if 
London,  and  why  the  people  of  Londoi 
should  be  deprived  of  foreign  meat.    Hi 
thought  it  wrong  that  3,000,000  peorii 
should  be  starved  in  order  to  preserve  tkl 
health  of  2,500,000  cattle.     It  was  isii 
that  the  restrictions  had  prevented  honi 
cattle  from  coming  to  London;  bnt,  instnl 
of  a  diminution,  there  had  been  an  ineresN 
of  home  cattle  coming  to  London.     Ht 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  aay,  in  fcil 
reply,  whether  the  same  inspection  as  at 
present  was  to  be  kept  up   in  the  nsv 
market  or  not.     If  not,  there  would  be  in- 
creased danger  of  the  cattle  plague.    Ths 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Ceatnl 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  was  that  there 
ought  to  bo  a  safety  market  into  wUch 
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Mttle  ibonld  be  poured  from  all  eountries, 
whtfther  tnfeeted  or  not.    If  there  was  to 
be  •  narket  of  that  kind — a  market  into 
vhieb  diieaaed  eattle  would  be  ponred  from 
•Terj  eoaotry  in  Europe,  without  let  or 
hindrance — he  should  like  to  know  what 
kii  right  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Galne 
would  lay  to  sooh  a  market  being  eatab- 
liihod  vithoat  inspeotien.     Neither  France 
nor  Pronia,  nor  any  other  country,  would 
ihrow  open  its  porta  to  oattle  from  infected 
eoontriei ;  but  there  was  to  be  a  market 
for  them  in  London,  and  yet  this  was  called 
a  measure  for  keeping  the  eattle  plague 
out  of  the  country.     It  was  evident  that  if 
the  cattle  plagne  was  onoe  fairly  eatablished 
is  the  metropolitan  oattle  market,  it  would 
be  Tcry  difficult  to  get  it  out  again.     The 
most  inferior  beaata  in  Burope  would  be  aent 
toraehamarket.  He  defied  the  GoTomment 
to  assert  that  they  intended  to  do  away  with 
iDspection.    There  was  another  objeotion. 
At  present  ten  daya  were  allowed  for  the 
ilaaghter  of  foreign  cattle,  but  under  the 
new  lyttem  eattle  were  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
miio  u  long  aa  the  ownera  liked.  The  mar- 
ket was  to  eonUin  5,000  beaata  and  30.000 
sheep.    Suppoae  these  quantitiea  arri?ed 
ooe  ireek  and  there  waa  no  sale  for  them, 
the  market  next  week  would  be  full,  and 
where  were  the  new  arriTals  to  be  put  ?  It 
bad  been  aaked  why  they  wanted  aeientifio 
erideBce   on    that   subject.     What  they 
vaoted  it  for  waa  to  aaeertain  whether  the 
reitrietiona  proposed  by  that  Bill  were  aa 
effectual  for  the  prerention  of  the  cattle 
fbgne  as  other  reatrictiona,  and  not  one 
sbgle  medical  witneaa  waa  called  before 
the  Select  Committee  to  proTo  that.    On 
the  other  hand,  there  waa  a  boat  of  aoien- 
tiie  witneaaea  to  proTO  the  danger  of  the 
cattle  plague  being  communicated   from 
that  separate  market  to  the  home  market. 
The  dtseaae  waa  ao  infectioua  that  if  they 
bad  it  in  the  one  market  they  would  hare 
It  in  the  other.     It  waa    impoaaible  to 
make  regolationa  that  would  prerent  that. 
The  beasts  from  the  home  market  would 
be  scattered  over  the  whole  country,  and, 
conuDf  ia  contact  with  other  beaata,  would 
thus  esrry  the  disease  through  the  king- 
deo.    The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  that 
tf  infection  waa   carried   by  clothes  from 
Me  ttarket  to  the  other,  then  the  beasts 
•are  to   be   allowed    to  circulate  freely 
throeghout  the  eountry,  taking  the  plague 
vitb  tiicm.    Aa  to  the  cardan  round  Lou- 
den to  which  reference  had  been  made,  it 
U  kept  the  health  of  the  herda  and  flooka 
^  tb  country  in  a  better  state  than  it  had 
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been  for  a  long  time,  and  had  been  per- 
fectly effectual  for  ita  purpose.  The  ques- 
tion of  alaughter  houaea  had  been  rery 
much  misrepresented.  He  would  say  let 
them  be  done  away  with  if  it  were  neces- 
sary for  aanitary  purposes,  but  let  it  not 
be  done  to  handicap  the  foreigner.  It 
could  hardly  be  doubted  by  anyone  that 
the  Bill  would  tend  to  diminish  the  supply 
of  foreign  cattle  for  London.  It  waa  ab- 
solutely certain  that  the  botcher  would  go 
first  to  the  English  market,  and  when  he 
could  no  longer  supply  himself  there  con- 
reniently  and  cheaply,  aa  a  last  resource 
he  would  go  to  the  foreign  cattle  market. 
Would  the  foreign  producers  continue  to 
send  their  cattle  to  this  country  on  those 
terms  ?  It  had  been  aaid  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  waa  all 
for  the  foreigner,  but  did  not  think  of  the 
Englishman.  He  was  surprised  that  such 
a  line  of  argument  should  in  these  daya  be 
used.  The  foreign  producer  was  the  friend 
of  the  English  consumer,  and  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  the  foreign  and  the 
home  producer  waa  to  orerlook  the  fact 
that  thia  country  depended  to  a  great  ex- 
tent on  the  foreign  producer  for  ita  supply 
of  the  first  necessaries  of  life.  It  waa 
asked,,  why  not  make  the  foreign  oattle 
market  a  dead-meat  market?  But  the 
feeding  of  London  could  not  be  carried  on 
under  the  ciroumstancea  of  a  dead-meat 
market.  The  retail  butcher  would  nerer 
be  able  to  go  ten  miles  below  London  to 
get  his  meat.  Moreorer,  what  was  the 
course  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade  ?  In  the 
Tory  montha  when  the  dead-meat  trade 
was  smallest  the  foreign  cattle  trade  waa 
largeat,  and  vice  vend.  In  August  there 
were  ten  times  as  many  beasts  imported  as 
in  January,  and  eleren  timea  as  many 
sheep.  July,  August,  September,  and 
October,  were  the  montha  in  which  the 
foreign  cattle  chiefly  reached  this  country. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  waa  a  certain 
dead -meat  trade  in  January,  February, 
March,  and  April,  juat  when  the  foreign 
cattle  could  not  arrive  here,  owing  to  the 

? geographical  circumstances  of  the  countries 
rem  which  they  came.  In  the  hot  montha 
they  could  not  have  a  dead-meat  trade. 
But  there  being  such  objections  as  he  had 
stated  to  the  Bill,  had  erery  means  been 
taken,  he  should  like  to  know,  to  discover 
some  alternative  scheme  ?  He  thought 
not.  There  were,  however,  other  schemes 
which  might  be  adopted.  They  might 
have  a  market  outside  for  the  transit  cat- 
tle, while  the  oonsuming  market  should 
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bo  in  tbo  centre  of  London;  or  there  might 
be  a  certain  place  where  there  would  be  a 
janction  of  railways,  through  which  the 
cattle  would  be  allowed  to  pass.  A  Bmall 
market  might  be  eetablished  at  the  ri?er- 
Bide  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the  cattle 
from  certain  countries  where  the  cattle 
plague  was  known  to  exist.  What  he  so 
Btronglj  objected  to  was  that  London 
should  be  debarred  from  drawing  its  sup- 
plies from  Denmark,  Portugal,  and  Spain, 
which  had  never  been  suspected.  Den* 
mark  supplied  25  per  cent  of  the  whole 
of  the  foreign  cattle  which  arrived  in  this 
country.  Another  serious  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  if  it  were  carried  into  effect, 
the  wharfingers,  salesmen,  and  others 
whose  trade  it  interfered  with  must  be 
compensated,  but  if  the  House  should 
next  year  reverse  the  policy  embodied 
in  this  Bill  it  could  not  make  these  peo- 
le  refund  the  money  they  had  received. 
_"  Divide  !  *'*]  He  had  no  wish  to  detain 
the  House,  but  he  must  be  permitted  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  question  of  expense 
as  it  affected  his  constituents.  Who  was 
to  bear  the  burden  of  the  costly  experi- 
ment which  it  was  proposed  to  make?  Some 
hon.  Members  were  careless  about  what 
might  be  done  in  this  matter,  because  they 
proposed  to  throw  the  whole  expense  on 
the  metropolis.  Was  it  possible  that  the 
citisens  of  London  could  look  with  favour 
on  a  scheme  under  the  operation  of  which 
they  would  have  to  pay  for  two  markets, 
while  one  now  sufficed  ?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  perceive  the  unfairness  of 
throwing  additional  taxation  on  the  metro- 
polis for  such  a  purpose.  But  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  new  markets  would  be  self- 
supporting.  Seeing  that  the  one  already 
in  existence  was  not  self-supporting,  he 
could  not  understand  how  that  statement 
could  be  maintained.  How  was  this  new 
market  to  be  self-supporting  with  few  cat- 
tle when  the  present  market  was  not  self- 
supporting  with  much  cattle  ?  They  could 
not  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  alone,  and  yet 
they  had  no  security  that  the  same  statu- 
tory regulations  would  be  applied  to  other 
ports,  though  they  were  asked  to  incur 
this  enormous  expenditure.  Were  they  I 
to  make  this  experiment  at  the  fag  end  of 
the  Session  at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayers 
of  London  and  of  the  metropolis  ?  They 
would  have  to  incur  an  expenditure  of 
£500,000,  and  derange  their  foreign  cat- 
tle trade  ;  because  foreigners,  on  reading 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice- 
President  of  the   Council,  would  assume 

Mr,  Oo$ehen 


that  it  waa  the  poliej  of  SngUmd  to  ihnt 
out  foreign  cattle.  Suoh  was  the  way  is 
which  foreign  Qof  emmenta  would  read  tin 
noble  Lord's  sneers  about  foreign  pn- 
ducers.  He  hoped  the  House  would  paoai 
before  they  passed  thia  Bill,  which  wii 
really  not  a  measure  for  the  preventioB  rf 
the  cattle  plague,  it  being  admitted  even  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  at  presnt 
the  inspection  was  saUsfaotory.  Tbsis 
restrictions  on  the  cattle  trade  must  bi 
shared  by  all  alike,  or  they  would  diminiili 
the  supply  of  food.  Was  it  fair  to  psM 
this  Bill  when  Government  was  sikst 
about  other  ports,  and  when  they  hU 
called  no  scientific  witnesses  to  show  fthsk 
the  present  system  was  unsatisfactory  t 

Mr.  READ  said,  in  answer  to  the  rigkt 
hon.   Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen),  that  al- 
though we  could  not  do  all  we  might  wiik, 
that  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not  ds 
all  we   could.      The  metropolis  most  te 
viewed  exceptionally  in  this  matter,  beeson 
no  less  than  70  per  cent  of  the  esttis 
imported  into  England  was  sent  to  Loodss, 
and    it   was  only  in  the  metropolis  tWft 
foreign  cattle,  save   Spanish   and  Porti- 
guese,  mixed  with  our  home  stoek.      Lo^ 
don,  he  believed,  at  present  enjoyed  Iks 
privilege  of  importing  cattle  not  only  fiw 
Denmark,  but  from  every  portion  of  the 
globe,  and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  Betm 
which  would  show  the  right  hon.   GeaUsi 
man  that,  instead  of  Denmark  furnishing  a 
quarter  of  the  whole  supply  of  foreign  set- 
tle imported  into  this  country  during  the 
three  years  ending  December  last|  only 
23,000  out  of  698,000  cattle  imported  fima 
abroad  came  from  that  country. 

Mb.  goschen  pointed  out  the  &sfc 
that  a  Return  of  the  cattle  imported  doriig 
the  last  eight  years  showed  that  on  the 
average  the  imports  from  Denmark  wM 
25  per  cent  of  the  number  imported. 

Mb.  read  :  The  right  hon.  Oentleasi 
had  complained  that  the  market  would  not 
be  ready  for  two  years  and  a  half.  WdL 
considering  that  markets  could  not  be  ei^ 
ated  by  the  stroke  of  a  fairy'a  wand,  bs 
did  not  regard  that  period  aa  being  any- 
thing unusual,  though  he  would  at  tkt 
same  time  remark  that  if  this  Bill  were 
rejected  it  might  be  three  years  and  a  half 
instead  of  two  years  and  a  half  before  the 
market  could  be  completed.  Now,  in  this 
matter  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Corporation  had  acted  in  a  very  pitifnl  aai 
pettish  manner.  They  first  said  that  then 
could  not  be  any  profit  from  the  markilt 
but  directly  it  was  arged  that  the  protat 
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if  toy  ihoiiM  aHm*  should  h%  devoted  toi  ootbreak  of  tbe  disease,  woald  immediatelj 
ndwmg  the  tolls  of  the  foreign  eattle  mar-  order  the  cattle  to  be  killed  and  the  place 


lei,  tbej  threw  up  the  whole  coDoem, 
Vow,  with  reference  to  the  Privy  Council, 
btacald  only  say  that  the  Orders  of  that 
bsdy  bad  been  most  vacillating  and  contra- 
dietory.  At  the  first  outbreak  of  the  cattle 
plague  ID  June,  1865,  he  went  to  them 
andiaplored  them  to  arrest  the  progress 
of  ih$  duease  bj  pre? enting  the  foreign 
csttis  being  taken  into  the  country.      But 
tbe  Council  either  objected  to  that  course 
or  were  not  strong  enough  to  take  it.  They 
MDt  inepectors  into  the  country  to  kill  the 
etttie  on  the  different  farms,  and  refused 
to  make  any  compensation  to  the  owners 
vboee  eattle  were  destroyed,  and  it  was  not 
SDtil  tbe  House  passed  a  Bill  on  the  subject, 
m  1866,  that  the  progress  of  the  disease 
neeiFsd  any  check.  That  Bill  was  founded 
OS  the  Report  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Commis- 
Mooen,  and  those  gentlemen  stated  that 
to  sToid  continual  outbreaks  of  the  disease 
•ertaiB  ports  ought  to  be  set  aside  as  ports 
of  deWkstion,  and  cattle  there  imported 
kQledtttbe  water  side.      And  he  would 
remisd  the  House  that  those  who  were  then 
opposed  to  the  system  of  "  stamping  out/' 
ssd  vbo  stigmatised  the  practice  as  bar- 
bsreof  and  retrogressive,  were  just  those 
vbo  were  now  opposing  this  measure.     The 
VfOMot  system  must,  at  the  best,  be  inef- 
betssl  ;   for   in   the  metropolitan  cattle 
aiarket  the  cattle  imported  were  allowed 
to  nix  with  the  sheep;  and,  as  there  was 
BO  restriction  on  the  removal  of  sheep,  the 


to  be  disinfected.  He  did  not  for  a  moment 
contend  that  we  could  by  this  or  any  other 
means  secure  absolute  prevention ;  but  still 
the  plan  suggested  gave  them,  he  believed, 
the  minimum  risk.     A  complaint  had  been 
made  that  the  towns  bad  not  been  fairly 
represented  on    the  Committee,  whereas, 
the  fact  was  that  out  of  the  Members  form- 
ing   that    Committee    seven    represented 
counties  and    seven  boroughs ;    but  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  was   in    the 
chair  and  could  only  give  a  casting  vote, 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Nor- 
thumberland (Sir  Matthew  Bidley)  was  so 
seriously  ill  that  he  could  not  attend.     So 
in  the  divisions  there  generally  appeared 
the  names  of  seven  borough  and  only  five 
county  members.      The  Qovernment  had 
been  taunted  with  not  supporting  the  Bill 
with  veterinary  evidence,  whereas  it  was 
agreed  by  all  parties  to  put  in  tbe  scientific 
evidence  taken  before  the  Cattle  Plague 
Commissioners  and  the  Trade  in  Animals 
Committee  and  not  call  any  veterinary  wit- 
nesses.     But  the  opponents  disregarded 
this  agreement,  and  Professor  Spooner  was 
examined  by  the  opponents,  as  were  also 
several  veterinary  surgeons.  And  he  would 
ground  his  argument  for  the  Bill  on  the 
evidence  of   the    latter    gentlemen,   who 
maintained  that  the  present  restrictions,  to 
be  of  any  service,  ought  to  be  more  strin- 
gent.    We  were  told  we  could  safely  rely 


dieesse  could  easily  be  conveyed  from  one   on  the  precaution  of  foreign  governments 


psrt  of  the  country  to  another,  so  that 
tbe  present  system  of  inspection  was  a 
^lee,  perfectly  useless  for  the  purposes 
iateaded.  Who  was  to  know,  too,  when 
lbs  plsgne  broke  out  in  an  v  of  the  slaughter- 
bossesf  The  animals  diseased  would  at 
Ms  be  killed,  the  fact  concealed,  and  the 
iafeetion  might  be  carried  into  the  country 
|y  moans  of  the  manure.  But  with  a  new 
tttde  market  the  case  would  be  different. 
^  light  hon.  Gentleman  had  accused  him 
ef  being  in  fafonr  of  relaxing  the  strictness 
«f  tbe  present  system  of  inspection.  That 
«tt  true  to  tfaia  extent.  He  thought  that 
|t  ought  not  to  be  carried  on  for  twelve 
wt,  that  the  cattle  ought  to  be  allowed 
J>  psss  into  some  comfortable  lairs  close 
by,  sad  that  if  one  bullock  was  infected 
^  plenro»pneumonia,  or  foot-and-mouth 
"Wee,  it  was  not  necessary  on  that  account 
ts  kill  all  the  remainder.  But  a  vigilant  in- 
¥Miott  there  must  undoubtedly  be.  There 
•«**  be  a  reaident  inspector,  who,  at  any 


and  our  own  inspectors ;  but  these  vete- 
rinaries  were  expected  to  detect  incubating 
diseases,  whereas  after  two  years'  study 
some  learned  professors  did  not  know  the 
cattle  plague  when  they  saw  it.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House,  therefore,  not  to  take 
into  consideration  the  interests  of  any  par- 
ticular class,  or  of  any  particular  indi« 
fiduals,  but  to  do  all  they  could  to  keep 
these  diseases  out  of  the  country  ;  an  at- 
tempt which,  if  successful,  would  result  in 
greatly  reducing  the  price  paid  for  meat. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  he  desired  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  whole  country, 
and  not  the  metropolis  alone,  was  in- 
terested in  a  proposal  which  was  founded 
upon  the  principle  of  dealing  with  foreign 
cattle,  however  healthy,  in  a  different 
manner  from  the  way  in  which  other  cattle 
were  dealt  with.  They  were  going  to 
legislate  in  a  more  permanent  form  than 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  because  by  building 
this  market  they  were  about  to  lay  down 
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for  all  time  to  come  tbat  they  were  to  deal 
in  a  certain  waj  with  foreign  cattle.  The 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  the  Bill  sought 
to  apply  to  the  metropolis  the  same  re- 
strictions as  had  been  applied  to  other 
ports  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ileadlam)  entirely  dis- 
agreed with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  effect 
of  those  restrictions.  Before  the  restric- 
tions were  imposed,  in  the  town  of  New- 
castle-upon-TynOi  which  he  represented,  | 
there  had  been  a  large  trade  in  the  import- 
ation of  cattle  from  Denmark,  but  though 
no  cattle  plague  existed  in  Denmark,  the 
trade  had  now  been  strangled,  and  this 
had  caused  a  great  interference  with  the  j 
supply  of  the  necessaries  and  luxuries  of 
life  to  his  constituents.  A  similar  result 
had  ensued  at  Southampton. 

Mb.  MOFFATT  then  moved  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  ATRTON  (who  spoke  amidst  loud 
cries  of  "  Divide !")  said,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  which  had  lasted  two  days, 
certain  questions  of  general  policy  had  been 
raised,  and  yet  no  Member  of  the  Cabinet 
had  risen  to  express  the  views  of  the  Go- 
yernment  with  regard  to  them.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  the  only  course  which  could 
be  adopted.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
were  against  the  agricultural  party;  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  this  measure 
said  that  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  was  the  father 
of  the  Bill.  He  certainly  had  a  right  to  be 
heard,  but  he  wished  to  hear  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet,  no  Member  of  which  had 
given  an  opinion  on  this  subject,  nor  was 
any  Cabinet  Minister  present. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." —  {Mr. 
Hectdlam.) 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  79  ;  Noes 
224:  Majority  145. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  he  thought  the  dis- 
cussion and  the  numbers  which  had  just 
been  announced  would  show  plainly  to  the 
country  that  this  Select  Committee,  which 
sat  for  nine  weeks  on  this  Bill,  came  to  the 
proper  conclusion  when  they  reported  in 
its  favour.  He  did  not  believe  the  effect 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  enhance  the 
price  of  meat  to  the  consumer  in  the  me- 
tropolis. The  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
must  be  placed  on  a  sounder  and  less  ca- 
pricious footing  than   at  present,  or  the 

Mr.  Headlam 


supply  of  foreign  eattle  woald  be  put  i 
stop  to  altogether.  Those  who  supported 
this  Bill  had  been  ealled  Proteetioniiti 
and  opponents  of  Free  Trade ;  bat  he  vii 
glad  now  to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Oca- 
tleman  the  Member  for  South  Laneasbin 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  that  that  charge  was  dov 
repudiated.  He  regretted  the  means  wbieli 
had  been  resorted  to  in  order  to  proeruti- 
nate  the  debate  and  prevent  the  passing  of 
the  Bill. 

Debate /ur^^(U^<Hirntf({  till  Tchmormf, 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tlM 
Chair." 

FORCES  IN  NEW  ZEALAND. 

obsebtahoks. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  he  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  services  of  the  troops 
engaged  in  the  late  New  Zealand  War.  Ii 
80  doing  he  was  conscious  that  the  roeol* 
lection  of  these  services  had  been  to  a  gnst 
effaced   by  the  Abyssinian  eampaign,  to 
the  troops  engaged  in  which  the  uoan 
had  yesterday  paid  a  graceful  and  gratoU 
compliment.      The  war  in   New  Zeslsil 
might  be  traced  back  to  the  campaigns  oi 
1845  and  1846,  but  the  principle  intenst 
attached  of  course  to  those  commenced  it 
the  Waikato  districts  in  1863,  and  eodio| 
in  the  submission  of  their  hostile  tribes  is 
1866.     The  late  war  in  New  Zealand  wn^ 
to  some  extent,  unpopular  in  this  coQntif» 
and  might  ha?e  been  impolitio.  It  certaiaqf 
was  ?ery  costly,  but  he  would  not  disoMS 
those  questions.     A  soldier  or  sailor  had 
nothing  to  do  with  polities  ;  hia  duty  wis 
to  go  where  he  was  sent,  and  to  fight  wboi 
he  was  ordered,  and  if  he  did  hia  doty  wd 
he  was  entitled  to  his  reward.     Eferjooi 
would  admit  that  the  troops  went  throqgk 
all  the  hardships  and  viciasitodea  of  a  wd* 
fought  campaign.    It  was  frequently  wgtL 
that  the  medal  should  be  granted  only  for 
services  against  a  foreign  enemy,  hot  this 
rule  had  been  departed  from  in  some  ae- 
table  instances'  -such  as  the  Indian  Motiaj 
and  the  Kaffir  War  ;  the  latter  espeeially 
bearing  a  great  analogy  to  the  New  Zeakad 
campaign.     In  the   case   of  the  snpcM 
officers  engaged  in  New  Zealand  reeogat* 
!  tion  had  been  made  of  their  senrieea  to  the 
following  extent : — Two  Genenda  had  baei 
made  Knights  Commandera  of  the  Balk ; 
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fiMrttan  oflken  of  the  two  serrieeB  of  the 
MppeetiTe  ranks  of  Colonel,  Major,  and 
Captain  had  been  made  Oommandere  of  the 
Bath ;  twenty-one  brevet  promotions  had 
been  given  to  officers,  and  seven  had  been 
decorated  with  the  Victoria  Cross.  The 
non-eommissioned  officers  and  privates,  how- 
ever*  had  only  been  rewarded  to  the  follow- 
ing eitent : — Four  non-commissioned  offi- 
oers  had  received  the  Victoria  Cross,  as 
also  did  one  blue-jacket  and  a  drummer. 
Five  distinguished-conduct  medals  had  been 
issued  to  the  soldiers,  and  three  commis- 
bIods  had  been  given  from  the  ranks.  The 
oatnre,  however,  of  these  rewards  proved 
that  the  war  had  been  considered  a  serious 
and  severe  one;  the  Maori  race,  one  of  the 
moat  formidable  subject  to  British  autho- 
rity, fighting  with  all  those  local  advantages 
which  made  them  doubly  dangerous.  The 
fbreea  engaged  consisted  of  portions  of  the 
Boyal  Artillery,  Royal  Engineers,  and 
MiliUry  Train;  the  Ist  Battalion  12th 
Foot,  2nd  Battalion  14th  Foot,  2nd  Bat- 
talioii  18th  Foot,  the  40th  Regiment,  43rd 
BegUnent,  50th  Regiment,  57th  Regiment, 
65th  Regiment,  68th  Regiment,  and  70th 
Besfinent.  To  those  were  added  300 
men  of  the  Rojal  Naval  Brifi^ade,  and  some 
mrfonial  forces,  comprising  Forest  Rangers, 
Bvah  Rangers,  and  Native  troops.  To  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  he  was  indebted 
jbr  aome  very  useful  details  of  the  cam- 
paigns, from  which  he  had  been  enabled  to 
ascertain  that  the  number  of  skirmishes 
and  engagements  were  6fteen  in  all.  The 
number  of  troops  employed  were — of  land 
ibroea  about  9,000  men  ;  and  of  the  Naval 
Brigade  300  men  and  officers.  The  total 
ef  killed  and  wounded,  he  regretted  to  say, 
was  688,  of  whom  18  officers  were  killed, 
M  wounded,  and  15  died  subsequently  of 
wonnds  received  before  the  enemy.  The 
ITaval  Brigade  lost — in  killed  6  officers  and 
14  Ben,  ond  in  wounded  8  officers  and  32 
nen,  making  a  total  loss  of  60.  The  New 
Zealand  War  wss  one  in  which  the  troops 
met  with  most  harrassing  duties,  repeated 
ambaieades,  and  perpetual  fighting  either 
en  a  small  or  a  large  scale.  They  had  no 
"  loot  *'  to  look  forward  to  and  no  prize- 
aoney  to  receive.  There  was  none  of  the 
isnal  romance  and  excitement  of  war,  but 
they  did  their  duty  with  resolute  bravery. 
He  might  state  that  he  had  no  connection 
either  privately  or  officially  with  either 
hnneh  of  the  service  engaged  in  that  war. 
Ha  would  not  move  any  Resolution  on  the 
nljeoty  believing  that  such  a  course  might 
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he  unconstitational  and  impolitic  ;  but  he 
trusted  the  day  would  be  far  distant  when 
an  independent  Member  of  Parliament 
would  hesitate  to  say  a  word  in  his  place 
in  behalf  of  the  services  of  English  soldiers 
and  sailors  who  had  been  by  ill-luck  or 
inadvertence  overlooked  or  neglected.  The 
noble  Viscount  in  conclusion,  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
medal  would  be  issued  to  the  soldiers  and 
sailors  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  New 
Zealand  War  ? 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  rose  with 
great  pleasure  to  support  the  noble 
Viscount's  request.  None  could  have 
brought  the  subject  forward  with  greater 
ability  or  effect  than  the  noble  Viscount, 
the  eldest  son  of  one  of  our  most  distin** 
guished  officers.  His  noble  Friend  had 
rather  under-stated  than  over-stated  the 
number  of  casualties  in  the  New  Zealand 
War,  and  the  ability  and  seal  of  the  gallant 
men  engaged  in  it.  Those  men  had  gone 
through  greater  fatigues,  with  less  excite- 
ment to  carry  them  forward,  than  soldiers 
engaged  in  campaigns  of  greater  mogni- 
tude.  It  was  often  so  of  little  wars.  A 
friend  of  his  who  had  been  engaged  in  the 
Kaffir  and  Crimean  Wars  had  declared  the 
hardships  of  the  former  far  more  severe 
than  those  of  the  latter.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
recommend  Her  Majesty  to  bestow  some 
mark  of  distinction  upon  the  men  engaged 
in  New  Zealand,  in  acknowledgment  of 
their  faithful  services  to  their  Queen  and 
country. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he 
thought  that  this  was  a  real  question  of 
hardship,  and  he  feared  that  we  had  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  rewarding  our  troops 
in  the  way  they  had  a  right  to  expect.  He 
was  quite  sure  if  this  subject  were  consi- 
dered by  the  House  justice  would  be  done. 
After  all,  a  bit  of  metal  or  a  ribbon  was 
not  of  much  intrinsic  value,  but  in  the 
eyes  of  the  soldier  and  his  family  it  was 
viewed  with  much  pride,  as  a  certiBcate 
that  he  had  deserved  well  of  his  country. 
He  hoped  that  no  petty  notions  of  economy 
i  would  stand  in  the  way  of  those  decorations 
being  granted  to  a  number  of  gallant  men 
who  had  done  great  service  to  their  country. 
They  had  just  spent  £5,000,000  on  the 
Abyssinian  War,  and  he  hoped  they  would 
not  refuse  a  few  hundreds  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  these  men  their  well-earned  de* 
corations. 

Mb.  GILPIN  said,  he  felt  in  rather  a 
curious  position  as  a  supporter  of  this  re- 
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quest  BtDce  he  was  neither  soldier  nor  sol- 
dier's friend;  but  he  added  his  ?oiee  to  that 
of  the  noble  Viscount  on  the  principle  that 
we  are  bound  in  common  justice  adequately 
to  reward  those  whom  we  employ.  He 
had  friends  in  New  Zealand,  and  he  knew 
the  sense  they  entertained  of  the  ser?ices 
rendered  by  the  soldiers.  Those  occupy- 
ing a  high  position  had  been  rewarded, 
and  perhaps  not  too  highly  ;  but  he  knew 
that  many  of  them  felt  that  they  had 
been  rewarded  for  acts  which  they  could 
not  have  performed  except  by  the  aid  of 
those  men  whose  claims  had  been  so  ably 
advocated  by  his  noblo  Friend. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  I  regret  very  mueh 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War 
is  not  present,  because  he  would  speak  with 
more  authority  than  I  can  on  this  subject ; 
what  are  the  reasons  of  his  absence  at  this 
particular  hour  —  whether  he  is  at  New 
Zealand  or  not — I  will  not  now  inquire. 
But  in  considering  this  question  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  in  candour  remember  that 
the  New  Zealand  War  was  originated  and 
conducted  to  a  conclusion  not  under  the 
present  Government,  and  that  therefore  we 
are  not  responsible  for  any  neglect  of  the 
troops  engaged,  or  for  any  deficiency  of 
feeling  in  the  matter  of  recognising  the 
very  great  things  those  troops  accom- 
plished. Regarding  these  very  severe  colo- 
nial struggles,  which  perhaps  too  frequently 
occur,  we  must  always  remember  that  the 
merits  of  those  engaged  are  not  to  be  esti- 
mated merely  by  the  result  of  the  opera- 
tions. Those  who  are  engaged  in  a  great 
European  struggle  or  Imperial  war  have 
that  excitement  to  sustain  them  which  is 
produced  by  a  consciousness  of  the  con- 
siderable circumstances  with  which  they 
are  connected,  and  the  public  recognition 
of  their  services  in  the  journals  of  Europe. 
A  soldier  engaged  under  such  circumstances 
is  sustained  by  the  feeling  that  an  admiring 
world  and  a  grateful  country  are  applaud- 
ing his  deeds,  and  will  offer  him  the  tribute 
of  reward  and  praise,  and  this  he  feels  is 
some  compensation  for  the  great  hasards  and 
endurance  he  is  called  on  to  undergo.  But 
not  less  heroic  qualities  are  requisite  in 
connection  with  these  more  obscure  en- 
counters, and  I  think  it  was  very  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Qovernment  to  recognize 
the  conduct  of  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
campaigns  of  the  Kaffir  War.  The  noble 
Viscount  who  introduced  this  question, 
with  that  propriety  which  always  charac- 
terizes his  proceedings  in  this  House,  has 
called  our  attention  to  the  ample  recogni- 
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tion  of  the  aerrioM  of  the  offiiwi,  Irat  we 
must  remember  that  this  ia  not  the  age  in 
which  we  should  forget  the  qvalitiea  of  tht 
men.  Only  yesterday  the  Hoasefio-tbe 
most  generous  spirit  of  appreeiatiooi  pa^ 
licly  acknowledged  how  grateful  this  greit 
country  is  to  the  soldiers  and  sailors  n- 
gaged  in  the  Abyssinian  EzpeditioD;  aid 
certainly,  in  the  case  of  the.  New  ZmIsb^ 
War,  I  am  sure  it  ia  not  conducive  to  tht 
honour  of  the  country  or  the  aatisfaetisi 
of  any  subject  of  the  Qoeeo — and  it  isi- 
not,  I  am  sure,  accord  with  the  feeling  d 
the  Sovereign  herself — that  the  serviossof 
those  engaged  io  this  prolonged  stnggU 
should  not  be  recognized  in  the  maaitf 
in  which  I  am  sure  every  generons  ui 
patriotic  man  would  desire.  I  can,  tkin- 
fore,  assure  the  noble  Viscount,  while  v^ 
minding  him  that  the  present  GovemoNirt 
are  in  no  way  responsible  for  any  negisii 
hitherto,  that  we  will  give  the  most  esadii 
consideration  to  the  subject,  and  I  am  snt 
the  ultimate  decision  arrived  at  will  beeons 
the  dignity  and  honour  and  good  feeling  sf 
the  country. 

SCOTLAND— MIDDLE    CLASS   SCHOOLS. 
0BSBRTATI0N8. 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  My  original  pw- 
pose  was  to  have  called  the  attention  if 
the  House  at  some  length  to  the  Beportsn 
Scotch  Burgh  and  Middle  Claas  Schook 
which  hss  been  laid  on  the  table  this  jssr 
by  the  same  Commissioners  who  last  jisf 
reported  upon  elementary  achoola  in  Siost* 
land.  When  I  put  my  Notice  on  thi 
Paper,  however,  I  hoped  that,  before  mj  . 
Motion  came  on,  we  should  have  had  tfte 
advantage  of  listening  to  a  full  diaeasiiMi 
of  that  very  remarkable  doeuroent  wkkk 
the  Schools  Inquiry  Gommiaaiontri  fa 
England  ha?e  recently  given  na— a  dsi^ 
ment  which  will,  I  am  sure,  aa  soon  aa  tki 
country  has  got  its  mind  su£Boiently  cbir 
of  electoral  cares  to  give  an  earnest  stta- 
tion  to  it,  be  recognized  as  a  most  valnayt 
contribution  to  the  better  ordering  ui 
happiness  of  this  great  nation.  In  ttit 
hope  I  have  been  disappointed,  if,  indssi 
I  can  say  that  I  really  am  diaappointsl 
that  a  Parliament — wearied  with  the  sgils* 
tions  of  a  Session  during  whioh  MeinWif 
have  been  morally  tossed  in  a  blanksli  I* 
a  degree  which  the  nerves  of  few  can  itsnl 
—  should  not  have  its  lasthoora  embittiiW 
by  being  questioned  aa  to  ita  opinioa  •■ 
the  details  or  even  the  prinoiplea  of  sim- 
dary  education.     Fading,  however,  si  I 
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in,  thftt  Scoleli  edaeational  refbrinen  will 
bar9  their  handa  greatlj  strengthened  by 
tia  noUe  Report  of  (he  English  Commis- 
•Jooers,   and  be]ie?ing   that  the   Scotch 
CoJ&miMioQers  would  have  gi?en  us  a  Be- 
port  of  somewhat  wider  scope  and  range  if 
thej  hsd  not  known  that  the  whole  subject 
of  seeondarj  education  was  being  concur- 
rsDtlj  coDsidered  in  England,  I  have  aban- 
doned Dj  original  purpose,  and  shall  con- 
Hoe  mjself  to   a   very  few   remarks  on 
natters  irith  regard  to  whiob  I  should  like 
to  elicit  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Lord 
opposite  (the   Lord  Advocate).      I  turn, 
then,  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
ffliuioners,  printed   at   the   end   of   their 
Bmrt,  and  to  these  I  shall  confine  my- 
self.   They  occupy  little  more  than  one 
viddy  printed  octaTO  page.     The  first  two 
ef  these,  relating  to  superannuation  allow- 
saees  and  grants  for  building,  do  not  call 
for  anj  special  remark;  for  ererjone  will, 
I  think,  agree  in  the  policy  recommended, 
at  least  eTeryone  who  knows  that  the  total 
eodowment  of  all  Burgh  Schools  under  the 
psrtial  or  ezclaaiTe  management  of  Town 
Cottoeils  does  not  exceed  £3»000  a  year, 
while  the  fees  amount  to  £42,000.    Then 
Mmcs  the  3rd — 
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"In  ooaaideratlon  of  the  aid  thus  contributed, 
bII  Bnryh  Schoole  and  the  buildings  and  offices  of 
iueh  sebools  shoold  be  examined  eyerj  year  by  one 
ef  Ber  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Schools,  who  should 
tvpori  boih  as  regards  the  efBcieney  of  the  teaob- 
iigand  the  state  of  the  buildings  and  offices.  The 
loapeotors  should  have  like  access  to  Burgh 
Schools  for  these  purposes,  as  is  possessed  in  re- 
hUion  to  elementary  schools." 

Now,  this  recommendation  seems  to  me 
the  roost  important  of  all,  because,  al- 
though our  Burgh  and  Middle  Class 
Schools  are  most  terribly  in  want  of  mo- 
ney, they  are  eren  more  in  want  of 
Eidance  — •  guidance  from  persons  who, 
log  thoroughly  familiar  with  all  that  is 
being  done  in  those  countries  where  secon- 
ds^ education  has  been  brought  to  its 
higbeat  pitch,  can  aid  and  co-operate  with 
those  whoso  experience  has  been,  from  the 
nature  of  things,  confined  to  a  narrower 
field.  It  is  infinitely  to  the  credit  of  the 
masters  of  Scotch  Burgh  and  Middle  Class 
Schools  that  thej  should  have  thoroughly 
reeognixed  this.  Here  is  the  passage  from 
the  Report  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
which  the  Commissioners  incorporate  in 
their  Beport  with  regard  to  this  subject — 

*!  lA  tke  Boies  of  *  Partienlars  of  Inquiry,' 
whkk  we  were  lastruoted  to  distribute  among 
the  Umehm  in  the  different  schools,  the  question 
on  this  tabjeot  is  in  these  words-— 


'Would  it  in  your  opinion  he  an  adyantage  or 
otherwise  if  the  Burgh  Schools  were  examined 
annually,  and  reported  on  hy  independent  exa- 
miners V  To  this  question  we  have  received  105 
answers  from  teachers  in  all  the  important  schools 
in  Scotland.  Of  these  answers,  84,  or  80  per 
cent,  are  in  the  afflrmatiye,  II  are  in  the  npga- 
tive,  and  10  are  douhtful— that  is  to  say,  80  per 
oent  of  the  best  teachers  in  the  Puhlic  Middle  Class 
Schools  consider  that  it  would  he  of  advantage  to 
their  schools  if  they  were  examined  annually,  and 
reported  on  hy  independent  examiners.  Nothing 
can  be  more  satisfactory  than  this  result,  and 
there  is  no  feature  connected  with  the  inquiry 
which  reflects  greater  credit  upon  the  teachers 
throughout  Scotland  than  this  desire  which  they 
have  expressed  to  exhibit  the  true  condition  of 
their  schools,  and  to  secure  the  benefit  of  inde- 
pendent examination.  It  is  of  a  piece  with  the 
perfect  oouKesy  with  which  they  received  us  when 
we  visited  the  schools,  and  with  the  liberal  man- 
ner in  which  they  gave  us  every  assistance  in  ar- 
riving at  an  estimate  of  the  work  done  in  the 
schools.  It  will  be  remarked  that  there  is  no 
mention  of  any  recompense  or  return  in  exchange 
for  the  liberty  of  examination.  They  say  simply 
and  definitely  it  will  be  of  advantage  to  the  schools 
if  they  be  examined.'* 

Then  we  come  to  recommendation  No.  4, 
relating  to  tenure,  which  I  pass  by  for  the 
present.  The  5th  recommendation  is  as 
follows  :— 

*'  In  oases  where,  from  the  want  of  a  Burgh 
School,  the  Parochial  School  discharges  the  func- 
tions of  a  Secondary  School,  we  recommend  that 
special  grants  should  be  made  to  the  master  by 
the  Treasury  in  order  to  encourage  the  study  of 
the  higher  subjects." 

Now,  I  think  one  may  safely  say  that, 
without  some  such  arrangement  as  this,  it 
will  be  found  impossible  to  devise  a  system 
of  education  which  will  satisfy  the  peoplo 
of  Scotland.  The  Commissioners  most 
properly  point  out  that  the  theory  of  our 
school  system,  as  originally  concei?ed  by 
Knox  and  others,  was  to  supply  every 
member  of  the  community  with  the  means 
of  obtaining  for  his  children  not  only  the 
elements  of  education,  but  such  instruction 
as  would  fit  him  to  pass  to  the  Burgh 
School,  and  thence  to  the  Unirersity,  or 
directly  to  the  Unt?ersity  from  the  Parish 
School.  They  observe  at  page  10  of  their 
Report — 

"The  connection  between  the  Parochial  and 
Burgh  Schools  and  the  University  is  therefore  one 
essential  element  in  our  scheme  of  national  edu- 
cation. The  only  way  in  which  this  element  can 
be  preserved  is  by  insisting  that  the  teachers  in 
every  Burgh  or  Secondary  School,  and  many  of 
the  Parochial  Schools,  should  be  capable  of  in- 
structing their  pupils,  not  only  in  the  subjects 
common  to  all  Primary  Schools,  but  in  the  ele« 
meats  of  Latin,  mathematics,  and  Greek.  To  be 
satisfied  with  any  standard  of  competency  inferior 
to  this  woiUd  be  to  lower  the  character  of  educa- 
tion which  has  hitherto  prevailed  in  this  oonntry, 
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to  deprive  meritorious  porerty  of  the  means  of 
gratifying  a  legitimate  ambition,  and  to  destroy 
the  link  which  has  hitherto  united  our  schools 
with  our  Universities,  and  which,  according  to 
universnl  consent,  hxs  proved  of  the  utmost  value 
to  the  people  of  this  country." 

I  do  not  think  that  our  educational  system 
in  Scotland  will  be  put  on  a  satisfactory 
footing  until  the  highest  authority  in  mat- 
ters  of    education — that   is  to   say,   this 
House — thoroughly  accepts  the  sentiments 
conveyed  in  this  extract.     Of  course  the 
first  thing  to  be  looked  to  is  that  every 
child  in  the  country  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  receiving  the  very   elements  of 
education — shall  be  put  in  a  position,  that 
is  to  say,   to  be  a  real  human  being,  as 
distinguished   from    a    featherless    biped. 
That  end  would  be  to  a  great  extent  ac- 
complished if  we  passed   the  Bill    which 
the  Commissioners  suggested  last  year.    If  \ 
we  passed  that  Bill,  or  a  Bill  pretty  like  it,  i 
for  there  are  numbers  of  details  connected 
with  this  subject  which,  fur  all  I  care,  may 
be  settled  in  any  one  of  half-a-dozen  ways, 
if  only  something  substantial  is  done  for 
widening  the  area  of  edupation  and  undo-  ! 
nominationolixing  it.     If  that,  I  say,  were 
done,  the  next  thing  to  be  attended  to  is 
this  excellent  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners about  favouring  by  public  grants 
the  teaching  of  the  higher  branches.  These 
grants  to   the  elementary   schools  should 
bo  liberal.     We  are  quite  in  favour  of  the 
thoroughness  of  the  Revised  Code,  and  its 
payments  by   results  properly  estimated. 
We  do  not  waut  schoolmasters  to  slight 
the    lower  part  of  their  work,  under  the 
plea  that  they  are  attending  to  the  higher 
part  of  it;  but  then   we  say  a  good  man 
can  perfectly  attend  to  both,  and  we  will 
not    have  the  narrowness  of  the   Revised 
Code  forced  upon  us.     We  are  not  at  this 
time  of  day  going  to  put  the  ship  about, 
and  go  off  in  a  direction  opposite  to  that 
in  which   we  have  been  sailing  for  three 
centuries.     Now  we  come  to  the  6th  re- 
commendation, with  which  I  entirely  dis- 
agree, and  which  is  as  follows:^ 

"  Excepting  in  these  particulars,  we  do  not  re- 
commend that  further  grants  of  public  money  ■ 
should  be  made  on  account  of  Burgh  Schools  in  1 
Scotland,  nor  any  other  alteration  in  their  ma-  i 
sagement  or  superintendence."  I 

I  think,  Sir,  that  the  Commissioners  have 
left  out  two  most  important  suggestions, 
which  they  ought  to  have  included  in  their 
recommendations,  and  which  are  strongly 
urged  by  their  Assistant  Commissioners  at 
page  146  of  their  Report.  The  first  of 
these  is,  that  there  should  be  established 
Mr,  Grant  Duff 


in  parts  of  Scotland  where  the  Borgfa  and 
Middle  Class  School  acoommodation  ii  in* 
sufficient,   district   schools,   to    which   all 
boys   might    go    when    they   had  passed 
through  the    elementary   school,    if  thej 
could  afford  it ;  and  to  which  boys  who 
could  not  afford  it  from  their  own  refoureei 
might  go  by  the  help  of  small  exhibitiooi, 
gained  by  competitiye  examination  at  tbe 
elementary  schools.    These  district  sehooli 
should  give  a  thoroughly  good  education  to 
boys  up  to  sixteen  or  serenteen,  and  shosld 
have  both  a  classical  side  and  a  modera 
side,  so  as  to  prepare  at  once  for  the  Uni- 
versities or  for  active  life.     Without  thoio 
th^  grants  for  advanced  teaching  to  elo* 
mentary  schoolmasters  would  not  be  enoagh 
— although,  as  I  have  said,  rerj  ? aloable. 
I  do  not  want  very  many  of  these  sehooli 
to  begin  with — four  or  six  in  the  vbolo 
country,  perhaps,  to  act  as  models;  bit 
then  they  should  be  first-rate  of  their  kind, 
as  good,  say,   as   the   Zurich   secondary 
schools,  and  that  means,  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  seen  these  remarkable  in- 
stitutions will  know,  something  very  good 
indeed.     With  regard  to  the  exhibitions,  I 
think  it  would  be  quite  fair  if  the  Commit- 
tee of  Council  were  only  to   meet  locsl 
benevolence  half   way.      The  creation  of 
small  exhibitions — bursaries  we  call  tlioa 
— to  support  yonng  men  at  the  University, 
has  long  been  a  favourite  object  of  Seot^ 
benevolence.     We  have  quite  enough  of 
these  for  all  purposes — nay,  acme  might 
say,    too    many ;   for  they  are  constaotlj 
given  away  by  mere  favour;  and  not  as  thi 
result  of  competitive  examination.     If  tin 
Committee  of  Council  were  to  lead  tho 
way,    it  would  soon  find  people  ready  to 
follow  it    on   this   road.      The    7th   aid 
last  recommendation  relatea  to  the  grost 
educational  foundations,  known  in  Seotlsnd 
as  Hospitals,  which  possess  about  £50,000 
a  year ;  but  about  them  I  shall  aay  ao- 
thing,  preferring  to  wait,  in  the  hope  thst 
public  opinion,  and   the  opinion  of  tboN 
connected  with  these  institutions,  will  bo 
gradually  led  to  see  means  for  renderini 
them  more  generally  useful  than  they  nov 
are,  by  the  educational  discussions  wfaioh 
are  sure  to  occupy  a  rery  large  share  of 
public  attention  from  1869  onward.    B^ 
fore  sitting  down,  I  have  only  to  add  thst 
I  have  read  with  great  pleasure  the  int^ 
resting  and  remarkable  Report  of  Hoosn. 
Harvey  and  Sellar.     Some  oontroTersy  ii 
going  on  in  rarious  parts  of  SeoUand  as  to 
the  accuracy  or  inaocnracj  of  Tarioot  prti 
of  it.     That  of  coorae  ia  inefitaUdi  aal 
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the  fMuIt  will  no  doubt  be  to  sift  their 
iCetementfl,  and  eoable  each  locatitj  to 
know  the  exact  state  of  affairs.  One  thing 
is  anfficiently  clear,  and  that  is,  that  be- 
tween the  Report  to  which  I  am  alluding 
—the  Report  of  Mr.  Fearon — and  the  Re- 

Eort  of  Messrs.  Demogeot  and  Mantuci,  we 
aTe  really  got  as  complete  a  picture  of 
onr  Scotch  secondary  education  as  we  need 
want.  One  word  as  to  the  Report  of  Mr. 
FearoD.  It  is  an  excellent  Report,  but, 
in  reading  it,  we  should  bear  in  mind  that 
it  was  addressed  for  English  purposes  to 
an  English  Commission.  It  was  intended 
loaliow  to  inefficient  masters  of  well-en- 
dowed schools  in  England  how  much  is 
done  with  comparati?ely  slender  appliances 
by  many  schoolmasters  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Tweed.  It  made  me  think  of  the 
Oermania  of  Tacitus,  which  was,  we  are 
told,  intended  not  only  to  set  forth  the 
firtnee  of  the  barbarians,  but  to  satirize  the 
vieea  of  Rome.  Good  as  it  is,  it  would  do 
positive  harm  in  Scotland,  if  it  led  our 
leheolmasters  to  try  themselves  only  by  an 
Bagltsh  standard.  Luckily,  it  is  bound  up 
with  Mr.  Arnold's  Report  upon  Foreign 
Befaools,  so  that  oor  Scotch  schoolmasters 
may  work  out  a  higher  ideal  for  themselves 
by  the  study  of  his  pages.  Give  the  Burgh 
and  Middle  Class  Schoolmasters  of  Scot- 
land good  pay,  honourable  treatment,  good 
models,  and  the  constant  disinterested  ad- 
vice of  men  whose  abilities  and  profound 
knowledge  of  education  they  cannot  fail 
to  recognize— >and  no  others  should  be  ap- 
pointed inspectors — and  you  will  soon  have 
a  ecrpg  d*elUe  which  will  hold  its  own  with 
any  similar  body  of  men  in  the  world. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  that 
the  questions  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  called  attention  were  of  great 
importance  to  those  interested  in  educa- 
tion in  general,  and  in  Scotch  education 
in  particular.  As,  however,  no  measure 
foonded  apon  the  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
■ionera  and  sub-Commissioners  had  been 
introdoced  this  Session,  and  as  a  groat 
deal  of  other  Business  was  now  before  the 
Hoose*  he  would  not  enter  into  the  sub- 
ject at  any  great  length.  The  Reports 
preaented  last  year  on  elementary  educa- 
tion diaclosed  a  state  of  affairs  in  the  urban 
districts  with  which  he  should  have  at- 
tempted to  deal  this  Session  had  not  the 
House  been  so  fully  occupied  with  other 
qnestions.  They  showed,  however,  that  in 
the  rural  districts  elementary  education,  so 
hr  aa  regarded  quality,  was  in  a  very 
MliaCaetory  condition,  though  there  might 


be  room  for  some  improvements.  This 
year's  Reports  had  been  presented  on 
secondary  or  middle-class  education,  and 
he  thought  there  was  reason  for  congratu- 
lation on  its  very  satisfactory  state,  whe- 
ther as  regarded  quality  or  quantity.  One 
in  205  of  the  population  of  Scotland  at- 
tended the  secondary  schools,  exclusive  of 
private  ones,  whereas  in  Prussia,  which 
was  esteemed  the  most  advanced  country 
educationally,  the  attendnnce  was  1  in  249, 
and  in  France  1  in  570.  He  would  not 
state  the  proportion  in  England  for  fear  of 
exciting  sectional  prejudices,  but  secondary 
education  was  certainly  in  a  more  gratify- 
ing position  in  Scotland  than  in  any  other 
country  in  Europe.  It  appeared,  moreover, 
from  the  exhaustive  and  instructive  Re- 
ports of  the  sub-Commissioners  that  71  per 
cent  of  the  teachers  had  received  a  Uni- 
versity education,  36  per  cent  having  gra- 
duated at  Universities.  This  showed  the 
intimate  connection  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  the  secondary  schools.  He  looked 
upon  it  as  a  fact  of  great  importance  that 
1  in  1,000  of  the  population  of  Scotland 
went  to  the  Universities,  whereas  in  Ger- 
many the  proportion  was  1  in  2,600,  and 
in  England  only  1  in  5,800.  Moreover, 
58  per  cent  of  the  students  at  the  Scotch 
Universities  came  from  the  elementary 
schools.  It  wiis  very  desirable  to  main- 
tain and  strengthen  the  connection  sub- 
sisting between  the  Universities  and  tho 
teachers  in  the  elementary  and  secondary 
schools.  The  system  of  education  in  those 
schools  was  very  different  from  the  English 
system,  and  in  any  future  legislation  that 
difference  ought  to  be  kept  in  view,  for  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  assimilate  the  Scotch 
elementary  schools  to  the  English  schools 
as  at  present  constituted.  The  gross 
estimated  attendance  at  the  secondary 
schools  was  16,000.  The  endowments,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  were  very  small,  amount- 
ing only  to  about  £3,000  a  year.  The  fees 
were  about  £42,000,  and,  taking  into  ac- 
count the  assistance  given  by  public  bodies, 
the  entire  cost  of  secondnry  education  was 
from  £45,000  to  £50,000.  The  average 
cost  per  pupil,  girls  being  included,  was 
£3  lis,  Qd,,  a  rate  about  equal  to  that  of 
England  ;  but  in  this  country  there  were 
very  large  endowments,  the  revenues  of 
Eton  and  Winchester  alone  exceeding  the 
entire  receipts  of  the  Scotch  secondary 
schools  and  Universities  put  together.  The 
educational  grants  from  ail  public  sources, 
national  and  municipal,  amounted  to  about 
16<.  for  each  pupil,  whereas  in  France  the 
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amount  was  37#.  and  in  Prussia  41«. — 
namelj,  21 «.  from  the  State  and  20«.  from 
the  munioipality.  These  facts  showed  that 
Scotland  was  entitled  to  some  credit  for 
turning  such  narrow  resources  to  the  best 
possible  account.  The  eflSciency  of  the 
Scotch  schools  materially  depended  on  the 
masters,  and  on  the  liberal  education  many 
of  them  had  received  at  the  Universities. 
To  obtain  that  education  they  underwent, 
he  might  almost  say,  privations;  and  the 
benefits  of  it  were  not  confined  to  them- 
selves, but  were  shared  by  all  with  whom 
they  were  brought  into  contact.  Care 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  taken*  not  tg  dete- 
riorate hut  rather  to  improve  their  posi- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  the  Reports,  he  could 
not  at  the  present  time  give  any  pledge 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  but  could 
only  indicate  what  steps  ought,  in  his  in- 
dividual opinion,  to  be  taken.  It  had  been 
urged  that  there  should  be  a  retiring  pro- 
vision out  of  the  public  funds  for  teachers 
in  the  secondary  schools,  who,  from  old 
age  or  other  circumstances,  became  d\»- 
abled.  To  that  proposition  he  was  inclined 
to  accede.  But  with  reference  to  the  build- 
ings, he  thought  that  a  more  doubtful 
question.  It  was  a  matter  for  those  in- 
terested in  the  locality  to  attend  to  the 
buildings,  whether  in  the  way  of  erecting 
new  buildings  or  maintaining  old.  There 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  annual  in> 
spection.  He  thought,  moreover,  that  if 
any  concessions  were  made  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  maintain  secondary 
education  it  was  but  right  that  there 
should  be  some  Government  supervision, 
in  order  to  insure  that  the  schools  were 
properly  conducted.  He  was  glad  to  see 
that  nearly  80  per  cent  of  those  interested 
in  secondary  education  were  desirous  that 
there  should  be  Government  inspection. 
Then  ns  to  supplementary  schools  in  those 
districts  where  the  population  was  very 
sparse,  that  was  a  question  which  deserved 
serious  consideration,  but  with  respect  to 
which  he  would  rather  not  express  a  defi- 
nite opinion  at  present.  With  respect  to 
the  creation  of  exhibitions  he  would  be 
happy  to  see  them  conferred  upon  de- 
serving pupils  in  the  important  schools. 
But  from  his  experience  of  official  life  he 
knew  there  was  a  body  called  the  Trea- 
sury, which  exercised  a  strict  supervision 
over  these  matters,  and  it  would  be  im- 
proper for  him  to  express  any  further  opi- 
nion on  the  subject.  The  only  other  matter 
to  which    he  would    refer   related    to  the 
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Hospitals.  Certainly  while  the  fmii  for 
the  support  of  education  in  Sootlta^  wm 
in  general  very  limited,  as  fiar  as  die  hm* 
pitals  connected  with  Edinbargh  vers  ecm- 
cemed  there  was  a  superfluitj,  or,  in  otlur 
words,  there  was  upwards  of  jSiO.OOO  • 
year  derived  from  foandatione,  which  w«« 
called  in  Scotland  "mortifieatio>n8,"eoa- 
mencing  at  the  time  of  George  Heriot,  tJM 
goldsmith,  in  the  reig^  of  James  I.  of 
England.  Now,  that  was  a  matter  mloA 
was  really  of  very  great  interest  to  tin 
inhabitants  of  Edinburgh.  The  conside- 
ration was  always  forced  npon  them  tbtl 
this  £40,000  a  year  was  not  probably 
employed  in  the  most  beneficial  mamier. 
The  children  were  lodn^ed  in  hoepitili, 
where  they  acquired  habits,  not  of  Inxarj, 
but  of  comfort  not  altogether  eonsiiteil 
with  the  position  in  life  which  they  might 
afterwards  hold,  and  it  was  a  questioi 
whether  that  almost  monastic  life  was  tht 
best  fitted  for  preparing  young  people  for 
the  world.  The  funds  for  those  foandi- 
tions  had  increased  very  much  owing  ts 
improvement  in  the  property;  bnt  the  wiB 
of  the  testators  must  to  a  great  extent  be 
respected,  and  it  was  only  where  the  fondl 
had  been  increased  very  moch  that  thsj 
could  be  applied  to  any  new  purpoeee.  TIm 
funds  of  George  Heriot's  hospital  had  ben 
applied  to  the  extent  of  £3,000  or  £4^000 
to  the  support,  not  of  in-door  but  out-doff 
pupils,  and  a  great  deal  of  good  had  ben 
done  in  that  way.  The  whole  qoettioe 
was  one  which  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  public,  and  would  probably  eome  be- 
fore that  House.  In  all  other  respteli 
Scotland  was  badly  off  for  edncatiooil 
funds.  The  people  of  Scotland  contribotod 
largely  towards  the  support  of  the  pabGo 
Exchequer,  while  they  did  not  derive  ntf 
great  benefit  from  the  expenditure  of  tbt 
public  money.  If,  therefore,  the  Treasary 
should  see  their  way  to  making  ecneai- 
sions  in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  iMk 
Gentleman  and  recommended  by  the  Gea- 
missioners,  he  would  be  happy  to  do  a^ 
thing  in  his  power  towards  that  end.  Hi 
could  not,  however,  express  himself  fsij 
definitely  on  a  subject  upon  which  he  bid 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting  Hor 
Mfljesty's  Government. 

Colonel  STEES  said,  the  salaries  if 
the  schoolmasters  in  Aberdeenshire  w«t 
exceedingly  low,  ranging  generally  froa 
£40  to  £70  a  year,  even  with  the  fertf- 
five  teachers  who  participated  in  the  MiliS 
bequest ;  and  in  November,  1866,  in  fortj 
parishes  where  the  teachers  did  not  paiti- 
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cipila  hi  the  Milne  beqaest,  the  mazi- 
irali  lalarj  wia  £50  per  annam,  and  the 
mininnrai    was    £20,   in    the   parish    of 
CnlsMMnd   with  a  population   of    1,165 
MMla !     He  had  presented  a  petition  some 
yeart  ago  from    seven   schoolmasters   of 
Aberdeeaihire,  fire  of  whom  were  Masters 
ef  Arts.    Two  of  them  were  receiving  £24 
a  year,  and  jet  thej  were  doing  their 
dotj  aealously,  honestly,  and  ably.     How 
did  they  obtain  the  edacation  that  ensbled 
tbain  to  fulfil   their  duties  so  well  ?     In 
this  way  :  the  sons  of  small  tradesmen,  or 
miall  farmers,  went  to  a  parochial  school ; 
the  maater,  haying  obtained  a  University 
edoeation,  was  able  to  teach  them  Latin, 
eitaoding  even  to    mathematies,    Greek, 
and  French.     They  were  thus  enabled  to 
go  to   the  University  of    Aberdeen,  and 
oompete    for  bursaries  of  £10   or   £20 
par  annnm^  and  thus  to  pursue  the  same 
•aroar  as  those  from  whom  they  had  re- 
oeifvd   their  instruttion.      From    such   a 
aonroa  eame  men  who  had  gono  through  a 
noal  hooourable  career  in  various  pnrts  of 
tlia  world.     It  had  been  justly  said  that 
thora  was  no  part  of  the  world  in  which 
joo  woald  not  find  a  Scotchman  ;  and  it 
«M  equally  true  that  you  would  generally 
fnd   him   succeAsfnl  in    life.      What  was 
that  SQccess  attributed  to  but  to  the  edu- 
aatioii  which  he  had  received  in  early  life 
at   hia    parochial    school  ?      The    school- 
maaten  felt  some  alarm   at   the   change 
vliiefa  was  about  to  take  place  by  the  sub- 
stitution of  national  for  parochial  schools, 
which  had  existed  for  300  years.     They 
laid  that  if  they  were  to  be  controlled  by 
s  oentral  body  in  Edinburgh,  at  least  tlicy 
ihonld  have  some  representatives  in  that 
body,  and  that  seemed  to  him  tu  bo  a  rea- 
unable  demand. 

Its.  RAMSAY  said,  he  hoped  that  next 
Boiaion  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  would 
iring  in  a  Bill  which  would  meet  the  educa- 
;ioaal  requirements  of  Scotland.  Though, 
Ml  the  whole,  the  people  of  Scotland  mi^^ht 
ba  better  educated  than  those  of  England, 
fat  one-tenth  part  of  the  population  in  the 
■nril  districts  were  very  im|)crfectly  edu- 
tated,  the  parochial  schools  being  quite 
oade^oate  to  meet  the  wants  of  these 
Miriaboa.  The  average  pay  of  the  school- 
aaetara  in  the  Highlands  did  not  exceed 
Oa.  a  week. 


CARELESS  USE  OF  LUCIFER  MATCHES: 

OBSEBVATIONS. 


Mb.   HENNIKER-MAJOR,  who    had 
given  Notice  that  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  danger  arising  to  life  and  pmperty 
form  the  careless  use  of  Lucifer  Matches, 
said,  at  this  late  period  of   the  Session, 
when  he  oould  not  hope  to  orrive  at  any 
satisfactory  or  practical  result  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Notice  standing  in  his  name  on 
the  Paper,  he  did  not  think  that  he  would 
be  justified,  although  the  opportunities  of 
doing  so  were  not  very  numerous,  in  pro- 
ceeding with  it,  particularly  when  he  took 
into  consideration  tho  large  amount  of  im- 
portant Business  still  remaining  to  be  got 
over  :  he  should,  therefore,  withdraw   his 
Notice.  Perhaps,  however,  tho  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  very  few  remarks,  to 
show  his  reasons  for  bringing  the  matter 
forward.    A  large  number  of  fires,  causing 
very  great  damage  to  property,  in  his  own 
and  adjoining  counties,  had  occurred  lately 
from  the  careless  use  of  lucifer  matches. 
This  was  considered  to  be  so  serious  that 
last  year,  at  tho   Assises  in   Suffolk,  tho 
Qrand  Jury,  of  which   he  was   foreman, 
made  a  Presentment  on   tho  subject  ;  it 
was  a  rare  thing  in  that  county  for  a  Pre- 
sentment to  be  made,  but  so  many  cai^es 
of  arson  came  before  them,  proved  to  have 
arisen  chiefly  from  children  playing  with, 
and  havin^r  easy  access  to,  lucifer  mntchoH, 
that  they  thought  it  right  to  do  so.     The 
nuinhor   of   firos   arising    from    tho    same 
cause  increased   through   the  winter,  and 
the  case  became  a  still  more  serious  one. 
To  show  the  amount  of  damage  done  by 
the   careless    use  of   lucifer   matches,    ho 
would    mention  that  the   Norwich    Union 
Fire  Insurance  OflSce,  which  insures  one- 
seventh  of  the  whole  agricultural  property 
and  farming  stock  in  the  country,  paid  in 
three  years  for  insurances  for  damage  done 
by  133  fires  no  less  than  £13,462,  calcu- 
lating  on    that    basis,    the    amount    paid 
throughout  the  country  by  Insurance  Offi- 
ces for  insured  property  of  this  class  would 
be  £94,234,  for  damage  done  by  931  fires 
caused  entirely  by  the  indiscriminate  salo 
and  use  of  these  articles  ;  and  when  it  was 
considered  what   the  amount  would    pro- 
bably be  on  uninsured  property  not  taken 
into  calculation,   this  was  a   very  serious 
matter  indeed.     In  the  Report  of  the  Evi- 
denco  before  a   Select  Committee  of  the 
House   last  year   on    Fire    Protection,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  payments  made  for  iusuranccs  by 


655     Ireland--  WriU  of  Error      [  COMMONS  | 


in  Criminal  CSmm. 


656 


the  Sdd  Fire  Office  for  fires  arising  from 
the  same  cause,  the  gentleman  represent- 
ing that  office  stated  that  they  were  no  less 
than  £10.000  a  year.  He  hoped  he  had 
jnstified  himself  for  haring  placed  the  No- 
tice on  the  Paper,  and  shown  that  the 
subject  was  an  important  one.  He  would 
put  off  any  further  remarks  to  some  future 
opportunity,  and  would  content  himself 
now  with  the  few  observations  he  had 
made.  He  wished  merely  to  press  upon 
the  Government  the  importance  of  the 
question,  with  a  hope  that  they  might  con- 
sider it  with  a  view  to  some  remedy. 

IRELAND— WRITS  OF  ERROR  IN 

CRIMINAL  CASES. 

BESOLUnON. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  granting  of 
Writs  of  Error  in  criminal  cases,  and  to 
move  a  Resolution  on  the  subject.  It  had 
lately  been  asserted  by  a  Law  Officer  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  that  writs  of  error  were 
not  a  matter  of  right  but  a  matter  of  grace. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott,  the  proprietor 
of  the  Irishman  newspaper,  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  twelve  months'  imprisonment  for 
the  insertion  of  a  seditious  libel  in  that 
journal,  a  petition  signed  by  Counsel  for  a 
writ  of  error  was  presented  on  the  21st  of 
April.  On  the  13th  of  May — and  he  com- 
plained of  this  delay — Sir  Thomas  Larcom 
replied  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  no  grounds  existed  for  granting 
the  writ.  As  it  was  stated  that  the  reason 
for  this  refusal  was  because  no  grounds  of 
error  had  been  assigned  in  the  original 
petition,  another  petition  was  presented  on 
May  28,  and  on  June  5,  the  issue  of  the 
writ  was  again  refused.  A  petition  was 
thereupon  presented  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Pigott 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  case  was 
Drj[;ued  before  him,  but  his  Lordship  de- 
cided that  he  had  nojurisdiction  to  interfere. 
He  did  not  impute  blame  to  the  Attorney 
General,  who  had  acted,  he  believed,  bond 
fide,  though,  as  he  thought,  in  an  un- 
constitutional manner,  in  erroneously  re- 
fusing to  grant  a  writ  of  error  when  it 
was  applied  for  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Pigott; 
but  as  the  matter  was  an  important  one, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  it  before 
Parliament.  The  question  whether  writs 
of  error  were  a  matter  of  right  or  of  favour 
did  not  now  for  the  first  time  come  before 
Parliament.  In  the  reign  of  Charles  I. 
Sir  Thomas  Armstrong  was  indicted  for 
high  treason,  and  outlawed  ;  he  afterwards 
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surrendered  and  was  ezeoated-the  Attorney 
General  refusing  a  writ  of  error.  lo  1689, 
on  the  petition  of  his  widow  and  daoghtcn^ 
his  ease  was  brought  before  the  Honse  sf 
Commons,  which  appointed  a  Comniittee 
of  thirty -five  Members  to  examine  intotht 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  also  to  as> 
certain  and  state  the  law  as  to  wrili  sf 
error  in  criminal  cases.  That  Committee 
reported  that  the  refusal  of  the  writ  vsi 
altogether  unlawful,  and  further  that— 

"  A  writ  of  error  for  the  reversal  of  jodgsMit 
in  treason  or  felony  is  the  right  ofthe8objeet,aai 
ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  net  ss 
act  of  grace  or  fitvour  which  may  ba  denied  m 
granted  at  pleasure." 

The  House  confirmed  the  Report,  sai 
expelled  the  Attorney  General  by  a  mi* 
jority  of  1^1  against  71.  This  showsl 
with  what  jealousy  Parliament  looked  iito 
the  matter  immediately  after  the  Revela- 
tion. Again,  in  1704,  in  the  reign  of 
Anne,  where,  in  the  Aylesbury  case,  se- 
tions  were  brought  against  the  retoniiog 
officers  for  disallowing  votes,  a  writ  A 
error  was  refused  by  the  Attorney  Gene* 
ral,  and  the  case  came  before  the  Home 
of  Lords,  who  took  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges,  with  Chief  Justice  Holt  at  their 
head,  on  the  point,  and,  after  gettbg 
opinion,  the  Lords  resolved— > 


"  That  a  writ  of  error  is  not  a  writ  of  _ 
bat  of  right,  and  ought  not  to  be  denied  to  tbi 
subject  when  duly  applied  for — though  at  the  rSi 
quest  of  either  House  of  Parliament — the  deoal 
thereof  being  an  obstruction  of  justioe,  and  en- 
trary  to  Magna  Charta." 

Following  this  up,  the  Lords  presented  sa 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  her  te 
direct  a  writ  of  error  to  issue,  and  in  thsl 
Address  they  say— 

"Whether  writs  of  error  ought  to  begnatii, 
and  what  ought  to  be  done  upon  writs  of  ener 
afterwards,  are  very  different  things.  The  oi^ 
matter  under  your  Majesty's  consideratioft  i, 
whether  in  right  and  justice  the  Petitiooen  ait 
not  entitled  to  have  writs  of  error  granted. 

"  We  are  sure  that  the  Ilouse  of  Commou  ii 
1689  was  of  opinion  that  a  writ  of  error,  eves  ii 
cases  of  felony  and  treason,  is  the  right  of  the 
subject,  and  ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desirs,aii 
is  not  an  act  of  grace  and  favour  which  nosy  ki 
denied  or  granted  at  pleasure.  Sothat,asfiirai 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  ought  ti 
have  weight  in  such  a  question,  whatever  the  en* 
sent  opinion  of  the  House  is,  they  then  tbonguft 
writ  of  error  was  the  right  of  the  sobjeet  inafi* 
tal  cases,  where  only  it  had  been  at  any  tiai 
doubted  of. 

"  But  that  it  is  a  writ  of  right  in  all  other  «« 
has  been  aflBrmed  in  the  law  books,  is  veriflsi  If 
the  constant  practice,  and  is  the  opimon  ef*! 
your  present  Judges  except  Blr.  Baron  FHeitfA 
Mr.  Baron  Smith." 


6S7     S^IUmi^Wriii  of  Rror     {July  8,  1868 1 


in  Criminal  Cases. 


658 


And  the  Lords  then  go  oo  to  argue  in  the 
Btroogeet  manner   the  jostice  and  ezpe- 
dieoej  of  this  fiew  of  the  lav.     After  this 
Addreaa   was  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
the  Judges  were   again   summoned,    and 
on  their  opinion  being  laid   before   Her 
Majeatjy  she  sent  a  Message  to  the  Lords 
that  she  woald  comply  with  their  request; 
bnt  the  Parliament  ha?ing  been  Tory  soon 
after  dissolved,  all  the  proceedings  fell  to 
\he  ground.    In  modern  times  the  question 
IS  to  the  rights  of  a  writ  of  error  came  be- 
fore Lord  Chancellor  Hart.     In  1828,  the 
Attorney   General   of  Ireland,  refused  to 
grant  hia  fiat  for  a  writ  of  error  in  the  case 
of  Radford  Roe,  who  had  been  convicted  of 
peijory  and  forgery,  and  the  cursitor  re- 
fined to  issue  it  without  his  fiat,  where- 
Dpon  an   application   was  made   to   Lord 
Chaneellor  Hart,  who  held  that  the  cur- 
ntor  was  bound  to  issue  the  writ.     Under 
kboae  circumstances,  then,  he  thought  it 
vaa  a  very  nnconstitutional  act  for  an  At- 
torney  General — especially  in    Ireland—* 
to  refuse  to  grant  a  writ  of  error.     He  was 
aware  that  the  dicta  of  some  modern  Eng- 
lish Judges  might  be  quoted  in  favour  of 
the  eoarae  taken  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland;  but  it  had  been  held  o?erand 
sver  again  by  the  earlier  English  Judges 
that  the  writ  of  error  was  a  right,  and  not 
%  matter  of  grace.     Two    modem    cases 
irhieh  came  before  Lord   Campbell  "  Ex 
parte  Newton,"  in  1855,  and  *' ^d^par^e 
Lee,"  in  1858,  will  be  relied  upon.     In 
lK>th  the  Court  decided  it  had   no  juris- 
liction   to  interfere  in  the  matter — that 
the  Attorney  General  should  act  on  his  own 
responsibility — and  that  if  the  object  for 
vhieh  the  writ  of  error  was  applied  for  was 
merely  to  raise  an  objection  which  did  not 
nffeet  the   merits   of   the  case,    then   he 
■bodd  refuse  to  grant  his  fiat — the  right 
io  grant  the  writ  of  error  being    one  of 
the  Prerogatives  of  the  Crown.     It  was  a 
BODstrous  doctrine  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
Mrsl— the  Prosecutor — was  to  decide  that 
^  ground  on  which  a  writ  of  error  was 
^icd  for  had  nothing  to   do  with   the 
Bwrits  of  a  case,  and  though  this  doctrine 
U  the  sanction   of  Lord   Campbell,  he 
*Mld  tenture  to  say  that  a  more  mon- 
fhOQs  doctrine  was  ne?er  laid  down  even 
^  the  worst   times  of   Royal    Preroga- 
"*B.    He  had  felt  it  his  bounden  duty 
*»  Wing  forward  this  question,  as  it  was 
*bqM   by  a  solemn    Resolution  of  this 
lotte  in  the  reign  of  William  III.  that  the 
■ling  of  a  writ  of  error  was  a  matter  of 
4kt  and  not  of  grace.     This  doctrine. 


which  was  endorsed  by  ten  out  of  twelve 
Judges  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  and 
by  the  House  of  Lords  at  that  period,  had 
been  attempted  to  be  over- ridden  by  modern 
English  Judges  who  had  not  studied  the 
Constitutional  Law  so  well  as  they  had  stu- 
died the  Common  Law;  but  he  hoped  this 
House  would  not  sanction  such  an  attempt. 
The  whole  of  our  law  relating  to  appeals  in 
criminal  cases  was  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
England  was  the  only  country  in  the  world 
without  a  Court  of  Appeal  on  questions  of 
fact  in  criminal  cases.  The  only  appeal 
was  to  the  Home  Secretary,  which  was 
most  unsatisfactory.  It  was  true  that  an 
appeal  might  be  made  on  a  point  of  law, 
but  such  an  appeal  was  only  allowed  to  the 
Court  of  Criminal  appeal  by  consent  of  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  or  else  by  writ  of 
error  ;  and  it  was  now  laid  down  that  the 
latter  method  could  not  be  resorted  to  ex- 
cept by  consent  of  the  Attorney  General. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
acted  against  precedent,  for  in  cases  of 
misdemeanour  especially  the  writ  of  error 
was  always  felt  to  be  a  matter  of  right, 
and  since  the  decision  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Hart  it  had  been  so  considered  in  Ireland. 
If,  howe?er,  the  Attorney  General  refused 
a  writ.  Parliament  was  the  only  power  that 
could  control  him.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  Mr.  Pigott  was  justly 
conticted  or  not,  but  the  fact  remained  that 
the  further  investigation  of  the  case  had 
been  stopped  without  any  appeal,  because 
the  Attorney  General,  who  was  the  prose- 
cutor, had  refused  the  writ  of  error  in 
defiance  of  the  Resolutions  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  law  laid  down  by  the  Judges. 
In  conclusion  he  would  beg  to  mo?e  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  ggren  notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  lea?e  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeition,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Resolution 
passed  bj  this  House  on  the  19th  daj  of  November 
1689,  and  doth  re-affirm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for 
the  reversal  of  a  Judgment  in  Misdemeanor, 
Felon  J,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  subject,  and 
ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire,  and  is  not  an 
aot  of  Grace  or  Favour  which  may  be  denied  or 
granted  at  Pleasure," — {Sir  Colman  CLoghien,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *<That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren):  I  think  it 
would  hare  heen  more  fair  and  becoming 
on  the  part  of  the  hou.  and  learned  Ba- 
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ronet  if  he  had  giyen  in  the  Notice  which 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  lome  intima- 
tion of  an  intention  to  impeach  my  eon- 
doct  on  the  present  occasion.  [Sir  Oolhan 
O'LoGHLEN  denied  that  he  had  done  so.] 
Mj  conduct  has  certainly  been  impeached, 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  has  as- 
serted that  the  Attorney  General  has  been 
guilty  of  unreasonable  delay,  and  fiolated 
the  constitutional  rule  applicable  to  the 
granting  of  writs  of  error.  The  Resolu- 
tion, however,  contained  nothing  but  an 
allegation  which  I  am  prepared  to  profe 
utterly  unfounded.  I  confess,  howefer, 
I  cannot  sufficiently  admire  the  inge- 
nuity  and  bustling  importunity  with  which, 
during  the  present  Session,  the  lion,  and 
learned  Member  for  Clare  had  sought 
opportunities  to  profoke  the  Flouse  to  in- 
terfere in  matters  relating  to  the  Queen 
and  her  Royal  Prerogatife.  On  reference 
to  the  Papers  of  the  House,  I  find  that  the 
Prerogative  of  the  Queen  in  connection 
with  the  peerage  of  Ireland  was  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet ;  but  that  measure  was 
brought  to  an  untimely  end  by  the  inter- 
ference of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. I  also  find  that  a  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  stood  on  the 
Paper  proposing  that  the  House  should 
interfere  as  to  the  Queen's  Prerogative  in 
connection  with  the  title  of  honour  called 
knighthood — an  interference  sought  by 
none,  and  repudiated  by  many  of  those  on 
whom  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  was 
desirous  of  thrusting  the  honour.  Again, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  during 
the  present  Session  placed  on  the  table 
Notices  of  Mgtions  connected  with  the  resi- 
dence of  the  Sovereign,  and  with  regard  to 
the  declarations  which  the  Queen,  as  the 
Protestant  Sovereign  of  a  Protestant  king- 
dom, was  required  to  make.  ['*  Question! "] 
I  am  speaking  to  the  question,  as  the  pre- 
sent was  one  of  a  series  of  attacks  upon 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Grown.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  had  also  introduced 
a  Motion  proposing  that  the  House  should 
interfere  with  the  Queen  in  a  matter  con- 
nected with  a  charitable  institution.  That 
Motion  met  the  ignominious  defeat  which 
in  my  opinion  it  richly  deserved.  And 
now  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  has 
made  a  direct  attack  on  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative ;  for  I  am  in  a  position  to  satisfy 
the  House  that  the  granting  of  writs  of 
error  is  strictly  a  matter  of  Prerogative. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  com- 

The  Athniei/  General  for  Ireland 


meneed  by  saying  that  the  preMot  pite- 
tice  was  of  modern  date.  Bot  whao  tbi 
subject  was  discussed  recently,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  remarked  that  it  had 
been  thoroughly  investigated,  and  shovi 
to  date  back  at  least  as  far  as  the  tiat 
of  the  Plantagenats.  I  find  it  distinctly  laid 
down  in  two  cases — known  as  *'  Crawls'i 
case"  and  "  The  Rioters*  ease'*  deeidsd 
in  1683  and  1684,  that  in  all  oases,  vh^ 
ther  of  treason,  felony,  or  misdemeanov, 
the  granting  of  a  fiat  -for  a  writ  of  error 
was  a  matter  of  Royal  Prerogative,  sad 
that  the  assent  of  the  Sovereign  oust  bo 
!  obtained.  As  to  the  ease  which  oecnrred 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  ten  est  of 
{ twelve  Judges  held  that  the  writ  of  error 
!  shonld  be  granted  as  a  matter  of  right  ii 
I  cases  of  misdemeanour  ;  and  that  jodf- 
meht  was  afterwards  eiplained  in  theosoo 
of  the  notorious  Wilkes  by  Lord  Mansfield, 
who  laid  it  down  that  even  in  oases  of  mil* 
demeanour  the  writ  did  not  issue  u  s 
matter  of  right  unless  sufficient  probaUo 
grounds  were  shown.  The  nniTorsal  prM> 
tice  in  Ireland  had  been  to  apply  to  tki 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  he,  eiereisiof  As 
Royal  Prerogative,  referred  the  matter  ti 
the  Attorney  General.  It  was  granted  ■ 
cases  of  treason  and  felony  merely  u  a 
matter  of  grace;  in  cases  of  misdemess- 
our,  upon  probable  grounds  of  error  bsisg 
shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Attonoy 
General ;  and  there  was  no  anthority  Ii 
the  contrary,  except  the  case  decided  kf 
Sir  Anthony  Hart^  who  was  not  a  gisst 
criminal  lawyer,  but  simply  a  master  of 
Equity  practice.  What  would  have  haf> 
pened  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott  if  the  Isff 
liad  been  otherwise  ?  Under  the  reooit 
Act  of  Parliament  relating  to  misdeoMSS- 
ours,  if  a  writ  of  error  were  issued  As 
prisoner  would  be  discharged  on  bail.  Mr* 
Pigott  could  have  got  a  writ  of  error  so  i 
matter  of  course,  and  been  admitted  to 
bail  pending  the  appeal.  Now,  what  id- 
vantage  would  the  public  have  derivid 
from  his  conviction  if,  after  the  lapis  rf 
perhaps  two  years,  the  sentence  on  tUi 
gentleman  was  ratified,  and  he  was  oMt 
back  to  prison  f  Blackstone,  who  vriM 
after  the  Resolution  referred  to  by  tki 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  had  been  pawi 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  laid  dowa  tki 

law  thus — 

"  Writs  of  error  to  reverse  jadgments  ia  eem 
of  misdemeaDOurs  are  not  to  be  allowed  of  oiini 
but  on  sufficient  probable  oaose  shown  to  tkt 
Attorney  General,  and  then  they  are  nndotriiod 
to  be  grantable  of  common  ri^t,  and  a 
justitiae.  Bat  writs  of  error  to  reverie 
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IB  capital  CUM  are  only  allowed  <«  gratid,  and 
Bol  mkhoat  eipren  warrant  nnder  the  King's 
1^  manual,  or  at  least  by  the  consent  of  the 
Ittoracy  General." 

That  wu  the  law   reoogniied   by  Lord 

Campbell  and  the  Judgee  of  the  Coart  of 

Qoeeo's  Bench.       In    Lee's   ease    Lord 

Csfflpbell  said — 

'*  It  is  part  of  the  Prerogatire  of  the  Crown 
that  a  vrit  of  error  should  not  issue  except  with 
the  coooorTence  of  the  Crown,  testified  by  the 
fist  of  the  Attorney  General." 

Chief  Justice  Jenris,  and  Lord  Chancellor 
Brewster — who  was  unrifalled  in  his  ex- 
perienee  of  criminal  taw — all  held  that  that 
was  the  law.    I  apprehend,  therefore,  that 
this  was  the  ancient  and  legal  practice  ; 
and  as  I  was  bound  bj  mj  oath  to  adfise 
the  Qoeen  according  to  law,  I  adfiaed  the 
Lord  Lieoteoant,  Her  Majesty's  deputy, 
that  there  were  no  probable  grounds  for 
grantiDg  a  writ  of  error  in  Mr.  Pigoti's 
case.    I  desire  now  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  my  personal  condact.     I  was  attending 
to  my  duties  in  the  House  of  Commons 
when  the  application  was  presented  to  the 
Lord  lieutenant  in  Ireland  ;    but  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  days  the  memorial 
wu  forwarded.    It  contained  no  allegation 
of  any  error  in  the  record,  nor  had  any 
point  been  raised  at  the  trial  by  Mr.  Heron, 
who  eoodueted  the  defence  of  the  prisoner. 
On  reeeif  ing  the  application,  I  took  time 
to  consider,  and  to  institute  inquiries  about 
the  record.     When  I  refused  my  sanction 
the  parties  immediately  presented  a  peti- 
tion to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  for 
s  fiat  to  the  writ  of  error,  notwithstanding 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General.  When 
the  ease  came  on  for  argument  the  Lord 
Chancellor^  without  hearing  counsel  for  the 
Crown,  expressed  a  strong  opinion  against 
the  memorial,  and  upon  my  consent  ordered 
the  petition  to  be  taken  off  the  file  of  the 
Court  of   Chancery.      When  the   second 
petition  was  presented  to  me  as  Attorney 
General,  I,  wishing  to  ha?e  my  own  opi- 
lion  strengthened  if  I  wss  right,  corrected 
if  I  waa  wrong,  directed  that  all  the  papers 
should  be  laid  before  the  Counsel  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  case,  including  with 
the    Solicitor  General  and  Law  Adfiser, 
Br.  Ball  and  Mr.  Murphy,  who  were  not 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.     They  met  in 
eoBsailtation  in  my  absence,  and  arrif  ed  at 
t)M  unammons  opinion  thst  there  were  no 
fvwnids  whatever  for  a  reversal  of  my 
sision  in  the  case.     Acting  on  the  law 
kid  down  by  Lord  Campbell  and  by  the 
Jostice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  I  re- 
tanA  my  sanction  to  the  prosecution  of  a 


writ  of  error  in  the  matter.  I  may  obserye 
that  when  the  matter  came  on  to  be  heard 
before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Mr.  Butt  did 
not  state  that  the  case  was  a  clear  one  in 
his  favour,  but  only  that  it  was  an  arguable 
case.  Bvery  one  knew  that  when  a  bar- 
rister only  went  the  length  of  saying  that 
his  case  was  an  "  arguable  "  one  he  meant 
that,  while  something  might  be  said  in  its 
favour,  the  law  was  against  him.  It  was 
not  on  light  grounds  that  I  would  refuse 
my  sanction  to  a  writ  of  error.  Only  that 
day  the  Judges  of  England  in  the  case 
of  a  writ  of  error  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  on  behalf  of  a  man  named  Mulcahy, 
who  had  been  convicted  in  Ireland  of  a 
political  offence,  gave  their  opinion  against 
the  first  point  raised  in  Pigott's  memorial. 
For  myself,  I  venture  to  say  that,  in  acting 
as  I  have,  I  acted  according  to  law,  and  in 
the  conscientious  discharge  of  my  manifest 
duty.  If  the  law  was  to  be  changed,  it  most 
be  done,  not  by  one  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
tnre,  but  by  the  two  branches,  and  the  con- 
sent of  the  Sovereign.  I  hope  that  in  this, 
and  all  such  cases,  whoever  may  be  the 
individual  holding  the  office  which  I  have 
now  the  honour  to  fill,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  support  him  in  maintaining  the 
Prerogstive  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  had  heard 
with  great  astonishment  the  lecture  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Clare  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  as  to  his 
course  of  proceeding  in  that  House,  and 
the  Notices  he  had  from  time  to  time 
placed  npon  its  records.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime) 
was  quite  at  a  less  to  understand  by  what 
right  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  so 
presumed  upon  his  position.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  gained  for  himself  the 
respect  and  regard  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  was  not  open  to  such  remarks 
as  had  been  made.  He  (Mr.  O'Beime)  did 
not  intend  to  treat  this  subject  as  a  matter 
of  law  merely.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
follow  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  by 
whom  the  question  had  been  introdnced, 
into  the  pages  of  Blackstone  or  the  long- 
past  Resolutions  of  Parliament.  He  de- 
sired rather  to  look  upon  it  in  a  popular 
point  of  view,  and  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  the  impressions  of  the  publie 
must  be  if  such  proceedings  as  those  stated 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  were  per- 
mitted. There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
policy  of  Parliament  had  always  been  to 
protect  the  accused  against  anything  that 
could  bear  the  oharacter  of  inJQSttoe«  and 
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It  was  that  disposition  that  marked  the 
action  of  the  Legislature  in  the  instances 
which  had  been  cited  by  his  learned 
Friend,  and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  opposite  had  given  no  reply  whatever. 
It  was  of  great  importance  that  our  law, 
and,  above  all,  our  criminal  law,  should  be 
administered  with  the  most  rigid  impar- 
tinlity  ;  and  it  was  also  of  great  impor- 
tance that  it  should  be  in  its  application 
placed  aboye  and  beyond  all  suspicion. 
It  was  because  the  refusal  to  grant  a 
writ  of  error,  in  such  a  case  as  that  of 
Mr.  Pigott,  was  calculated  to  cast  some 
doubt  upon  the  administration  of  that 
law,  that  the  consideration  of  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  of  such 
moment.  Surely  if  a  doubt  existed  this 
was  a  case  where  the  legal  discretion  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  might  have  been  well 
used  in  favour  of  the  prisoner — where  the 
rules  springing  from  principles  and  prece- 
dents might  well  be  stretched  a  little  if 
such  were  necessary.  He  (Mr.  O'Beirne) 
was  not  anxious  to  impute  unworthy  or 
prejudiced  motives  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, whose  duty  must,  or  certainly 
ought  to  have  been  very  distasteful  to  him. 
Kor  did  he  desire  to  call  in  question  the 
conduct  of  the  prosecution,  the  evidence 
brought  forward,  or  the  result  of  the  trial. 
What  he  desired  to  impress  upon  the 
House  was  this — that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  leader  against  the  prisoner; 
that  when  the  verdict  was  obtained  he  was 
the  judge — the  irresponsible  judge — as  to 
whether  there  should  be  an  appeal  by  writ 
of  error  from  that  verdict,  and  that  be  re- 
fused to  permit  any  such  appeal.  He  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  now  stated  broadly,  and  he  called 
upon  the  occupants  of  the  opposite  Bench 
to  contradict  him  if  he  was  mistaken,  that 
this  was  the  first  instance  in  which  a  writ 
of  error  was  refused  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  a  misdemeanour.  Was  this  so  or  not  ? 
if  it  was  so,  he  must  say  he  considered  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  taking  upon  him- 
self to  refuse  it,  acted  illegally  and  uncon- 
stitutionally, and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  discharged 
a  proper  duty  in  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  remember  the  celebrated 
case  of  Mr.  O'Connell  and  his  friends  who 
were  prosecuted  some  twenty  years  ago 
for  an  offence  falling  within  the  same 
category.  Then  a  writ  of  error  was 
brought  and  the  conviction  was  annulled. 
There  was  no  hesitation  upon  that  ooca- 

Mr.  (yBeirne 


sion  to  grant  the  writ.  Binoe  then  tlia 
feeling  of  the  Legislature  had  been  tbowB 
by  an  Act  which  passed,  providing  tbit 
when  a  writ  of  error  was  broaght  the  pri- 
soner  should  be  immediately  admitted  to 
bail.  This  was  manifestly  for  the  porpoie 
of  protecting  him  from  any  injustice,  tlw 
bail  being  bound  to  deliver  him  op  to  the 
authorities  to  fulfil  his  sentence  in  em 
judgment  in  error  pronounced  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  remtrb 
relied  upon  the  fact  that  no  eauses  of  error 
were  stated  by  Mr.  Pigott  in  his  memorial. 
This  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  apprehended  «ut 
mistake,  as  on  looking  to  the  memorial  hi 
(Mr.  O'Beirne)  found  six  points  of  eiror 
very  clearly,  as  he  thought,  stated  and  esr- 
tified  by  the  three  learned  counsel  who  hd 
charge  of  the  defenee. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warrek):  The  hoa. 
Member  was  under  a  misapprehension— 
the  points  of  error  alluded  to  were  In  tbi 
second  memorial.  He  (the  Attorney  G^ 
neral)  had  alluded  to  the  first  memorial 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  :  It  seemed  to  him  thil 
the  fact  of  the  second  memorial  made  thi 
case  only  the  stronger  against  the  eoam 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whi^ 
having  refused  the  first  application,  had 
been  by  the  second  afforded  a  fnrtbir 
opportunity  to  consider  the  matter,  ui 
then  repeated  his  refusal.  As  to  the  d^ 
cumstaoce  to  which  he  had  also  refeneJi 
and  upon  which  he  seemed  to  rely,  that  thi 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  bad,  in  giviog 
his  judgment,  expressed  a  strong  optaiii 
on  the  case,  he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  eonld  not 
attach  any  importance  to  such  a  stateoM^ 
as  the  point  for  his  Lordship's  deeiiMi 
manifestly  was  whether  he  had  jorisdietifli 
or  not,  and  the  judgment  merely  ruled  thil 
no  such  jurisdiction  existed.  The  riiht 
hon.  Gentleman  also  relied  upon  the  M 
that  granting  a  writ  of  error  was  a  P^ 
rogative  of  the  Crown,  and  that  he  w«  ■ 
bound  by  his  oath  to  advise  Her  MajeiQ 
according  to  law.  Now,  this  seemed  to  W 
rather  a  singular  statement.  No  doubt  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  9KJ 
was  that  he  was  bound  to  advise  Her  He* 
jesty  according  to  the  law  as  he  believed  il 
to  be.  An  oath  of  any  other  nature  wosU 
be  rather  an  unusual  one.  But  there  M 
nothing  to  satisfy  the  pablio  or  the  HoMl 
that  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tesk 
this  oath  he  was  not  open  to  mistakiL 
Certainly,  it  was  now  of  the  utmost  mosMt 
that  the  House  should  express  an  oputs* 
upon  this  question.     If  the  law  fras  to  be 
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to  jaBtify  tbe  refusal  to  allow  an 
tppetl  merelj  opon  the  irresponiible  dictum 
of  tlie  Attornej  General— hi  mtelf  probably, 
u  in  tbii  ease,  tbe  prosecutor,  and  answer- 
able for  tbe  error  committed — it  should  be 
at  once  openly  so  declared.  Once  it  was 
elearly  aicertaioed  and  known  that  a  power 
•0  dao^roQi  was  authorised  bj  law  the 
Legialatare  would  apeedilj  adopt  effectiye 
jDouores  to  protect  Her  Majeitj's  subjects 
froiD  M  great  an  injustice. 
Tn   ATTORNEY    GENERAL    ex- 

Ciaed  bis  surprise    that    the  hon.  and 
roed  Btronet  should  ask  the  House  of 
Commoos  to  pass  a  Resolution  of  a  most 
fxtnordioary  character    merely    because 
Seiolations  of  a  similar  nature  had  been 
paned  in  the  reign  of  William  III.,  laying 
down  as  a  constitutional  practice  what  the 
Courts  of  Law  had  e? er  since  consistently 
denied.     There  were   few  things  in   the 
bw  wbieh  could  not  be  contradicted  by  an 
ingeaioos  adroeate  ;    but,  as  far  as  legal 
aothonties  could  establish  a  principle,  it 
bad  been  laid  down  beyond  all  dispute  and 
qaestioQ  that  in  cases  of  treason  and  felony 
tbe  grant  of  a  writ  of  error   was  not  ex 
dMoJMttitkB,  but  simply  ex  gratid  by 
the  Crown  ;  and  according  to  modern  prac- 
tice It  was  the  duty— and  by  no  means  an 
Sfreeable  one  —  of  the  Attorney  General 
to  determine  whether  there  was  such  a  oaae 
is  tbe  face  of  the  petition,  or  appearing 
from  the  papers,  aa  to  induce  him  to  say 
tbat  tbe  writ  of  error  ought  to  issue.    The 
doty  of  the  Attorney  General  was  two- 
fold:  to  see  that  the  writ  was  not  with- 
Md  if  proper  and  sufficient  grounds  were 
sdraneed,  and  on  the  other  hand  not  to 
sUow  the  writ  to  be  iaaued  upon  insufficient 
sr  psrely  frifoloos  grounds.     In  the  case 
sf  misdemeanour  there  waa  this  distinction, 
aa  tbe  law  had  been  laid  down,  that  the 
Lsw  OSeer  ought  not  to  advise  the  Crown 
ts  refrne  the  writ  in  any  case  where  there 
«ss  a  probability  that  it  might  be  suc- 
Maaftd.     He  did  not  propose  to  argue  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  a  question 
which  might  be  argued  for  days  and  days 
before  tbe  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  he 
wu  not  about  to  caufaas,  as  other  Members 
appeared  to  hare  done,  the  motiyes  which 
ndoced  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  return  the 
newer  which  he  gave  ;  but  dealing  simply 
vitb  the  Motion  put  before  the  House,  and 
idviaing   them  to  the  best  of  his  ability 

£10  the  aabject,  he  fontored  to  suggest 
t  they  abonld  come  to  no  such  Resolu* 
^  aa  thai  which  was  proposed.  Its  only 
Act  oould  be  to  mis-state  the  law  ;  and 


even  if  such  a  statement  were  put  forward 
it  would  hare  no  binding  effect  upon  the 
Judges  or  Courts  of  this  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  have  mis- 
understood tbe  question,  which  was  not 
decided  without  long  consideration,  the 
learned  counsel  having  asked  for  time  to 
prepare,  and,  having  investigated  the 
authorities  and  found  what  he  could,  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  was  still  against 
him.  That  learned  Judge,  Lord  Campbell, 
while  clearly  laying  down  the  principle 
upon  which  alone  the  writ  ought  to  issue, 
said  that  the  decision  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  in  the  nature  of  a  judicial 
function,  in  which  he  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form towards  the  people  at  large,  and  also 
towards  the  Court.  If  he  decided  im- 
properly or  corruptly,  the  Attorney  General 
might  be  made  responsible  in  Parliament 
and  dismissed  by  the  Crown,  but  the  Court 
had  no  power  to  review  his  decision.  Mr. 
Justice  Erie,  afterwards  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Pleas,  and  one  of  the  most 
eminent  Judges  that  in  modern  tiroes 
adorned  the  Bench,  after  stating  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General  in 
cases  of  misdemeanour  to  grant  his  fiat  for 
a  reasonable  cause,  aaid  that  it  waa  equally 
his  duty  to  refuse  it  if  there  was  no  rea- 
sonable cause,  and  generoualy  added  an 
expression  of  his  own  opinion  in  the  follow- 
ing words:—- 

"  If  tbe  Attomej  General  wiabed  for  bit  private 
aatisfaction  to  know  how,  aopposing  thii  Court  had 
the  sopreme  jariidiotion  which  he  poiaesiei,  we 
should  hare  exercised  the  jarisdiotion,  I,  for  one, 
have  no  objection  to  say  that  I  should  have  done 
as  he  did,  and  have  refused  the  writ." 

If,  then,  modern  authorities  and  ancient 
practice  concurred,  he  wished  to  know 
upon  what  ground  the  House  could  now 
be  aaked  to  affirm  a  totally  different  prin- 
ciple ?  The  practice  and  the  reasons  for 
it  were  to  be  found  in  books  so  old  that 
probably  their  names  were  unfamiliar  to 
Members  of  that  House — in  Foriescue^  in 
Salkeld,  Barroughi^  and  other  writers ; 
and  these  all  concurred  in  declaring  that 
in  cases  of  treason  and  felony  the  issue  of 
a  writ  of  error  was  ex  gratid,  and  not  ex 
dehitojiutiticB,  and  in  misdemeanour  only  on 
probable  cause  shown.  The  Judges,  more- 
over, had  declared  in  the  strongest  manner 
that  the  recommendation  rested  with  the 
Attorney  General,  and  that  they  had  no 
power  to  reverse  the  decision. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendmenty  by  leave«  wUhdraton. 
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NAVY— NAVAL   MEDALS. 
OBSERYATIONB. 

Captain  MACKINNON  said,  he  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
serrices  of  Officers,  Seamen,  and  Marines 
of  Her  Majesty's  Navj,  who  had  not  re- 
ceive decorations  in  accordance  with  Ad- 
miralty Circulars  of  June,   1847,    1848, 
and   1858,  which  awarded  medals  to  sur- 
vivors in  actions  since  1793,  a  period  over 
fifty  years ;  and  to  ask,  whether  Honorary 
Rewards,  as  understood  hy  ahove  Circulars, 
for  Gallant  Services  are  to  be  discontinued? 
The  manner  in  which  all  such  rewards  in  the 
Royal  Nary  had  been  bestowed  during  the 
last  thirty  years,  had  gone  far  to  destroy 
the  value  which   they  ought   to   possess. 
This  was  especially  the  case  in  the  Syrian, 
China,  and  Russian  Wars,  where  many  re- 
ceived them  without  being  under  fire,  or 
even   within  hearing  of  any  engagement, 
really  gallant  services,  meanwhile  of  va- 
rious kinds,  having  been  passed  over  without 
any  recognition.  The  Admiralty,  upon  the 
7th  of  June,  1847,  issued  a  circular  with 
reference  to  the  granting  of  medals,  and 
had  this  rule  been  fairly  carried  out  great 
heartburnings    and    dissatisfaction   would 
have  been  prevented.      But  in  the  wars 
which  followed  there  were  examples  of  two 
medals  being  worn,  for  the  Black  Sea  and 
Baltic,  the  wearer  of  which  might  never 
have  been  under   fire,   and  thousands  of 
men  in  the  transport  service  and  in  block- 
ading ships  received  this  medal  who  had 
never  been  within  sound  of  an  enemy's 
gun.     There  would  have  been  no  injustice 
in  excluding  ships  not  actually  engaged,  as 
no  medals  were  given  in  the  long  war  with 
France  for  blockading  or  transport  service. 
Even  the  ships  of  Nelson's  fleet  who  were 
absent  while  the  battle  of  Trafalgar  was 
fought,  but  returned  in  time  to  assist  the 
disabled  ships,  did  not  receive  the  Trafalgar 
clasp.     But  the  unfairness  of  the  present 
system  would  be  shown  when  compared 
with  gallant  actions  for  which  no  medal 
had  ever  been  given,  although  the  deeds 
themselves  were  well  known  and   appre- 
ciated   in   naval   history.     Take,   for   in- 
stance, such  casc:^  as  the  attack  on  the 
pirate   schooner  Zaragorana  by   Captain 
Wnlcott,  with   boats  of  the    Tyne^  on  the 
3l8t   of    March,    1823.      This   notorious 
pirate,   who   hoisted    the   black  flag,  and 
would  neither  give  nor  take  quarter,  was 
chased  into  a  narrow  creek  o£P  Baracoa,  in 
the  West  Indies.     Moored  head  and  stern, 
with  broadside  sprung  to  oppose,  she  yel 
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"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £87,6ia,  be  i 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  ooniplete  the  sam  neoaHttyil 
defray  the  Charge  whioh  will  oome  in  eoHwrf 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  tiie  SM^ 
of  March  1869,  for  the  EtUblishmniUof  CUih 
Japan,  and  Siam." 

Mr.  n.  6.  SHERIDAN  moved  All 
the  Chairman  report  Progress.  He  «ii 
not  a  very  young  Member  of  the  HouHy 
bnt  he  had  never  seen  anything  so  eiliV^ 
ordinary  as  what  had  just  occurred.  Hi 
had  waited  from  nine  o'clock  until  tra9 
minutes  to  twelve  to  hear  Mr.  Spsital 
call  upon  him,  in  accordance  with  wfail 
he  submitted  was  the  custom  of  the  HtiM> 
He  supposed  that  Mr.  SpeakerwatpiUiHt 


waa  oarriid  with  gnat  gallantij  aguut 
double  the  number  of  the  Maailanta.  Or 
take  the  two  actions  of  Lieoteiiaiit  Raiusy, 
commanding  the  Blaei  Joke  tender,  is 
one  of  which,  after  a  despermte  and  oooii- 
nuous  fight  of  aome  boars,  he  captind 
the  Marinertio,  with  five  guns  and  sevtotj- 
seven  men,  more  than  double  the  fozos  of 
the  Black  Joke. 

Notice  taken  that  Forty  liemben  sit 
not  present :— House  counted  ;  and  Fortj 
Members  being  found  present — 

Captain  MACKINNON  resuming,  laia, 
he  would  not  occupy  the  attention  of  tbo 
House  long.  He  did  not  press  for  an  im- 
mediate reply  from  the  Crovemment,  kt 
would  rest  satisfied  with  a  promise  that  tbi 
matter  should  be  attended  to. 

Lord  HENRT  LENNOX  said,  Ost 
in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon.  tnml  | 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  be  wis 
unable  to  give  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friioi 
a  definite  Answer  to  the  inquiry  he  hi 
addressed  to  the  Government  respeetii| 
naval  decorations  ;  but  he  would  do  io  M 
Tuesday  if  the  Question  were  repeatsi 
The  subject  was  one  which  had  enngil 
the  attention  of  several  Boards  of  AiW 
ralty,  and  he  would  not  fail  to  bring  Ik 
matter  under  the  notice  of  the  pressiC 
Board. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker Jl 
now  leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  9indagnedte. 


SUPPLY  — CIVIL  .SERVICE  ESTIMATK 

Supply —cotMulerMl  in  Comnittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)    Motion   made,   and  Qaeation  fir 
posed. 
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thi  Moiiai  of  IIm  k«i.  and  gallant  Member 
(CipiaiB  MaekiononX  and  he  did  not  for  a 
BNMOftaoppoM  that  the  Qaeetion  being 
pat  WM  wbether  the  House  should  go  into 
CofflouUM  of  Supplj,  The  oustom  of  the 
HooM  «M  that  the  fairest  chance  sliould 
bd  giTeo  to  sll  bon.  Members,  on  whatef  er 
tide  of  th«  Hoase  thej  sat;  and  he  reallj 
felt  iDclioed  to  doubt  whether  he  could  be 
•vikab  ^Im  loene  that  had  just  passed  was 
of  M  BBusoal  a  character.  To  saj  the 
lesil,  it  was  fery  sharp  practice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tbat  the  Chairman  do  report  Prepress, 
sad  uk  lesfe  to  sit  again.**— (1&.  Bmry 
B,  Bhiridan,) 

Ma.  GATHORNE  H ARDT  said,  he  was 
greatly  surprised  at  the  course  taken  by 
boa.  Members.  In  the  first  place,  an  hou. 
ami  gallant  Member  was  aimply  calling 
attoBtion  to  a  anbject.  and  no  Motion  waa 
bsfors  the  Hoaae  eicept  that  the  Speaker 
loan  the  Chair.  The  Speaker  waited 
mmetiaia,  and  then  pot  the  Question  most 
disdaetly  that  be  should  leare  the  Chair, 
wbieb  vss  earried,  for  no  one  objected  to 
hf  sad  be  left  the  Chair  in  the  ordinary 
oonrM. 

CoLOHBL  FRENCH  said,  that  the  right 
boQ.  Geotieman  had  not  giren  a  very  ac- 
eorate  deseription  of  what  had  passed. 
Tbe  ooble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Henry 
Lensox)  was  in  contersation  with  Mr. 
Sposker  at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  the  hen. 
sad  gallant  Member  (Captain  Mackinnon); 
bat  it  waa  imposaible  for  the  Honae  to 
know  tbe  nature  of  the  conferaation,  and 
bo  tkoaght  that  at  leaat  Mr.  Speaker  had 
taken  bon.  Membera  by  aurpriae;  he  thought 
that  the  bon.  Members  whose  names  were 
•D  tbe  Paper  ought  to  have  been  called  on 
before  the  Question  was  put.  Without  any 
aotiss  or  understanding  of  what  course  Mr. 
Speaker  waa  about  to  take,  the  right  hon. 
Geatlemaa  left  the  Chair,  although  he 
•alM  the  right  hon.  Oentleman'a  attention 
wboQ  he  waa  on  tbe  atop  of  the  Chair.  He 
tkoogbt  there  ought  to  be  an  nnderatanding 
bstweea  hon.  Members  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Ma.  DISRAELI  said,  he  thought  the 
light  hon.  and  gallant  Geotieman  (Colo- 
la)  French)  waa  mistaken  in  his  recol- 
imiiou«  So  far  as  his  (Mr.  Disraeli's) 
taperienee  went--and  it  waa  not  incon- 
MsraUe  —  the  Speaker  had  followed 
Ae  aaoal  course.  It  had  ncYcr  been  the 
to  call  the  names  <rf  Members 


who  had  giTon  Notice  of  Amendmenta  on 
going  into  Supply.  He  should,  howevery 
be  happy  to  giro  any  .assistance  in  his 
power  to  enable  Members  who  considered 
themselves  aggrie? ed  to  bring  forward  their 
Motions  on  an  early  day.  When  he  looked 
at  the  Paper  he  did  not  see  that  any 
serious  injury  had  been  done  to  any  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  even  if  so,  it  had  been  by 
his  own  inadvertence.  There  were  two  or 
three  Notices  on  the  Paper  which  took 
precedence  of  the  right  hon,  and  gallant 
Gentleman*B — one  relating  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Academy,  which  was  a  very  fertile 
subject,  and  after  that  a  Motion  on  the 
subject  of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle.  These  would 
have  oeeupied  the  available  time  of  the 
House  if  they  had  come  on,  so  that  he  had 
sustained  no  injury  whatever,  even  if  the 
Speaker  had  waited  until  it  came  to  his 
turn.  His  Question  was,  moreover,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  absent^ 
and  the  Question  was  one  which  he  alone 
eould  answer,  the  Government  would  have 
been  obliged  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  to  postpone  his 
Question.  He  felt  eertain  it  would  not  be 
his  wish  to  obstruct  the  progress  of  Public 
Business.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dudley 
(Mr*  H.  B.  Sheridan)  would  also  have  had 
no  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  bis  Mo- 
tion if  those  before  him  on  the  Paper  had 
been  called  upon.  He  trusted  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion,  because  if  Progress 
were  reported  it  would  not  furnish  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  any  remedy,  or  en- 
able him  to  bring  forward  the  subjeet  of  his 
Notice. 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  that  though  he  was 
inconvenienced  by  what  had  occurred,  yet 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  submit  with 
good  humour.  There  was,  however,  no 
opportunity,  except  on  Fridays,  for  private 
Members  to  bring  any  matter  under  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  Tuesdays  having  now 
been  taken  from  them,  so  that  they  had 
only  three  more  oighta  thia  Seaaion.  He 
meat  eay  that  the  Speaker  diatinctly  put 
the  Question  that  he  should  leave  the 
Chair,  and  he  (Mr.  Otway)  remained  quiet, 
thinking  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  French)  was  about  to 
rise.  The  Prime  Minister  was  willing  to 
give  every  facility  he  could  to  private 
Members  to  bring  on  their  Business,  and 
therefore  he  would  make  the  small  return 
of  offering  no  obstruction  to  the  progreao  of 
PubUe 
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Mb.  BBRESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
on  TuesdajB  ererj  Motion  was  a  aubstan- 
tive  Motion  put  from  the  Chair,  and  the 
practice  was  for  the  Speaker  to  call  upon 
efery  Member  to  make  his  Motion.  But 
on  Friday  there  was  technically  only  one 
Motion,  and  the  various  Notices  were  merely 
Amendments  to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
do  leaye  the  Chair.  It  was  then  *'  each 
man  for  himself.*' 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  had 
erroneously  expected  that  Mr.  Speaker 
would  haye  called  upon  each  Member  bar- 
ing Notices  on  the  Paper.. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  toithdraum. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Colonel  SYEE3  lamented  that  he  had 
to  address  the  House  at  that  late  hour  (a 
few  minutes  to  tweWe  o'clock),  when,  after 
a  lengthened  sitting,  he  could  not  hope  to 
command  its  attention.  Time  was  when 
Mr.  Brotherton  used  to  mo?e  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  midnight,  and  it 
would  be  well  for  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try if  the  practice  were  resumed,  particu- 
larly on  nights  when  Estimates  were  pro- 
posed. He  would  prefer  postponing  his  Mo- 
tion ;  but,  if  the  Uouse  wished  it,  he  would 
proceed  !  ["  Go  on."]  Well,  then,  he  rose 
to  move  that  the  salary  of  the  Enyoy  and 
Chief  Superintendent  at  Fekin  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  that  of  the  Enyoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  and 
Consul  General  in  Japan,  and  said  he  should 
lament  exceedingly  if  it  were  thought  that 
in  making  this  Motion  he  desired  to  depre- 
ciate the  seryices  of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock, 
our  Enyoy  in  Pekin.  The  yotes  for  diplo- 
matic salaries  had  gone  on  increasing  year 
by  year.  There  was  a  net  increase  of 
£16,632  this  year  for  the  diplomatic  ser- 
vice of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam,  the  total 
amount  being  £100,983  last  year  and 
£117,615  for  the  coming  year.  Colonel 
Grossman  had  moreoyer  reported  in  favour 
of  building  houses  for  the  diplomatic,  judi- 
cial, and  consular  services  at  an  expense  of 
£171,402,  and  there  was  in  addition  a  sum 
of  £7.500  to  be  asked  for  the  purchase  of  a 
wharf  for  the  Admiralty  at  Shanghai.  Ho 
contended  that  the  salary  of  £6,000  per 
annum  was  now  disproportionate  to  the 
duties  of  the  Envoy.  There  was  no  such 
thing  as  an  Executive  Government  in  China. 
The  Emperor  was  a  boy  of  twelve  years  of 
age,  in  the  guidauce  of  two  women — the 
widows  of  the  last  Emperor — the  provinces 
were  in  the  hands  of  viceroys  who  had 
enough  to  do  to  hold   their  own  against 

Mr,  Otway 


rebelliona  which  existed  in  many  of  tlie 
viceroyalties,  and  the  vioeroyt  nther 
could  not  obey  or  slighted  the  mandttsi 
from  Pekin,  where  the  authority  wti  u 
feeble  that  it  conld  not  guarantee  the 
safety  of  its  Ambassador  to  Europe— Mr. 
Burlinghame,  on  hia  short  joomey  froia 
Pekin  to  Tien-Tsin— rebels,  even  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  capital,  rendering  the  rosdi 
dangerous,  and  Mr.  Burlinghame  wu  odIj 
enabled  to  reach  Tien-Tsin  by  the  vd  of 
British  sailors.  Under  such  circarostaneei^ 
the  position  of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock  wsi 
most  undignified,  for  he  was  accredited  to 
an  impotent  Government  which  conld  aet 
fulfil  any  engagementa  it  might  enter  uite 
with  him.  The  treaty  of  Tieu-Tsin,  fm 
example,  contained  clauses  respecting  trsa- 
sit  duties,  of  vital  importance  to  tiie  ib> 
reign  trader,  which  were  violated  by  the 
local  Mandarins ;  and  the  remonstraoeM 
of  our  Minister  were  wholly  without  effeet 
The  salary  of  our  Envoy  and  Chief  Sopcr- 
intendent  at  Pekin  was  £6,000,  which  wu 
a  large  sum  compared  with  the  salsnH 
and  allowances  of  our  Envoys  and  diple- 
matic  agents  in  di£Perent  parte  of  the  vorM. 
Sir  JBenry  Parkes,  our  Envoy  Bxtraerfi- 
nary  in  Japan,  whose  life  was  daily  expesii 
to  the  utmost  risk  from  the  fanaticism  d 
the  Japanese  people,  and  whose  labowi 
were  ceaseless,  received  only  £4,000  ayeer. 
In  conclusion,  while  entertaining  the  hitk- 
est  respect  for  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock,  M 
felt  it  his  duty,  in  the  interest  of  the 
British  taxpayer,  to  move  that  the  ITniii* 
tor's  salary  be  reduced  from  £6,000  ti 
£4,000  per  annum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoieJi 

"  That  the  item  of  £6,000,  for  the  Envojr  wk 
Chief  Superintendent  in  Ohina,  be  redooed  bf  tk 
sam  of  £2,000."^ Co2(m«2  Sykie9.) 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  he  oould  baid|f 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  «■ 
in  earnest  in  making  that  propositiNi 
[Colonel  Stkes  :  Quite.]  Nobody  aidr 
stood  Chinese  affairs  better  than  the  hia 
and  gallant  Member  ;  but  when  he  arsrf 
that  the  salaries  of  our  Ministers  at  Fm 
and  in  Japan  should  be  the  same,  he  fl^ 
got  that  our  commercial  interest  was  ex* 
actly  ten  times  greater  in  China  thaaik 
was  in  Japan.  That  waa  one  groand  ef 
the  difference  between  the  aalariea  of  tkl 
two  Ministers.  Again,  China  waa  a  veij 
distant  country,  and  every  article  of  Bvo^ 
pean  comfort  was  very  expenaive  at  Nua 
where  there  were  no  hoteli,  and  they  oodl 
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aol  eipeot  to  get  aerrice  there  at  the  same 

priee  is  in  Europe.     Our  coantrymen  nata- 

nJUj  looked  to  the  En?oj  for  hoepitality. 

Ai  to  the  wetknees  of  the  Chinese  Go- 

feroment,  with  that  we  had  nothing  to  do. 

If  the  Taepings  got  the  upper  hand— which 

tbej  bad  oot  done  and  did  not  seem  likely 

to  do^we  ihoold  recogniie  them  as  the  de 

fado  Goremment.      With  regard  to  the 

exeeolioo  of  the  treaty  of  Tien-Tsin  there 

WIS  t  Minister  from  the  Court  of  Pekin 

accredited  to  Europe  to  take  that  question 

into  consideration.     That,  therefore,  was 

BO  reason  for  diminishing  the  salary  of  our 

Minister  io  China  :    £6,000  a  year  was 

opt  sn  unreasonable  sum  to  pay  the  person 

who  at  the  other  end  of  the  world  was 

charged  with  commercial  interests  inyolring 

£60,000,000  or  £70,000,000,  and  which 

were  rapidly  increasing. 

Ml.  Aldsbman  LUSK  said,  the  mission 
sppeaied  to  be  altogether  one  of  a  rery 
expeoaire  ebaracter.  He  objected  to  the 
largeness  of  the  Vote,  and  still  more  to  its 
increaae  year  after  year.  £172,000  was 
a  beaty  aam  per  annum  to  pay  for  China. 
There  were  abundance  of  Scotchmen 
10  China  seeking  situations,  and  there 
wooid  be  DO  difficulty  in  finding  men  at 
lesi  salaries  than  were  now  paid. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  hoped  the 
boo.  and  gallant  Member  would  not  press 
bis  Amendment  to  a  division.     The  sum 

5 Imposed  was  by  no  means  too  great  for  a 
[inister  in  China. 

Motion,  by  leaTe,  withdrawn. 

Original  Qaeation  again  proposed. 

CoLoxBL  SYEES  then  mored  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £500,  the 
lalary  of  the  Vice  Consul  at  Taku.  The 
place,  he  aaid,  consisted  of  a  little  more 
(baa  a  mnd  shore  and  a  few  huts,  and  lite* 
(lily  contained  no  house  in  which  an  Euro- 
pean gentleman  could  reside.  There  were 
three  Conauls  at  Tieu-Tsin,  and  a  Vice- 
CoDsul  at  Taku.  The  three  former  were 
absent,  and  the  work  of  the  four  had  to  be 
done  by  the  Vice  Consul  at  Taku.  The 
ternees  of  the  latter  could  very  well  be 
dispensed  with. 

LosD  STANLEY  pointed  out  that  Taku 
was  the  port  of  Tien-Tsin,  and  that  the  last 
Betums  ahowed  that  ninety-two  British 
i&ipi  bad  been  cleared  and  ninety-one 
tatered  tbere.     The  trade,  which  was  a 

Cwing  trade,  was  only  just  beginning  to  be 
eloped,  and  a  salary  of  £500  a  year  to 
tba  peraon  who  looked  after  our  interests 

\QIm  CXCUI.  [xaxBD  assiu.] 


at  Taku  was,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
thought,  not  too  much. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the 
Item  of  £500,  for  Salary  of  the  Vice 
Consul  at  Taku,  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote,"  —  {Cohnel  Syke$,) — put, 
and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  tarn,  not  exceeding  £36,314,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majetty,  to  oomplete  the  sum  neoessaiy 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse 
of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1660,  for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses  of 
Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad." 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  objected  to  the 
payment  of  sums  of  money  to  Noblemen 
for  going  to  Russia  and  Austria  to  invest 
the  Sovereigns  of  those  countries  with  the 
Order  of  the  Garter,  and  moved  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £2,500. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  thought  the  ex- 
penses of  these  oflBcial  ceremonies  were 
very  extravagant.  The  Persian  Boundary 
Commission,  he  believed,  was  in  a  state  of 
suspended  animation  as  regarded  every- 
thing but  the  charge  for  which  it  appeared 
on  the  Estimates.  He  observed  that  a 
charge  of  £478  was  made  for  the  extra- 
ordinary expenses  of  the  mission  at  Frank- 
fort. There  was  a  large  number  of  Eng- 
lishmen there,  and  there  were  also  g^at 
commercial  interests  requiring  the  attention 
of  the  Consul,  who  received  no  pay.  He 
thought  that  the  whole  system  of  unpaid 
Consuls  was  bad. 

Lord  STANLET  said  that  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  more  satisfactory  to  have  all 
Consuls  paid ;  but  if  the  system  of  paying 
all  Consuls  were  introduced,  the  House 
must  make  up  its  mind  to  increase  the 
Estimates  by  something  like  £100^000. 
He  had  been  in  hopes  that  they  had  heard 
the  last  of  the  Persian  Boundary  Commis- 
sion, but  some  delay  had  arisen  within  the 
last  year,  and  he  could  only  say  that  he 
trusted  it  would  not  again  appear  on  the 
Estimates.  With  respect  to  the  investiture 
of  Foreign  Sovereigns  with  the  Order  of 
the  Qarter,  he  observed  that  that  was  an 
international  compliment,  and  it  was  the 
practice  of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe 
reciprocally  to  confer  similar  compliments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 

••  That  a  sam,  not  exceediDg  £38,814,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  sam  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  whigh  wiU  oome  i&  coarse  of 
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pajment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Extraordinary  Expenses 
of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad/ 

— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £52,950,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day 
of  March  1869,  for  the  Salaries  and  Allowances 
of  Governors,  &o.,  and  for  other  Expenses  in  cer- 
tain  Colonics." 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  mofed 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Sir 
William  Oallwey.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  feared  that 
when,  after  a  Morning's  Sitting,  the  House 
resumed  at  nine,  hon.  Members  were  in 
danger  of  sujiposing  that  tweWe  o'clock 
was  midnight,  and  feeling  as  if  they  had 
been  sitting  for  a  long  time,  whereas  they 
were  in  fact  only  commencing  the  Public 
Business.  He  hoped  that  they  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  :  This  is  a 
proof  of  the  incouTenience  of  sitting  at  two 
o'clock. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  attend  here 
at  eleven  o'clock  and  sit  on  Committee  till 
four. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  1  hope  the 
hon.  Baronet  will  allow  these  last  three 
Votes  of  Class  V.  to  be  taken. 

Sir  WILLIAM  GALLWEY  assented. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £3,072,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena. 

(5.)  £9,231,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Emigration. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

BRISTOL  WRIT. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  -  GRENVILLB,  in 
rising  to  move  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue 
his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to 
make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of 


a  Citizen  to  serve  in  thii  prennt  Parlia- 
ment for  the  City  of  Bristol,  in  the  room 
of  John  William  Miles,  Eaanire,  whose 
Election  has  been  determined  to  be  void, 
said,  that  Bristol  had  for  a  long  time  put 
I  been  exceedingly  ill-treated,  and  haa,  io 
I  fact,  been  made  the  foot- ball  of  ooDtendiog 
j  parties.  During  the  passing  of  the  Refonn 
j  Bill  through  the  House  a  very  large  mtno- 
j  rity  regarded  Bristol  as  a  city  of  so  muel 
I  importance  that  they  voted  in  favour  of  ai 
'  additional  Member  being  given  her.  At 
'  that  time  the  constituency  was  practicsDy 
represented  by  a  single  Member,  the  other 
representatifo  abstaining  from  all  part  ii 
the  proceedings.  It  was,  indeed,  nods^ 
stood  that  tho  Gentleman  to  whom  he  hsl 
referred  would  have  retired  from  the  Hoon^ 
but  for  the  fact  that  those  in  whose  hsndi 
he  had  placed  his  resignation  regarded  tho 
interests  of  party  as  paramount  to  eforj 
other  consideration.  Bristol  was  still  being 
bandied  about  from  party  to  party.  Ik  wai 
only  a  very  few  days  after  tho  late  eloe- 
tion  was  declared  void  that  an  hon.  Mom- 
her  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  move  for  the  issntn| 
of  the  Writ.  At  the  time  the  Notiee  was 
given,  it  was  supposed  that  the  candidate 
who  belonged  to  the  party  opposite  wnU 
have  been  returned  without  opposition,  bat 
as  soon  as  it  was  found  that  that  was  Mt 
to  be  the  case  the  Notice  waa  withdrawn 
A  similar  Notice  was  sabaequently  givai 
by  another  hon.  Member,  and  that  Notial 
was  also  withdrawn.  If  the  Committee  bv 
whom  the  validity  of  the  last  election  bal 
been  decided  had  reported  that  bribery  bad 
extensively  prevailed  he  should  not  for  a 
moment  have  thought  of  making  this  Ma- 
tion  so  soon  after  the  issue  of  their  Report; 
but  the  Committee  reported  that  th^ 
"had  no  reason  to  believe  that  conrql 
practices  had  extensively  prevailed,  regaid 
being  had  to  the  number  of  registoral 
electors."  His  hon.  Friend  the  Chainna 
of  that  Committee  had  assared  him  tlul 
when  that  evidence  waa  in  the  hands  of 
Members  the  Report  would  be  folly  ooi- 
firmed.  He  trusted  that,  under  these  oi^ 
cumstances,  the  House  would  see  the  pi^ 
priety  of  giving  to  Bristol  ita  fall  share  of 
representation. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  propoitda 
"  That  Mr.  Speakerdo  iune  bis  WamuittatlB 
Clerk  of  the  Grown  to  make  out  a  new  Witt  ftr 
the  eleoting  of  a  Oitiien  to  terre  in  thb  pnsHi 
Parliament  for  the  City  of  Bristol,  in  tbtrsoaol 
John  William  MUei,  esquire^  whose  Ekctka  Isi 
been  determined  to  be  void."  — (J6-.  /VWBi- 
Orcnville,) 
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lb.  BASS  mored,  as  an  Amendment— 

"TluU  DO  Writ  be  iitued  lor  the  City  of  Briitol 
uiiil  mm*  d^yt  after  the  eridoDoe  tikken  before 
tlM  EImUoo  Committee  for  that  city  ihall  have 
ton  in  tbe  haadi  of  Memben." 

He  had  bo  doabi  when  the  matter  came 

to  be  fblly  diaeosied  thej  would  find  ont 

noeh  jDore  than   what  appeared  on  the 

•!ir£ue.    One  of  the  principal  citiaens  of 

Brtstol,  for  instance,  had  aiBured  him  that 

for  one  case  of  bribery  exposed  before  the 

Committee  at  least  another  dozen  could 

hsfs  beeo  proved,    while  at  the   present 

■oment  he  beliefcd  that  corruption,   in- 

timtdstion,  treating,  and  bribery  were  being 

rsiorted  to  almost  beyond  precedent,  under 

the  idea  tbat  owing  to  the  abort  time  that 

the  existence  of  the  present  Parliament 

was  to  be  prolonged  any  examination  by 

a  Committee  into  the  proceedings  would 

be  oot  of  the  question. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lea?e  oat  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
•ad  of  the  Qoeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordg 
'*ao  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of  Bristol  until 
■srea  dtji  after  the  endenoe  taken  before  the 
Elaotioo  Committee  for  that  oity  shall  have  been 
in  tiie  hands  of  Members/'— (ifr.  Bat$,) 

— iostead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
pfoposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qoestton." 

Ma.    DARBT    GRIFFITH   seconded 

tbe  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

Derby  (Mr.  Bass).     He  believed  that  the 

House  ought  to  take  every  opportunity  in 

its  power  of  discouraging  the  bribery  and 

other  malpractices  which  so  extensively  pre- 

railed  at  elections.     He  protested  against 

the  notions  that  the  amount  of  corruption 

Vis  to  be  considered  with  relation  to  the 

ttxe  of  the  constituency,  and  that  where 

one  member  of  a  family  bad  been  unseated 

fer  eorruptiout  another  member  of  the  same 

iismily  should  step  into  the  seat  and  profit 

hj  the  bribery. 

He.  ADAM  explained  that  the  Motion 
for  the  issue  of  a  Writ  which  he  had  placed 
on  the  Paper  had  been  withdrawn  out  of 
deference  to  a  general  feeling  on  that  side 
of  the  House  against  such  a  course  being 
adopted,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Motion 
wooJd  Dot  now  be  pressed. 

Mr.  HOWES  said,  that  as  Chairman  of 
tbe  Committee  by  whom  the  validity  of  the 
!ale  efection  was  decided,  he  would  beg  to 
lammd  the  House  that  the  efidence  taken 
hj  Ibe  Committee  had  not  jet  been  laid 
«Q  tbe  table.  The  Committee  had,  it  was 
r«poTted  tbat  bribery  did  not  appear 


to  hafe  extensirely  prerailed,  regard  being 
had  to  the  number  of  registered  electors. 
The  House  should  bear  in  mind  the  fact 
that  Bristol  contained  15,000  electors, 
while  the  total  number  of  persons  proved 
to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
was,  if  he  remembered  rightly,  forty- 
six.  Even  supposing  that  double  the 
number  of  cases  of  bribery  proved  before 
the  Committee  had  occurred — though  this 
had  never  been  suggested  as  probable — it 
would  not  show  that  bribery  extensively 
prevailed,  for  fifty  cases  out  of  a  consti- 
tuency of  15,000  were  a  very  different 
thing  from  as  many  cases  out  of  a  con- 
stituency of  200.  As  to  intimidation^ 
though  charged  in  the  Petition,  it  was 
distinctly  withdrawn  by  counsel,  and  it  was 
admitted  that  Mr.  Miles  had  no  complicity 
in  the  corrupt  practices  which  had  voided 
his  return,  while  on  the  other  side  no  im- 

Sutation  was  made  against  his  competitor, 
[r.  Morley.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  reflections  which  had  been 
passed  on  Bristol  were  unjust,  and  it 
should  be  remembered  tbat  that  oity  had 
for  some  time  been  placed  in  a  very  ano- 
malous and  unfair  position.  He  regrettedi 
however,  that  this  Motion  had  been  pro- 
posed, for  he  thought  it  would  be  a  bad 
precedent  to  press  such  a  Motion  before 
the  House  was  in  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence. If  the  House  divided  upon  it  he 
should,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
abstain  from  voting. 

Mr.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Howes).  He  had 
always  deprecated  any  transfer  of  jurisdic- 
tion with  regard  to  Election  Petitions,  and 
he  thought  the  Committee  in  the  Bristol 
case  had  given  an  illustration  of  the  fair« 
ness  which  characterized  the  present  tri- 
bunal. He  protested,  however,  against  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  Election 
Petitions  were  tried,  and  according  to  which 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  ^z  any  blame 
upon  the  candidate.  The  poorer  classes 
were  dealt  with  readily  enough  ;  not  so 
with  the  classes  above  tliem.  If  the  poorer 
classes  bribed  and  received  bribes,  where  did 
the  money  come  from  ?  Still  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  Mr.  Miles,  and  all  the  family  of 
the  Mileses,  were  incapable  of  countenancing 
bribery.  He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  not  making  a  party  move  of  this 
question.  He  thought  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  countenance  the 
issue  of  a  Writ  for  Bristol.  Nothing  could 
be  gained  by  having  a  Member  in  the 
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Hoase  for  only  three  weeki.  No  reason 
had  been  given  for  the  Motion,  while  there 
were  many  reasons  against  it.  Great  ex- 
citement preyailed  in  the  city,  and  violence 
such  as  was  only  to  be  found  in  a  Bristol 
mob — he  did  not  even  except  the  ''  lambs" 
of  Nottingham.  It  was  therefore  impos- 
sible to  calculate  the  mischief  and  dis- 
turbance which  might  ensue  if  an  election 
were  held  now. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  while 
hoping  to  see  Mr.  Miles  returned  on  a 
future  occasion,  he  thought  it  was  un- 
reasonable to  expect  that  he  should  go 
through  a  contest  in  order  to  fill  the  seat 
for  two  or  three  weeks.  He  should  there- 
fore vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  -  GRBNVILLB  said, 
he  was  willing,  in  deference  to  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Members,  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
He  denied,  however,  the  existence  in  Bristol 
of  violence  or  Saturnalia. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  witJi- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE    or    LORDS, 
Monday,  July  6,  1868. 


MINUTES.]  — PuBuo  Bills— /Vr#<  Reading-^ 
Burials  (Ireland;  •  (212);  Land  Writs  Regis- 
tration (Scotland)  *  (218) ;  Registration  * 
(218). 

Second  Reading -^MedwAj  Regulation  Act  Con- 
tinuance* (190);  Bank  of  Bombay*  (196); 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)*  (190) ; 
Courts  of  Law  Fees,  <ko.  (Scotland)*  (189). 

Committee — County  Courts  Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion *  (108-219);  Vagrant  Act  Amendment* 
(138);   Boundary  (170). 

Report — Army  Chaplains*  (146);  Vagrant  Act 
Amendment*  (138);  Boundary  (170);  Re- 
presentation of  the  People  (Scotland)  (192- 
220). 

Third  y2tf(u2tn^— Liquidation  *  ( 181 ),  and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Metropolitan  Regulations*  (149); 
Industrial  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment* 
(151) ;  Metropolis  Local  Management  Acts 
Amendment*  (169). 

NOVA  SCOTIA— PETITIONS. 
MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDBESS. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  :  My  Lorda,  I  have 
two  PetitiODB— one  from  the  Delegatee,  one 
from  the  Inhabitants  of  Nova  Scotia,  both 
for  the  lame  object — namely,   the  wiih- 

Mr»  H.  Berkeley 


drawal  of  that  colony  from  the  qieration 
of  the  recent  Act  on  Britiah  North  Ame- 
rica— a  withdrawal  which  woald  bring  it 
into  the  same  position  as  Prince  Edward'i 
Island  and  Newfoandlandt  sinee  these  tre 
both  attached  to  Great  Britain  as  befoie, 
and  able  to  join  Canada  whenever  it  seenu 
good  to  them.  Such  is  the  aim  of  the 
Petitioners,  but  such  is  not  the  object  of 
the  Motion  which  I  have  the  hononr  to 
submit.  It  is  for  inquiry  on  the  spot  into 
the  alleged  dissatisfaction  of  the  coIodj, 
with  a  view  to  avert  risks  which  are  not 
distant  but  immediate ;  above  all,  with  s 
view  to  save  Confederation  from  the  blow 
which  threatens  its  existence.  Hiving 
last  Session  taken  an  humble  part  in  sop- 
porting  the  demand  of  Nova  Scotia  for  s 
respite  until  their  General  Election  hid 
occurred,  I  have  been  asked  to  bring  the 
subject  forward.  Delays  have  taken  plsoo 
for  which  I  am  not  in  any  way  responuUe. 
However  trying  to  myself,  they  have  tUi 
compensation — that  we  have  still  the  fres- 
dom  to  deliberate  upon  the  affairs  of  Novi 
Scotia ;  that  it  is  not  too  late  to  gnsid 
against  an  error  which  might  have  beet 
beyond  the  power  of  recalling.  My  Lordly 
amidst  many  circumstances  of  a  natore  to 
depress  anyone  who  brings  this  questioi 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  then  ii 
one  at  least  of  hope  and  of  encouragement 
It  is  that  no  one  is  committed  against  tho 
line  of  action  I  am  going  to  reoommeni 
The  despatch  of  the  noble  Duke  the  Seor^ 
tary  for  the  Colonies  contains  argumenli 
against  the  Repeal  of  the  Act  on  Britiih 
North  America,  but  none  against  inqoiiy. 
Neither  the  late  Government  nor  the  pie* 
sent,  nor  the  noble  Earl  who  introdoocd 
the  Act,  nor  the  noble  Marquess  who  niad 
to  govern  Nova  Scotia,  in  the  debates  of 
last  year  advanced  the  startling  propoii- 
tion,  that  if  discontent  arose  in  any  psrt  , 
of  British  North  America  which  baa  bo« 
confederated,  it  should  not  be  an  ol- 
ject  of  inquiry  by  Great  Britain,  fi 
is  clear  that  where  Confederation  letii 
to  discontent,  its  partizana  are  rsthir 
bound  by  self-respect  to  court  inquiry  thsa  * 
resist  it.  Even  if  some  weeks  ago  tho 
Government  concurred  in  a  Vote  of  tho 
House  of  Commons  to  withhold  it,thea8poot 
of  the  subject  is  now  still  graver  than  it 
was  ;  and  the  well-known  fact  that  soeh  i 
Vote  has  aggravated  the  bitter  feeUnfi 
which  existed  in  the  colony,  releases  thon  j 
from  any  obligation  to  demand  its  weski  1 
subservient,  and  impolitic  renewal  of  you 
Lordships.      My    Lords^    it    will    grosidj 
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thorten  the  taak  I  hare  before  me,  and 
ibu  dimiDiah  the  fatigae  which  might 
arise  from  it,  to  place  before  the  House 
the  real  iaaoe  in  debate,  and  disengage  it 
from  the  false  issues  which  are  too   fre- 

Suently  confounded  with  it.     Indeed,  were 
Ilia  effectually  done,  my  duty  would  be 
OTer  ;  for  if  the  proper  issue  is  acknow- 
ledged, there  can  hardly  remain  a  doubt 
as  io  the  answer  which  it  merits.      My 
Lords,  I  therefore  anxiously  maintain  that 
the   iasae   is   not  as   to  whether  British 
North  America  ought  to  be  confederated. 
lam  ready  to  concede  anything  which  noble 
Lords  desire  upon  the  subject.     It  may  be 
a  sagacious   policy  to   lay  materials   for 
balancing  ezcessive  power  on    the    other 
side  of  the  Atlantic.     Such  instances  as 
the  Achsan  League,  the  Swiss  Cantons, 
the  United  Proyinces  of  Holland,  the  great 
Bepoblic  of   America,    may  show    that, 
against    considerable  risks,    a    federated 
•TStem  can  defend  itself.     As  an  exit  to 
iBe  diflBlcuIties  which  for  some  time  hung 
OYer  Canada,    within    certain    limits,    no 
donbtj   Confederation    is  entitled   to  ap- 
plaoae.    And  if  the  object  of  our  states- 
maoihip  is  to  pave  the  way  for  independ- 
ence In  British  North  America,  Confedera- 
tion Tory  likely  will    accelerate  it.     But 
let  not  this  House  bo  ensnared  into  a  de- 
bate opon  a  question  which  is  not  now  be- 
fore them.     So,   too,   with  regard   to  the 
preliminary  circumstances  by  which  Novn 
Scotia  was  included  in  the  measure.    How 
fisr  their  people  haye  been  steady  in  tlicir 
objects  —  how  far  their   politicians  have 
be«n   uniform    in   language  —  are    points 
jnst    now  entirely  irrelevant.      Let  it  be 
granted,  if  you  will,  that,  in  the  face  of  a 
petition  from  30,000  men  for  reference  to 
the  opinion  of  the  colony,  the  Bill  was  not 
precipitately  carried.  Your  Lordships  have 
not  met  to-day  to  explore  the  wisdom  of 
the  scheme,  or  to  investigate  its  origin,  or 
eritieise  its  authors,  but  to  consider  how  to 
meet  an  actual  emergency.     Does  the  ex- 
isting discontent  of  Nova  Scotia  require 
eoneiliatory   treatment — not  from  justice, 
bot  from  prudence  ?      If  it  does,    what 
treatment  would  be  adequate  is  the  only 
point  which   comes  under  the  legitimate 
attention  of  your  Lordships.      It  will  be 
inenmbent  upon  nle  to  give  proofs  of  the 
existing  discontent,  and  to  place  on  a  firm 
ground  the  necessity  of  meeting  it  at  pre- 
■ent;  but  it  is  better  first  perhaps  to  an- 
■wer  the   question  which  must  occur  to 
every  noble   Lord — namely,  what  is  the 
•net  danger  to  be  associated  with  it? 


The  answer  to  that  question  is  too  easy— - 
the  discontent  points   to  separation,  not 
from  Canada,  but  from  the  Empire.     Sup- 
posing that  coercion  was  endorsed  by  public 
feeling  in  Great  Britain — supposing  it  was 
not    actually    prohibited    in    the    United 
States  it  would  be  certain  to  cause  a  flame 
of  sympathy  with  the  insurgents.      New 
Brunswick,  adjoining  Nora  Scotia,  would 
be   most  likely   drawn  into  the  current. 
Maine  is  conterminous   with   tho  greater 
portion  of  New  Brunswick.     Irregular  sup- 
port  might   very  quickly   pass   over   the 
boundary.     The  Government  of  Washing- 
ton, however  much  it  is  esteemed  abroad, 
at   home   is   far  from  being    omnipotent. 
With  the  best  intentions,  they  may  soon 
become  an  object  of  remonstrance.     Re- 
monstrance between  Cabinets  may  end  in 
war,  and  must  in  further  alienation.    War 
with  the  United  States  on  many  grounds 
is  deprecated  by  Great  Britain,  but  more 
especially  on  this  one,  that,  unlike  other 
wars,  in  whatever  manner  it  results,  it  can 
never  raise  our  influence  among  the  coun- 
tries  which   surround   us.      But   if  Nova 
Scotia  is  abandoned  Halifax  is  lost.     On 
its  value  as  a  maritime  and  military  post 
it  would  be  presumptuous  on  my  part  to 
venture  an  opinion.    But  on  this  vital  point 
I  have  felt  bound  to  refer  to  one  of  tho 
most    interesting    documents   colonial   li- 
terature furnishes — the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Defence  of  the  Colonies, 
appointed   by  tho   House  of  Commons  in 
1861,  and  for  which  the  world  is  indebted 
to  the  labours  of  Mr.  Arthur  Mills.   Before 
that   Committee,   the   most   distinguished 
men,  political  and  military,  united  in   a 
chorus  on  the  necessity  of  retaining  Hali- 
fax ;  and  to  that  chorus  I  msy  give  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  generally  sits  on  the  cross- 
Benches  (Earl  Grey)  what  may  seem  in 
his  caee   the    unaccustomed    office   of    a 
Leader.     Earl  Grey,  in  his  evidence,  as- 
signed Halifax  to  the  same  category  as 
Malta  and  Gibralta,  a  place  important  to 
our  naval  power,  because  fleets  could  be 
re-fitted  there.     The  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
who  a  short  time  before  had  travelled  in 
America,  regarded  it  as  yaluable  in  the 
light  of  a  military  post,  but  still  more  in 
the  light  of  a  naval  station,  inasmuch  as  it 
is  one  of  the  finest,  if  not  the  finest,  har- 
bour in  the  world.     Mr.  Herman  Merivale, 
whose  name  has  been  so  long  familiar  to 
the  public  as  a  great  Colonial  authority, 
referred  to  Halifax  as  a  stronghold  for  the 
protection  of  our  commerce,  and  used  that 
remarkable  expression,  that  he  deemed  it 
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a  kind  of  insarauce  against  war  with  the 
United  States.  These  are  politicians.  But 
Bear  Admiral  Erskine  held  that  in  the 
event  of  war  with  the  United  States,  Ber- 
muda and  Halifax  would  be  both  of  them 
essential.  Rear  Admiral  Sir  Charles  Elliot 
thought  Ilalifaz  the  most  important  naval 
station  of  the  Empire.  Sir  John  Burgoyne 
considered  the  Mauritius,  Bermuda,  and 
Halifax,  as  all  essential  to  our  power,  and 
acknowledged  the  importance  which  the 
nary  habitually  attribute  to  the  latter. 
Tiie  loss  of  Halifax,  under  embarrassments 
which  tend  to  involve  us  with  the  United 
States,  might  fairly  be  accepted  as  a  second 
element  of  danger.  The  third  is  ohvious 
in  a  moment.  If  Nova  Scotia  violently 
left  us,  and  became  absorbed  into  another 
State,  the  rest  of  British  America  would 
not  be  easily  defended.  At  least  Confede- 
ration would  receive  a  blow  which  could 
not  be  repaired.  So  long  as  she  is  yours, 
she  can  always  form  a  part  of  any  system 
you  combine ;  when  she  has  ceased  to  be- 
long  to  you  the  combination  cannot  be 
restored,  and  the  disruption  is  not  tempo- 
rary but  eternal. 

My  Lordd,  I  have  given  a  rough  outline 
of  the  hazard  we  incur  should  the  existing 
discontent  become  more  serious  and  active. 
I  will  now  attempt  to  place  the  discontent 
heyond  the  range  of  incredulity.  The 
necessity  of  meeting  it  in  no  way  depends 
upon  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of  its 
causes.  But  by  glancing  at  them  for  a 
moment,  the  House  is  better  qualified, 
perhaps,  to  judge  of  its  importance.  It 
appears  to  have  arisen  partly  from  these 
circumstances.  In  1863,  a  General  Elec- 
tion took  place  in  Nova  Scotia,  at  which 
the  question  of  confederating  British  North 
America  was  never  mentioned  on  the  hust- 
ings. It  was  understood  to  be  dismissed, 
and  did  not  therefore  challenge  any  verdict 
from  the  Province.  The  Assembly,  which 
was  thus  formed,  alone  empowered  Dele- 
gates to  come  over  and  assist  in  London  to 
frame  the  Act  on  British  North  America. 
But  the  Delegates  exceeded  their  authority 
when  they  committed  Nova  Scotia  to  a 
system  which  Prince  Edward's  Island  and 
Newfoundland  determined  not  to  enter. 
Unless  supported  by  these  maritime  depen- 
dencies, Nova  Scotia  could  not"*  join  a 
central  body  with  advantage  or  with  dignity. 
Another  fact  might  by  itself  create  a  deep 
dissatisfaction.  Between  1863  and  1867 
an  organic  change  was  carried  in  the  right 
of  voting  at  constituencies.  Organic  changes 
of  this  kind,  adopted  after  full  debate,  io 
Lord  Campbell 


any  country,  whether  they  form  a  demoeratic 
step  or  one  which  is  not  democratic,  are 
an  indisputable  title  to  a  new  election  before 
another  great  political  conclusion  is  arrived 
at.  But  all  the  sanction,  if  there  be  sane- 
tion  which  Nova  Scotia  ever  gave  to  the 
Act  on  British  America,  emerges  from  t 
Parliament  whose  basis  was  condemDed, 
while  the  hostility  surrounding  it  proceeds 
from  the  new  electoral  arrangement!, 
which,  in  spite  of  a  grave  demand,  we  were 
not  willing  to  refer  to.  As  regards  Cana- 
dian legislation,  since  the  Act  has  worked, 
the  greatest  topic  of  complaint  resides  in 
the  ad  valorem  duties  which  have  been 
raised  to  15  per  cent.  Such  a  meaanre, 
however  requisite  for  Canada,  whose  reve- 
nue arises  from  these  sources,  is  not  the 
less  repugnant  to  a  colony,  which  aspirei 
to  Free  Trade,  which  scatters  vessels 
among  all  the  harbours  of  the  world,  and 
which  depends  on  imports  and  on  expoiti. 
But  there  is  something  deeper  than  commer 
oial  regulations  to  explain  the  rariance  we 
have  to  deal  with  at  this  moment.  To  thoie 
who  have  traced  its  history,  however  sopw- 
ficially,  it  is  known  that  Nora  Scotia  leans 
towards  Great  Britain.  From  the  time  of 
James  I.  the  people  have  been  uniformly 
loyal.  In  the  war  which  founded  the 
United  States,  in  that  of  1812.  in  all  the 
Canadian  rebellions,  they  have  been  im- 
moveable in  their  allegiance.  Not  con- 
templating separate  existence,  they  desire 
to  prolong  and  strengthen  their  connection 
with  this  country — their  views,  their  ob- 
jects, and  their  interests  are  British.  If 
we  may  judge  it  by  the  language  of  its 
founders,  the  new  Dominion  has  an  opposite 
propensity.  If  we  may  judge  it  by  tU 
recent  indications,  the  ties  which  bind  it 
to  this  country  may  dissolve  at  any  mo- 
ment. The  ideas  of  a  dominion  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  things  would  undermine 
the  faith  of  a  dependency.  Clinging  to 
the  Empire,  Nova  Scotia  cannot  easily  or 
quickly  be  transformed  into  an  harmomooi 
part  of  an  amalgamated  whole»  which  vai 
rather  framed  to  quit,  which  has  iMi 
shown  at  least  a  disposition  to  adhere  to  it. 
My  Lords,  the  evidence  of  discontent  may 
very  rapidly  be  stated.  The  only  diffiedty 
is  in  choosing  illustrationa  or  deciding 
which  ought  to  be  first  presented  to  the 
House.  When  the  Act  on  British  Korih 
America  was  carried,  it  was  neoasiary  to 
send  nineteen  Members  to  the  general  and 
thirty-eight  to  the  local  Parliament,  oate 
the  new  franchise.  Of  these  only  fov 
support   Confederation ;    the    remaintei 
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both  at  OtUwi  and  Halifax,  have  aotiyelj 
oppoaad  it.  The  debates  which  took  place 
in  die  latter  town  last  January  are  the 
index  of  what  is  felt  in  Nora  Scotia.  No 
one  who  has  not  read  can  thoroughly  ap- 
preeiate  the  unanimity,  the  indignation, 
and  jet  the  loyal  confidence  in  British 
jnatiee  which  perrades  there.  Twenty- 
eight  speeches  were  pronounced  in  favour 
of  repeal,  and  one  in  answer  to  them.  The 
lebatea  led  to  Resolutions  against  the  Act 
)n  Britiah  North  America,  which  have  been 
mibodied  in  an  Address  to  the  Crown.  They 
led  to  the  appointment  of  the  Delegates 
irho  have  been  in  London  since  the  spring 
to  demand  redress  for  Nova  Scotia.  After 
neforring  to  these  regular  and  constitutional 
szpresaions  of  opinion,  it  is  superfluous 
io  mention  the  public  meetings  which  have 
taken  place  against  Confederation  in  every 
sonntj  of  the  Province.  Agitation  does 
iitUe  to  enhance  the  facts  I  have  adduced, 
imt  it  is  sufficient  proof  that  the  new  Par- 
Benent  haa  not  misrepresented  the  opinions 
vhioh  Borround  it.  The  existing  eentiment 
ia  forcibly  betrayed  by  this  remarkable 
oeevrence  —  the  Canadian  Government 
doriog  the  present  year,  are  not  prepared 
toeaUontthe  Nova  Scotian  Militia.  But 
if  joor  Lordships  want  a  crowning  proof  of 
liaeontent,  yon  have  it  in  this  manner. 
Uthoogh  for  months  the  Delegates  have 
lieen  in  London,  using  every  effort  which 
iras  open  to  them  to  enlist  on  the  side  they 
were  commissioned  to  espouse,  tho  feelings 
»f  this  country  ;  although  their  labours 
bave  been  known  to  every  man  in  Nova 
Sootia  no  kind  of  counter  delegation,  or 

Cition,  or  voice,  or  whisper  has  been 
;rd  of,  and  there  has  been  no  attempt 
to  interrupt  their  progress  or  to  bo  lance 
their  aathority.  By  every  form  of  Parlia- 
mentary and  public  demonstration  the 
■odiTided  feeling  of  the  colony  has  been 
pnmonnced  against  the  union  with  Canada. 
Bet  in  point  of  fact,  my  Lords,  the  dis- 
latiifiaetion  will  not  be  contested,  and  there 
ia  BO  occasion  to  bring  it  in  its  full  propor- 
tiooa  nnder  the  notice  of  the  House.  The 
groind  infariably  taken  by  the  rash  ad- 
riaere  who  stand  in  the  way  of  all  concili* 
Uion  at  this  moment,  is  that  the  feeling 
rhieh  sent  the  Delegates  over  the  Atlantic 
iriU  pass  away  so  rapidly  that  it  is  useless 
»  allay  it.  No  man  who  is  not  gifted  with 
Jie  preacience  which  belongs  to  the  Creator 
Nmld  gaarantee  such  an  event,  and  it 
voald  be  infatuation  therefore,  to  rely  upon 
.1.  Bat  will  the  House  permit  me  to  ei- 
jlain  to  them  with  what  rapidity  the  dis- 


content must  pass  away,  in  order  that  this 
arrogant  and  empty  calculation  may  be  a 
pretext  for  the  conduct  it  encourages.  The 
local  Parliament  of  Halifax  meets  again 
on  the  8th  of  August.  With  a  view  to 
join  its  proceedings,  the  Delegates  on 
Saturday  embarked  for  Nova  Scotia.  The 
same  Members  will  assemble  there  whose 
Resolutions  led  to  their  appointment.  The 
twenty-eight  speakers,  whose  language 
found  an  echo  in  the  colony,  will  again 
be  present.  The  Assembly  must  again 
consider  its  position.  It  must  either  turn 
its  back  upon  conclusions  the  most  solemn, 
or  be  forced  into  reluctant  opposition  to 
this  country,  unless  in  the  meanwhile 
something  has  been  granted  to  it.  The 
point  to  be  considered  is,  will  the  discon- 
tent have  passed  away  before  the  8th  of 
August  if  it  has  not  been  assuaged  ?  Will 
it  pass  away  before  that  moment,  if  every- 
thing has  been  done  which  can  be  done  to 
aggravate  and  to  embitter  it  ?  My  Lords, 
this  circumstance  suffices  to  establish  the 
urgent  and  immediate  want  of  some  con- 
ciliatory measure  to  guard  against  irre- 
parable differences,  which  a  few  weeks 
may  bring  about,  whether  the  discontent 
is  doomed  to  last,  or  springs  from  causes 
utterly  ephemeral  and  fugitive.  I  am 
not,  therefore,  bound  to  measure  its  dura- 
tion beyond  the  moment  I  have  pointed  to. 
At  that  moment  it  may  lead  to  steps  which 
cannot  bo  receded  from.  In  the  meanwhile 
we  have  no  neutral  path.  We  act  before 
tho  world— 400,000  men  are  looking  to 
our  sentence.  Unless  by  granting  we  abate 
the  discontent,  we  must  inflame  it  by 
refusing.  It  is,  therefore,  unnecessary  to 
show  what  I  have  shown  incidentally— 
that  its  foundationsarerather  durable  than 
transitory.  It  is  unnecessary  to  overthrow 
the  idle  theory  which  sciolists  have  mooted 
— that  populations  are  always  reconciled 
to  unions  which  they  regard  with  horror 
at  the  outset ;  a  theory  which  may  have 
been  suggested  to  them  by  a  well-known 
character  of  Sheridan,  in  '*  The  Eivals,'*'^ 
Mrs.  Malaprop,-— who  laid  down  '*  That 
the  best  marriages  were  those  which  began 
with  a  little  mutual  aversion."  I  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  in  1830  Holland 
and  Belgium  did  break  loose  from  one 
another,  and  that  some  centuries  before 
Spain  and  Portugal  were  not  long  com- 
bined under  one  sceptre.  I  need  not  main- 
tain cither  what  I  should  maintain  without 
fear  were  it  incumbent  on  us  that  the  union 
of  States,  and  federation  of  dependencies, 
do  not  fall  under  one  law  and  cannot  be 
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confounded  in  their  probable  doTelopment. 
A  mass  of  argument  may  be  abandoned, 
which  many  of  your  Lordships  would  have 
felt  bound  in  my  position  to  adduce, 
if  you  will  only  bear  in  mind  that  the 
Business  of  the  Empire,  with  a  view  to 
its  security,  is  to  remove  the  state  of  feel- 
ing which  pourtrayed  itself  at  Halifax, 
in  January,  before  it  has  in  August  the 
opportunity  of  ripening  to  danger.  Without 
some  conciliatory  measure  you  are  not  en- 
titled to  assume,  you  have  not  any  shadow 
of  a  reason  to  suppose  that  it  will  vanish 
before  August.  What  that  measure  ought 
to  be  is  the  only  further  point  to  be  deter- 
mined by  your  Lordships. 

My  Lords,  the  inquiry  which  I  move  for — 
the  repeal  which  the  Petitioners  declared 
are  the  conciliatory  measures  which  pre- 
sent themselves.  And,  although,  I  will  not 
admit  that  the  withdrawal  of  Nova  Scotia 
from  the  union  could  be  attended  with  any 
greater  disadvantages  than  attach  to  the 
present  isolation  of  Prince  Edwards  Island 
and  Newfoundland,  I  will  admit  that  the 
time  has  not  arrived  for  altering  the  Act 
on  British  North  America,  however  reck- 
lessly adopted.  Canada  has  sent  a  repre- 
sentative to  deprecate  it ;  to  grant  nothing 
to  Canadian  views  might  be  as  far  from 
prudence  and  reserve,  as  to  grant  every- 
thing to  Canadian  views  would  be  remote 
from  magnanimity  and  justice.  When  two 
colonial  interests  are  rivals  before  Parlia- 
ment it  is  not  desirable  that  either  should 
be  allowed  to  trample  on  the  other.  To 
guard  as  far  as  possible  against  Canadian 
resentment  or  Canadian  embarrassment, 
inquiry  on  the  spot  may  be  a  requisite  pre- 
liminary to  any  alteration  in  the  Act  on 
British  North  America.  We  know  because 
the  delegates  assured  us  that  Nova  Scotia 
would  accept  it  as  a  guarantee  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  evils  under  which  they  labour 
at  this  moment.  Indeed,  on  instant  change 
in  the  Act  on  British  North  America  could 
not  be  effected.  It  can  only  be  brought 
about  by  an  Imperial  enactment  which  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business  in  the 
Houses  would  forbid.  Inquiry  is  therefore 
the  alternative.  But  I  am  far  from  wish- 
ing to  contend  that  inquiry  in  any  shape 
whatever  would  be  equal  to  the  danger 
which  impends  so  nearly  ;  or  meet  the 
agitated  feelings  of  the  colony  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  repeal  which  their  Petition 
has  demanded.  An  inquiry  conducted  by 
a  new  Governor  General  of  Canada — and 
something  of  the  kind  has  been  alluded  to 
-—passing  Halifax  upon  his  route  to  Ottawa, 
Lord  Campbell 


would  no  doubt  be  taken  rather  as  a 
mockery  than  a  oonsession.  He  eoold 
only  be  regarded  as  the  liring  organ  of 
the  power  against  which  Nova  Scotia  is 
inflamed.  Whatever  labour  he  employed, 
he  must  either  come  to  one  coneluiioB 
or  encounter  a  resenting  interest  in  Cao- 
ada,  to  paralyse  the  very  funetiooi  bo 
was  sent  out  to  discharge.  If  super- 
human virtue  rendered  him  impartial,  im- 
partiality would  never  be  ascribed  to  him. 
And  supposing  biro,  on  just  and  proper 
grounds,  to  hold  that  Nova  Scotia  ought 

j  not  to  share  the  independence  of  Prinee 
Edward's  Island  and  Newfoundland,  hit 
report  would  simply  excite  distrust,  ulSk 
our  object  is  not  only  to  arrive  at  trath, 

I  but  recommend   it  to   the   colony.    Thi 
presence  at  Halifax  of  such  a   man  with 
such  a  duty  would  be]more  likely  to  aceele- 
rate  a  riot    than    prevent  *  one.     fiat  a 
Commission  sent  out  from  this  country  kx 
the  bond  Jide  purpose  of  inquiry,  and  irat 
identified  with  Canada,  would  have  aevenl 
distinct  effects  which  ought  to  be  preiental 
to  your  Lordships.   It  would  at  once  create 
a  breathing  time  and  respite.     It  would  tt 
once  suspend  the  animosity  which  threatens 
us.     We  should  no  longer  have  to  fear  i 
hostile  resolution  from  the  Parliament  it- 
Halifax,  of  such  a  kind  as  to   prodaoe  i 
grave  Imperial  dilemma.  No  disaster  eo«U 
arise  until  inquiry  was  exhausted.     So  fir 
the  Delegates  assure  us.  Another  practieal 
effect  of  such  a  measure  would  be  to  draw 
out,  if  it  exists,  from  the  hiding-places  whicb 
conceal  it,  the  Nova  Scotian  party  whosvp- 
port  Confederation.     The  apparent  onam- 
mity  against  it  would  be  severely  tatted. 
It  would  also  have  a  salutary  influence  is 
Canada.     Whatever  can  be   done  by  tin 
Canadian  Legislature  to  remedy  the  diieon* 
tent  of  Nova  Scotia,  would  be  done  with 
zeal  where  Great  Britain  had  detemiiN' 
to  examine  it.      Inquiry   of   this  nstonk 
therefore,  tends  at  once  to  disperse  thi 
cloud   which  hangs  over  a  portion  of  thi 
Empire  and  to  elicit  all  the  agencies  if 
which  the  Act  on  British  North  Amerioi 
may  possibly  be  vindicated.     The  kind  <f 
objections    with    which    it    has    hitherto 
been  met  are  such  as  I  hope  to  hear  te* 
night,  because  objections  of  a  certain  cha- 
racter do  more  than  anything  to  eoota 
impartial  men  in  favour  of  the  connewlubh 
they  endeavour  to  disparage.     They  art 
nothing  but  a  delicate  arowal  of  logiail 
resistance  in  extremes,  and  rather  signili 
of  distress  than  tokens  of  hostility.    It 
has  been  said  that  an  inquiry  Into  the  fit- 
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content  of  No?a  Sootia  would  disturb  the 
GoTermnent  of  Ottawa,  and  it  might  have 
been  alleged  at  the  same  time,  perhaps, 
the  Government  of  Pekin.     The  Govern- 
ment  of  Ottawa   must  be  frail  indeed  if 
loeh  a  measure  would  endanger  it.     The 
inqniry   would  first   take   place  in  Nova 
Sootia  ;  it  might  be  useful  to  extend  it  to 
New  Brunswick.     Canadian   views  might 
be   effectual] J  sounded    at    Toronto    and 
QbebeCy  and  the  Commission  need  not  go 
to  Ottawa  at  all,  if  it  was  dreaded  as  the 
nurse  of  factions  hostile  to  the  Govem- 
ment.     It  has  been  said  that  Great  Britain 
has  renounced   her  title   to  examine  the 
complaints  of  her  dependencies,  e?en  when 
thej  call  on    her  to  do  so  ;    but  it  has 
never  been  pointed  out  at  what  time  or  in 
what  manner :  to  such  shadows  are  men 
driven  when  thej  oppose  a  course  of  which 
thej  see  the  policy  and  justice.     We  are 
sometimes  warned  that  an  inquiry  would 
inflame  or  agitate   the   colony :    as  if  it 
eoald  be  more  unsettled  than  it  is,  when 
all   ita  constitutional    authorities    protest 
againBt   the    system    you    impose;    and 
when  you  cannot  arm  its  population  with 
inpanity.     The  most  ingenuous  and  start- 
ling objection  is  that  inquiry  must  lead  to 
the  withdrawal  of  Nova  Scotia  from  the 
Union.     The  supporters  of  that  Union  bo- 
tray  a  modest  estimate  of  their  produc- 
tion, when  they  avow  that  the  moment 
yon  explore,  Nova  Scotia  must  be  sepa- 
rated  from  it,  and    that   to    probe  their 
wrongs  is  but  another  term  for  acquiescing 
in  their  remedy.      My  Lords,  I  disclaim 
the  admission  that  repeal  would  bo  the  un- 
avindable  conclusion  of  inquiry.      But  if 
it  is,  what  are  we  to  think  of  those  who 
nature  to  withhold  it,  and  yet  maintain  the 
set  they  think  it  certain  to  expose,  so  far 
ii  it  governs  the  relations  of  Nova  Scotia 
isd  Canada  ?    What  objection  can  remain, 
^9  to  a  course  so  moderate,  so  constitu- 
tipul,  so  necessary  ?  Shall  we  be  told  it  is 
vipreeedented  ?  I  am  not  quite  certain  that 
It  ii,  or  that  when  the  troubles  of  America 
Vgsa  between  1765  and  1795  a  Commission 
*f  loiDe  kind  was  not  appointed  to  compose 
^km.  But  if  the  measure  is  unprecedented, 
•  is  because  at  that  conjuncture  it  was 
*tttbg.     And  ought  that  to  be  regarded 
Ms  Snal  argument  against  it?   My  Lords, 
kd  it  been  resorted  to,  blood  might  never 
kip  been  shed  at  Lexington,  or  Congress 
fetC  at  Philadelphia,  or  the  name  of  Bunk- 
ff's  Hill  have  become  familiar  to  the  world. 
lid  it  been  resorted  to,  we  might  not  have 
Mw  obaerved  a  stream  of  bitterness  di- 


rected towards  Ireland,  a  rival  on  the 
ocean,  and  in  the  torn  remnant  of  our 
North  American  possessions  a  greater 
source  of  danger  than  of  power.  If,  in- 
deed, the  measure  is  unprecedented,  and 
if  the  absence  of  the  precedent  has  led  to 
these  results,  what  fact  could  lend  a  weight 
more  tragic  and  convincing  to  the  case  of 
those  who  urged  it  now  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture ?  My  Lords,  I  ask  your  Lordships 
to  adopt  it,  not  because  its  omission  in 
former  times  has  been  the  source  of  griefs 
impossible  to  number  and  evils  yet  to  come, 
but  because  it  meets  the  exigency  of  the 
moment — because  it  involves  the  immi- 
nence of  action  where  inaction  would  be 
fatal— because  you  cannot  do  less  to  en- 
counter Nova  Scotian  discontent ;  and  you 
must  do  something  to  encounter  it,  or  be 
prepared  to  add  the  burden  of  a  colonial 
and  international  embarrassment  to  the 
tasks  of  an  exhausted  Government  and 
deeply  agitated  time.  Beyond  this,  I  re- 
commend it  to  your  Lordships  because,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  you  have  two  objects — 
to  uphold  Confederation,  to  keep  Nova 
Scotia  in  the  Empire ;  and  because  it  is 
the  single  path  by  which  those  objects  can 
be  compassed.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  Uer  Majesty  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mission to  proceed  to  NoTa  Sootia  for  the  Pur- 
pose of  examining  the  Causes  of  the  alleged  Dis- 
8atis£iction,  with  a  View  to  their  Removal." — 
( The  Lord  Stratheden.) 

The  Duke  or  BUCKINGHAM  :  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing 
my  regret  that  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  has  been  so  long  on  the  No- 
tice Paper  of  the  House,  has  not  been 
brought  to  an  issue  at  an  earlier  period 
after  the  discussion  on  the  question  in  "  an- 
other place,"  and  before  the  Delegates  from 
Nova  Scotia  and  the  other  Provinces,  who 
came  over  to  watch  the  proceedings  in  this 
country  on  behalf  of  their  respective  inte- 
rests had  departed.  It  would  have  been 
much  better  that  this  question  should  have 
been  discussed,  as  I  expected  it  would 
have  been,  almost  simultaneously  in  both 
Houses,  rather  than  that  a  long  time  should 
haTO  been  allowed  to  elapse  between  the 
two  discussions,  and  that  opportunity 
should  thus  have  been  afforded  for  the 
continuance  of  popular  agitation  and  ex- 
citement on  the  subject.  But  in  asking 
your  Lordships  to  dissent  from  the  Motion 
and  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the    Government    my   task    is    rendered 
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easier  by  finding  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  hitherto  by  the  Government  has  not 
been  altogether  unattended  with  beneficial 
results.  The  noble  Lord  pointed  out — 
and  justly  pointed  out — the  danger  of  any 
policy  which  should  not  be  shaped  by  the 
policy  of  conciliation.  The  noble  Lord 
has  omitted  to  point  out  the  only  strong 
demand  made  in  the  Petitions  laid  before 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  by  the 
Delegates  who  came  from  Nova  Scotia  to 
call  attention  to  the  injuries  they  appre- 
hended from  the  measure  of  last  Session  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord,  speaking  as  the  advo- 
cate of  those  who  placed  their  case  in  his 
hands,  admits  that  the  demand  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Confederation  Act,  which  alone 
was  asked  for  in  the  Petitions  first  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  may  now  be  dismissed 
from  consideration.  The  noble  Lord  says 
the  question  is  now  one  of  inquiry  into  the 
depth,  the  extent,  and  the  causes  of  the 
discontent  which  now  prevails — as  I  admit 
it  does  ;  but  I  think  the  measures  to  be 
adopted  depend  greatly  upon  the  grounds 
of  that  discontent  and  upon  the  extent  of 
it.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord 
avoided  pointing  out  the  full  state  of  the 
case,  as  regards  Nova  Scotia.  He  omitted 
to  notice  a  prominent  fact  which  it  is  right 
should  be  brought  under  your  notice.  It 
is,  that  many  of  the  grievances  which  had 
been  anticipated  from  the  union  of  the 
Provinces,  and  which  did  actually  arise 
from  the  first  action  of  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  and  which  were  strongly 
dwelt  upon  in  the  Petitions  first  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  have  been  entirely 
removed  by  the  action  of  the  succeeding 
Parliament.  Some  of  those  who  in  the 
recent  election  for  Nova  Scotia  were  re- 
turned avowedly  to  oppose  Confederation, 
yet  took  a  wise  and  politic  course  in  an- 
nouncing to  their  constituents  that  they 
would  go  to  Ottawa  and  see  what  the 
result  of  Confederation  was.  One  grievance 
strongly  dwelt  upon  was  the  increase  of 
taxation  in  Nova  Scotia  from  interference 
with  its  revenues  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  point  out  that  at  the  time  of  the  Con- 
federation, such  was  the  financial  condition 
of  Nova  Scotia  from  the  pressure  of  loans 
becoming  due,  that  it  would  have  been 
necessary  to  increase  taxation  in  order  to 
meet  its  liabilities  quite  as  much  as  it  had 
been  augmented  by  the  Confederation  with 
Canada.  Nor  has  the  noble  Lord  pointed 
out  that  the  Confederation  has  resnlted  in 
the  entire  freedom  of  commerce  from  light- 
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house  and  Castomt'  datiet,  and  oUier  re- 
strictions to  which  it  waa  formerly  sub- 
jected. Noble  Lords  will  find  that  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  so  far  from  acting 
in  a  spirit  of  hostility  or  indiflerenee  to  tht 
Parliament  of  Nova  Scotia  or  the  maritint 
Provinces,  has,  in  point  of  fact,  laid  down 
for  itself  a  policy  entirely  to  the  cootrsrj 
effect.  It  approached  the  subject  of  tbs 
Dominion  with  no  indication  of  a  recklsM 
desire  to  involve  itself  in  a  large  expendi- 
ture for  the  benefit  of  Canada  alone ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  the  policy  indicated  bj 
the  Canadian  Parliament  was  coneilistorj 
to  the  maritime  Provinces,  and  favoarabh 
to  the  interests  of  shipping  and  commerea 
Indeed  it  seems  to  me  that  Parliament hii^ 
as  far  as  it  has  gone,  met  the  qnestioa  ios 
fair  and  just  spirit,  and  certainly  op  to  tbi 
present  time  there  has  been  no  proeeediaf 
on  its  part  which  would  justify  tbe  deDMM 
in  Nova  Scotia  for  inquiry.  It  is  iiid, 
however,  that  the  whole  Province  of  Mflfi 
Scotia  now  demands  an  inqniry,  and  that 
it  did  at  one  time  demand  repeal  of  tbi 
Confederation.  But  this  I  cannot  admit  tt 
be  the  fact.  Afy  judgment  on  this  qoestiii 
is  not  based  merely  upon  the  repreaeats- 
tions  of  active  and  able  Delegates,  bat  I 
have  endeavoured  to  ascertain,  as  well  M 
I  can,  the  real  facts  of  the  case.  Newi 
it  is  a  striking  fact  that,  notwithstandiif 
the  complaints  which  have  proceeded  fraa 
Nova  Scotia,  at  the  General  Election  whiA 
occurred  after  the  Confederation  had  bM 
entered  into,  not  ono  half  of  the  votes  a 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  were  givn 
in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  the  Confedsn- 
tiou.  This  circumstance  is  the  mors  n* 
markable  when  it  is  remembered  that  thM 
had  been  a  great  agitation  on  the  sabjeil 
going  on  for  a  considerable  period.  Thi 
whole  constitueney  under  the  limited  fru- 
chise  recently  introduced  was  48,000  IC 
more,  while  for  the  suocesafal  eandidsM 
who  were  opposed  to  Confederation  oa|f 
about  22.500  out  of  the  entire  nnmbff 
of  48,000  votes  were  polled.  Thai,  i 
seems  that,  although  there  was  a  gmrt 
change  in  the  representation,  there  aia  tt 
facts  to  show  that  the  feeling  in  Uie  ?» 
vince  against  Confederation  was  by  iQ 
means  unanimous.  Looking  at  the  nato^ 
of  the  alleged  grievances,  I  think  the  prop* 
course  to  pursue  was  to  allow  the  CanadHa 
Parliament  the  opportunity  of  sbewim 
their  determination  to  remove  any  griaf* 
ances  that  might  exist,  and  that  thq 
duly  appreciated  the  importanoe  to  iba» 
selves  of  the  hearty  co-operation  of  tha 
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DiritiiDeProfiDeea,  espeoiallj  No?a  Sootia, 

in  wtaUiibiog  the  Union.      I  believe  as 

time  goes  on  the  people  of  No?a  Scotia 

vill  themMlves    donbtless    arriTe  at  the 

coDclosion  that,  under  '^the  Bjstem   of  go- 

fernmeDt  that  has  now  been  inaugurated 

in  regard  toeferj  branch  of  their  commerce 

thej  are  more  fa?ourabl  j  treated  and  better 

off  than  tbej  would  have  been  had  thej 

renaioed  independent,  or  entered  into  a 

Mparato  Confederation  with  Newfoundland 

or  New  Brunswick.     The  noble  Lord  has 

referred  to  a  point  which  I  believe  was  not 

Terj  itronglj  dwelt  upon  bj  the  Delegates 

tlieniselvea — nameljr,    that    the    authority 

given  to  the  Delegates  bj  the  Province  of 

Nova  Scotia,  if  given  at  all,   was  given 

oeljr  in  respect  of  a  Confederation  in  which 

thej  were  to  be  one  in  five,  and  not  one 

in  Uiree.    It  is  hardlj  necessarj  to  dwell 

spon  that  point,  because,  wbateyer  maj 

have  been  the  instruction  originallj  given 

to  the  Delegates,  the  Government  of  Nova 

Seotia  ezpreased  tbeir  satisfaction  at  the 

Confederation   Act  after  it  had   been  in- 

trodoeed  into   the    Imperial  Parliament, 

knowing  of  course,  that  it  would  effect  only 

a  Confederation  of  a  limited  kind,  in  which 

neit&er  Newfoundland  nor  Prince  Edward's 

Island  was  included.     I  understand,  how- 

tver,  that  the   only  question  now   to  be 

jedded  is  what  course  ought  to  be  pur- 

ned  m  order  to  allay  the  discontent  which 

frevaiU  among  a  large    number   of    the 

people  of  Nova  Scotia.     Now,  under  the 

tireofflBtanoes  I  should  deprecate  such  an 

inqoiry  u  has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 

wd— not    because  there  may   not  be  a 

prcMdent  for  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 

•9  because  I  am  opposed  to  inquiry  into 

Criavances  wherever  a  fair  ground  for  it 

w  been  established,  but  because,  in  my 

opioion,  the  Nova  Scotians  will  find  that 

^r  tme  interest  lies  in  their  union  with 

Canada,  and  that  they  are  not  sufferiug 

"Ml  the  grievances  so  strongly  set  forth  in 

»^  Petition  which  was  presented  at  the 

^M^aenoement  of  this  Session.  The  aotiou 

•r  the  Dominion  Parliament  will,  I  think, 

me  very  much  altered  their  opinion  on 

wii  point,  and  I  trust  the  agitation  will  to 

gy  extent  have  subsided.     It   is   most 

■fortant  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 

|Md  feel  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible 

fts  beneficial  effect  of  the  various  measures 

« ifCef  paaaed  by  the  Dominion  Parlia* 

*f*^    I  cannot  bnt  think  that  a  Commis- 

fy  to  inquire  into  these  questions  now, 

||*|*uiy  experience  has  been  arrired  at 

*  «•  operation  of  the  measure^  would  be 


calculated  to  excite  false  hopes,  and  to 
stimulate  that  discontent  which  no  doubt 
exists,  but  for  which,  I  think,  there  is  no 
good  reason — at  all  events,  on  the  grounds 
now  put  forward.  There  has  been  another 
reason  alleged  why  Nova  Scotia  is  an  un- 
willing party  to  the  Confederation — namely, 
her  ancient  history  and  well-known  loyalty 
towards  England.  That,  no  doubt,  is  a 
feeling  which  ought  not  to  be  disregarded 
— a  feeling  which  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
passed  orer  ;  but  in  affairs  of  this  kind  we 
must  look  to  the  course  of  events  generally. 
In  that  Province  the  subject  of  Confede- 
ration was  mooted  several  years  ago  ;  and 
her  Parliament  debated  it,  and  confirmed 
the  scheme  of  Confederation  which  was 
ultimately  passed.  I  think,  therefore, 
we  should  pause  before  we  take  any  steps 
which  would  cause  hesitation  in  the 
minds  of  persons  in  Canada  or  other 
parts  of  North  America  who  may  be  em- 
barking in  undertakings  in  Nova  Scotia 
The  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  to  point  out  to  the  Province  the 
various  steps  that  have  been  taken  to  meet 
the  grievances  which  have  been  alleged. 
I  cannot  but  think  your  Lordships  will  be 
of  opinion  that  this  is  the  more  prudent 
course  to  pursue,  and  that  you  will  refuse 
your  consent  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  appointment  of  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  into  those  grievances.  For  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  I  can  only  say 
that  we  shall  proceed  in  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation towards  the  Province,  and  use 
our  influence  with  Canada  in  favour  of  a 
similar  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion 
Government. 

Thb  Eabl  op  CARNARVON:  My 
Lords,  if  any  special  responsibility  in  so 
great  a  measure  as  this  can  be  said  to  attach 
to  any  individual,  I  presume  that  in  this 
case  that  responsibility  would  attach  to 
me  ;  because  it  fell  to  my  lot,  when  I  filled 
the  same  position  as  that  which  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  spoken  now  holds,  to 
negotiate  with  the  Delegates  from  North 
America  the  terms  of  the  Union  which  was 
concluded  by  the  Act  of  Confederation,  and 
to  submit  that  Act  for  the  approval  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  My  Lords,  I  think 
I  may  say  there  has  rarely  been  any  set- 
tlement so  large  in  its  operation  which 
has  more  completely  commanded  the  as- 
sent of  all  parties  in  this  country.  The 
Act  passed  through  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament— I  cannot  say  without  a  dissen- 
tient voice,  but  with  rery  few  dissentient 
voices  indeed.    At  the  same  time  I  cannot 
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for  a  moment  allow  tbat  it  passed  without 
full  consideration.     The  question  had  oc- 
cupied the  attention  of  successiye  Govern - 
inents  here,  as  it  had  heen  fully  discussed 
in  the  North  American  Provinces.    It  is  no 
wonder  that  this  should  have  been  so,  be- 
cause the  real  question  was  whether  a  great 
country,  ruled   by    the   same   Sovereign, 
animated    by    one  feeling  of  loyalty  to- 
wards that  Sovereign,  and — as  the  noble 
Duke  has  remarked  —  united  by  natural 
bonds  of  interest  and  designed  by  nature 
as   one  —  whether    that    country   should 
henceforward  be  consolidated,   or  should 
continue  to  be  divided  by  those  artificial 
divisions  which  man  had  set  up.     I  hope  I 
never  disguised  from  Parliament  that  there 
was  a  considerable  party  in  Nova  Scotia 
opposed  to  the  Confederation.  I  did  not  con- 
ceal anything ;  I  printed  every  statement 
on  the  subject,  and  even  invited  the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships  to  such  opposition 
as  did  exist.     What  the  character  and  ex- 
tent of  the  opposition  were   was   another 
question.     Parliament,  having  heard   and 
seen  all  that  had  been  said  on  the  subject, 
decided  in  favour  of  the  measure  by  no 
faltering  vote  ;  and  I  think  the  reasons  on 
which  Parliament  decided  were  good  and 
valid  reasons.     If  your  Lordships  allow  me 
I  will  refer  to  dates  in  order  to  make  the 
matter  clearer.      In    1861 — the   question 
had  been  mooted  before  then,  but  I  shall 
not  go  further  back  than  1861 — the  House 
of   Assembly  in  Nova  Scotia  declared   in 
general  terms  its  assent  to  a  scheme  of 
Confederation.     Two  years  after,  in  1863| 
a  new  Parliament  was  convened  ;  and  in 
the  following  year,  1864,  there  was  a  con- 
ference of  Delegates.  First,  Delegates  of  all 
the  maritime  Provinces  met  at  Charlotte- 
town,  in  PrinceEdward's  Island,  to  consider 
the  question  of  a  union  of  the  maritime  Pro- 
vinces alone.     Subsequently  the  Canadian 
Delegates  joined  in  ;    the  conference  was 
transferred  to  Quebec,  and  the  Quebec  Reso- 
lutions were  the  basis  on  which  it  was  agreed 
that  not  one,  two,  or  three,  but  all  the  ^ye 
colonies  should  be  united  in  a  Confederation. 
In  two  years  afterwards — namely,  in  1866, 
the  Parliament  of  Nova  Scotia  agreed  to 
the  Confederation,  not  in  general,  but  in 
explicit  and  precise  terms,  and  sent  over 
Delegates   to  settle   with   Iler   Majesty's 
Ministers  the  terms   of  the  Act.     Those 
Delegates  came  to  this  country,  and  it  was 
my  duty  to  confer  with  them.     In  1867  I 
introduced  the  Bill  which  your  Lordships 
were  pleased  to  pass,  and  which  received 
the  approval  of  the  House  of  Commons 
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also.     When  the  Act  passed  and  went  oat 
to  Nova  Scotia,  it  was  solemnly  ratified  bj 
the  Parliament  of  that  Province.     Imme- 
diately, however,  on  this  another  disolo- 
tion    took  place  and  another  Parliameat 
was  convened  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  it  ptsisd 
Resolutions  against  the  Act  —  Resolotiooi 
on  which  the  Petitions  presented  by  the 
noble  Lord  are  founded.      That  was  tbe 
course  of  proceeding.     Bat  the  noble  Lord 
has  said  this  evening,  as  he  said  last  yesr, 
that  knowing  there  was  a  certain  smoat 
of  opposition  to  the  measure,  though  the 
character  and  extent  of  that  oppositios 
were  unknown,  it  was  our  duty  to  htva 
tested    the  feeling  of  the  Province  by  s 
dissolution.    On  constitutional  grounds,  no 
doubt,  I  readily  agree  that  it  is  never  right 
to  take  any  country  or  any  body  by  n^ 
prise  ;  but  I  should  wholly  demur  to  thi 
doctrine   that    it  is    necessary    to  refo 
back    to    the  constituencies    each  ptrti* 
cular  point,  even  though  important,  ss  it 
arises.      If  that  were  necessary  Momben 
of  Parliament  would   not   be   repreieiiti- 
tives  of  the  people ;  they  would  be  umplr 
delegates.     This  has  been  repeatedly  hiU 
by  the  highest  Parliamentary  authoritiei^ 
from  Mr.  Pitt  to  Sir  Robert  Peel.    Pu^ 
liaments  that  had  sat  several  years,  ssi 
hsd  been  originally  called  together  for  tk 
discussion   of  other  questions  passed  Ai 
Act  of  Union,  Roman  Catholic  EmaaO" 
pation,  and  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Litii 
But  if  you  look  to  the  peculiar  eireoh 
stances  of  these  colonies,  I  think  yoa  id 
find — I    say  it   without  any  intentioo  d 
offence  —  that  these  changes   in  pahb 
opinion,  rapid   in   all   popularly  goveiMl 
countries,  are  very  rapid  there  ;  and  os 
no   subject  have   they   been  mora  xafi 
than  on  this  question  of  ConfederatioD.  b 
1864  Newfoundland  and  Prince  Edwsrfi 
Island  were  favourable  to  some  ConM^ 
ration.      They  assented  to    the  Qoebu 
Resolutions,   which    was  a    practical  •■* 
bodiment   of   the    Confederation  sehflnii 
and  which  afterwards  formed  the  basil  d 
the  Act.     Two  years  later  those  ooIobni 
opposed  this  principle,  to  which  theyhil 
pre?  iously  declared  themselves  to  be  ^ 
vourable.      In  1865  the  colony  of  Nt* 
Brunswick  was  opposed  to  ConfederatiQi- 
In    1866  —  the   year    afterwards— tW 
colony    having    passed    through    ont  d 
those  phases  of  opinion  which  freqoeitb 
set  in,  was  in  favour  of  Confederation,  sm 
was  incorporated   under   the  Act  of  M 
Session.    Therefore,  I  say  it  was  not  son- 
potent  for  Parliament  last  year  to  look  W 
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hind  tlM  TOte  of  tboie  authoritieB  who  had 
ftgraed  to  the  seheme  of  GonfederatioD  ;  it 
was  not  our  huBinms  to  disregard  or  put 
en  one  side  the  accredited  enyojs  from 
those  oolontes  to  us.  If  there  be  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  represen- 
tatiTe  aelf-gorernment  of  the  colonies 
means,  it  is  this — that  the  Home  Govern- 
ment  and  the  Imperial  Parliament  will  odIj 
deal  with  the  duly  accredited  agents  of  those 
colonies  as  representing  the  local  authority, 
and  the  adoption  of  any  other  principle 
will  lead  us  into  rery  serious  difficulties. 
The  position  of  affairs  last  year  was  a  very 
pecoliar  one.  Tour  Lordships  will,  doubt- 
iesSp  remember  the  Constitntion  by  which 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  were  united.  No 
donbt,  that  prored  in  many  respects  very 
snoeeasfiil ;  but  in  other  respects  it  had 
mn  itself  oot,  and  when  Parliament  passed 
that  Act  of  last  year  it  was  perfectly  evi- 
dent to  all  parties  that  a  dead-lock  had 
arisen  in  the  legislative  machinery  which 
gorerned  the  relations  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada,  and  that  unless  some  remedy  were 
applied  great  inconvenience  must  result. 
Ilor  let  the  House  forget  that  just  about 
the  same  time  there  was  open  and  aggres- 
aiTa  manifestation  of  Fenianism  upon  the 
border,  and  that  the  Fenians  had  carried 
flre  and  sword  into  an  unoffending  Pro- 
Tinee.  and  were  keeping  all  things  in  a  state 
•f  difficulty  and  disturbance.  And  there- 
fore it  was  that  parties  within  the  colony — 
men  of  all  shades  of  political  opinion,  holding 
the  most  different  views,  and  who  for  years, 
had  been  opposed  upon  questions  of  vital 
importance,  made  great  sacrifices — sacri- 
flees  national,  political,  even  religious  in 
their  character — and  combined  in  one  gene- 
ral policy  which  they  believed  to  be  for  the 
aafety  and  general  welfare  of  the  country. 
I  think  your  Lordships  cannot  fail  to  per- 
eeive  that  if  at  such  a  moment  we  had  al- 
lowed any  delay  in  giving  effect  to  what 
WM  the  common  desire,  it  must  have  had 
the  effect  of  indefinitely  postponing  any 
aettlement  of  this  question.  What  is  the 
demand  put  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
poeile  ?  The  noble  Lord  says  it  is  the  issue 
of  a  Commission  of  Inquiry.  But  if  your 
Lordships  look  at  the  Resolution  of  the 
KoTa  Scotiaa  Parliament  upon  which  that 
demand  is  based,  you  will  see  that  it  goes 
A  long  way  in  the  direction  of  guiding  the 
Commission  to  a  conclusion,  and  indicates 
ttat  Nova  Scotia  will  be  satisfied  with  no- 
ttng  less  than  the  repeal  of  the  Gonfede- 
mtion  by  which  they  are  bound  to  Canada. 
"Wo  most  all  do  justice  to  the  ancient  loyalty 


and  high  feelinff  of  the  Nova  Scotians. 
The  noble  Duke  ^he  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
did  no  more  than  justice  when  he  spoke  of 
Nova  Scotia  as  one  of  our  most  ancient  and 
yalued  colonies,  whose  feelings  towards  this 
country  have  never  for  a  moment  been 
doubted  or  questioned;  and  I  feel  sure  that 
Parliament,  in  dealing  with  a  question  in 
which  their  feelings  are  so  deeply  interested 
would  wish  to  deal,  not  alone  in  the  most 
kindly,  but  in  the  most  respectful  manner. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Nova  Scotians  will 
well  understand  that  in  treating  this  ques- 
tion and  arguing  upon  it  we  must  deal  with 
them  as  men  of  sense — not,  I  hope,  giving 
them  offence,  but  putting  before  them  those 
solid  arguments  upon  which  the  question 
rests.  Let  it  not  for  a  moment  be  sup- 
posed that  I  contemplate  the  employment 
of  coercion ;  I  hold  that  such  a  word  has 
no  place  whatever  in  the  vocabulary  of  the 
relations  that  should  exist  between  this 
country  and  the  colonies.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  speaking  with  perfect  frankness  and 
sincerity,  I  say  that  from  one  point  of  view 
the  demand  is  premature,  and  from  another 
point  of  view  that  it  comes  too  late.  It 
is  premature,  because  the  Confederation 
which  is  complained  of  has  not  yet  been 
in  existence  for  a  single  twelvemonth, 
and,  as  the  noble  Dnko  pointed  out,  not 
one-half  of  the  total  electors  have  expressed 
their  opinion  upon  it.  The  total  consti- 
tuency amounts  to  48,000  electors,  and 
those  voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  Confede- 
ration only  amounted  to  22,000  —  there 
being,  moreover,  a  very  large  minority  of 
not  less  than  15,000  who  threw  their  votes 
in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Union. 
No  Union,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  world  has  ever  worked  quite 
smoothly  in  its  commencement.  It  could 
not,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  possible 
that  it  should  do  so.  More  than  once, 
certainly,  after  the  Union  of  England  and 
Scotland  Motions  were  made  for  the  repeal 
of  that  Union.  Yet  no  one  doubts  now 
with  what  incalculable  blessings  that  Union 
was  fraught  to  both  countries,  or  how  wise 
those  statesmen  were  who  turned  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  temporary  desires  of  the  peo- 
ple. But  in  another  point  of  view,  this 
demand  comes  too  late,  for  the  Nova  Sco- 
tians have  elected  their  Members  and  sent 
them  to  the  Parliament  at  Ottawa,  upon  a 
distinct  promise  that  fair  play  should  be 
given  to  the  new  constitutional  Act.  It 
could  scarcely  be  said  that  fair  play  had 
been  given  to  it  if,  before  twelve  months 
are  out,  you  are  asked  to  repeal  the  mea- 
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sore.  And  it  cannot  be  forgotten  that  there 
would  be  the  most  Berious  practical  diffi- 
calties  in  doing  anjihiog  of  the  kind.  To 
begin  with,  Nova  Scotia  has  already  ob- 
tained a  great  many  of  the  advantages  of 
union  ;  and  even  if  she  were  ready  to 
relinquish  these,  they  are  of  a  kind  that 
cannot  easily  be  put  off.  For  instance,  a 
sum  of  money  has  been  already  expended 
upon  public  works,  not  less,  I  believe, 
than  30,000  dollars  upon  the  survey  and 
location  of  the  railroad.  Again,  the  money 
securities  of  Nova  Scotia,  which  before 
the  Union  were  at  a  discount,  have  been 
so  enhanced  in  value  that  they  now  — 
including  discount  and  premium  —  equal 
a  total  rise  of  10  per  cent.  If,  then,  you 
attempt  to  repeal  that  Act,  you  at  once 
involve  yourself  in  diflSculties  of  a  very 
serious  character.  Again,  1  say  the  Nova 
Scotians  must  forgive  me  for  speaking 
with  perfect  franknesa;  I  do  not  think 
that  their  present  demand  is  a  reasonable 
one.  What  is  the  claim  which  Nova 
Scotia  and  all  the  British  North  American 
colonies  have  invariably  made  upon  tins 
country  ?  It  is  that  they  shall  be  viewed 
and  treated  as  integral  parts  of  this  great 
Empire.  And  what  has  been  the  answer 
of  one  English  statesman  after  another  ? 
They  have  said  to  the  colonies,  ''As 
long  as  you  continue  true  to  your  alle- 
giance —  as  long  as  you  desire  to  re- 
tain your  connection  with  this  country 
— BO  long  will  we  stand  by  you  ;  no  open 
aggression  shall  be  made  upon  you,  and 
not  even  the  breath  of  insult  shall  pass 
over  you.'*  But,  on  the  other  hand,  this 
promise  was  never  made  without  an  implied 
and  tacit  understanding  on  the  part  of  the 
colonies  that  they  should  do  their  part  in 
the  matter  ;  they  have  been  told  over  and 
over  again  that  they  must  organize  and 
place  themselves  in  a  position  which  would 
be  tenable  and  defensible  in  case  of  war. 
Well,  what  is  that  position  ?  All  the  au- 
thorities, military  and  civilian,  are  agreed 
in  this — that  the  best  and  almost  the  only 
military  organization  which  it  is  possible 
for  these  colonies  to  adopt  is  Confedera- 
tion. If  that  policy  be  applicable  to  any 
one  of  the  colonies  more  than  another,  it 
is  to  Nova  Scotia,  which  has  been  de- 
scribed by  one  of  their  own  most  able 
advocates  as  the  frontage  of  the  whole 
British  North  American  Continent,  whose 
harbours,  citadel,  and  arsenal  were  not 
made  for  Nova  Scotia  alone  ;  but  were 
designed  by  nature  for  the  common  benefit 
of  herself  and  of  her  sister  Provinces.   But 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


I  know  yeiy  well  that  it  ia  taid  by  sonie 
persons  in  Nova  Scotia,  "Nova  Seotia 
has  a  peculiar  geographical  formatioo, 
of  which,  if  phe  were  disposed  to  take 
advantage  " —  I  deny  that  she  is  dis- 
posed to  take  advantage  it — "she  eonld 
strengthen  herself  within  that  peniDiala, 
and  remain  careless  and  secure  while  tfae 
lands  of  her  sister  colonies  were  desolated 
by  war."  I  do  not  believe  for  one  moment 
that  the  Nova  Scotians — as  loyal,  as  trus^ 
and  as  generous  a  people  as  ever  lived— 
would  recognize  or  admit  such  an  argu- 
ment, still  less  that  they  would  atoop  to 
so  unworthy  a  policy.  But  it  is  an  argu- 
ment which  has  been  put  forward  by  a 
narrow  section,  and  it  deserves  to  be  met 
There  was  such  a  case  before  io  tbe 
world's  history  about  3,000  years  ago  ;  it 
is  one  of  the  earliest  wars  tliat  has  beea 
described,  but  its  record  still  kindles  en- 
thusiasm when  it  is  read.  When  the 
liberty  and  the  civilization  of  Greeee 
broke  the  whole  force  of  the  Persian  in- 
vader, there  was  a  peninsula  within  wbi^ 
it  was  proposed  by  a  section,  arguing  ia 
the  same  narrow  spirit  that  the  section  rf 
to- day  argues,  to  intrench  themsdveib 
leaving  the  remainder  of  their  coantrynea 
to  be  decimated  by  war,  anj  their  lands  to 
be  wasted  by  a  foreign  enemy.  Happily  for 
the  liberties  of  men,  that  fatal  proposal  vn 
over-ruled  :  they  fought  and  they  eoa- 
quered,  and  whom  does  history  now  de> 
light  to  honour  ?  Those  who  made  commoi 
cause  with  the  rest  of  Greece  and  refuel 
to  be  sharers  in  an  ungeneroas,  unworthy, 
and  selfish  policy,  or  those  whose  condoet 
had  then,  and  has  been  since,  branded  si 
false  to  the  interests  of  Greece,  of  liberty, 
and  of  civilization  ?  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  same  will  be  the  case  with  Ken 
Scotia ;  that  selfish  considerations  wil 
not  prevail,  and  that  the  arguments  of 
a  narrow  section  will  not  find  favoar. 
It  is  unwise,  it  is  unreasonable,  for  tke 
colonies  to  expect  us  to  make  aacrifieei 
for  them  if  they  are  prepared  in  return  to 
make  no  sacrifices  for  us.  I  was  glad  te 
hear  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Buckingham)  when  he  told  us  thst 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  have  shown  eveiT 
inclination  to  deal  in  the  most  gentle  ana 
conciliatory  spirit  with  Nova  Scotia.  In 
my  opinion,  in  so  doing  they  act  rightly  and 
wisely.  Your  Lordships  and  Parliament 
may  do  something,  but  the  Canadian  Par- 
liament can  do  a  great  deal  more  in  this 
matter.  The  burdens  they  have  atraek  e( 
and  the  disposition  they  have  shown  to  make 
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aUowinee  for  the  preseDt  feeling  and  irri- 
tation of  the  No?a  Seotians  eTinoe  a  desire 
to  do  fiill  JDitice  to  all  Nora  Sootian  inte- 
mtt.    Bot  the  question  remains  for  us— 
etn  we  agree  to  such  a  proposition  as  the 
BoUe  Baron  (Lord  Stratheden)  has  brought 
forvard?    I  submit  that  jon  cannot  do 
io.    Id  fairness  to  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada  joa  cannot  re-open  at  the  end  of 
one  jt9t  a  question  which  would  break  up 
the  UoioD.    In  the  neit  place  there  is  no 
preeedent  for  sueh  a  Motion  as  this.     We 
are  DOW  asked  to  recommend  the  issue  of 
a  Commistion  of  Inquiry  to  repeal  a  great 
oonititotiona]  measure  which  has  not  been 
io  existeoee  twelve  months.     There  is  no 
precedent  for  this.     More  than  this,  what 
we  are  asked  to  do  is  to  place  the  Parlia- 
ment and  this  country  in  a  position  of  un- 
psrallelled  indignity,  and  to  confess  that 
oor  whole  colonial  Empire  is  one  gigantic 
failore.     Time,  which  changes   so  many 
ihiogs,  also  heals   many   things,   and   I 
tntt  that  it  will  heal  the  irritation  which 
11  f«lt  in  parts  of  NoTa   Scotia.     Of  one 
thing  I  am  satisfied,  that  we  cannot  take 
any  hasty  and  precipitate  step,  and  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Nova  Scotiana  must  remem- 
ber that  none  can  be  exempt  from  diffi- 
enlties,  trials,  burdens,  and  sacrifices  who 
dettre  to  maintain  their  position  in  that 
Imperial  commonwealth  to  which  they  be- 
loog,  and  in  the  glory  of  which  we  are  all 
eommon  sharers.     I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  reject  the  prayer  of  this  Petition. 

Thx  Marquess  of  NORMANBY  said, 
that  with  the  personal  feelings  he  enter- 
tained towards  Nora  Scotia  no  one  could 
he  more  ready  than  himself  to  adopt  any 
■easnre  calculated  to  allay  the  irritation 
that  existed,  and  to  promote  the  interests  of 
that  colony.  The  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  the  subject  (Lord  Stratheden)  had 
greatly  narrowed  it  by  admitting  that  the 
Tvpeal  of  the  Union  was  not  now  the  ques- 
tion to  be  discussed ;  but  still  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Normanby)  should  not  be 
doing  his  duty  if  he  gaye  a  silent  rote 
OB  this  Motion.  The  Petition  was  one  of 
so  extraordinary  a  character,  haring  been 
•qined  by  nearly  all  the  Members  of  the 
local  Legislature  of  Nora  Scotia,  that  if 
he  simply  considered  the  interests  of  the 
Il^ova  Seotians  he  should  not  hesitate, 
hewcTer  much  he  might  regret  such  a 
deeiiioo,  to  Tote  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Vaieo.  But  it  was  not  the  interests  of 
Vofa  Scotia  alone  which  their  Lordships 
hsd  now  to  eoDsider;  and  he  belieyed  that 
Ai  appointaient  of  a  Commission  would 


only  tend  to  increase  the  dissatisfaction 
and  irritation  now  existing  in  Nova  Scotia. 
What  he  hoped  would  occur  to  allay  that 
irritation  was  a  change  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  No?a  Seotians  themselves.    In 
small  communities,  where  local  interests 
were  concerned,  opinions  were  apt  to  be 
taken  up  suddenly,  and  these  opinions  were 
liable  to  sudden  changes.  The  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Buckingham)  had  referred  to 
the  case  of  New  Brunswick.     The  elec- 
tions in  1855  resulted  in  an  overwhelming 
majority  against  the  Union  ;  but  within  a 
year  a  large  majority   was   returned    in 
favour  of  the  Union.     Taking  everything 
into  consideration,  and  knowing  the  energy 
shown   by  the  opponents  of  the  Union ; 
and  how  they  had   agitated  the  country 
from  one  end  to  the  other — how  they  had 
predicted  evils  of  every  kind,  and  declared 
that  the  trade  of  Nova  Scotia  would  be 
ruined  by  a  hostile  tariff,  and  that  their 
Militia  would  be  moved  to  the  frontiers  of 
Canada,  to  protect  that  Province — he  was 
by  no  means  surprised  at  what  had  oc- 
curred.    But  he  believed  that  as  soon  as 
the  Nova  Seotians  found  that  these  pre- 
dictions had  not  been  fulfilled,  they  would 
themselves   acknowledge    the   wisdom  of 
their  Lordships  in  rejecting  their  present 
demand,  and  would  be  thankful  for  the  op- 
portunity   of   re-considering    the    matter 
more  calmly.     He  believed  that  the  Cana- 
dian   Parliament  would  be   found  willing 
and   ready   to   redress   any  grievances  of 
Nova  Scotia  which  might  no  pointed  out. 
He    had  foundation  for  this   belief;    for 
duriog  the  last  Session  several  duties  which 
peculiarly  affected  Nova  Scotia  were  taken 
off ;  the  duty  on  corn  was  modified  ;  the 
tonnage  dues  for  lights  on  the  coast,  and 
taxes  on  all  the  articles  used  in  shipbuild- 
ing were  repealed — ^burdens  which  affected 
Nova  Scotia  as  a  maritime  Province.  Steps 
had  also  been  taken  to  encourage  the  di- 
rect trade  with  the  West  Indies.     Seeing 
what  had  already  occurred  in  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  he  was  justified  in  believing 
that  in  future  the  Nova  Seotians  would  be 
treated  with  generosity,  with  justice,  and 
as   an   integral  portion  of   the  Canadian 
Dominion,  and  that  in  a  short  time  they 
would  themselves  wonder  at  the  opposition 
they  had  offered  to  the  Union.     As  in  his 
opinion  the  issue  of  a  Commission  would 
only   aggravate   the  evil,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Motion. 

Lord  LTVEDEN  said,  he  in  a  great 
measure  attributed  the  discontent  that  ex- 
isted to  the  haste  with  whioh  the  Confede- 
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ration  Act  was  preBsed  forward  bj   the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Camarfon)  last 
year.     Objection  had  been  taken  to  the 
Irish  Church  being  dealt  with  bj  a  mori- 
bund Parliament.  Now,  it  was  a  moribund 
Parliament   in   Nora  Scotia  which  sanc- 
tioned   Confederation,   and  he   last    year 
pressed  upon  the  noble  Earl  the  important 
consideration  that  the  elections  were  just 
coming  on,  and  that  it  would  be  much  bet- 
ter to  delay  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject until  the  opinions  of  the  constituencies 
had  been  ascertained.  That  result  proved  to 
be  adverse  to  the  measure,  but  he  thought 
the  elections  turned  less  upon  Confederation 
than  on  another  question  on  which  a  strong 
feeling  prevailed.     He  had  always  advo- 
cated Confederation,  but  such  a  measure 
should  be  based  upon  consent,  and  though 
he  admitted  that  teohnially  there  had  been 
consent,  it  would  have  been  better  to  wait 
for  the  decision  of  the  new    Parliament, 
which  he  believed  would  not  in  that  case 
have   been   so  adverse.     The   discontent 
which  existed  was  not  to  be  allayed  by 
telling  the  colonists  that  they  were  in  the 
wrong  and  that  the  Canadian  Parliament 
would  hereafter    grant    them    everything 
they  required.     In  conversation  with  the 
Delegates,  he  found  that  they  complained 
especially  of  the  want  of  sympathy  mani- 
fested by  the  British  Parliament,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  noble  Duke  did  not  take 
advantage  of  their  visit  to  this  country  to 
propose  an  Inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  for  the  Delegates  would  have  gone 
away  much  better  satisfied  if  their  opinions 
had  been  put  on  record.     They  also  com- 
plained that  only  ten  Peers  were  present 
when  the  Confederation  Act  passed.      He 
had  no  doubt  of  the  loyalty  of  the  Nova 
Scotians,  but  he  feared  that  unless  they 
found  themselves  objects  of  sympathy  and 
interest  on  the  part  of  the  mother-country 
they  would  turn  their  eyes  to  the  United 
States.     Now,  while  thinking  that  if  our 
North  American  colonies  chose  to  separate 
from  us  they  should  be  allowed  to  do  so 
amicably,  he  had  no  wish  that  they  should 
throw  themselves   into  the  arms   of  the 
United   States.       He  regretted  that  the 
noble  Duke  had  not  uttered  a  word  of  con- 
ciliation.    Had  he  promised  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry  next  Session,  or  given  some  as- 
surance that  their  case    would    be   con- 
sidered, the  colonists    would    have    been 
more  disposed   to  weigh  the  points  which 
had  been  urged  by  him.  To  look  to  the  Con- 
federate Parliament  for  redress  was  the 
very  thing  to  which  they  objected  ;   for, 

Lord  Lyvcdm 


while    not    disinclined    to    ConfedcntioQ 
with  the  maritime  Provinces,  they  pro- 
tested against  union  with  Canada,  on  the 
ground  that  the  interests  and  feelingi  of 
Canada  were  hostile  to  their  own.     They 
held,    moreover,  that    an    undue  burden 
would  fall  upon  them  with  regard  to  the 
defence  of  Canada,  which«  in  case  of  wtr, 
would  be  the  first  point  of  attack.    The 
experiment  of  Confederation  must  now  be 
tried,  and   he  trusted  it  would  sueoeed; 
but  it  would  have  had  a  better  chance  of 
success  had  the  language,  not  so  much  of 
the  noble  Duke  as  of  his  Under  Secretsrj 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  been  more  sym- 
pathetic and  conciliatory. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  besriog 
in  mind  the  disclosures  which  had  recentlj 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  Union  with 
Ireland,  and  in  other  similar  cases,  hs 
could  not  help  suspecting  that  sometluBg 
occurred  during  the  Session  of  the  eols- 
nial  Parliament  in  1866  of  which  we  wen 
not  cognisant.  It  would  be  impossiUi, 
however,  to  inquire  into  secret  proceedinfito 
— if  there  had  been  any  ;  and  it  would  M 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  our  cokMiiai 
policy  to  refer  the  question  of  Confedera- 
tion to  a  Commission  at  the  very  eooh 
mencement  of  its  operation.  He  tiiongbt 
the  colonists  had  cried  out  before  tbay 
were  hurt,  for,  with  the  exception  of  a 
slight  increase  in  certain  duties,  they  did 
not  appear  to  have  actually  suffered.  wUk 
they  would  no  doubt  be  benefited  by  ft- 
ture  legislation.  As  to  the  argument  thatths 
colonial  Legislature  had  no  right  to  ovfl^ 
throw  its  own  Constitution,  it  did  not  do  M^ 
but  simply  expressed  an  opinion  in  favoor 
of  Confederation,  while  the  Imperial  Ptf- 
liament  decided  upon  the  measure.  Hi  < 
must  again  express  his  regret  that  sniBii- 
ent  discussion  had  not  tidken  plaoe  befois 
the  passing  of  the  Confederation  Act,  asd 
that  a  greater  desire  to  conciliate  had  not 
been  manifested.  He  trusted  that  ef«y 
expression  of  sympathy  would  be  used  to*, 
wards  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  and  ha^ 
for  his  part,  would  not  say  that  at  no  fbtoit 
time  and  under  no  possible  oireomstaaon 
should  an  independent  Inquiry  be  llndo^ 
taken  by  this  country  in  the  sense  tko 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  wished.  He  did  sot 
see  any  ground  for  supposing  that  the  Ps^ 
liament  of  Canada  would  not  do  justice  It 
Nova  Scotia,  and  therefore  be  would  resit 
the  petitioners  to  that  authority.  As  fsr 
as  expressions  of  our  sympathy  went  ws 
should  give  them  ;  but  he  would  say  tbst 
it  was  impossible  for  us  at  tho  present 


705 


JViM  Scotia^ 


{Jt/lt  6, 1868] 


FeiitionB. 


706 


meat  to  oonient  to  the  prayer  of  the  Peti- 

tlOD. 

Thb  Eabl  of  AIRLIE  said,  the  nohle 
Lord  who  had  fti>oken  last  hut  one  (Lord 
Lyveden)  had   blamed   his   noble   Friend 
oppoaite  (the  Earl  of  Camaryon)  for  having 
been  in  to  great  a  harry,  and  stated  that, 
aa  far  aa  Nova  Scotia  was  concerned,  the 
Aet   of  Confederation  was   passed   by    a 
moribund  Parliament.     But  he  begged  to 
point  out  that  the  Parliament  which  had 
decided  on  the  Act  had  been  elected  on  a 
moeh  wider  franchise  than  the  Parliament 
vhieh  now  existed,  and,  therefore,  as  far 
•s  a  wider  franchise  was  a  test,  the  late 
Parliament  ought  to  be  regarded  as  a  better 
index  of  the  popular  will  than  the  present. 
This  Act  of  Confederation  had    been  in 
Ibree  only  a  few  months,  and  he  could  not 
imagine  why  their    Lordships    should    so 
itnhify  themselves  as  to  re-open  the  whole 
qoeakion,  or  do  that  which  the  Province 
py  iia  Delegates  regarded  as  a  preliminary 
atep  to  a  repeal  of  the  Union.  There  never 
waa  an  Act  of  Union  which  at  once  satis- 
fied the  people  affected  by  it.     Let  their 
Lordahips  take  the  Union  of  Scotland  witl^i, 
Soglandy  and  consider  how  much  opposed 
to  it  the  most  patriotic  Scotchmen  of  the 
day  were.     The  same  was  the  case  with 
the  Union  of  North  Germany,  which  had 
been  the  dream  of  the  most  patriotic  Ger- 
mans for  centuries,  but  which  a  great  jnany 
Germans   at    present   were   not   satisfied 
with.     His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyveden) 
aud  he  feared  that  if  their  Lordships  did 
not  immediately  comply  with  the  wishes  of 
the  Nova  Scotians  they  would  annex  them- 
aelvea   to    the   United   States.      He  (the 
Bail  of  Airlie)  could  not  conceive  that  the 
Kova  Scotians  would  be  so  blind  to  their 
ewn  interests.     Did  not  his  noble  Friend 
know  that  the  Nova  Scotians  were,  above 
all  things,    a  maritime    and   commercial 
people  ;  that  the  trade  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  was  largely  a  shipbuilding 
trade;  and  what  was  the  condition  to  which 
those  interests  were  reduced  in  the  United 
Sutea?     The  United  States,  partly  from 
fioancial  necessity,  partly  from  a  sneaking 
regard  for  Protection,  had  piled  duty  upon 
doty  upon  copper,  iron,  hemp,  and  every- 
thing that  enters  into  the  construction  of 
ihipa  f     He   believed  that  in  New  York 
there   waa  not  a   single  ship  building  at 
present,  nor  in  Massachusetts,  nor  in  almost 
■ay  part  of  the  Union.    They  all  knew 
that  at  this  moment  the  shipbuilding  trade 
ef  the  United  States  had  been  transferred  to 
the  maritime  Provinces.  Well,  then,  did  his 

TOL.  CXCIUf  [mouD  isebiis.] 


noble  Friend  believe  that  a  people  who  were 
so  mnch  interested  in  shipbuilding  as  the 
Nova  Scotians  would  annex  themselves  to 
the  United  Sates,  and  so  ruin  their  trade  ? 
But  it  was  not  shipbuilding  only,  but  al- 
most every  kind  of  manufacture  that  was 
in  distress  in  the  United  States.  The  iron 
manufacture  of  Pennsylvania,  the  woollen 
manufacture  and  the  cotton  manufacture  of 
the  New  England  States,  were  all  reduced 
to  the  greatest  state  of  depression;  and 
did  his  noble  Friend  think  that  in  such 
circumstances  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
would  throw  themselves  into  the  arms  of 
the  United  States  and  reduce  themselves 
to  ruin  ?  He  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
and  all  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject, 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment as  far  as  possible  to  conciliate 
the  people  of  Nova  Scotia.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  to  make  them  clearly 
understand  that  the  consolidation  of  the 
new  Dominion  must  he  the  work  of  the 
Canadian  Government  much  more  than  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  That  new 
Dominion  must  be  consolidated  much  more 
by  affection  from  within  than  by  pressure 
from  without.  He  hoped  the  Canadian 
Government  would  have  the  wisdom  to  see 
this,  and  also  that  if  they  were  to  become 
a  great  people  they  must  disregard  pro- 
vincial prejudices.  In  London  people  never 
thought  of  inquiring  whether  a  man  had 
been  born  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales  ; 
so  in  Ottawa  he  trusted  that,  provided  a 
man  had  sufficient  capacity  to  fill  a  public 
office,  they  would  never  inquire  whether 
he  came  from  the  maritime  Provinces  or 
otherwise.  He  believed  the  Canadians 
had  the  means  of  making  their  position  so 
strong  and  so  powerful  as  not  only  to 
overcome  the  discontent  of  Nova  Scotia, 
but  even  to  induce  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward's  Island  and  Newfoundland  to 
gravitate  towards  the  new  Dominion. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  he  should  be  glad  if  Nova  Scotians 
would  attend  to  the  advice  that  had  been 
given  them  by  their  Lordships,  and  admit 
that  they  were  entirely  in  the  wrong  ;  but 
if  the  noble  Duke  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  had  read  the  protest  which  the 
Delegates  who  had  lately  gone  from  this 
country  had  left  behind,  he  would  not 
think  that  they  would  lightly  abandon 
the  pretensions  which  they  had  put  forth. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  vindicated  his  own  conduct 
in  passing  the  measure  ;  but  a  little  delay 
would  probably  haye  been  found  wiser  in 
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the  end.  The  noble  Buke  the  Seorotary  j  tSoo-  Ha  thought,  therefore,  thet  bowem 
for  the  ColooieB  had  talked  ■  good  deal  of  jdifGoull  such  an  Inquiry  aa  waa  aakad  for, 
the  good  that  would  hereafter  resnit  frooi  '  it  ought  to  be  iostilated.  The  eipmt 
Confederation  ;  but  neither  his  noble  Friend  |  would  not  be  great ;  afad  if  it  were  tni 
nor  the  noble  Duke  had  dealt  with  the  di»-  that  tbe  argamenta  were  ao  atrong  n 
eontent  which,  not witha landing  all  that  ,'  fntour  of  Confederation,  theae  wsnu  te 
had  been  said,  was  almost  uniTcrsal  iii  elicited  and  would  prefaiJ;  and  «e  mi^l 
Nova  Scotia.  Now,  bow  did  they  intend  |linpQ  to  bave  a  lojol  eolony  itutead  Js 
to  deal  with  this  diacontent?     His  noblQ  |  dieeoiitented  one. 

Friend  opposite  had  said,  with  that  wiedom  Earl  RUSSELL  :  Feeling  that  tla 
which  he  possessed  in  so  high  a  degree,  question  ii  one  of  the  graToat  iraportiMi, 
that  coercion  was  a  word  he  did  not  libo  i  wiik  to  say  a  few  words  reapeeting  it.  It 
')  use  between  England  and  lier  colonies,    appears  to  me  that  whatefer  miatakei  nij 


Both  his  noble  Friend's  historical  recoUec- 
tioDB  nnd  his  own  iaclinationa  would  hare 
made  him  BTcrse  from  employing  ooercion 
towards  the  Nora  Scotiane  ;  but  his  noble 
Friend  could  not  deny  that  we  had  in  a 
way  coerced  them  into  this  union,  and  that 
we  were  now  coercing  them  to  remain  in  it. 
Now  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  any- 
thing  in  addition  to  the  eloquenoe  of  noble 
Lords  could  convince  the  Notu  Scotiani  how 
much  they  were  in  the  wrong  it  would  be  a 
now  inquiry.  The  votes  of  the  late  alection& 
showed  what  discootent  existed.  Out  of 
thirty-eight  persons  elected  to  the  Provin- 
cial Parliament  thirly-siz  bad  sent  to  thie 
country  an  Address  praying,  not  for  inquiry 
but  fur  repeal ;  and  of  the  nineteen  elected 
to  represent  the  Province  of  Cajiada,  seven- 
teeu  were  in  favour,  at  all  events,  of  a  sus- 
penaion  of  the  Act  of  Confederation.  Gceot 
importance  must  he  attached  to  thepORses- 
sioD  of  Nova  Scotia,  not  only  ae  a  colony, 
but  as  oontaining  at  Halifax  an  important 
naval  and  military  station,  and  as  being,  : 
therefore,  like  tiihraltar  and  Ualta,  not  a  \ 
mere  territorial  poaseseioD,  but  a  poailion  I 
essential  to  the  mniatennnco  of  our  marl-  , 
time  Bupremacy.  Wo  should  be  very 
cautious  how  we  alienated  the  affections  of 
theae  people.  It  was  very  well  to  lay  down 
what  we  considered  was  good  for  them  ; 
but  the  question  was  rather  what  they 
thought  was  good   for  themaelres.     They 


been  made  hitherto— and  niataku 
there  have  been — what  we  have  to  eooudn 
is  tbe  present  state  of  affairs,  and  the  b«l 
thing  to  be  done  upon  the  noble  Loid'i 
Motion.  Now,  looking  at  the  foeta  of  tki 
(Toee,  1  find  that  in  1863  the  Honae  of  A>. 
»embly  of  Nova  Seotia  came  to  a  Beaolatioa 
that— 

"  In  tbe  opinion  of  this  Bouie  it  is  derinllt 
ihnt  a  Contedstation  of  the  British  North  *■* 
I  icon  CaloDief  should  take  place." 

That,  of  course,  implies  a  Confeden- 
tioii  including  Canada,  It  is,  tberefor^ 
too  late  now  to  say  that  they  objeetfl 
iiTti)getber  to  union  with  Canada.  Actia| 
in  uonforniity  with  precedent  aod  with  nik 
son,  I  cannot  say  that  that  Resolataon  ««l 
not  sufficient  to  proceed  upon,  and  thil 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  special  A«m» 
biy  called  for  the  purpose  of  eoDsider{B| 
tliig  question.  The  Legialative  Coaaii 
were  fully  entitled  to  adopt  the  ResolnlioH 
(o  which  they  came,  aod  their  ReielnticM 
nrc  binding.  Sut  then  came  a  fiirtte 
Resolution,  that  it  is  desirable — 

"To  arrsage  with  tlio  Imperud  QoveroBMBt  s 
fch^me  of  oaion  which  will  ethotiiallj  innn  jrt 
pro'iiion  for  the  rights  and  iateresti  of  this  Fl» 


The  question  arises  whether  we  bave  wuk 
sutScient  provision  for  the  rtghia  and  bt^ 
of  the  Provinoe  of  Nova  Scotia.    Tlil 


believed  that  tbia  Union  would  injure  them.  |  colony  hai  made  a  repreientatien  to  Al 

mt — andweall  knovlkH 


They  mif(ht  be  excessively  foolish  in  enter-  [  Imperial  Parlia 
toining  that  idea  ;  but  aa  they  did  enter- 
tain it  we  should  be  exceedingly  unwise  to 
irritate  them  by  disregarding  their  opi- 
nions. We  might  need,  sooner  than  we 
expected,  the  help  of  Nova  Scotia  in  order 
to  maintain  oar  position  in  North  America,  ' 

and   we   should    take  care  to  retain  her      „  _._^ 

good-will  and  friendship.  In  the  reign  of  i  ^3'  'he  Act  of  the  Imperial  LegialaUi^ 
George  III.  no  doubt  his  Ministers  thought  !  <^">1  these  rights  and  interests  were  proviM 
tbe  people  of  Boston  unwise  in   objecting    Ic""  ic  the  Act  of  Confederation  r   — '  '* 

to  the  imposition  of  the  tea  duty  ;  but  that  I  I'I'Q   manner,    the    Act  of    Coni 

was  not  the  way  to  deal  with  suob  a  ques-   sliould  hare  provided,  and  I  tnut  did  pn- 


Lhia  has  been  on  exceedingly  lojal  coIm 
iLud  that  it  had  rights  and  intereata  wUh 
it  desired  to  preserve  \  and  I  think  n 
'  all  all  feel  also  that  thoae  righu  and  b- 
rests  ought  to  be  effectually  provided  fir. 
110  Province  of  Lower  Canada  hod  eartia 
jhta  and  intereata  which  were  guotoatMl 
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Tidt.  ftr  the  righta  and  interMlB  of  the 
pa*!^  of  Nova  Sootia.  Bat  then,  when  I 
an  asked  what  is  to  be  the  remedy  for  any 
|riaTa««ft  which  may  be  felt  by  the  colony, 
■ad  whether  we  should  ask  Her  Majesty  to 
Mod  out  a  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
ioqniriiig  into  this  matter,  I  should  say 
that  the  Confederation  haring  been  made 
ander  the  sanction  of  the  Assembly  and 
Doimoil  of  NoTa  Seotia  itself,  the  sending 
)at  of  a  Commission  in  order  to  inquire,  in 
i£h0t  whether  the  Act  of  Confederation 
ikoold  be  repealed  and  the  Confederation 
ilti^gether  dissohed,  would  not  be  for  the 
baoefit  of  Nova  Scotia  or  for  the  benefit 
)f  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  British 
llorth  America,  but  would  merely  be  the 
iDtrodiiction  of  new  discord  and  new  con- 
hsion  into  the  ProTinoe.  If  that  be  the 
nae.  the  only  remedy  I  can  see  is  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  through  the 
Seoretary  of  State,  should  inquire  most 
lanfally  into  the  complaints  that  are  made 
hf  Iheae  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crown.  I 
mjMlf  have  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
peofle  of  Nova  Scotia.  We  have  sedn 
how  their  industry  has  tended  to  the  pro- 
SMrhy  of  that  colony  ;  we  have  seen, 
wbeii  parts  of  Canada  were  in  insurrection, 
lltw  trne  and  bow  loyal  the  people  of  Nova 
Beotia  were.  I  trust,  therefore,  thst  the 
■oble  Dnke  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
vfll  take  pains  to  inquire  into  all  these 
piefancee  and  into  all  provisions  which  the 
•donists  may  think  injurious  to  their  inte- 
mta  ;  that  having  done  so  he  will  lay  be- 
Eotra  Parliament  the  result  of  the  inquiry  ; 
that  Nova  Scotia  will  understand  that, 
haTing  adopted  the  Confederation,  we  can- 
net  depart  from  it;  but  that  everything 
whieh  concerns  the  rights  and  interests  of 
Nora  Seotia  shall  be  abundantly  provided 
Ik.  I  am  sure  that  the  Government,  and 
aD  parties  in  this  country,  sincerely  desire 
the  welfare  of  Nova  Scotia.  We  desire 
■olhiag  that  can  be  incompatible  or  incon- 
eODHalent  with  the  prosperity  of  the  colony; 
ear  wiah  is  that  such  grievances  as  sho  can 
show  to  exist  should  be  speedily  and  com- 
plelely  redressed ;  and  that  Nova  Scotia 
■lay  remain,  as  she  has  heretofore  been,  a 
I^jal  and  contented  Province,  a  source  of 
ilnngih  and  sn  ornament  to  the  En)pire. 

Lobs  CAMPBELL,  in  reply,  said,  that 
aa  m  the  course  of  the  debate  thero  had 
Ipae  BO  arguments  adduced  against  in- 
niiT  be  had  little  to  reply  to.  The  noble 
fm  the  former  Secretary  of  Stato  had 
into  a  defence  of  what  he  regarded 

hie  policy.     The  only  remark  which  it 


suggested  was,  QuutiiupercmU  Eereul&mf 
The  policy  of  the  noble  Earl  was  not  the 
subject  which  their  Lordships  were  con- 
sidering. The  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar« 
quess  of  Normanby)  had  indeed  asserted 
that  a  Commission  would  aggravate  the 
discontent  in  Nova  Scotia.  It  became, 
therefore,  a  balance  between  the  authority 
of  the  noble  Marquess  and  that  of  the  De- 
legates, who,  with  local  knowledge  yet 
more  recent,  held  an  opposite  opinion. 
The  House  had  one  conclusive  reason  for 
acquiescing  in  the  judgment  of  the  Dele- 
gates. As  they  were  to  a  great  extent 
the  leaders  of  the  colony  they  had  an  ob- 
viously considerable  power  to  influence  its 
temper  and  proceedings.  Was  it  supposed 
that  if  their  mission  was  entirely  defeated 
and  all  their  labours  scattered  to  the  winds, 
that  power  would  be  strongly  exercised  in 
favour  of  Great  Britain,  whose  decision  iu 
the  case  supposed  they  could  not  possibly 
extenuate.  At  the  same  time  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  determined  to  oppose  the 
Motion,  and  as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Eussell) 
had  not  determined  to  support  it,  he  (Lord 
Campbell)  did  not  insist  upon  dividing.  It 
might  not  tend  to  the  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty or  the  peace  of  British  North  America 
to  show  that  when  argument  had  been  en- 
tirely on  one  side,  numbers  were  almost 
entirely  on  the  other. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  roith- 
draum, 

BOUNDARY  BILL— (No.  170.) 

( The  Liytd  Privy  Seed.) 
COMMITTEE.        REPORT. 

House  again  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Amendment  moved  on  Thursday 
last  {Earl  Beauchamp)  (by  Leave  of  the 
Committee)  vnthdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Lord  RAVENSWORTH  rose  to  movo 
his  Amendment,  which  was  that  Jarrow 
should  be  included  in  the  borough  of  South 
Shields.  He  considered  that  a  great  public 
wrong  bad  been  done  by  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  of  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  The  question  of  the  boundaries 
having  been  removed  out  of  the  arena  of 
party  conflict  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission,  the  Government,  with- 
out any  just  ground,  instead  of  adhering 
faithfully  and  steadfastly  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  referred  the  matter  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  other  House,  bj 

2  A  2 


711 


Boundary  B%U-~ 


{LOEDSI 


0(mmiU69. 


tia 


whom  the  reoomroendatioDB  of  the  Rojal 
GommiBBioners  were  completely  upset,  and 
in  conseqaence  of  the  delay  thuB  occasioned 
their  LordshipB  were  precluded  from  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  Why  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  should  not  hare  been 
adopted  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand. 
The  name  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  was  alone  a  sufficient  guaran- 
tee to  the  public  of  the  impartiality  of  its 
decisions.  The  Bill  had  been  sent  up  to 
this  House  at  a  time  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  consider  it  in  its  details. 
Whatever  interpretation  might  be  put 
upon  the  language  of  the  Prime  Minister 
—and  a  yery  forced  interpretation  was  put 
upon  it — it  was  admitted  that  any  private 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  might 
take  up  the  question.  His  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Beauohamp)  gave  Notice  of 
an  Amendment,  which  would  have  given 
their  Lordships  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing some  of  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but, 
upon  being  appealed  to  by  the  Government, 
the  noble  Earl  withdrew  his  Motion.  He 
(Lord  Ravensworth)  then,  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment,  gave  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  call  attention  to  one  portion  of  the  Bill. 
There  were  many  boroughs  which,  no 
doubt,  presented  a  strong  case  for  the  ex- 
tension of  their  boundary,  that  of  South 
Shields  was  as  strong  as  any.  Its  popula- 
tion in  1861  was  35,000,  and  the  Com- 
missioners proposed  to  add  to  it  Jarrow, 
which  contained  a  population  of  15,000 
industrious  men,  chiefly  engaged  in  ship- 
building.  Jarrow  was  a  place  of  great 
antiquity,  and  was  in  every  respect  identi- 
fied with  South  Shields  ;  yet  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission  was  over- 
thrown by  the  Committee,  the  grounds  of 
whose  decision  were  not  stated  in  their 
Report.  He  had  presented  a  petition  signed 
by  440  of  the  most  influential  inhabitants, 
manufacturers  and  others  in  South  Shields, 
praying  that  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
might  be  sustained.  Much  more  depended 
upon  their  Lordships  considering  this  ques- 
tion than  the  satisfaction  of  South  Shields 
and  of  Jarrow.  Unless  stops  were  taken 
to  include  such  places  as  Jarrow  within  the 
limits  of  the  Parliamentary  boroughs  next 
to  them,  yery  grave  questions  would  arise  in 
future,  for  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  a  sys- 
tem of  representation  could  continue  which 
excluded  from  the  franchise  the  population 
on  one  side  of  the  street  and  admitted  the 
householders  on  the  other  side.  Yet  this 
description  at  present  applied  to  many  bo- 

Lord  Eavcmworth 


roughs,  and  partieularij  to  NotdnghaiD, 
Birmingham,  and  South  Shields.  He 
feared  the  next  demand  would  be  to  htvs 
the  county  mapped  out  into  equal  eleetord 
districts  ;  and  this,  no  doubt,  would  be  fd- 
lowed  by  the  equalisation  of  the  eoanty 
and  borough  franchises.  It  was  became 
he  was  desirous  to  avoid  such  demaadi, 
and  to  effect  a  real  settlement  of  tbii 
'  question  for  a  generation  at  least,  that,  io 
spite  of  adverse  circumstances,  he  begged 
to  move  that  the  Parliamentary  liroiti  of 
the  borough  of  South  Shields  be  extmided, 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendatum  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners. 

An  Amendment  moved.  Clause  4,  after 
(«  Salisbury  ")  insert  ("  South  Shields.") 
— {The  Lord  Ravensworth). 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURT  said,  he 
was  anxious  that  there  should  not  be  a 
repetition  of  the  scene  witnessed  by  their 
Lordships  the  other  evening*  snd  hoped 
the  discussion  on  this  subject  would  tenm- 
nate  in  a  way  very  different  from  that  la 
which  it  had  been  begun.  He  would,  there* 
fore,  not  follow  his  noble  Friend  in  bis  his- 
tory of  what  occurred  in  the  Houae  of  Coah 
mens,  but  would  be  content  to  refer  to  the 
reasons  which  he  gave  the  other  evening  Is 
his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Beauohamp — vhe 
was  now  absent  from  the  Houae — when,  ea 
behalf  of  the  Government,  he  begged  Ui 
noble  Friend  to  withdraw  the  Amendmeoli 
which  stood  in  his  name.  He  would  Dil 
repeat  those  reasons,  but  must  ask  Ui 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Ravenaworth)  not  Is 
persist  in  the  Motion  he  had  joat  malei 
His  noble  Friend,  however,  would  not  late 
from  this  request  that  he  at  all  disieatei 
from  the  arguments  just  addreaaed  to  tMr 
Lordships.  Indeed,  from  the  very  eo» 
mencement  of  the  discussions  in  the  other 
House  the  Government  had  always  been  ef 
opinion  that  the  decision  of  the  Bojii 
Commissioners  was  on  the  whole  the  biiii 
Under  the  circumstances,  however,  he  na^ 
ask  his  noble  Friend  to  withdraw  lihi 
Amendment,  and  allow  the  Bill  to  pa«  k 
its  present  form. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  he  wished  li 
state  why  he  should  support  the  Ameid- 
ment.  He  had  not  entered  into  the  debate 
the  other  night  because  it  waa  carried  m 
in  a  tone  which  he  did  not  desire  to  ado^  I 
but  on  the  present  oocaaion  he  deemed  il 
necessary  to  make  aome  remarka  on  tie 
manner  in  which  the  House  had  been  treiM' 
in  regard  to  this  Bill  and  the  Soofeh  Be- 
form  Bill,  which  were  two  of  tht  moit  in* 
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portant  meMures  that  erer  oame  under  the 
eoDMfleration  of  Parliament.    Thej  related 
to  the  ConstUntion  of  the  country,  and  jet 
their  LordBhips  were  told  thej  were  not  to 
introduce    anj    Amendments    into   them. 
Now»  whj  had  not  the  Boundary  Bill  heen 
sent  up  from  the  Hou&e  of  Commons  at  an 
earlier  period  ?     Because,  he  would  reply, 
the  OppoBition  had  taken  up  the  time  of 
the  House  with  the  consideration  of  another 
nnealled-for   and  totally  useless  measure. 
Tb^r  Lordships  were  now  told,  however, 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  altered,  because 
it  was  of  great  importance  that  the  elections 
should  occur  in  Noyember  ;  but  was  that 
object  of  such  vital  importance  as  to  call 
for  the  passing  through  their  Lordships' 
House  without  any  discussion  of  a  measure 
effecting  the  representation  of  the  people  ? 
To  compare  the  two  things  was  what  no 
statesman  ought  to  do,  and  what  no  man, 
with  any  regard  for  the  country,  could  do. 
Why  should  not  this  Bill  be  amended  ?  The 
Scotch  Bill  had  been  amended,  and  there 
would  nevertheless  be  time  for  its  being  re- 
disousaed  in  the  other  House.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  question  of  passing  a  good 
Boundary  Bill  was  of  much  more  impor- 
tance than  whether  the  elections  took  place 
in  November  or  not.     He  could  not  under- 
stand, therefore,   why  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Duke  the  Postmaster  General 
with  regard  to  Glasgow  was  not  to  be  en- 
tertained.    The  addition  of  it  would  not 
lead  to  more  than  a  couple  of  hours'  discus- 
sion, which  would  cause  no  delay  whatever. 
He  hoped  that  on  the  third  reading  that 
Amendment  would  be  moved ;  for  he  be- 
lieved that  the  arguments  in  favour  of  ex- 
tending the  boundary   of  Glasgow    were 
unanswerable.     The  independence  of  their 
Lordships'  House  was  concerned  in   this 
matter.     Even  now  Amendments  might  be 
introduced  into  the  Bill,  and  yet  they  were 
told  not  to  make  them,  as  there  might  be 
some  hazard  about  the  proceeding.     Now, 
the  House  of  Commons  might  discuss  the 
Amendments  in  the  same  time  their  Lord- 
ships  would  probably   take   in    inserting 
them.     If  the  House  of  Commons  accepted 
ihem,  well  and  good  ;  if  they  rejected  them 
It  would  then  be  the  duty  of  their  Lordships 
to  determine  whether  they   would   insist 
npon  them,  or  whether  they  would  consent 
to  withdraw  them  in  order  to  prevent  fur- 
ther delay.     For  these  reasons  he  should 
certainly  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

LoBD  COLCHESTER  said,  that  a  most 
important  constitutional  principle  was  in- 


volved in  this  question  ;  and  if  the  noble 
Lord  pressed  his  Amendment  to  a  division 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote  in  favour 
of  it. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOBOUGH  said, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  that  no 
alteration  should  be  introduced  into  the 
Boundary  Bill  was  made  simply  because  it 
was  desired  to  have  the  dissolution  in  No- 
vember ;  and  the  20th  July  was  the  last 
day  for  sending  in  claims  for  the  county 
votes.  Under  the  circumstances  the  Go- 
vernment felt  bound  to  abide  by  the  pledge 
which  they  gave  to  the  House  the  other 
evening. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Nobody  can  com- 
plain of  the  course  which  the  three  inde- 
pendent Peers  have  taken  this  evening. 
Although,  in  discussions  which  were  cer- 
tainly carried  on  with  great  spirit,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  on  both  sides,  we  com- 
plained of  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seemed  inclined  to  take,  we 
never  pretended  to  impugn  the  right  of  the 
House  to  act  as  it  thought  fit.  To-night 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  behaved 
in  a  most  honourable  way ;  and  I  may  add 
that  I  believe  my  noble  Friends  opposite 
are  incapable  of  intentionally  acting  in  any 
other  way. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : 
—Contents,  9  ;  Not-Contents,  27 :  Ma- 
jority, 18. 

Reiohtd  in  the  Negative, 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION   OF   THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— (No.  192.) 
( The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 
REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  explained  that 
the  Amendments  fur  which  he  was  rcspon- 
Bible  had  been  introduced  with  the  sanction 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the 
"W^oolsaok,  and  were  not  intended  to  delay 
in  any  way  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  if  any 
Amendments  whatever  were  introduced 
the  effect  must  be  to  send  back  the  Bill 
for  re-consideration  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  was  unable  to  see  any  difference 
in  principle  between  the  consideration  of 
one  Amendment  and  another ;  and  there- 
fore he  begged  to  give  Notice  that  upon 
the  third  reading  he  should  move  the 
Ameuilmcnt  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given  with  regard  to  the  city  of  Glasgow. 

Further  Amendments  made  :  Bill  to  be 
read  3'  To-morrow  ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No  .220.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  Quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  6,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblect  Committbb  —  i2«poW — 
Grand  Jury  Presentment!  (Ireland)  Committee 
[No.  S92J  ;  Extradition  [No.  393]. 

Supply —  considered  in  Committee — Resolutions 
[July  3]  reported — Civil  Service  Estimates — 
Class  V. 

Tdblic  Bills  —  Ordered —  Public  Departments 
Payments  •  ;  Registration  (Ireland)*. 

First  Rcadinq—  Public  Departments  Payments  • 
[212];  Registration  (Ireland)  [213]. 

Second  Reading  —  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down  Railway  Companies  [201]; 
General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act  Amendment*  [206]. 

Committee  —  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  {re-eomm.)  [63] — r.p.  ; 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland) 
(re'comm.)*  [150]  ;  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scot- 
land) {re-comm.)  •  [174] ;  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)*  [189];  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
(1860)  Amendment*  [193];  Petit  Juries  (Ire- 
land) {re-€omm.)  •  [209] ;  Indorsing  of  War- 
rants* [208]. 


/7^>p^  —  EMlesiattieal  BnOdingi  and  GMm 
(Scotland)  {re'eomm,)^  [150];  Court  of  J» 
tioiary  (Scotland)  (re-eomm.y  [Hi];  Urn- 
oipal  Elections  (SootUnd)*  [189-211];  CoDtie 
gious  Diseases  Act  ( 1866)  Amendment  *  [19^ ; 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  (re-eomm,)^  [900] ;  m- 
dorsing  of  Warrants*  [208]. 

Conside^  as  amended  —  Mvtropolitan  FdUn 
Funds*  [132];  Auignees  of  Marine  Polkiii* 
[203]. 

Third  Reading  ^UepBtniAon  [190];  Eedei- 
astical  Commissioners  *  [168] ;  Poor  Lav  and 
Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  [183];  Fkin 
(Metropolis)*  [205]  ;  Clerks  of  the  Peaee,  At. 
(Ireland)  *  [194],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Lands  CUuses  Gonsolidatioa  Ad 
(1845]  Amendment*  [176]. 

PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS.— QUESTIOV. 

Mb.  FABRY  said,  he  wished  to  iik 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Wh^ 
ther  it  be  the  intention  of  the  Qoyemmait 
to  take  any  steps,  daring  the  present  &01- 
sion  of  Parliament,  to  carry  out  theieeoB^ 
mendations  in  the  Report  of  the  Oommi- 
missioners  appointed  in  Koyember  I8661 
to  inquire  into  the  question  of  the  aeooik- 
modation  of  Public  Departments  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  nplj, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  G»> 
Temment  to  take  any  steps  during  the  » 
mainder  of  the  Session  to  cany  out  tin 
recommendations  of  the  Gommissioii  w- 
pointed  to  inquire  in  1866  into  tht  Ob- 
ject of  the  accommodation  of  Public  B^ 
partments.  It  was,  however,  intended  ii 
give  at  the  proper  time  the  usual  note 
for  the  acquisition  of  property  in  oidtf 
that  there  might  be  legislation  in  the  Ci- 
suing  Session. 

METROPOLIS—HTDE  PARK  IMPBOYl- 
MENTS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  k 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  A 
"Works,  Whether  he  proposes  to  cut  d«f» 
any  more  trees  near  the  monument  to  the 
lato  Prince  Consort ;  if  so,  how  manj; 
and  generally  what  are  his  intentiom  •> 
to  laying  out  Hyde  Park  in  that  netghboiff* 
hood? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNEBS  stated,  in  »•  ; 
ply,  that  he  did  not  propose  to  cut  dffVl 
any  more  trees  of  the  slightest  importiiiM 
in  order  to  make  a  driye  to  the  south  A 
the  Albert  Memorial  in  Hyde  Fiark  tin 
year.  As  to  what  was  intended  to  be  doie 
generally  with  respect  to  the  Inving  cot  ef 
the  Park  in  that  neighbourhood,  he  oonU 
only  repeat  the  answer  he  had  alreedf 
given  to  the  right  hon.  Member  ftx  Heii- 
ford  (Mr.  Cowper).    It  was  proposed  te 
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make  fhis  year  a  driye  to  the  sonth  of  the 
Albert  Memorial,  and  it  would  be  neces- 
nry  to  build  anew  lodge  at  the  Exhibition 
Boad  Gate,  ae  well  as  at  the  other  side  of 
Qoeen'B  Gate.  There  would,  also,  be  a 
driye  made  from  the  Serpentine  to  the 
Exhibition  Road.  Those  were  the  entire 
of  the  works  with  which  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  this  year.  Next  year  it  would, 
he  thought,  be  necessary  to  take  a  Vote 
for  the  purpose  of  re-laying  and  re-forming 
the  ground  to  the  ner&  of  the  Albert  Me- 
morial. 

IRBLAKD— IRISH  RECORDS. 

QUSSTIOir. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
When  the  Tolumes  of  original  Orders  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Council,  1592- 
1615,  and  of  Kings'  Letters,  obtained  from 
the  Philadelphia  Public  Library,  will  bo 
sent  to  Dublin ;  and,  whether  thesePapers 
are  to  be  calendared  in  the  series  of  Calen- 
dars of  Irish  State  Papers,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  the  volumes  of 
original  Orders  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  GouncO,  1592-1615,  and  of  Kings* 
Letters  obtained  from  the  Philadelphia 
Public  Library,  were  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  bookbinders  for  the  purpose  of  being 
handsomely  bound.  They  would,  he  hoped, 
be  ready  to  be  sent  to  the  Public  Record 
Office  in  Dublin  in  a  very  short  time. 
Copies  would  be  taken  for  the  use  of  stu- 
dents in  this  country  There  were  other 
Papers  of  great  importance  relating  to  Ire- 
land being  calendared,  and  these  would 
take  precedence  of  the  Papers  to  which  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman's  Question  referred 
in  that  respect. 

METROPOLIS— FINSBURT  PARK. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  TORRENS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
thehon.  Member  for  Bath,  Whether  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works,  having  power 
under  ••  The  Finsbury  Park  Act,  1857," 
to  purchase  260  acres  of  land,  haye  pur- 
chased only  130  acres;  and,  whether  the 
said  Board  propose  to  sell  for  building 
purposes  twenty  acres  of  the  reduced  quan- 
tity— being  nearly  the  whole  of  the  front- 
ages— whereby  the  benefit  and  use  intended 
for  the  public  will  be  further  and  most 
serioualy  prejudiced? 


Mb.  TITE  said,  in  reply,  that  at  the 
time  when  the  Act  was  passed  the  Metro- 
politan  Board  were  in  rather  happier  cir- 
cumstances than  now  appeared  to  be  the 
case,  inasmuch  as  Government  had  under- 
taken to  defray  half  the  cost  of  the  Park. 
A  very  charming  site  was  pointed  out  at 
Homsey  Wood  House,  where  there  was  a 
beautiful  lake  with  a  very  fine  view.  In 
consequence  of  the  opposition  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  first  Vote  of  £50,000 
for  the  Park,  the  Board  of  Works  had  an 
extremely  difficult  task  cast  upon  them  in 
the  creation  of  a  Park  of  such  extent,  as 
well  as  the  keeping  it  up,  as  the  whole 
expense  fell  upon  the  ratepayers.  The 
subject  was  discussed  at  great  length  by 
the  Board,  and  the  result  was  that  they 
determined  to  "cut  their  coat  according 
to  their  cloth,"  and  to  purchase  130  in- 
stead of  250  acres.  That  they  had  done, 
and  the  ground  was  now  being  enclosed. 
The  total  expense  incurred  up  to  the  pre- 
sent was  £94,000,  and  the  cost  would  ex- 
ceed over  £100,000  before  the  scheme  was 
completed  ;  in  addition  to  which  the  Park 
would  have  to  be  kept  up.  Under  these 
circumstances  the  Board  had  deemed  it 
right  to  utilize  portions  of  the  land  which 
lay  at  the  lower  part  of  the  Park,  and 
that  might,  he  thought,  bo  done  without 
damage  to  the  large  area  remaining,  and 
the  burdens  on  the  ratepayers  thus  dimi- 
nished. 

TURKEY— RAILWAYS— QUESTION. 

YiscouKT  ENFIELD  said,  he  would  beg 
to  aik  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  taking  in  support  of  the  claims 
of  English  shareholders  in  Turkish  Rail- 
ways for  the  arrears  of  interest  due  under 
the  guarantee  of  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment? 

Lord  STANLEY  replied  that  requisi- 
tions had  been  addressed  to  the  Porte  at 
various  dates  on  the  subject.  The  latest 
of  those  representations  bore  the  date  of 
the  11th  of  June  last,  and  to  that  there 
had  not  been  yet  time  to  receive  an  an- 
swer. 

ARMY— WINDSOR  CAVALRY  BARRACKS. 

QUESTIOK. 

Colonel  LESLIE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  has  seen  the  Keport  in  the 
papers  of  the  Sanitary  Commissioners  of 
the  Lancet  on  the  Windsor  Cavalry  Bar-* 
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raoks,  and  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
that  Report  as  to  the  bad  state  of  the  Bar- 
racks  ? 

SiE  JOHN  PAKXNTGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  seen  the  Eeport  in  question, 
which  made  very  favourable  mention  of 
the  Windsor  Cavalry  Barracks  in  some, 
although  it  complained  of  their  condition 
in  other  respects.  The  chief  points  of 
complaint  were  the  failure  of  certain  mo- 
dern inventions  for  the  promotion  of  clean- 
liness, the  absence  of  sufficient  accommo- 
dation for  the  families  of  married  men, 
and  the  want  of  water.  As  to  the  first 
point,  he  could  only  say  that  the  inven- 
tions to  which  reference  was  made  were 
not,  he  believed,  always  found  to  be  suc- 
cessful. There  were  complaints  on  the 
subject  last  winter,  and  a  medical  officer, 
in  conjunction  with  an  officer  of  Engineers, 
had  been  sent  to  visit  the  different  bar- 
racks to  ascertain  the  real  state  of  the 
case.  The  Report  of  those  gentlemen  had 
not,  however,  yet  been  received,  and  he 
could  not,  therefore,  give  a  decided  answer 
with  respect  to  those  mentioned.  The 
complaint  in  reference  to  the  accommoda- 
tion provided  for  married  soldiers  he  must 
say  he  looked  upon  as  somewhat  unreason- 
able. It  was  well  to  bear  in  mind  the 
position  occupied  by  married  soldiers  ten 
or  twelve  years  ago,  when  they  and  their 
wives  were  obliged  to  occupy  the  same 
rooms  with  single  men.  During  the  last 
twelve  years  £240,000  had  been  expended 
in  providing  quarters  for  them ;  and  the 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
the  married  soldiers  and  their  wives  with 
separate  rooms  was  going  on  at  the  rate 
of  £30,000  or  £40,000  per  annum.  It 
was  now,  however,  made  matter  of  com- 
plaint that  a  married  soldier  with  a  family 
of  five  or  six  children  was  not  provided 
with  two  rooms;  but  he  thought  that  single 
rooms  ought  to  be  provided  before  such  | 
complaints  could  fairly  be  indulged  in.  As 
to  the  want  of  water,  he  had  merely  to  \ 
to  state  that  the  Windsor  Barracks  had  a 
water  company  to  supply  them,  and  that 
he  could  not  understand  why  they  should 
suffer  any  inconvenience  in  that  respect. 

ARMY  — ARTILLERY  PRACTICE  AT 

DOVER,  Ac—question. 

Majob  DICKSON  said,  he  would  beg  \ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, : 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  Schooner  had  ; 
been  struck  in  Dover  Beads  by  a  68- 
pounder  shot? 

Colonel  L$%1%$ 


Sib  JOHN  FAXINOTON  «id,  lie 
would  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  on  tbe 
subject.  He  would  also  take  the  present 
opportunity  of  informing  the  House,  ^th 
regard  to  what  was  reported  to  have  oe- 
curred  at  Portsmouth  a  few  days  ago  thit 
a  strict  investigation  was  now  going  on 
under  the  superintendence  of  a  Oenenl 
Officer. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
QUESTIOir. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  in  the  absenee 
of  his  hon.  Friend  Mr.  Dillwtn,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  it  is  true  that  negotii- 
tions,  contingent  upon  the  passing  of  the 
Telegraphs  Bill  eidier  in  this  or  the  neod 
Session  of  Parliament,  for  the  pnrchiie 
of  their  interest  in  Telegraph  Compiniei 
by  the  Government  have  been  entered  into 
by  the  Post  Office  authorities  with  ceztua 
Railway  and  other  Companies,  notwith* 
standing  that  a  Select  Committee  of  thii 
House  is  now  conducting  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  question  of  the  ezpediener  ^ 
the  Government's  taking  up  the  Tde> 
graphs;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  willliyi 
Copy  of  the  suggested  form  of  Agreemkt 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHB- 
QUER  replied  that  agreements  had  bea 
entered  into  with  the  telegraph  and  nilt 
way  companies  who  were  opposing  the 
Bill,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  SeM 
Committee.  These  agreements  would  Im 
scrutinized  by  the  Committee,  and  shooU 
they  recommend  the  Bill  the  House  wooU 
then,  of  course,  have  an  opportunitj  rf 
expressing  its  opinion  upon  tiiem. 

REGISTRATION  BILL— [Bill  190.] 
{Mr,  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Jmti 
Feryutton,^ 

THIBD   BEAniKG. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedi 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Had 
time."— (i/r.  Oathome  Sardy,) 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  that  he  did  ttA 
wish  to  retard  the  progress  of  the  KU; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tha 
Homo  Department  a  Question  touching  a 
decision  given  by  the  Court  of  Comnflft 
Pleas  on  Saturday  laat.  It  would  be  ii 
the  remembrance  of  the  Houae,  that  tti 
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Beprowntaiion  of  the  People  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  enfranchise  a  Teiy  lai^  class  of 
penons  who.  occupied  parts  of  dwelling 
hoasee.  By  the  decision  which  had  heen 
come  to,  it  now  appeared  that  a  great 
numher  of  those  people  were  not  liahle  to 
be  rated  nor  entitled  to  the  franchise. 
The  effect  of  the  decision  would  be  to 
disfranchise  not  fewer  than  from  100,000 
to  200,000  persons  whom  it  was  intended 
to  enfranchise  by  the  Act.  In  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented,  from  8,000 
to  4,000  persons  who  had  been  rated,  but 
who  the  decision  stated  had  been  illegally 
rsted,  would  be  disfranchised;  and  at 
Newcastle-on-T3rne,  he  believed,  from 
5,000  to  6,000  would  be  disfranchised  in 
this  way.  Probably  not  more  than  half 
those  who  were  to  be  enfranchised  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  would  get  the  franchise 
within  these  boroughs.  He  presumed  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
matter  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
bat  to-morrow  he  would  ask  whether  the 
GoTemment  would  introduce  a  short  Bill 
to  giye  effect  to  what  was  undoubtedly 
the  intention  of  the  House  when  they 
passed  the  Reform  Act  last  year,  namely, 
U)  confer  the  franchise  on  the  occupiers  of 
parts  of  houses  when  separately  occupied. 

Mil  NEWDEGATE  asked  whether 
there  was  any  limit  to  the  number  of  per- 
sons resident  in  one  house  who  might  be 
enfraochised  under  the  pro  visions  of  the 
Beform  Act  of  last  year  relating  to  lodgers  ? 
He  was  informed  that  in  some  places 
attempts  were  made  unnaturally  to  crowd 
hoases  with  a  number  of  families  which 
the  houses  were  quite  unable  to  contain 
properly,  and  this  was  supposed  to  be 
done  with  the  view  of  giving  the  fran- 
chise to  the  residents  in  &ose  houses. 

Mb.  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
conceived  that  the  question  to  be  decided 
would  not  be  how  many  persons  were 
in  a  honaet  hut  whether  the  persons  in  it 
were  or  were  not  hmd  fid$  lodgers,  and 
the  only  limitation  was  that  each  occu- 
pancy must  be  of  the  v^e  of  £10  a  year. 

Sia  SEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Select  Committee  on  this 
BiU,  of  which  he  was  a  Member,  had  not 
taken  evidence  as  to  the  possibility  of  it 
being  carried  into  execution  without 
great  inconvenience.  He  had  suggested 
that  some  Revising  Barristers,  election 
agents,  and  other  persons  officially  con- 
nected with  the  matter,  should  be  ex- 
amined ;  but  this  was  negatived,  and  they 
had  to  proceed  wi&  very  imperfect  in- 


formation. The  question  was  whether 
this  Bill  would  work  properly.  If  it  did 
not  they  would  have  a  House  returned 
that  did  not  represent  the  country;  and 
this  would  probably  lead  to  there  being 
an  early  dissolution.  There  would  be  an 
enormous  crop  of  Election  Petitions.  He 
had  heard  Revising  Barristers,  returning 
officers,  and  election  agents  say  that  the 
system  contained  in  this  Bill  would  break 
down.  A  few  nights  ago  he  had  a  con- 
versation with  the  town  clerk  of  one  of 
the  great  towns,  and  he  said  that  the  list 
could  be  prepared,  no  doubt,  but  it  could 
not  be  done  properly.  He  (Sir  Gkorge 
Bowyer)  also  thought  that  it  should  be 
fully  considered  whether  time  should  not 
be  given  for  appeals  to  the  Court  of  Com* 
mon  Pleas  before  the  elections  took  place. 
November  was  the  time  for  Municipal 
Elections  all  over  the  country;  and  the 
two  kinds  of  elections  taking  place  about 
the  same  time  would  produce  much  incon- 
venience and  disturbance.  The  Municipal 
Elections  would  no  doubt  all  be  party 
fights,  and  the  Parliamentary  Elections 
would  most  probably  be  conducted  with 
more  than  the  usual  bitterness.  He  should 
not,  however,  vote  against  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  BiU. 

Bill  read  a  third  time,  and  pau$d. 


ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  (re-^i<mmUed) 
BILL— [Bill  03.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Gathome  Hardy,  Sir  Staford  Northcote.) 

ooiocnTBB.     [_Pro(freii  25ih  June.'] 

Bill  eanetd&red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6  (To  whom  and  by  whom  Elec- 
tion Petition  may  be  presented). 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  new  procedure  with  regard 
to  Election  Petitions  sketched  out  in  this 
Bill.  The  remedy  proposed  with  respect 
to  corrupt  practices  was  simply  as  to  the 
mode  of  proceeding.  It  entirely  destroyed 
the  existing  system,  which  retained  the 
jurisdiction  in  Committees  of  the  House, 
subject  to  the  general  supervision  of  the 
House  itself,  and  gave  it  to  a  Judge  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.    The  remedy 
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proposed  was  utterly  incomplete.  The 
Bill  did  not  deal  cither  with  Scotch  or 
Irish  Election  Petitions.  With  regard  to 
ahout  three-fourths  of  the  Election  Peti- 
tions—those relating  to  England — the  new 
procedure  would  he  established,  but  all 
Irish  and  Scotch  Election  Petitions  would 
continue  to  be  tried  by  the  same  machinery 
which  had  been  employed  during  the  last 
100  years.  As  regarded  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, therefore,  the  grievance  now  com- 
plained of  would  remain  unredressed.  He 
had  heard  no  answer  to  that  objection.  It 
went  to  the  very  root  of  the  Bill.  Surely 
if  the  Bill  wore  good  at  all  it  would  be 
good  for  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom. If  the  present  procedure  was  radi- 
cally bad — if  the  Committees  were  incom- 
petent, and  justice  was  not  fairly  admi- 
nistered, how  could  they  maintain  such  a 
tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions 
from  Scotland  and  Ireland  ?  It  was,  in- 
deed, said,  to  the  credit  of  Scotland,  that 
very  few  Election  Petitions  had  come  from 
that  part  of  the  country ;  but  this  did  not 
hold  true  with  regard  to  Ireland.  So  far 
as  he  recollected  there  had  never  been  a 
General  Election  without  several  impor- 
tant Election  Petitions  from  Ireland,  and 
to  avoid  dealing  with  the  Irish  part  of  the 
case  was  really  to  shirk  the  whole  ques- 
tion. The  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  to 
transfer  the  jurisdiction  to  a  single  irre- 
sponsible Judge  unassisted  by  a  jury  and 
without  appeal ;  but  how  would  that  work 
in  Ireland  ?  Would  anybody  propose  that 
a  single  Irish  Judge,  an  Orangeman,  should 
decide  as  to  the  seat  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
Member,  or  that  a  Boman  Catholic  Judge 
should  decide  as  to  the  seat  of  an  Orange 
Member  ?  What  were  the  objections  to 
the  present  tribunal  ?  It  was  not  alleged 
by  anybody  well  acquainted  with  the  facts 
that  it  was  partial ;  during  the  last  twenty 
years  he  had  been  Chairman  of  a  very  great 
number  of  such  Committees,  and  he  had  a 
strong  opinion  that  they  did  their  best  to 
try  the  question  submitted  to  them  with 
the  greatest  impartiality.  Indeed,  he  be- 
lieved their  decision  was  very  often  against 
the  party  feeling  of  the  majority.  Since 
the  numbers  of  the  Committee  had  been 
reduced  to  five,  speaking  on  the  whole, 
there  was  no  party  colour  in  their  de- 
cisions. Then  what  was  the  objection? 
It  was  not  that  they  were  partial  or  cor- 
rupt, but  that  they  were  more  or  less  in- 
competent. They  were  often  presided  over 
by  Gentlemen  who  had  no  legal  training — 
who  were  not  skilled  in  the  law  of  evi- 

Mr,  Bouverie 


dence,  or  capable  of  deaUog  wiQi  qaes- 
tions  of  complicated  law  and  fexL  Witbin 
moderate  limits    that  was   more  or  1m 
true.     No  doubt  there  was  a  very  powe^ 
ful  and  vigorous  Bar  practising  before  Gom- 
mittees,  and  unless  a  Committee  wai  prD« 
sided  over  by  one  competent  to  deal  with 
the   case,  the  Bar,  unfortunately,  nigfat 
prove  too  strong  for  it.     Bat  what  wii 
the  remedy  ?     Not  to  destroy  the  jarifldi^ 
tion  altogether — not  to  take  it  out  of  ths 
House  —  not  to  abandon  one  of  the  po- 
vileges  to  which  in  old  times  their  fkthen 
attached  the  greatest  value,  and  iriiiok 
hereafter  might  be  of  the  utmost  iIapo^ 
tance  if  it  were  maintained  —  but  to  tif 
and  improve  the  tribunal,  and  this  im 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  of  whiA 
he  had  given  Notice^     The  saggestion  In 
had  to  make  to  the  Committee  was  not 
one  of  his  own  devising.     At  his  reqnni 
a  plan  had  been  drawn  up  by  an  emi- 
nent Member  of  the  Northern  Circuit,  Xr. 
Pickering,  who  had  had  large  *experieBtt 
before  Election  Committees.  Mr.  PickeiiBg 
said,  "Don't  take  away  the  jurisdietiot 
from  the  House,  for  the  public  has  con- 
fidence in  the  honesty  of  the  decisionirf 
the   Committees  ;    but  they  distnut  tkl 
skill  and  ability  of  those  Committees  ti 
deal  with  the  legal  questions  that  eome 
before  them.  Therefore  make  year  remedy 
co^extensivo  with  your  wan^  by  plidog 
a  skilled  president  at  the  head  of  a  Con- 
mittee  of  Members  of  the  House,  to  to 
chosen  by  the  Committee  of  SeleetioBt 
Leave  the  decision  of  questions  of  M 
still  with  the  Committee.     Let  it  ooniit 
of  five  Members  without  a  Chairman,  in- 
stead of  four  with  a  Chairman  as  at  p» 
sent.     In  order  to  abbreviate  the  darraoi 
of  the  proceedings,  let  the  formal  Notieei 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  get  under  m 
be   shortened.     When  the  Committee  V 
appointed,  call  on  one  of  the  Jadges  ftiM 
the  Superior  Courts  to  preside  orer  it  m- 
cisely  as  he  would  do  at  a  trial  at  jSvi 
Frius,  directing  the  Committee  as  to  fto 
law,  and  stating  to  them  the  issues  tbaf 
have  to  try,  but  leaving  them  to  determiae 
the  question  of  fact  precisely  as  if  ttof 
were  a  jury.     The  decision  of  a  tribBBd 
so   constituted   would   be  received  wA 
respect.''     That  was  the  scheme  whieh  he 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  ventured  to  set  up  in  m^ 
position  to  the  proposal  of  the  Qofen- 
raent,   which   liad    been    so  many  tiaei 
altered  since  it  was  first  laid  before  flis 
House.    Ho  objected  most  strongly  lo  flu 
Government  scheme,  in  the  first  place,  b^ 
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cause  it  proposed  to  leare  the  determina- 
tion of  these  questions  in  the  hands  of  a 
single  irresponsible  Judge.  The  questions 
which  arose  upon  Election  Petitions  were 
not  such  as,  under  any  circumstances, 
ought  to  be  submitted  to  the  decision  of 
one  mind,  however  skilled  or  however 
impartial.  If  the  questions  of  fact  could 
be  submitted  to  a  jury  he  should  not  so 
much  object  to  the  Government  plan  ;  and 
he  did  not  see  whence  a  better  jury  could 
be  selected  than  from  among  their  own 
body.  A  tribunal  like  that  he  had  sug- 
gested would  prove  far  more  deadly  to  the 
Member  petitioned  against  than  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  because  Mem- 
bers of  tiiat  House,  when  sitting  pn  Elec- 
tion Committees,  were  in  the  habit  of 
accepting,  as  proof  of  agency,  connections 
between  the  principal  and  the  agent  which 
were  too  slight  to  be  regarded  as  evidence 
by  a  strictly  legal  tribunal.  The  efiect  of 
passing  this  measure  might  be  to  make 
the  practice  less  stringent  than  it  was  at 
present.  It  would  be  a  grave  matter  to 
leave  decisions  in  these  cases  to  one  man ; 
for  even  if  he  were  an  angel  of  light  his 
impartiality  would  be  sure  to  be  called 
into  question.  But  we  knew  that  Judges 
were  not  impeccable  beings  living  in  an 
etherial  atmosphere,  and  never  subject  to 
motives,  feelings,  and  partialities.  The 
history  of  that  country  ought  to  satisfy 
kon.  Members  how  dangerous  it  was  to 
trust  their  privileges  to  the  decision  of 
one  Judge.  They  should  recollect  that 
once  having  parted  with  their  authority, 
however  much  they  might  impugn  the 
decisionB  of  the  Judge,  they  would  have 
no  power  to  remove  him.  A  Committee, 
on  Uie  other  hand,  after  deciding  one  par- 
ticular case,  was  re-absorbed  into  the  body 
of  the  House ;  and  if  its  decision  had  been 
inftaenced  by  bias,  possibly  the  next  Com- 
mittee might  have  a  bias  the  other  way, 
and  so  set  matters  straight.  He  once  knew 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  Western 
Circuit  who,  on  retiring  fh>m  the  scene  of 
his  professional  labours,  said-^ 

"  I  hare  loit  a  great  maoj  oaaes  I  oagbt  to  hare 
won,  and  won  a  great  many  I  oaght  to  have  lost ; 
and  therefore,  npon  the  whole,  I  think  that  joitioe 
haa  been  fiurly  administered." 

Such  a  balance  might,  however,  well  be 
struck  with  reference  to  the  political  re- 
sults of  the  decisions  of  Election  Commit- 
tees; whereas,  if  a  Judge  appointed  to 
determine  these  cases  were  to  permit  his 
political  feelings  to  influence  his  judgment 
it  might  be  twenty  or  twenty-five  years 


before  he  could  be  succeeded  by  a  more 
impartial  person.  Every  person  necessarily 
held  the  English  Judges  of  the  present 
day  in  the  highest  respect ;  but  what  did 
those  eminent  persons  themselves  say  with 
reference  to  the  Government  proposal. 
They  all  said,  "  Don't  give  us  this  juris- 
diction— it  would  lead  to  our  impartiality 
being  impugned;  we  dread  being  intrusted 
with  power  like  this,  which  we  tell  you 
we  are  not  fitted  to  hold ;  and  if  you  do 
intrust  us  with  it,  the  character  of  the 
Bench  for  impartiality  will  be  injured." 
But  had  there  not  been  times  when  the 
impartiality  of  the  Bench  had  been  sus- 
pected, at  all  events  in  Scotland?  He 
held  in  his  hand  an  extract  from  the  late 
Lord  Cockbum*8  MmorusUt  which  referred 
to  the  trials  for  sedition  which  occurred 
seventy  or  eighty  years  ago.  That  ettnci 
was  as  follows: — 

**  I  fear  that  no  impartial  censor  can  ayoid  de- 
tecting, throughout  the  whole  conne  of  the  trials, 
not  mere  oasnal  indications  of  bias,  bat  absolnte 
straining  for  oonfictions.  ...  If  erer  there 
was  an  occasion  when  a  Jadge  miffht  hare  shone 
simply  by  being  just,  this  was  one.  But  the  Bench 
was  the  place  upon  which  political  passions,  not 
aggraTated  by  the  prosecation,  and  distressing  to 
many  of  the  jurymen,  settled  and  operated.  .  . 
If,  instead  of  a  supreme  Court  of  Justice  sitting 
for  the  trial  of  guUt  or  of  innocence,  it  had  been 
an  ancient  Commission  appointed  hy  the  Crywn 
to  procure  convictions,  little  of  its  judicial  manner 
would  hare  required  to  be  changed." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  man  of  mature 
judgment  upon  the  Bench.  The  Judge 
who  presided  over  the  Bench  of  Scotland 
at  that  time  said  on  one  occasion,  "Let 
them  find  me  the  prisoners,  and  I  wilt 
find  them  the  law."  They  must  not  judge 
of  the  efiect  of  the  proposed  change  by 
what  was  likely  to  occur  in  ordinary 
times.  The  measure  should  be  tested  by 
the  more  trying  occasions  which  had  often 
occurred  in  Parliamentary  history,  and 
would  assuredly  occur  again;  he  there- 
fore asked  the  Committee  to  consider 
whether,  under  trying  circumstances,  it 
could  rely  on  the  unrestrained  action  of  a 
single  Judge  inquiring  into  the  question 
as  to  whether  a  given  Member  was  entitled 
to  his  seat,  for  the  Bill  proposed  to  do 
nothing  less  than  give  power  to  a  nngle 
man  to  expel  a  Member  of  the  House, 
however  distinguished  he  might  be,  and 
to  incapacitate  such  a  Gentleman  from 
again  sitting  in  that  House  for  a  period 
of  twenty-one  years.  What  would  have 
been  Mr.  Fox's  fate  in  1794  if  his  return 
had  been  subject  to  the  decision  of  Lord 
Braxfield,  the  Scotch  Judge  ?    Did  they 
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think  he  would  have  had  the  slightest 
chance  of  ohtaining  justice  from  the  hands 
of  that  Judge,  however  good  his  title  to 
the  seat  ?  He  would  have  been  excluded 
from  the  House.  Another  objection  to  the 
proposed  change  of  jurisdiction  was  that 
it  did  not  afford  any  increased  means  of 
protection  against  corruption.  Eoyal  Com- 
missioners had  power  to,  extract  truth  from 
unwilling  witnesses,  and  in  that  way  to 
try  the  borough,  but  the  Judges  under  the 
Bill  would  simply  try  a  case  as  between 
plaintiff  and  defendant,  and  as  soon  as  the 
Petitioner  found  enough  had  come  out  as 
against  his  opponent  he  would  cease  to 
produce  evidence  for  fear  of  blackening 
the  borough  which  he  hoped  to  represent. 
This  was  what  happened  before  the  Com- 
mittee now,  and  this  was  what  would 
happen  before  the  single  Judge  who  would 
sit  simply  as  a  Judge  at  iVwi  PnW.  Was 
it,  then,  worth  while  giving  up  the  juris- 
diction only  to  change  the  Committee  for 
a  Judge  ?  At  present  it  was  acknowledged 
that  the  worst  cases  of  corruption  never 
came  before  the  House,  and  this  desire 
for  concealment  would  increase  in  the 
future,  now  that  Totnes  and  its  companion 
boroughs  had  been  dealt  with  so  severely. 
It  was  questionable,  by  the  way,  whether 
the  House  would  have  learnt  as  much  of 
the  corruption  of  Totnes  as  it  had  but 
for  one  peculiar  circumstance.  It  happened 
that  the  competing  candidate,  instead  of 
having  the  seat  in  view,  was  determined 
to  ruin  the  borough ;  he  accordingly  pro- 
duced witnesses  who,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, would  have  been  kept  out  of 
the  way,  and  thus  the  Commission  was 
informed  in  the  freest  manner  of  past 
corruption  and  the  political  condition  of 
the  borough.  But  the  great  cheval  de 
hataille  of  those  who  supported  the  Bill 
had  been  the  local  inquiry.  "  Let  us  go 
to  the  spot  and  have  a  local  inquiry ''  was 
in  every  one's  mouth.  But  '*  local  inquiry" 
was  a  phrase  often  used  without  considera- 
tion. If  the  Judge  were  empowered  to 
act  as  an  inquisitor,  and  able  to  hunt  up 
every  case  smelling  of  corruption,  a  local 
inquiry  would  be  worth  something ;  but 
he  had  already  shown  that  the  Judge  had  no 
more  power  than  a  Committee,  and  would, 
therefore,  be  able  to  conduct  as  searching 
an  inquiry  in  London  as  on  the  spot. 
Then,  again,  in  many  cases  a  local  inquiry 
was  not  needed,  and  in  many  others  it 
would  be  idle  to  attempt  it.  Of  what  use 
would  local  inquiry  be  when  purely 
technical  or  legal  points  were  to  be  dis- 
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cussed ;  and  how  oould  a  oonniy  or  i 
borough  such  as  Shoreham  be  subjected  to 
a  searching  local  inquiry  unless  the  Court 
perambulated  and  took  evidence  at  each 
polling-place  ?  It  would  be  as  ezpenaie 
to  bring  witnesses  to  the  country  town  m 
to  London.  A  suggestion  of  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stout 
Mill)  deserved  attention.  Designing,  hi 
presumed,  to  secure  inquiry  as  to  the 
purity  of  a  borough,  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  that  every  Election  should  be 
followed  by  a  reguUur  scrutiny  of  the  poll- 
books  by  the  Revising  Barrister,  and  thik 
the  said  Barrister  should  make  a  Retnn 
to  that  House.  But  was  that  a  praetieil 
suggestion  ?  Could  such  a  scmtinj  be 
carried  out  consistently  with  the  speedj 
return  of  Members  to  the  House?  The 
hon.  Member  doubtless  remembered  tiie 
famous  Westminster  scrutiny  in  1788  after 
Mr.  Fox  had  been  returned  at  the  head  of 
the  poll.  After  two  years'  labour  the 
scrutiny  was  declared  incomplete,  and  it 
was  said  it  would  take  another  two  yean 
to  finish  it.  Considering  how  many  on* 
stituencies  we  have  larger  than  Wee^ 
minster  then  was,  it  would  be  at  ooee 
apparent  that  if  a  scrutiny  were  to  &II0V 
a  General  Election  no  one  would  know  ftr 
years  who  was  to  sit  in  the  House  and  wbe 
not.  In  conclusion,  he  looked  with  gnel 
dread  on  this  proposal  to  sacrifice  pajt  d  , 
the  ancient  and  valued  privileges  of  fte 
House ;  and  this  reluctance  to  pffft  with  a 
time-honoured  jurisdiction  was  inoreaeel 
when  he  remembered  that  the  preeent 
Parliament  was  about  to  come  to  an  eai 
He  deprecated  the  diminution  of  an  ii* 
heritance  which  the  House  had  reoeiiei 
ungrudgingly  from  its  predeoessora,  ae  it 
forsooth,  die  Parliament  of  the  fittan 
were  to  be  deemed  unworthy  of  prifilegv 
which  this  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  hal 
used  on  the  whole  successfully.  On  tte 
grounds  he  would  vote  against  the  olaM 
with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  move  th6iIlie^ 
tion  of  clauses  embodying  his  scheme. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,heeoal|l 
not  help  thinking  the  greater  part  of  Ui 
right  hon.  Friend's  speech  would  bava 
come  more  appropriately  on  the  Hotka 
for  the  second  reading.  The  main  dfagaa* 
tions  to  the  proposal  of  his  light  hoa* 
Friend  were^first,  that  he  made  no  pio- 
vision  whatever  for  a  local  inquiry,  anli 
next,  that  he  made  no  provision  for  ai 
inquiry  when  the  House  was  not  n,\tia§^ 
Now,  those  two  provisions  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  main  points  of  the  SO, 
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and  a  measme  which  omitted  them  would 
Jiardlj  be  worth  passing.  The  House 
generally,  he  believed,  was  in  favour  of  a 
local  inqaiiy,  and  those  who  differed  on 
many  other  points  were  agreed  upon  that 
one.  A  local  inquiry  was  the  most  po- 
tent instrument  for  eliciting  the  truth, 
and,  with  such  an  inquiry,  if  a  witness 
made  a  false  statement  be  might  be  im- 
mediately contradicted,  beoause  another 
witness  might  be  called  on  the  spot. 
Uany  men  who  did  not  mind  forswearing 
themseWes  before  a  Committee  of  that 
House  would  shrink  from  doing  so  before 
their  fellow-townsmen.  Moreover,  a  local 
inquiry  would  be  attended  with  a  dimi- 
nished expense,  because  it  would  obviate 
the  necessity  of  bringing  witnesses  to 
London,  where  they  had  a  sort  of  Satur- 
nalia. The  expense  of  taking  counsel  to 
the  spot  would  be  very  moderate.  The 
fees  of  eounael  formed  but  a  small  item 
of  the  cost.  Anyone  who  looked  through 
sn  attorney's  biU  would  find  the  fact  to 
be  as  he  stated  it.  It  had  been  said 
that  it  would  be  beneath  the  dignity  of 
the  HoQse  to  part  with  that  jurisdiction  ; 
bat  if  they  were  to  stand  on  the  question 
of  dignity  he  thought  they  would  make 
about  as  great  a  sacrifice  in  consenting 
to  be  dep^ed  from  the  position  of  Judges 
to  that  of  juries  as  in  being  ousted  of 
that  jurisdiction  altogether.  Again,  it 
was  very  doubtful  whether  the  plan  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  work ;  and, 
even  if  it  would,  it  would  not  be  worth 
while  making  so  great  a  change  unless 
they  were  to  have  a  local  inquiry,  and 
also  an  inquiry  when  the  House  was  not 
sitting.  If,  however,  there  was  to  be  an 
inquiry  on  the  spot,  he  held  that  that 
inquiiy  ought  to  be  final,  otherwise  they 
would  have  two  inquiries  instead  of  one, 
with,  of  course,  a  double  expense.  If 
the  inquiry  was  not  to  be  final,  to  whom 
was  the  appeal  to  lie  ?  If  to  a  Committee 
of  that  House,  the  Committee  would  have 
the  power  of  reversing,  upon  written  evi- 
dence, a  decision  founded  upon  oral  evidence 
*-a  result  which  would  be  most  unsatis- 
factory. But  if  the  local  inquiry  was  to 
be  final,  it  could  not  be  intrusted  to  any 
tribunal  but  the  highest.  It  ought  not 
to  be  intrusted  to  barristers  of  ten  years' 
standing,  nor  to  County  Court  Judges,  nor 
to  Commissioners.  It  was  said  the  Judges, 
in  determining  those  questions,  would  not 
have  the  confidence  of  the  country.  But 
if  the  Judges  would  not  have  the  confi- 
dence of  iSbe  country,  he  should  like  to 


know  what  tribunal  would  ?  The  question 
resolved  itself  into  this — either  the  House 
must  retain  its  jurisdiction,  in  which  case 
he  could  see  material  improvement  of 
which  it  was  capable,  or  the  House  must 
part  with  that  jurisdiction;  and  he  thought 
it  should  part  with  it  only  to  the  highest 
tribunal.  It  was  asked,  was  a  Judge  to 
be  the  judge  of  a  matter  of  fact?  They 
all  knew  that  Chancery  Judges  were  judges 
of  matters  of  fact.  The  Common  Law 
Judges  also  had  the  power  of  deciding 
matters  of  fact,  which  they  exercised  oc- 
casionally, and  exercised  it,  as  far  as  his 
own  observation  went,  very  satisfactorily. 
In  the  Probate  Court  and  County  Courts 
Judges  decided  matters  of  fact  daily.  He 
believed  that  the  inquiries  to  be  insti- 
tuted under  that  Bill  would  be  the  most 
searching  ever  yet  instituted,  and  would 
prove  a  better  instrument  for  checking 
corruption  at  elections  than  any  which 
now  existed.  And  why  did  he  say  so  ? 
Because  they  had  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Yance)  that  no 
corrupt  place  could  stand  such  an  investi- 
gation. A  place  that  could  not  stand  it 
ought  not  to  return  Members.  If,  there- 
fore, they  refused  to  adopt  such  a  measure 
the  public  might  well  question  the  sin- 
cerity of  their  desire  to  suppress  electoral 
corruption.  He  wished  that  the  inquiry 
should  be  made  as  stringent  as  possible, 
so  that  those  boroughs  which  could  not 
stand  the  test  might  be  known.  As  to 
the  objection  that  the  Bill  did  not  apply 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland,  let  it  be  extended, 
if  it  was  a  good  measure,  to  both  those 
countries  as  well  as  to  England.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  was  an  important 
clause  in  a  valuable  Bill.  Its  rejection 
would  be  fatal  to  the  measure,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  the  Committee  would  ad- 
here to  it. 

Mr.  lopes  said,  he  objected  to  the 
Bill  as  introduced  by  the  Oovemment,  be- 
cause it  was  an  abdication  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion which  the  House  had  exercised  so 
long  and  so  efficiently,  and  also  because 
it  was  proposed  to  intrust  that  jurisdiction 
to  a  tnbunal  which,  he  believed,  would 
be  very  inefficient.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  argued  that  the 
House  had  abdicated  its  jurisdiction  100 
years  ago  $  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  say,  because  the  House  had 
thought  fit  to  intrust  that  power  to  a  com- 
ponent part  of  its  own  body,  controlled  by 
the  House,  elected  by  the  House,  and 
making  its  Beport  to  the  House,  that  was 
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the  same  thing  aa  intrusting  it  to  a  person 
over  whom  the  House  had  no  control,  and 
.  who  was,  in  fact,  nothing  less  than  a 
nominee  of  the  Crown  ?  He  presumed  the 
House  was  to  some  extent  committed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he 
would  record  his  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie).  It  might  be  said  that 
there  was  a  great  objection  to  the  present 
system,  because  the  Chairmen  of  the  Com- 
mittees were  not  trained  lawyers.  He 
was  prepared  to  admit  that  there  was 
ground  for  that  objection  —  that  the  law 
was  laid  down  in  one  Committee-room  dif- 
ferently from  what  it  was  laid  down  in 
other  Committee-rooms,  and  that  evidence 
which  would  be  accepted  by  one  Commit- 
tee would  bo  rejected  by  another;  but 
these  objections  would,  he  believed,  be 
removed  by  the  Amendment  now  under 
consideration,  because  that  Amendment, 
as  he  understood,  proposed  that  questions 
of  law  should  be  decided  by  the  assessors, 
matters  of  fact  being  left  to  a  Jury  of  that 
House.  He  denied  that  all  Judges  enter- 
tained a  willingness  to  be  made  judges  of 
fact.  He  had  the  authority  of  an  Equity 
Judge,  recently  a  Member  of  that  House, 
for  saying  that  nothing  more  perplexed 
him  than  to  have  to  decide  questions  of 
fact.  It  had  been  urged  that  by  doing 
away  with  the  proposed  system  of  local 
inquiry  the  best  portion  of  this  Bill  would 
be  lost ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  failed  to  per- 
ceive the  advantages  which  were  to  be 
derived  from  local  inquiries,  which  were 
generally,  as  they  could  sec  from  what 
occurred  at  arbitrations,  prolonged  and 
expensive  in  their  character.  In  favour 
of  that  proposal,  however,  it  had  been 
urged  that  the  witnesses  examined  would 
be  certain  to  tell  the  truth  in  the  presence 
of  their  fellow-townsmen,  and  that  they 
would  be  deterred  by  the  gestures  and 
murmurs  of  the  bystanders — and  he  could 
scarcely  refrain  from  smiling  when  he 
heard  the  Solicitor  General  employ  that 
phrase  —  from  stating  that  which  was 
untrue.  But  at  present  in  the  County 
Courts,  Bankruptcy  Courts,  and  examina- 
tions before  magistrates,  we  had  these 
local  inquiries,  and  it  was  not  found  in 
practice  that  the  gestures  and  murmurs  of 
the  bystanders  deterred  the  witnesses  from 
committing  perjury.  He  doubted,  too, 
whether  the  advantages  which  would  re- 
sult from  a  speedy  inquiry  were  so  great 
as  some  hon.  Members  appeared  to  ima- 
gine, because  experience  had  proved  that 
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bribery  and  oorraption  were  more  earily 
traced  after  the  lapse  of  some  time,  whei 
political  excitement  had  subsided  and  op- 
portunity had  been  afforded  for  the  pai- 
sions  aroused  by  electioneering  oontesU  to 
cool.  For  those  reasons  he  should  support 
the  Amendment,  believing  that  the  alten> 
tion  it  proposed  would  remove  the  dsfecti 
which  existed  in  the  present  system,  pre- 
serving in  its  integrity  that  portion  of  ths 
present  system  which  commanded  the 
confidence  of  the  House  and  the  reepeet 
of  the  public. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HXTGESSEN 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  Committee, 
but  having  taken  the  initiative  in  tiie 
Select  Committee  in  endeavouring  to  pre- 
vent the  total  transfer  of  the  jnrisdiefaoi 
of  the  House  over  these  matters,  he  wished 
to  state  the  course  which  he  was  prepiiid 
to  take.  He  had  certainly  desired  thst 
the  House  should  preserve  its  jurisdietioB, 
and  hand  over  its  privileges  unimpaired 
to  the  Parliament  which  was  about  to  he 
elected  by  the  enlarged  constituenoise; 
but  both  the  Select  Committee  and  tiie 
Committee  of  the  House,  having  deoided 
that  the  jurisdiction  should  be  transferred 
he  was  not  prepared  to  imperil  and  dels^ 
the  Bill  by  voting  for  any  one  of  the  m- 
merous  Amendments  which  were  intended 
practically  to  reverse  the  decision  et 
which  the  Committee  had  arrived.  He 
thought  there  was  something  more  isr 
portent  to  the  character  of  the  House  dim 
the  preservation  of  its  juriedioticm — 
namely,  that  it  should  show  the  coantij 
that  it  was  really  in  earnest  in  desirin|  i 
repress  that  bribery  and  corruption  agiuit 
which  the  Bill  was  aimed.  In  thit 
view  he  should  support  the  present  cliaMb 
and  should  do  all  in  his  power  to  strengthei 
the  hands  of  Government  in  passing  ei 
stringent  a  Bill  as  possible  against  tiM  '] 
corrupt  practices  which  were  a  acandel  to 
tho  country. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  he  adhered  to  the 
objections  which  he  originally  entertained 
against  this  measure,  objections  which  hed 
been  exceedingly  strengthened  by  whiii 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Q^ 
tleman  the  Member    for  Plymouth  (Sir 
Robert  Collier).      The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  argued  that  there  moat  ki 
one  tribunal  to    decide   those   queetioae 
finally,  and  that  it  would   never  do  te 
have  any  of  the  schemes  by  whieh  the 
local  iuquiries  were  to  be  instituted  eil^ 
jeot  to  revision.     The  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  had  next  said,  *'  Why  ahonU 
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nol  a  BiDgle  Judge  decide  all  matters  of 
&ot?"    and  had  then  gone  over  pretty 
nearly  the  whole  list  of  oar  jadioial  tri- 
bunals;   bat  in  no  one  of  the  oases  re- 
£Mrred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man were  important  matters  decided  with- 
out there  being  a  power  of  appeaL     [Sir 
RoBSBX    CoujBB .  explained  that  he  had 
intended  there  should  be  no  appeal  to  the 
House.3    Well,  that  was  a  very  pretty 
question  indeed.     For  the  last  fifty  years 
the  object  of  the  Legislature  had  been  to 
remove  these  decisions  from  that  House, 
and  to  bdng  them  to  be  decided  by  a 
limited  tribunal;  because  if  they  once  came 
to  the  floor  of  that  House,  as  sure  as  six 
and  six    made  twelve  they   would    be 
affected  by  politioal  and  party  feelings. 
It  wasi  no  doubt,  very  possible  to  pick 
holes  in  any  scheme,  but  the  plan  sug- 
gested by  lus  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Bouverie),  at  least,  gave  a  jury,  and 
he  was  in  favour  of  such  a  plan,  beeause 
he  believed  that  its  advantages   would 
over- ride  the  advantages  to  be  derived 
from  any  system  of  local  inquiry.    The 
faot  was  that  their  minds  had  been  run 
away  with;  owing  to  the  results  which 
had  attended  certain  local  inquiries  held 
by  barristers  who  had  gone  to  the  spot 
with  indemnities  in    their   hands.      "So 
doubt  the  expenses  of  witnesses  comiog  to 
London  were  very  heavy,  but  he  should 
like  to  know  what  the  cost  would  he  of 
taking  down  to  those  places  gentlemen 
learned   in    the  law  and   Parliamentary 
agents  ?    He  had  never  had  the  pleasure 
of  going  through  even  a  London  inquiry, 
and  therefore   he  did   not  feel  himself 
competent  to   speak  on  the  question  of 
expense;  he   did,    however,   know  that 
when  high  professional  men  were  taken 
from  the  spot  where  they  ordinarily  pur- 
sued their   avocations  and   were  carried 
miles  away,  for  an  indefinite  time,  their 
eharges  were  not  apt  to  be  light.  And,  more 
than  that,  those  charges  were  not  taxable. 
It  was  possible  to  confine  the  expenses  of 
witnesses  within  reasonable  Uxnits,   but 
the  other  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  re- 
fened  were  above  all  law,  though  they 
themselves  were  agents  of  the  law.     He 
had  always  expressed  a  strong  opinion, 
and  everything  that  had  happened  tended 
to  confirm  him  in   thst  conviction,  that 
it  was  against  the  whole   principle  of 
our  law  to  leave  questions  so  important 
as  these  to  be  decided  by  a  single  man. 
He  believed  there  was  no  precedent  for 
it.     He  should,  therefore,  support  the 


proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie).  This  was  a 
difQcult  subject,  and  notwithstanding 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr. 
Ejiatchbull-Hugessen)  had  said,  he  con« 
sidered  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee 
to  discuss  and  re-discuss  the  point  until 
they  arrived  at  a  safe  and  satisfactory 
conclusion.  He  must  again  state  that  he 
preferred  a  jury  to  a  single  Judge  with 
power  by  his  decision  to  brand  a  man  with 
infamy. 

Ma.    J.    STUABT    MILL    said,    he 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  the  discus- 
sion should  not  be  complicated  by  a  refe- 
rence to  all  the  various  plans  which  had 
been  suggested;  and  he  should  therefore 
address  himself  to    the  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.    Friend  the  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  as  compared 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  contended  that  Committees 
of  the  House,  as  at  present  constituted, 
gave  their  decisions  in  Election  cases  with 
great  impartiality,  and  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  such  was  the  fact  as 
far  as  the  decision  with  respect  to  the  seat 
and  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  was 
concerned.    Did    a    Committee    of  that 
House,  however,  he  should  like  to  know, 
ever  find  a  Member  guilty  of  bribery? 
[''Yes. "J    Kot  once  in  fif^  years.    But 
if  it  were  proved  that  a  candidate  had 
deposited   a  large  sum  at  his  bankers, 
that  he  made  no  inquiry  as  to  how  it 
was  expended,  and  that  his  recognised 
agents  had  laid  out  portions  of  it  in  bribing, 
would  not  any  tribunal,  except  one  com- 
posed of  Members  of  the  same  class  as  him- 
self, and  who   were  liable  to  the  same 
temptations,  find  him  guilty  of  some  kind 
of  corruption  f  What  he  desired  to  see  was 
a  tribunal  which  would  consider  bribery 
which  was  tolerated  by  a  candidate  as  if 
it  had  been  committed  by  him,  and  that 
would  not  be  done,  he  believed,  so  long  as 
the  decision  rested  with  the  House  itself. 
The  Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  an  improvement   on   the   ex- 
isting state  of  things,  but  it  failed  in  the 
essential  condition  of  providing  a  local  in- 
quiry, and  one  that  could  be  pursued  when 
Parliament  was  not  sitting.     By  means  of 
a  local  inquiry  the  commission  of  offences 
could  be  much  more  easily  detected  than 
if  the  investigation  were  conducted  at  a 
distance.     If  local  inquiry  was  of  no  ad- 
vantage, what  was  the  use  of  the  Judges 
going  circuit  ?    The  cases  were  precisely 
analogous.       Although  he  thought  that 


785 


Jlhction  PeMianB 


(COmCONS) 


and  Chrrvpi 


786 


the  plan  of  the  OoTemment  possessed  a 
great  advantage  over  that  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  yet  he  was  far  from  being  dis- 
posed to  place  implicit  confidence  in  the 
Judges.  He  could  not  forget  that  they 
had  been  politicians,  and  that  they  were 
sometimes  thought  to  be  politicians  still. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that  a  recent 
charge  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
would  cost  the  Government  several  votes 
on  the  present  Bill,  though  it  would  not 
cost  them  his.  If,  however,  the  Bill  were 
passed  as  it  stood,  it  would  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  House^as  they  had  been  re- 
minded at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  debate 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)— after  trying  the  experi- 
ment, to  discontinue  it  without  the  consent 
of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
Now,  he  thought  it  very  important  that 
the  House  should  be  able  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  experiment  without  any  consent 
but  its  own,  and  he  should  therefore  sug- 
gest that  the  operation  of  the  Act  be  li- 
mited to  two  years.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances he  should  say  five  years,  but 
having  regard  to  the  experience  which  they 
would  at  once  have  of  the  working  of  the 
Act,  he  thought  two  years  sufficient.  In 
the  meantime  we  should  have  a  most  im- 
portant General  Election,  and  there  would, 
in  all  probability,  be  a  sufficient  number 
of  Election  Petitions  to  give  an  ample  trial 
of  the  experiment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
repeat  the  usual  formula  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  prolong  the  debate;  but  he  rose 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  expedite,  as  much 
as  possible,  the  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  Bill.  On  a  former  night  he  had 
voted  against  the  Motion  for  transferring 
the  jurisdiction.  As  between  the  two  pro- 
positions before  the  Committee,  though  he 
was  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock (Mr.  Bouverie),  he  had  no  desire 
to  see  a  division  take  place.  The  question 
was  not  what  was  best  in  the  abstract,  but 
what  was  best  under  the  circumstances, 
and  the  wisest  scheme  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  was,  in  his  opinion,  that 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton).  That  plan  provided  for  a 
local  inquiry  by  means  of  attorneys  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker,  while  it  proposed  but  a  very  small 
innovation  on  the  existing  system.  It  also 
had  the  advantage  of  being  easily  revocable. 
There  would  be  no  great  inconvenience 
Jfr.  J.  Stuart  Mill 


arising  from  its  adoption  or  in  leeediog 
from  it  afkerwards  in  the  event  of  its  not 
being  found  to  answer  the  pnixKMe  which 
the  House  had  in  view.     He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  Government  wonld  be  disposed  to 
look  upon  it  with  favour.     If,  howeTcr, 
they  too  strongly    approved    their  own 
scheme  to  allow  the  adoption  of  thatofths 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  initi 
stead,  then  arose  the  question  on  wfait 
terms  and  conditions  the  Government  pro- 
posal ought  to  be  accepted.     In  answering 
that  question  the  plan  suggested  by  hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Westminitar 
(Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  was,  in  his  opinion,  well 
worthy  of  consideration.     If  the  operttion 
of  the  Bill  were  limited  to  two  years,  tins 
would  be  given  to  see  how  it  worked,  wbA, 
if  it  did  not  work  satisfactorily,  the  Hom 
of  Commons  wonld  at  the  end  of  thattiiM 
be  enabled  to  re-consider  its  position  wift 
perfect  independence.     He  trusted,  undflr 
those  circumstances,  the  Government  would 
look  upon  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friedi 
as  one  which  would  tend  very  materiiDj 
to  diminish  the  difficulties  of  the  case  sn 
one  to  which  it  would  be  well  to  aseent 
As  to  the  apparent  inconsistency  whiek 
had  been  pointed  out  by  his  right  hoB. 
Friend   the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  il 
legislating  as  the  Bill  proposed  for  Englaal 
and  not  for  Scotland  and  Ireland,  he  wooU 
only  say  that  the  force  of  that  objeotki 
would  be  greatly  mitigated  if  the  BUI  wfli 
to  have  only  a  temporary  operation.    B^ 
sides  it  was  quite'plain  that,  in  legislatiBg^ 
for  England  the  House  was  legislating  6 
that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  inwhiA 
the  chief  dangers  and  difficulties  agsiMt 
which  it  was  intended  to  guard  must  )i 
held  to  lie ;  for  in  Scotland,  be  it  said  ti 
her  honour,  bribery  and  intimidation  wm 
comparatively  unknown,  while  in  lidsii 
there  was  comparatively  a  narrow  UL 
with  which  to  deal.     If  the  Bill  wen 
limited  in  its  operation  to  two  yetn»  i 
serious  question  would  no  doubt  arise  wift 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  the  JoteM 
under  its  provisions,  and  to  provide  for  W 
absorption  of  those  gentlemen  on  the  M 
vacancies  which  might  occur  after  a  Qeoenl 
Election,  even  within  the  term  of  two  yeii^ 
would,  of  course,  be  the  absolute  dotj  of 
the  Government  of  the  day,  for  it  woaUte 
preposterous  to  appoint  Judges  with  fcttel 
interests  and  entitled  to  pensions  fatHk 
only  for  so  short  a  period.     He  conld  not 
see  why  they  should  not  be  absorbed  ints 
the  ordinary  tribunals,  for  the  jadiotsliP* 
pointments  under  this  Bill  would  be  maoi 
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from  the  same  class  of  men,  and  for  the 
same  qnalitiee  of  character,  eapacityt  and 
learniDg  as  the  ordinary  appointments  of 
Judges.  He  had,  in  conclusion,  simply  to 
repeat  the  hope  that  the  Government  would 
consider  favonrahly  the  proposals  which  he 
bad  mentioned,  for  it  was  desirable  to  get 
through  the  Bill  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible,  and  to  save  it  from  the  risk  of 
miscarriage. 

Mb.  DARBT  QRirriTH  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  be  inclined 
fa?ourably  to  consider  the  overture  made 
to  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  The  real  pith  of  the  matter 
would  consist  in  the  limited  time  now 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  Stuart  Mill).  But  rather 
than  not  have  any  improvement,  he  would 
consent  to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie). 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  relating  to  Election  Petitions  from 
Ireland?  If  not,  there  would  be  two 
separate  systems  in  operation  with  regard 
to  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions ;  but  he 
would  seriously  object  to  the  application 
to  Ireland  of  such  a  scheme  as  that  under 
consideration.  He  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  transferring  tiie  jurisdiction 
in  Election  matters  from  that  House  to  any 
other  tribunal. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  real 
question  before  the  Committee  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Silmamock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  ;  and,  if  that 
were  carried,  the  Government  would  con- 
nder  that  the  Bill  had  received  a  very 
considerable  blow,  which  would  be  fatal, 
in  his  mind,  to  the  whole  Government 
proposition.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
best  course  to  pursue  would  be  to  come 
to  a  decision  on  that  Amendment.  The 
raggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  to  limit  the  period  during 
which  the  Bill  should  be  in  force,  was  one 
which  deserved  the  consideration  of  the 
House ;  but  it  would  be  far  more  conveni- 
ent if  that  question  should  be  discussed 
on  the  Amendment  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  had  given  Notice. 
It  would  receive  from  the  Government  a 
candid  consideration,  but  he  was  not  pre- 
pared, upon  the  moment,  to  accept  a  pro- 
posal which  really  required  much  con- 
sideraUon.    It  would  be  a  matter,  open  to 
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discussion,  whether  it  was  advisable  to 
limit  the  duration  of  the  Bill  at  all ;  and, 
if  it  were  thought  proper  to  do  so,  it 
would  still  be  a  question,  whether  the 
limit  should  be  two  years  or  the  end  of 
the  next  Parliament. 

Sir  ROBERT  AN8TRTJTHER  said,  he 
preferred  the  Amendment  of  the  Member 
for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  to  the 
clause  in  the  Bill ;  but  if  he  had  an  as- 
surance from  the  Government  that  they 
would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill), 
he  would  then  willingly  vote  for  the  clause. 

Ma.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  felt  dis- 
appointed at  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  and  he  thought  it 
incumbent  on  him  distinctly  to  declare 
that  he  should  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
(Mr.  Bouverie)  with  the  intention  of  af- 
terwards supporting  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster. 

Ma.  Sbbjsami  GASELEE  said,  he 
wished  to  have  a  distinct  answer  to  the 
question  whether  or  ^not  the  Bill  was  to 
apply  to  Ireland?  The  Bill,  as  altered 
from  the  shape  in  which  it  was  introduced, 
was  an  exceedingly  bad  one,  and  he  should 
give  it  his  decided  opposition.. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :'^Ajw  204; 
Noes  127  :  Majority  77. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Regulations  as  to  Presentation 
of  Election  Petition). 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  wished  to  have 
some  explanation.  The  clause  proposed 
that  the  Petition  must  be  presented  within 
twenty- one  days  after  the  return,  unless 
it  specifically  alleged  payment  of  the  mo- 
ney subsequent  to  that  period ;  and  the 
Petition  might  then  be  presented  within 
twenty-eight  days  after  the  date  of  such 
payment.  The  important  question,  there- 
fore, would  arise,  whether  a  Member's 
seat  should  be  questioned  at  any  time 
during  the  continuance  of  the  Parliament 
to  which  he  was  elected.  But  that  was 
not  the  only  question  that  would  arise. 
Any  number  of  Petitions  might  be  pre- 
sented —  one  after  the  other  had  been 
disposed  of.  First,  there  might  be  the 
general  Petition,  to  be  presented  within 
twenty-one  days;  and  when  that  was  dis- 
posed of,  another  Petition  might  be  pre- 
sented, making  some  distinct  charge  of 
corruption  within  twenty-eight  days  of 
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the  time  of  presenting  the  Petition ;  and 
that  might  be  followed  by  a  third  Petition 
in  reference  to  another  corrupt  payment, 
and  BO  on.  If  a  Member  was  thus  liable 
to  have  his  sent  questioned,  he  would  bo 
in  rather  an  unfortunate  position  as  re- 
garded his  independence.  There  was  no 
provision  in  the  Bill  which  directed  that 
after  one  Petition  was  tried  no  other 
should  be  presented.  With  the  view  of 
more  distinctly  raising  the  question,  he 
should  propose  to  omit  in  Section  2,  from 
the  word  "  unless  "  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER  said,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  provision  in 
this  clause,  us  though  it  was  of  a  novel 
character  ;  but,  in  fact,  that  proposition 
was  an  exact  copy,  in  a  statutory  form,  of 
the  ordinary  Sessional  Order,  passed  at 
the  commencement  of  each  Session.  It 
was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
the  case  where  the  sitting  Member,  in 
order  to  avoid  being  unseated,  had  deferred 
the  corrupt  payment  until  after  the  time 
for  presenting  an  ordinary  Petition  had 
expired.  It  was  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  preclude 
the  inquiry  which  could  at  present  be 
made  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House, 
where  those  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
had  deferred  their  payments. 

Sir  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  he 
must  beg  to  point  out  that,  while  the 
usual  Sessional  Order  permitted  Petitions 
to  be  presented  from  the  date  of  the  General 
Election  to  fourteen  days  after  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament,  the  present  clause 
limited  the  time  for  presenting  them  to 
twenty-one  days  after  the  return  of  the 
Writ,  so  that  however  gross  the  corruption 
and  bribery  might  have  been,  if  the  means 
of  exposing  it  were  not  discovered  within 
twenty-one  days  of  the  date  of  the  return, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion, unless  some  subsequent  corrupt 
payment  was  alleged.  That  confirmed 
him  in  the  belief  that  the  e£feot  of  the 
Bill  would  not  be  to  promote  the  discovery 
of  bribery  and  corruption,  but  quite  the 
reverse;  that  considerable  additional  dis- 
couragement would  be  tlirown  in  the  way  i 
of  its  discovery  and  exposure.  No  doubt ! 
the  chances  of  compromise  would  be  less-  \ 
ened,  but  the  question  was  whether  such  . 
an  advantage  would  be  a  compensation. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  that  I 
in  cases  where  the  right  to  a  seat  was  in- ! 
▼olved  the  olaase  directed  that  the  Peti- 
Mr.  Ayrton 


tion  must  be  presented  within  twenty-one 
days  after  the  return  to  the  Writ.    Thii 
was  in  accordance  with  the  reoommeodi- 
tions  of  the  Committee,  who  thought  tbit 
the  time  now  allowed — namely,  fourteeo 
days,  was  too  short  for  the  presentation  of 
Petitions  which  simply  claimed  the  Mit. 
Where  corrupt  payments,  however,  ven 
alleged,  the  Petition  must  be  prewDted 
within  twenty-eight  days  after  the  allegel 
corrupt  payment  was  made.     The  daue 
did  not  deal  with  another  class  of  Peti- 
tions, in  which  the  question  of  the  right  to 
a  seat  was  not  involved,  but  merely  ths 
question  of  the  existence  of  genenl  eo^ 
ruption  in  a  borough.     Nothing  that  w» 
contained   in   the   Bill  would   affect  tin 
right  of  that  House  to  appoint  at  anjtiBa 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  exittean 
of  such  general  corruption ;  but  at  soow 
doubt  had  been  expressed  as  to  the  power  of 
Commissioners  appointed  in  snch  case,  be 
intended  to  bring  up  a  clause  that  evemng 
to  confirm  the  power  of  the  House  to  q- 
point  Commissioners  for  that  purpose. 

Mb.  ayrton  said,  he  was  at  a  loeiii 
know  what  were  the  views  of  the  Solidttr 
General  with  reference  to  the  Bill.  It 
they  repealed  the  5  &  6  Viet  e.  101; 
would  they  not  give  up  the  jurisdietifli 
which  they  had  by  the  law  of  Parliamenl^ 
over  questions  of  corruption  at  electiooit 
If  the  House  preserved  its  general  jmii* 
diction  in  such  cases,  they  ought  to  eot> 
sider  what  would  be  the  position  of  tti 
Judges.  He  should  like  to  know  bev 
much  law  the  Judges  on  the  one  hul 
were  to  administer  under  this  Bill,  ■! 
how  much  jurisdiction  the  Members  of  tkl 
House  were,  on  the  other,  to  retain  oate 
their  general  laws  ?  No  doubt  if,  as  tti 
Solicitor  General  stated,  the  House  resensl 
all  its  own  power  in  the  case  of  oofni|ft 
practices,  and  only  gave  a  limited  joM' 
diction  to  the  Judges,  much  of  the  olgi^ 
tion  to  the  Bill  would  be  removed,  bit 
unless  it  was  distinctly  laid  down  in  wbrf , 
cases  the  House  would  use  its  jurisdietifli 
the  Judges  would  be  placed  in  some  dil* 
culty. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said.M 
the  Select  Committee  had  come  to  the  eoa* 
elusion  that  it  was  adviHable  to  repesl  As 
Act  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Membv 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  bil 
referred,  because  it  had  prored  in  open* 
tion  to  be  futile  with  reference  to  inqsirj 
into  general  corrupt  praeticee ;  and  it  vss 
therefore  inserted  in  the  Soliediile.  Hefi^ 
posed,  in  order  to  meet  tha  otjectioB  wuh 


741 


JPrndms  at 


[Jmi  6,  1868] 


EhciumBM. 


742 


he  had  mentioned,  to  bring  up  a  clanse 
which  he  believed  would  be  found  to  meet 
all  objections — 

'*  If,  upon  a  Petition  to  the  House  of  Commons 
weeented  within  91  days  afler  the  retom  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chanoery  of  a  Memher  to 
serre  in  Parliament  for  anj  borough  or  county,  or 
within  14  days  after  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
and  signed  by  any  two  or  more  electors  of  such 
borough  or  county,  and  alleging  that  corrupt 
praetioee  hare  extensifely  prevailed  at  the  then 
list  election  for  such  borough  or  county,  and  that 
tbrre  is  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
hare  there  so  prevailed,  an  Address  be  presented 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  praying  that  such 
allegations  may  be  inquired  into ;  the  Crown  may 
appoint  Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  same, 
and  if  such  Commissioners  in  such  case  be  ap- 
pointed they  shall  inquire  in  the  same  manner, 
and  with  the  same  powers,  and  subject  to  all  the 
provisions  of  the  statute  10th  and  16th  of  Victoria' 
cap.  57." 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  oould  con- 
firm the  statement  of  the  Solicitor  General 
as  to  the  Act  referred  to  bythehon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  being  inopera> 
tive.  The  Committee  thought  it  hardly 
worth  while  to  retain  it  on  the  statute 
book.  Whether  it  were  repealed  or  not 
was  immaterial  as  regarded  the  inquiry 
tinder  this  Bill. 

Ms.  ATKTON  said,  he  must  still  con- 
tend fbr  the  aocuraoy  of  the  Tiew  which  he 
had  expressed.  He  maintained  that  if 
they  repealed  the  Act  they  would  shut  the 
door  against  ail  general  inquiry  into  cor- 
rupt practices.  He  thought  it  should  be 
■truck  out  of  the  Schedule,  otherwise  more 
harm  than  good  would  be  the  result  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  they  were 
discussing  matters  which  did  not  properly 
come  under  consideration  at  this  time. 
If  they  desired  to  progress  in  this  matter, 
it  would  be  much  better  to  confine  them» 
■elves  to  the  question  immediately  under 
consideration,  which  was  whether  twenty- 
one  days  were  a  sufficient  time  for  the 
presentation  of  a  Petition  after  a  General 
Election,  and  twenty-eight  days  for  a  Peti- 
tion complaining  of  undue  influence  and 
corruption.  It  was  necessary  to  shorten 
the  time  if  they  expected  two  Judges  to 
get  through  the  work. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  said,  he 
believed  that  the  time  allowed  was  quite 
snffioient,  inasmuch  as  the  existence  of 
bribery  was  pretty  well  known  at  the  time 
at  which  it  was  committed.  With  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member   lor   the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 


Ayrton),  it  was  scarcely  advisable  to  retain 
a  statute  which  never  could  work.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General  had,  however,  promised  to  bring 
up  a  clause  on  the  subject,  and  that  clause 
could  be  discussed  at  the  proper  time.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
further  discussion  on  the  point  until  they 
came  to  the  Schedules. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  thought  a 
longer  time  than  twenty-one  days  was 
necessary ;  because  facts  leaked  out  from 
the  vexation  and  disputes  which  usually 
followed  an  election,  and  ample  time 
should  be  given  for  them  to  come  to  a 
head.  He  was  of  this  opinion,  although 
he  admitted  that  in  some  instances  more 
than  twenty>one  days  was  practically 
given. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
his  experience  had  led  him  to  believe  that 
neither  twenty-one  nor  twenty-eight  days 
produced  knowledge  of  bribery  ;  whether 
bribery  existed  or  not  was  always  very 
well  known  while  the  election  was  in  pro- 
gress. Agents  were  on  the  watch,  and 
kept  their  eyes  on  the  forty  thie? es  to  be 
found  in  every  borough  [Mr.  Bouvebix  : 
Not  in  every  borough.],  and  the  agents 
soon  knew  whether  any  of  the  forty  thieves 
had  been  bribed.  What  remained  un- 
known was  the  time  and  place  when  the 
bribery  was  committed,  and  that  was  only 
divulged  in  the  oommittee-roomi  and  very 
often  not  there. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  J.  STTJART  MILL  stated  that  as 
his  three  Amendments  on  this  clause  had 
been  virtually  disposed  of,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  them, 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  that 
Notice  of  a  Petition  having  been  presented, 
should  be  required  to  be  given  to  the  con- 
stituency. He  therefore  moved,  in  line 
16,  after  "prescribed,"  to  insert — 

*'And  hj  sending  a  oopjr  thereof,  within  the 
presoribed  time,  to  the  Returning  OflBoer  of  the 
Borough  or  Countj  to  which  the  Petition  relates, 
who  shall  forthwith  publish  the  same." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  inexpedient .  to  multiply  conditions 
precedent  to  a  prosecution.  The  more 
they  multiplied  such  conditions,  the  more 
opportunities  they  afforded  for  evading  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Judges.  There  could, 
however,  be  no  objection  to  a  separate 
clause  embodying  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 
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Mb.  M.  chambers  said,  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  essential  that  the  con- 
stituency should  ho  informed  that  a  Peti- 
tion was  presented,  hecause  otherwise  the 
thing  might  be  kept  perfectly  quiet  and 
the  constituency  might  know  nothing 
about  it. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  ap- 
proved of  the  Amendment,  but  thought  it 
should  be  proposed  as  a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  the 
amount  of  security  mentioned  in  the 
clause  might  be  too  small  in  many  cases. 
He  desired  to  give  power  to  increase  the 
security  required  of  the  petitioner  above 
£1,000,  and,  therefore,  he  moved  in  line 
27,  after  the  word  ''of,"  to  insert  the 
words  **not  less  than." 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  thought  the  sug- 
gestion a  good  one,  but  doubted  whether 
it  could  be  carried  out  by  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  that  his  proposal 
involved  another  Amendment  in  the  next 
clause. 

Mb.  NEATE  thought  £1.000  sufficient 
security. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
felt  there  was  danger  of  preventing  Peti- 
tions if  too  high  a  security  were  required. 

Mb.  SebjeantG  ASELKE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  insert  **  £2,000." 
He  spoke  feelingly  on  that  subject.  He 
had  no  idea  of  men  of  straw  being  al- 
lowed to  harass  Members  by  attacking 
their  seats  without  the  slightest  excuse 
for  doing  so.  That  system  was  practised 
in  order  to  carry  on  that  great  abuse 
the  pairing  off  of  one  Petition  against 
another. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  in 
the  case  of  men  of  straw  it  would  be  all 
the  same  whether  they  were  made  an- 
swerable for  £1,000  or  £2,000. 

Mb.  M.  chambers  said,  that  if 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent  bri- 
bery and  corruption,  they  ought  not  to  im- 
pose these  penalties — for  they  were  nothing 
else  but  penalties — upon  petitioners  who 
might  be  poor  electors,  who  had  them- 
selves suffered  from  such  corrupt  practices. 
It  ought  not  to  go  forth  to  the  world 
that  unless  such  persons  could  produce 
£1,000,  or  could  get  somebody  else  to  be 
answerable  for  that  amount  —  supposing 
they  should  fail  in  establishing  bribery 
—they  would  be  precluded  from  coming 
forward  to  expose  or  punish  it.      There 
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ought  to  be  some  publie  oiBoer  wboN 
duty  it  should  be  to  investigate  in  the 
first  instance  whether  there  had  bem 
bribery  and  corruption  in  any  particular 
constituency.  Provision  ought  to  be  made 
to  punish  the  man  who  got  up  a  Peti- 
tion to  serve  private  purposes. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause   7   (Recognizance   may  be  o1»- 
jected  to). 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved,  to  M 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  the  words— 


"  And  the  respondeot  making  any  tneh  olij» 
tion  Bhali  be  required  to  Mrve  notice  of  it,  pi^ 
ciBcly  describing  the  ground  of  it,  on  the  Wit* 
tioner,  or  on  all  the  Petitioners,  if  more  than  Oii^ 
within  the  said  prescribed  time,  not  ezceediof  In 
days." 

They  ought  not  to  discourage,  hut  ntkr 
to  facilitate  the  presentation  of  Fetitkna^ 
and  petitioners  ought  to  have  such  waraiBg 
of  any  objection  taken  to  their  soretiee  ii 
would  enable  them,  if  any  mistakee  hai 
been  made,  to  rectify  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words — 

"  And  the  respondent  making  any  such  clg» 
tion  shall  be  required  to  senre  notice  of  it  oo  tki 
Petitioner,  or  on  all  the  Petitioners  if  mors  thn 
one,  within  the  prescribed  time  not  exoetdiif  IM 
days."— (ifr.  MiU.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  mi, 
the  present  practice  in  that  matter  workti 
very  well,  and  he  thought  the  use  of  tlN 
word  **  precisely "  in  the  Amendowit 
would  not  add  much  to  its  efficacy,  whib 
it  might  raise  numerous  questions  in  i^ 
gard  to  every  one  of  the  notices  serred. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  M 
no  objection  to  omit  from  his  AmendoNBt 
the  words  ^'precisely  describing  the  groni 
ot  it,"  but  he  thought  that  notioe  of  o^ 
jectioQ  ought  to  be  given. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  CiHSUlii 
Mr.  Serjeant  Gasrlee,  and  Mr.  Nbah^ 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ok- 
served,  that  all  the  practice  was  to  bl 
prescribed  by  rule  of  Court,  and  he  thoagU 
they  might  trust  to  the  Court  to  see  lM 
proper  notice  was  given. 

Mr.  p.  WYEEUAM-MARTIN  wi, 
that  while  hon.  Members  were  anxious  ti 
j  give  facilities  for  presenting  Petitioos  ii 
every  possible  way,  they  ought  not  to  to* 
get  that  there  were  tuoh  things  as  pooc 
candidates.     He  would  mention  the  la- 
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stance  of  a  former  Member  of  that  House 
"who  had  been  petitioned  against,  and  who 
rose  in  his  place  and  stated  upon  his  ho- 
nour that  he  had  a  good  defence  to  make, 
but  that  he  was  unable  to  raise  the  necessary 
£1,000  for  the  purpose.  The  oonsequence 
was  that  he  was  obliged  to  give  up  his 
seat. 

Mr.  DENMAN  said,  he  was  also  of  opi- 
nion that  too  great  facilities  should  not  be 
giren  to  men  of  straw,  low  attorneys,  and 
rillainsof  all  kinds,  who  might  desire  to  get 
up  Petitions  against  men  who  might  have 
been  returned  by  a  good  majority.     For 
his  own  part  he  looked  upon  bribery  as  a 
most  heinous  offence,  and  would  not  allow 
a  single  farthing  to  be  expended  on  his 
behalf  that  might  not  appear  in  the  au- 
ditor's books ;  but  then  he  knew  from  his 
eiperience  how  vexationsly  Petitions  were 
sometimes  presented  against  particular  re- 
turns.    The  House  should  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  an  honest 
candidate,  and  should  not  seek  to  favour 
only  petitioners  and  sureties,  who  very 
often  were  men  of  straw.     In  his  own 
ease,  a  Petition  had  been  presented  against 
him  by  two  persons,  one  of  whom  became 
bankrupt,  and  the  other  went  to  the  Con- 
tinent in  order  to  avoid  being  mulcted  in 
costs.      An  offer  was  made  to  withdraw 
the  Petition  if  he  would  not  insist  upon 
costs ;    but  to  that  he  refused  to  assent, 
intimately  the  Petition  was  not  prosecuted. 
The  oosts  in  that  case  amounted  to  between 
£200  and  £300,  which  was  no  light  sum 
for  a  man  of  moderate  means  to  lose  through 
being  called  upon  to  defend  his  seat  before 
a  Committee.      How  much  greater  the 
expense  might  be  if  a  man  were  called 
upon  to  defend  his  seat  at  a  distance  from 
London  he  was  not  prepared  to  say.     He 
thought  that  the  proposed  Amendment  too 
much  lost  sight  of  the  ease  of  the  honest 
candidate. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  thought  the 
object  of  the  hon  Member  for  Westminster 
(lir.  8tuart  Mill)  a  very  excellent  one,  but 
it  wss  met  by  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

TiscouirT  AMBERLEY  said,  that  though 
there  was  great  force  in  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Denman),  yet  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  was  also  a  great 
hardship  on  the  other  side ;  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster was  right  in  proposing  to  facilitate 
aa  muoh  as  possible  the  presentation  of 
Petitions. 


Mb.  J.  STTTART  MILL  said,  he  was 
fully  aware  of  the  evil  to  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Tiver* 
ton  (Mr.  Denman)  referred.  He  believed 
that  there  were  nearly  as  many  dishonest 
petitions  as  there  were  corrupt  elections. 
But  the  remedy  for  this  evil  must  be 
taught  independently,  and  not  by  render- 
ing hmdfide  Petitions  expensive  and  diffi- 
cult. 

Question  put,  *' That  those  words  be 
there  added. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  31  ; 
Noes  86  :  Majority  54. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Determination  of  Objection  to 
Recognizance). 

Mb.  POWELL  proposed  to  insert  the 
following  words  after  *'  mentioned,"  in 
line  12— 

"  Or  if  proof  be  not  giren  in  manner  preicribed 
that  the  notice  of  the  presentation  of  the  Petition 
and  of  the  nature  of  the  proposed  security  has 
been  dulj  served  as  hereinbefore  pro? ided." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  tbougbt 
facilities  ought  not  to  be  given  by  which 
men  of  straw  might,  from  improper  mo- 
tiyes,  present  Petitions  against  the  return 
of  Members.  The  effect  of  this  clause 
would  be  where  the  security  required  was 
insufficient  that  a  London  Club  would  be 
got  to  advance  the  £1,000.  Now,  as  the 
money  would  be  spent  in  that  locality,  and 
the  Judge  would  bring  a  train  with  him, 
it  would  be  the  direct  interest  of  those 
living  on  the  spot  to  get  up  such  an  in- 
quiry. He  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words  relating  to  the  deposit  of  the 
money. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  see  that  any  injustice  would 
be  done  by  allowing  the  petitioner,  in« 
stead  of  giving  security,  to  deposit  a  sum 
of  money. 

Mb.  Ssbjeakt  0  ASELEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  encourage  frivolous 
Petitions.  He  intended  to  move  a  Reso- 
lution requiring  that  a  certain  number  of 
persons  should  unite  in  every  Petition. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  point  out  to  hon.  Members  who 
talked  so  muoh  about  men  of  straw,  that 
the  clause  was  framed  to  provide  aguinst 
such  persons  coming  forward  with  Peti- 
tions, by  requiring  them  to  deposit  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  money  by  way  of  se- 
curity.   By  the  law»  as  it  at  present  stood, 
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a  candidate  might  enter  into  his  recogni- 
zances with  a  Rum  of  money. 

Mb.  M.  CIIAMBEES  said,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  was  in  point 
of  fact  equivalent  to  a  revival  of  the  old 
custom  of  straw  bail.  With  a  view  to  pre- 
vent unjust  and  frivolous  Petitions  being 
fomented,  ho  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNE  Y  said,  he  must 
oppose  the  Amendment.  The  object  was 
that  the  party  petitioned  against  should 
have  good  security,  and  no  security  could 
be  so  good  as  the  actual  deposit  of  the 
money. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  9  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Clausv  A. —Appointment  of 
Judges  for  Trial  of  Election  Petitions). 

Sib  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  that 
the  time  had  now  come  when  the  Commit- 
tee would  expect  to  hear  from  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill) 
that  the  Bill  should  be  in  operation  for  a  li- 
mited periodonly.  He  (Sir  Roundell  Palmer) 
had  always  doubted  the  wisdom  and  policy 
of  the  Bill.     Those  who,  like  himself,  re- 
garded the  Bill  with  disfavour  would  pre- 
fer its  being  looked  upon  in  the  light  of  an 
experiment ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
was  no  disguising  the  fact  that  if  at  the 
end  of  the  time  determined  on  it  were  not 
thought  advisable  to  continue  the  measure, 
the  two  Judges  who  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  would  be  left  without  any 
functions  to  perform,  and  must,  of  course, 
be  ultimately  merged  in  the  general  body 
of  the  Judges.     Whether  or  not  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  our  Judges  was 
necessary  was  a  very  important  question, 
but  one  which  it  was  scarcely  their  pro- 
vince at  that  moment  to  determine.  A  Royal 
Commission    had  been  recently  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  it  would 
not  be  right  to  anticipate  their  decision  by 
something  incidentally  arising  in  this  Bill. 
He  hoped  the  Commission  would  recom- 
mend something  acceptable  to  the  country. 
He  had  a  great  objection  to  special  juris- 
dictions, and  he  thought  that  if  new  Judges 
were  to  be  appointed  they  should  form  part 
of  the  present  body.  If  two  Judges  were  to 
he  appointed  specially  for  this  jurisdiction, 
he  doubted  whether  two  men  could  be  found 
who  would  in  every  respect  command  the 
confidence  of  the  public ;  and  if,  by  any 
chance,  the  Judges  elected  should  not  prove 
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acceptable  to  theooiintrj»  if  their  deounou 
should  not  be  viewed  with  public  favour, 
Parliament  would  be  in  the  unfortanite 
position  of  having  intrusted  to  these  gea- 
tlemen   the   power,    without    the  iDte^ 
vention  of  a  jury,  and  without  appeal,  of 
dealing  with  matters  of  the  highest  ioi- 
portance,  and  of  attaching  by  their  de- 
cisions in  many  cases  a  stigma  which  muit 
last   for   seven  years,  and  which  at  thi 
least  amounted  to  political  disfraaehiie- 
ment  for  that  period.     The  Judges  chom 
for  this  purpose  would  not  be  taken  from 
the  general  body  in  rotation.     Howenr 
incompetent  or  unqualified  for  the  dotf 
they  might  be,  when  onoe  they  were  ip- 
pointed  to  the  post  their  decisions  miutii 
submitted  to  without  chance  of  redress.  Al 
the  Judges  were  not  held  in  equal  regnl 
by  the  public.     They  did  not  all  in  n 
equal  degree  give  satisfaction  to  the  pnUioi 
Moreover,  the  defects  and  infirmitieB  rf 
particular  men  selected  for  the  dieehirp 
of  special  duties  would  appear  more  pi^ 
minently  and  be  more  remarked  than  thM 
of  men  who  had  to  perform  only  ordiDnj 
duties.     There  should  therefore,  be  an  il- 
terchange  of  this  special  work  with  tk 
ordinary  duties.     The  one  would,  as  iioV| 
act  as  a  set  off  against  the  other.    Honerij 
and  integrity  wore  the  characteristiea  d 
our  Judges,  and  he  hoped  nothing  wooM 
be  doue  that  would  tend  to  impair  pnUil 
confidence  in  them.     He  had,  also,  mm 
objections  to  the  wording  of  the  claoH^ 
which,  for  instance,  empowered  Her  Ma* 
jesty   to   appoint    "  any  number  o(  ]N^ 
sons  not  exceeding  two."    These  "Hob«* 
ary  "  Justices  would  he  in  the  same  poeitifli 
as  to  salary  as  the  other  Judges,  and  tbif 
were  to  be  styled  ''  the  Honorary  JostiM 
of  the   Court   of  Common   Pleas,"  vtt 
which  Court  they  were  to  have  nothing ti 
do  except  in  name.     Why  the  Bill  show 
fix  them  in  a  Court  to  which  they  did  Mt 
belong,  and   probably  take   them  ont  if 
their  own  Court  to  do  so,  he  could  not  i^ 
derstand.     They  were  to  be  in  other  » 
spects  in  a  higher  position  than  the  other 
Puisne  Judges,  because  they  were  to  be 
Privy  Councillors,  and  they  were  to  it 
as   Judges  in   the   Court  of   EzobeqvK 
Chamber  or  in  any  other  Court  of  Einr 
or  Appeal  from   the  superior  Coofti  i( 
Common   Law  at  Westminster.     It  i^ 
peared  to  him  that,  if  Parliament  woi 
about  to  make  a  superior  order  of  JndgH 
to  exercise  a  higher  juriadiction,  it  wobU 
be  better  to  call  them  by  a  name  Ait 
would  distinguish  them  in  conformity  with 


u% 


PfoMeeiii 


{July  6,  1868) 


Xhciiom  Bill, 


.7(0 


iha  duties  giren  to  them.  It  might  he 
■aid  that  the  Petitione  were  to  he  pre- 
tested to  the  Ooart  of  Common  Pleas,  and 
that  therefore  the  Honorary  Jattiocs  ought 
to  be  called  Judges  of  that  Court.  But  he 
denied  the  consequence.  If  these  Judges 
were  not  numerous  enough,  and  it  became 
necessary  to  take  other  Judges  to  assist 
them  who  were  not  Justices  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
call  them  so. 

Mb.  KNATCHBTJLL  -  HUQESSEN 
said,  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  Judges 
who  had  held  the  office  of  Judge  for  fire 
yesrs. 

8ix  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  was  always  contemplated  that  they 
ahonld  be  Judges  of  this  standing. 

Ms.  AYRTON  said,  it  would  be  better 
to  add  two  Judges  to  the  number  of  the 
present  Judicial  Bench,  or  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  if  that  were  thought  pre- 
ferable*  leariog  for  after  selection  the  two 
Judges  for  the  particnlar  duty  under  this 
Sill ;  80  that  if  the  system  should  not  be 
found  to  work  well,  those  Judges  would 
merge  into  the  Court  as  vacancies  occurred, 
and  we  should  return  to  our  present  start- 
ing point.     This  plan  would  involve  no 
disturbance  of  the  ordinary  organisation. 
The  new  Judges  would  sit  at  chambers, 
go  eircnit,  and  take  the  usual  part  in  the 
Exchequer  Chamber.     They  would  act  as 
Assessors  to  the  House  of  Lords,  or  assist 
in  the  Court  of  Probate  and  Divorce,  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  Ac.     When  an  Elec- 
tion Petition  was  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,  there  would  be  the  ad- 
rantage  of  seven  Judges  to  choose  from 
instead  of  two.  llien  comes  a  larger  ques- 
tion.    He  wished  the  Committee  to  ask 
themselves  how  the  Judges  were  going  to 
try  these  Petitions?     According  to  past 
experience  the  number  of  Petitions  after 
a  General  Election  would  be  about  forty. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  were  favourable 
to  the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  believed 
there  would  be  a  great  many  more  Peti- 
tions in  the  next  Parliament;  and  the  pre- 
aent  measure  appeared  to  have  originated 
in    the   fear  and  belief  that  corruption 
would  be  increased,   and  that  the  nexi 
House  of  Commons  could  not  safely  be 
intrusted  to  discharge  the  duties  which 
the  present  House  performed.     Supposing 
^at  there  were  as  many  Election  Petitions 
at  the  next  election  as  in  times  past,  how 
were  these  two  Judges  to  try  forty  cases  ? 
Bow  long  must  they  sit  to  enable  them  to 
do  so?    It  would  be  necessary  to  have 


have-a*doBen  Judges  or  more  to  oonduet 
these  inquiries,  and  it  was  therefore  better 
that  there  should  be  no  distinction  between 
the  Judges.  There  was  something  very 
'  objectionable  in  the  selection  by  the  Crown, 
on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election,  of  Judges 
who  were  to  sit  upon  Petitions  against  the 
return  of  Members  of  that  House.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  repudiate 
the  invidious  position  which  would  be 
given  them  under  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
that,  instead  of  having  a  special  tribunal, 
they  would  give  jurisdiction  to  all  the 
Judges  indiscriminately,  and  leave  it  to 
them  to  decide  who  should  try  these  pe- 
titions, as  they  now  decided  in  regard  to 
circuits.  In  order  to  raise  the  question, 
he  would  move  the  omission  oi  all  the 
words  after  "  exceeding,"  in  page  4,  line 
26,  leaving  it  to  the  Solicitor  General  to 
make  such  an  addition  to  the  clause  as 
would  carry  out  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  26| 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  exceeding  " 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause.  —  (Jfr«  Ayrton.) 

Mb.  KARSLAKE  said,  he  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  the  two  Judges  to  be 
appointed  should  be  added  to  the  judicial 
Bench  and  exercise  a  general  jurisdiction, 
it  being  undesirable  that  they  should  have 
special  and  exclusive  functions.  He  would 
suggest  a  proviso  that  they  should  take 
office  subject  to  the  future  determination 
of  the  House  as  to  what  their  duties  should 
be.  This  would  not  interfere  with  any  of 
the  very  valuable  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SANDFORD  said,  that  as  the 
transfer  of  jurisdiction  had  been  deter- 
mined upon,  all  that  remained  was  to  carry 
it  out  in  the  best  manner.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  give  the 
two  additional  Judges  to  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas;  because  if  such  a  course 
were  adopted  the  Judges  of  that  Court 
might  appear  to  be  selected  exclusively 
for  that  office.  In  his  opinion  it  would 
be  better  that  an  additional  Judge  should 
I  be  appointed  both  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
and  Common  Pleas,  and  if  it  should  be 
thought  necessary  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer also,  so  as  to  assist  the  present  judi- 
cial Bench  in  their  ordinary  duties,  and 
the  Puisne  Judges  should  take  these  Elec* 
tion  Petitions  in  turn. 

Mb.  DENMAN  pointed  out  that  if  no 
two  of  the  fifteen  Judges  could  be  found 
to  undertake  this  jurisdiction— a  contin- 
gency not  unlikely  to  be  realized — the 
whole  thing  would  come  to  a  dead-look, 
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the  Bill  containing  no  compnlsory  powers. 
It  was  only  on  the  two  Judges  who  un- 
dertook the  office  not  being  able  to  get 
through  the  work  that  the  other  part  of 
the  Bill  came  into  play.  He  shared  in 
the  objection  that  had  been  made  to  the 
establishment  of  a  separate  Court ;  but  if 
they  did  not  take  that  course,  they  would 
impose  duties  on  the  Judges  which  they 
did  not  desire  to  accept.  He  objected  to 
a  single  Judge  deciding  these  cases,  and 
also  to  the  19th  clause,  which  allowed 
evidence  of  bribery  to  be  gone  into  prior 
to  proof  of  agency.  He  recommended  the 
Government  to  postpone  the  clauses  for  a 
day  or  two,  and  then  bring  in  a  better 
scheme. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  that  if 
the  Committee  were  compelled  to  listen 
to  long  speeches  on  subjects  already  de- 
cided on,  very  little  hope  of  making  Pro- 
gress could  he  entertained.  He  rose  sim- 
ply to  disclaim  the  notion  suggested  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  as  that  which 
prompted  supporters  of  the  Bill.  As  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  which 
considered  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  he  as- 
sured the  Committee  that  the  recommen- 
dations made  were  founded,  not  on  fears 
for  the  future,  but  on  experience  of  the 
past.  The  Select  Committee  was  satisfied 
a  change  was  needed,  but  that  no  change 
would  be  effectual  unless  the  jurisdiction 
were  removed  from  the  House.  He  was 
bound  to  say  he  preferred  the  scheme  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  would  support  merely 
as  superior  to  the  present  system.  He 
thought  there  were  great  objections  to  the 
Minister  of  the  day  choosing  the  Judges 
who  were  to  fill  the  office.  He  was  in 
favour  of  adding  to  the  Judges,  and  leav- 
ing the  work  with  them  as  a  body,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Judge  for  the  oc- 
casion would  be  selected  by  a  rota.  The 
only  objection  he  could  conceive  to  the 
scheme  was  the  antipathy  to  it  expressed 
on  the  part  of  the  Judges  themselves.  But 
if  that  proposal  were  not  adopted  he  should 
support  the  Bill,  because  he  was  unwilling 
to  lose  the  chance  of  effecting  a  great  re- 
form from  a  desire  to  carry  a  still  larger 
reform.  They  were  all  aware  that  the 
Bench  was  at  present  under-manned,  and 
independently  of  any  considerations  con- 
nected with  that  subject,  it  was  desirable 
that  its  strength  should  be  increased.  Per- 
haps some  changes  in  that  respect  would 
be  suggested  by  the  Commission  now  in- 
Mr,  Denman 


quiring  into  the  subject ;  thif  qoedaon, 
however,  could  not  be  postponed  until  that 
Commission  had  reported. 

Mb.  Skkjeaitt  GASELEE  said,  that  if 
he  could  not  get  a  better  measure  he  should 
support  the  Bill,  because  he  believed  thit 
human  ingenuity  oould  not  devise  anything 
worse  than  the  system  under  which  Eleo- 
tion  Petitions  were  at  present  tried.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  whole  of  tiiis 
■jurisdiction  ought  not  to  be  given  to  tin 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  but  that  an  addi* 
tional  Judge  should  be  appointed  to  eieh 
of  the  Common  Law  Courts.  These  Jadgv 
ought  to  go  circuit,  and  do  all  ordiouy 
business.  The  Judges  on  whom  the  trill 
of  Election  Petitions  should  devolve  shonU 
be  appointed  by  rota  or  ballot.  Acoording 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government  two  gentisi 
men  who  were  distinguished,  not  for  their 
learning,  but  for  their  party  spirit,  would 
be  appointed  to  try  Election  Petitionii  and 
nobody  would  be  satisfied  with  them.  Al 
he  had  said  some  months  ago«  he  believed 
the  whole  of  the  Judges  would  undertib 
this  work  if  they  were  coaxed  a  little.  Oi 
that  point  he  spoke  with  some  authoritji 
for  although  he  had  not  the  honour  to  be 
a  Judge  himself,  he  was  a  Judge's  eo^ 
and  he  would  say  that  the  Judges  were  i 
little  underpaid.  Till  very  lately  the 
Judges  had  £5,500  a  year,  but  now  thef 
received  only  £5,000  a  year  ;  that  wai  i 
say,  no  more  than  a  Vice  Chancellor,  iHie 
had  not  to  pay  the  expense  of  going  ei^ 
cuit.  If  £500  were  added  to  the  sdariei 
of  the  Judges  all  this  difficulty  would  kl 
overcome. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would  it- 
mind  the  Committee  that  the  Judges  e^ 
jected  to  the  work  being  thrown  on  thett 
as  a  body,  because  it  would  entail  odioA 
on  them  and  depreciate  their  authority  lA 
matters  of  greater  importance.  Everyoai 
was  interested  in  the  purity  of  the  Beoek 
and  the  authority  it  exercised.  It  wae  ft 
strong  argument  against  change  of  jorit- 
diction  if  no  one  could  be  found  competent 
to  take  it.  He  believed,  however,  that  if 
special  Judges  were  appointed  to  the  Elee- 
tion  Petitions  jurisdiction,  perfectly  quli- 
fied  persons  could  be  found  to  fulm  the 
functions. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  fhife 
the  first  objection  taken  by  the  hoit 
and  learned  Member  for ,  Richmond  (Sr 
Roundell  Palmer)  was  that  the  Jo^pi 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  wow 
be  improperly  named,  and  betides  thil 
he  made  a  verbal  oritioiBm  by  way  of  d>* 
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jeotion  that  they  should  be  called  Judges 
of  the  Ck>urt  of  Common  Pleas.  But  inas- 
much  as  the  Committee  had  already  deter- 
mined that  the  Petitions  should  be  presented 
to  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  as  every 
preliminary  step  was  to  be  taken  in  that 
Court,  as  the  Masters  of  that  Court  were  the 
officers  who  were  to  carry  out  the  Act,  and 
when  a  Judge  actually  tried  a  Petition  he 
would  require  to  have  all  the  powers  of  a 
Judge  of  that  Court  at  Nm  FHus,  it  was 
thought  better  that  he  should  be  called  a 
Judge  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and  there  was 
a  provision  in  the  Bill  to  gi? e  him  all  the 
powers  which  he  would  have  as  a  Judge  of 
that  Court.  Then  he  came  to  the  main  ob- 
jection, which  was  that  it  was  proposed  to 
appoint  two  Judges,  and  it  was  said  that 
the  original  plan  recommended  by  the  Se- 
lect Committee,  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  all  the  Judges,  was  far  preferable. 
That  might  be  so  or  it  might  not,  but  the 
Committee  ought  to  consider  that  if  they 
departed  from  the  plan  at  preseut  embodied 
in  the  Bill  and  attempted  to  go  back  to  the 
Bcheme  against  which  such  strong  remon- 
atrances  had  been  made  by  the  Judges — 
remonstrances  which  had  not  been  with- 
drawn— ^they  would  be  in  the  greatest 
possible  danger  of  losing  the  Bill.  It 
might  be  all  very  well  to  say  that  they 
oonld  carry  the  Bill  by  majorities  in  that 
House  ;  but  if  the  Judges  persisted  in 
their  remonstrances  there  would  probably 
be  resistance  in  "  another  place  "  at  their 
instigation,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  greatly  jeopardize  the  Bill. 
Now,  what  was  the  great  difference  be- 
tween the  plan  inserted  in  the  Bill  and 
the  plan  of  the  Select  Committee  ?  It  was 
true  that  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present 
two  Judges  were  to  be  appointed,  who  were 
to  be  peculiarly  Election  Judges.  But  by  a 
clause,  which,  though  not  forming  part  of 
the  Bill  at  present,  could  be  easily  intro- 
duced, it  might  be  provided  that  in  times 
of  pressure  there  should  be  power  to  call 
upon  the  other  Judges  to  assist  in  the 
tnal  of  Petitions.  In  this  way,  there 
would  be  two  Judges  who  would  have  the 
management  of  Election  Petitions  at  ordi- 
nary times,  and  who  would  be  very  useful 
in  instituting  the  forms  of  procedure,  and 
getting  the  Court  into  working  gear,  a 
thing  which  was  always  very  difficult  at 
first ;  and  aftej  a  General  Election,  when 
the  number  of  Petitions  to  be  tried  was 
very  large,  the  other  Judges,  or  at  least  a 
great  part  of  them,  might  render  assist- 
aooe.    The  only  difference  between   the 
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two  plans  was  this — that,  according  to  the 
scheme  embodied  in  the  Bill,  they  would 
have  two  Judges  specially  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  managing  the  general 
business  of  the  Court  with  regard  to  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  and  of  trying  some  of  the 
Petitions.  !Noir  it  was  no  fair  argument 
against  the  plan  to  mis-state  what  the  con- 
sequences would  be,  as  when  it  was  said 
that  the  Government  would  have  the  power 
before  a  General  Election  of  selecting  and 
appointing  two  Judges.  But  the  Judges 
were  to  be  appointed,  as  all  Judges  were, 
upon  the  responsibility  of  Ministers  and 
by  Patent  from  the  Crown,  and,  according 
to  an  Amendment  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted, they  were  to  be  persons  who  had 
acted  as  Judges  for  five  years.  They 
would,  therefore,  have  been  removed  from 
all  political  connection  for  five  years,  they 
would  be  persons  in  whom  the  country 
had  learnt  to  confide,  and  they  would  bo 
irremoTable.  The  public  would  have  in 
their  case  everything  that  had  given  the 
country  confidence  in  its  other  Judges,  and, 
therefore,  it  could  not  fairly  be  said  that  they 
would  be  appointed  for  political  purposes, 
and  open  to  political  influences.  The 
only  question  to  be  tried  was  whether  a 
person  had  been  bribed  or  not,  and  he  did 
think  it  a  stigma  upon  the  Judges  to  say 
that  Judges  who  had  been  appointed  Judges 
for  five  years  could  not  be  got  who  would 
not  be  liable  to  the  imputations  of  corrupt 
motives.  ["No,  no!*']  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
(Mr.  Denman)  said  ''No."  He  did  not 
intend  to  say  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant  to  oast  such  an  imputation 
on  the  Judges,  but  his  argument  went  to 
that  extent.  It  had  been  objected  that 
when  these  Judges  were  not  engaged  in 
trying  Election  Petitions  they  would  be 
perfectly  idle ;  but  the  12th  clause  pro- 
vided that  when  they  were  not  engaged 
in  trying  Election  Petitions  they  might 
be  performing  other  duties  most  useful  to 
the  country,  which  would  give  them  ample 
employment  and  be  of  material  assistsnce 
to  the  other  Courts.  The  only  duties  they 
would  not  have  to  perform  would  be  the 
going  on  circuit  and  sitting  in  chambers. 
The  only  other  objection  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell 
Palmer)  was  that  these  Judges  would  be 
constantly  trying  Election  Petitions,  and 
would  have  no  interchange  of  duties.  But 
if  that  was  an  objection  it  applied  with 
equal  force  to  a  great  many  other  Judges. 
The  Judges  in  Chancery  had  no  inter- 
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obange  of  duties,  the  Judge  of  Probate 
and  Divorce,  who  gave  general  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country,  had  no  interchange 
of  duties.  The  question,  then,  really  was 
whether  they  would  pass  this  Bill,  or  now, 
on  the  6th  of  July,  go  into  some  virtually 
new  Bill  of  which  they  knew  nothing. 
He  would  strongly  urge  on  the  Committee 
that  they  would  do  well  to  accept  this  Bill. 
Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General  might  be  divided  into 
two  parts — argument  and  menace.  And 
first  as  to  the  argument.  He  did  not  think 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could 
gravely  contend,  if  they  were  to  sit  down 
to  devise  the  best  system  for  trying  Elec- 
tion Petitions  by  Judges,  that  this  Bill 
would  be  found  to  contain  it.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment  hardly  thought  so, 
and  he  was  very  unwilling  to  press  on 
them,  because  he  thought  that  in  this 
matter  they  had  shown  a  great  and  sin- 
cere wish  to  carry  out  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
speak  with  all  moderation  of  their  con- 
duct on  this  question.  Many  reasons 
might  have  led  them  to  take  the  course 
which  they  had  adopted  ;  and  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  scheme,  lame  and 
imperfect  a»  it  was,  would  not  be  better 
than  losing  the  Bill  altogether.  But  when 
the  scheme  was  argued  on  its  merits — 
when  it  was  put  as  a  matter  not  of  threat 
but  of  reason — he  must  demur  to  what 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  said.  For 
what  could  possibly  be  worse  than  to  pick 
out  two  persons  on  whom  the  eyes  of  all 
persons  likely  to  have  business  coming 
before  the  Courts  would  be  fixed,  and  who 
were  inevitably  to  decide  on  these  matters? 
Let  those  persons  bo  ever  so  moderate — 
let  them  be  the  perfection  of  carefulness, 
prudence,  and  impartiality — they  would 
not  escape  all  manner  of  censure  and  cavil. 
Then  there  was  another  question,  which 
was,  that  when  they  created  a  tribunal 
for  a  particular  purpose  there  ought  to  be 
some  reasonable  proportion  between  the 
powers  of  the  tribunal  and  the  duties  it 
would  have  to  perform.  Now,  how  could 
it  be  supposed  that  two  Judges  could  try 
a  tenth  port  of  the  Petitions  after  a  Gene- 
ral Election  ?  It  was  clearly  ridiculous  to 
suppose  that  the  means  provided  had  anv 
sort  of  relation  to  the  end  to  be  attained. 
Well,  that  had  been  foreseen,  and  it  was 
provided  against ;  becaune  the  two  Judges 
who  were  to  bo  specially  marked  out  from 
the  rest  of  their  brethren  as  political  per- 
sons, whenever  they  found  that  they  had 
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more  to  do  than  they  oonld  do,  which 
would  always  be  the  case  after  a  General 
Election,  were  to  certify  that  fact  They 
might  as  well  be  required  to  certify  th^ 
they  could  not  lift  three  tons.  And  then 
what  would  happen  ?  The  House  objected 
to  Select  Committees  for  the  trial  of  Peti- 
tions on  the  ground  that  they  were  ap- 
pointed by  partisans  from  among  paiti- 
zans,  and  that,  however  pure  they  might 
be  they  did  not  escape  suspicion.  Bat 
what  was  to  happen  in  this  case  ?  Theia 
Judges,  having  certified  a  notorious  fact, 
Her  Majesty's  Government — who  were  d 
all  people  iu  the  world  those  who  had  the 
greatest  reason  to  wish  Election  Petitiooi 
to  be  decided  in  a  particular  way — wen 
to  appoint  other  persons  to  assist  then. 
Now,  if  you  wanted  to  subject  two  hooeat 
and  upright  men  to  suspicion  and  obloquy, 
and  if  you  wanted  to  discredit  the  Ooven- 
ment  who  appointed  them,  you  could  not 
hit  upon  a  more  certain  way  of  attainiaf 
this  end.  He  felt  confident  that  enrj 
Judge  would,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
and  understanding,  do  his  duty  ;  bat  it 
was  necessary  that  our  tribunals  should  be 
not  only  upright,  but  unquestioned ;  and 
that  they  could  never  be  if  this  propoail 
were  persisted  in.  He  appealed  to  the 
Government,  who  had  been  driven  iste 
their  present  course  by  circumstances  be- 
yond their  control,  to  take  into  conndenp 
tion  the  unanimity  which  prevailed  M 
this  subject  both  in  the  House  and  in  the 
Committee.  Such  unanimity  gave  the 
Government  fair  reason  for  re-consideiifl| 
the  question.  In  a  matter  of  this  nd 
constitutional  importance  neither  the  Oe^ 
vernment  nor  the  House  could  eoftr 
themselves  to  be  influenced  by  the  ao^ 
tives  which  had  been  suggested.  Tbaf 
were  told  that  they  had  not  got  the  ool- 
sent  of  the  Judges.  He  could  only  ■! 
that  the  House  of  Commons  must  m 
regard  the  consent  of  the  Judges.  If 
they  were  Judges  in  their  Court,  iUi 
House,  as  a  constituent  part  of  the  Ftf^ 
liamcnt  of  this  country,  were  Judges  it 
this  Court;  and  when  Parliament  hrf 
given  its  decision,  the  Judges  were  bonai 
to  obey,  just  as  every  litigant  was  boonl 
to  obey  their  decisions.  It  was  due  toffai 
Judges  that  the  most  careful  considerdki 
should  be  given  to  all  they  alleged,  ind 
that  they  should  not  be  overweighted  by 
duties  ;  at  the  same  time  Parliament  iM 
bound  to  consider  the  public  interelh 
and  not  allow  itself  to  be  swayed  br  ft^ 
sonal  considerations.     A  great  evu  IM 


757 


Ptactieei  at 


t  JvLT  6,  1868} 


SUetumSai 


758 


to  be  dealt  with.  Parliament  stood  be- 
tween the  present  and  the  future,  and 
mast  do  the  best  it  coald  to  purify  onr 
electoral  sjstem.  It  was  not  to  be  endured 
that  in  dischar^ng  this  duty  they  should 
be  prevented  from  doing  what  they  ho- 
nestly believed  to  be  right  by  apprehensions 
of  what  might  happen  *'  elsewhere."  Let 
this  Hoase  do  what  it  thought  right,  and 
let  the  other  House  be  responsible  for  any 
conrse  it  might  choose  to  take.  These 
matters  were  too  important  and  too  sacred 
to  admit  of  a  compromise.  This  House 
waa  bound  to  act  as  it  thought  best  for 
the  public  interest,  and  to  speak  as  men 
entrusted  with  the  consciences  of  the 
people,  not  leaving  it  to  be  supposed  that 
they  thought  so  poorly  of  the  rights  con- 
fided to  them  by  their  constituents  as  to 
create  an  inferior  machinery  for  dealing 
with  these  questions  when  they  were  ca- 

Stble  of  devising  a  much  better  tribunal, 
e  hoped  the  House  would  not  swerve 
one  hair's- breadth  firom  what  they  believed 
to  be  the  right  path  on  account  of  any 
BQch  considerations  as  had  been  presented 
to  them.    They  should  do  their  duty,  and 
leave  the  House  of  Peers  to  do  theirs.     It 
seemed  to  him  that   the  proper  course 
▼oold  be  to  authorize  the  appointment  of 
three  new  Judges,  who  should  be  in  no 
way  earmarked  or  distinguished  from  the 
rest  of  the  Judges — who  should  sink  into 
the  general  body  of  Judges,  and  exercise 
the  same  duty  as  their  fellows  in  the  dif- 
ferent Courts.     Parliament  ought  to  pro- 
vide that  they  should  in  some  general  way 
arrange  a  rotation  in  which  they  should 
perform  these  duties  ;  and  they  should  be 
Bubject  to    any  arrangement   Parliament 
might  decide  upon  hereafter  when  the 
Commission  for  the  re-oonstitution  of  our 
jodicial  system  presented  their  Report.  He 
hoped  that  the  same  Judges  would  not  try 
a  number  of  Petitions.     That  should  be 
specially  avoided.      Each    Judge  should 
have  a  Petition  to  try,  so  that  there  should 
be  no  pretence  for  fixing  peculiar  odium 
upon  any  one  Judge,  but  they  should  re- 
turn to  their  respective  Courts  as  little 
notieed  as  possible.     This  was  the  feeling 
of  the  Committee;  it  was  the  feeling  of 
the  House ;    and  he  hoped  still  that  it 
might  be  the  feeling  of  the  Gbvemment. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  on  the  6th  of 
July  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  many 
Xemben  of  the  Committee  have  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  which  was  originally 
adopted  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
whioh  the  Ooyemment  approved  in  the 


Bill  they  brought  forward.  That  was 
probably  on  the  6th  of  February,  and  I 
think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  so 
long  a  period  should  have  elapsed  with- 
out the  Committee  having  expressed  in  a 
very  distinct  manner  their  opinion  on  the 
subject.  I  cannot  agree  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
addressed  any  menace  to  the  Committee. 
I  think  his  suggestions  were  prudential. 
If  we  are  anxious  to  carry  a  Bill  we  must 
consider  in  what  form  it  will  be  practicable 
to  carry  it.  Now,  remembering  the  effect 
which  the  manifesto  of  the  Judges  had 
upon  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  do  not  think  it  is  to  be  looked 
upon  in  the  light  of  a  menace,  if  we  sug- 
gest that  it  is  not  improbable  that  their 
representations  may  have  some  influence 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  am  not  prepared  to  run 
this  risk.  I  preferred  the  scheme  proposed 
by  the  Select  Committee,  and  I  preferred 
the  Bill  which  I  submitted  to  the  House. 
But  if  not  with  the  unanimous  consent, 
it  was  with  the  very  general  consent  of 
the  House  that  the  Government  adopted 
the  modified  course  which  they  pursued 
upon  this  subject.  At  this  period  of  the 
Session  I  am  not  prepared  to  adopt  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe).  Though 
I  myself  am  not  ready  to  deny  their  jus- 
tice and  their  propriety,  I  must  look  to 
attaining  the  greatest  amount  of  benefit 
I  can  attain  under  the  difficult  circum- 
stances with  which  we  have  to  contend, 
and  therefore  I  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  express  their  opinion  upon  this  clause. 
As  to  the  inquiries  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  me,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  tor  Richmond  (Sir 
Roundell  Palmer)  has  referred,  whether  I 
would  agree  to  pass  this  measure  for  a 
limited  period,  one  great  objection  to  such 
a  course,  if  we  did  not  adopt  the  plan 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne,  is  this  — where 
should  we  get  the  capable  officcu^  who 
would  administer  this  Bill  ?  I  must  act, 
therefore,  with  the  greatest  reserve  before 
deciding  upon  this  question.  But  that  is 
not  the  point  we  are  called  upon  to  decide, 
which  is  the  clause  before  us;  and,  be- 
lieving that  upon  the  whole  the  course 
we  are  asked  to  take  is  a  dangerous  one,  I 
must  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  General 
contained  anything  like  menace.    He  had 
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merely  Buggested  that  if  the  Bill  were  al- 
tered in  a  fundamental  point  the  protest  of 
the  Judges  might  induce  the  Lords  to 
reject  the  Bill.  If  two  or  three  months 
back  there  had  been  a  Motion  in  this 
House  to  keep  to  the  Bill  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  and  disregard 
the  protest  of  the  Judges,  he  should  have 
agreed  to  that  Motion ;  but,  in  acceding  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  present  measure, 
the  House  of  Commons  virtually  agreed 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  support  them  in  this  in- 
stance. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *  two  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  71 ; 
Noes  136  :  Majority  65. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  It  was  originally  in- 
tended to  report  Progress  about  this  period 
of  the  evening,  and  the  decision  which 
the  Committee  has  arrived  at  is  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  doing  so  and  affording 
the  Government  an  opportunity  to  con- 
sider whether  they  can  meet  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  case.  I  cannot  conceal  from 
myself,  although  I  do  not  say  it  by  way 
of  menace,  that  I  have  great  difficulties  to 
contend  with. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  there  was  a 
clause  upon  the  Paper  drawn  up  by  him- 
self which  expressly  made  the  provision 
that  three  Judges  should  be  appointed. 
If  the  Committee  adopted  that  clause, 
it  would  give  effect  to  all  that  was  im- 
plied in  the  decision  just  come  to.  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  all  those 
who  were  most  sincerely  anxious  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  passing  this  Bill 
if  a  day  were  fixed  for  resuming  the  con- 
sideration of  it. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  it  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  those  who  wished 
to  support  the  Government  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  would  let  them  know  on  what  day 
he  would  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Me.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
in  his  opinion  the  case  presented  no  diffi- 
culty for  the  Government  at  all,  as  the 
Committee  had  by  its  decision  reverted 
to  the  original  Government  plan  of  em- 
ploying all  the  Judges.  The  opinion  of 
the  House  had  been  at  first  unfavourable 
to  this  idea,  but  it  now  appeared  that  they 
were  willing  to  adopt  it. 

Me.  WUITBREAD  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  kind 
enough  to  name  the  earliest  day  on  which 

Mr,  Fawcett 


he  would  proeeed  with  the  Bill.  The 
majority  of  Members  had  oome  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  change  was  desirable, 
and  they  had  indicated  the  direction  in 
which  it  was  desired.  He  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  nothing  to  con* 
plain  of  in  the  conduct  of  the  Oppontum 
or  of  the  House  generally.  All  that  wu 
wished  was  that  he  should  bring  in  the 
Bill  he  originally  introduced. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  must  give  the 
same  answer  both  to  the  hon.  Gentlema 
opposite  and  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  nmt 
me.  The  Committee  has  not  yetagned 
to  report  Progress,  and  therefore  it  ii 
quite  premature  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mb.  CLAY  said,  he  thought  the  flitoa- 
tion  a  very  simple  one.  The  Goverameit 
paid  to  the  protest  made  by  the  Judges  the 
respect  to  which  it  was  entitled,  and  tbej 
had  altered  their  Bill.  The  Houas  i 
Commons  also,  out  of  respect  to  tiia 
Judges,  offered  no  objection  to  the  Qa> 
vernment  bringing  forward  a  new  scheaie. 
Its  difficulties,  however,  were  appanndf 
so  great,  as  were  the  disadvantages  oi 
any  plan  except  that  which  the  Oovenk- 
ment  first  recommended,  that  the  Hooa 
had  wisely  determined  to  revert  to  the 
original  plan  of  the  Government  and  te 
increase  the  strength  of  the  judicial  Baneh 
by  the  addition  of  three  Judges.  He  hat 
far  too  much  respect  for  the  Judges  of  the 
country  to  believe  that  they  would  panM 
in  the  objection  they  had  made. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  ait  ifV^ 
upon  Thursday. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  piupowt 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  1h> 
Chair." 

THE  NEW  ZEALAND  MEDAL 

OBSBRVATIOlia. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  ha » 
gretted  that   he   was  absent   on  frykf 
evening  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Menhtf  ^ 
for  Middlesex  (Viscount  Enfield)  drew  ll^ 
tention   to  the  propriety  of  granting  ft 
medal  to  the  men  who  were  engaged  k. 
the  New  Zealand  War.      He  wished  tl 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  it 
was  their  intention  to  grant  a  medal  tl 
the  soldiers  and  saiion  oigaged  in  Ait 
war. 


761 


Armjf — 


(JuLT  6,  1868) 


WarUie  8tors$. 


769 


ARMT^WARLIKE  STORES. 
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Ma70h  ANSON,  in  rising  to  move  a 
Kesolution  on  the  subjeot  of  our  Expendi- 
ture on  Warlike  Stores,  said,  he  felt  bonnd 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Honae  to  this 
Bnbject  in  oonsequence  of  the  enormous 
amount  which  our  expenditure  for  War- 
like Stores  had  now  reached.  Since  the 
close  of  the  Crimean  War  we  had  ex- 
pended on  this  single  item  no  less  than 
£19,000,000,  while  £4,000,000  had  been 
Toted  over  and  above  the  amount  actually 
expended.  From  the  confused  manner  in 
which  the  accounts  were  made  up,  it  was 
impossible  to  arrive  at  any  but  very  in- 
definite ideas  respecting  any  particular 
item.  In  this  respect  our  system  of  ac- 
eotinta  presented  a  most  disadvantageous 
contrast  with  that  of  the  French,  which 
stated  the  expenditure  under  each  head 
with  the  greatest  accuracy.  He  had,  how- 
ever, compared  our  expenditure  with  that 
of  the  French  in  regard  to  Warlike  Stores 
during  the  ten  years  following  the  close 
of  the  Crimean  War,  and  in  instituting 
this  comparison  he  had  classified  the  War- 
like Stores  under  three  heads^l.  General 
stores.  2.  Small  arms.  3.  Gunpowder. 
He  found  that  during  the  ten  years  ending 
Varch,  1867,  we  had  spent  on  general 
ttores  £9,875,431,  as  against  £4,920,862 
expended  by  the  French  in  the  same  pe- 
riod. On  small  arms  we  had  expended 
£3,891,779,  while  the  French  had  only 
expended  £1,679,822.  And  in  respect 
of  the  item  of  gunpowder  alone  we 
had  in  the  period  referred  to  spent 
£1,671.207,  as  against  £535,362  spent 
by  the  French.  The  total  expenditure 
incurred  by  us  during  those  ten  years  was, 
in  round  numbers,  £15,438,000;  and  by 
the  French  £7,136,000 ;  showing  a  dif- 
ference against  us  of  £8,302,000.  While 
on  this  subject  he  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  of  the  loan  of  £17,000,000 
steriiDg  contracted  this  year  by  the  French 
the  sum  of  £4,784.000  was  taken  for  the 
porohase  of  warlike  matirul  during  the 
years  1867,  1808,  and  1869.  That  loan 
irae  contracted  with  the  view  of  re-arming 
the  whole  of  the  French  army  with  breech- 
leeding  rifles,  and  supplying  the  French 
oairy  with  new  artillery.  Now,  while  we 
had  voted  two-thirds  of  that  sum  for 
1867-8,  we,  unlike  the  French,  had  not 
determined  what  arm  should  be  supplied 
to  our  troops,  much  less  calculated  what 
would  be  the  total  expenditure  incurred. 
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Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  when  bringing  for- 
ward the  Army  Estimates,  had  stated  that 
we  were  only  on  the  very  threshhold  of 
the  re-organization  of  our  artillery.     He 
believed  he  should   not  be  incorrect  in 
stating  that  it  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  War  Department  to  renew  the  whole 
of  our  field  artiUery.     Under  such  circum- 
stances, he  thought  himself  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  great  extravagance  on 
our  part  might  be  assumed.     He  would, 
however,  remind  the  House  of  the  extra- 
ordinary causes  of  expenditure  on  the  two 
armies  during  the  period  of  ten  years  to 
which  he  was  referring.     In  regard  to  our 
own  army  there  were  the  Chinese  War  in 
1858,  1859,  and  1860,  the  New  Zealand 
War,  and  the  panic  arising  out  of  the 
Trent  afiair.    During  the  same  period  the 
French  were  engaged  in  the  Chinese  War, 
conducted  constant  warlike  operations  in 
Cochin   China,   in  Syria,   in  Algeria,  at 
Rome,  in  the  Italian  campaign  of  1859, 
and  in  Mexico.     Taking  all   these  facts 
into  consideration,  he  believed  he  was  jus- 
tified in  charging  this  country  with  being 
very  extravagant  in  its  expenditure  on 
Warlike  Stores.    There  were  several  causes 
for  this  extravagant  expenditure,  as,  for 
example,  the  want  of  control ;  the  separa- 
tion of  the  military  and  civil  elements  in 
the  army  ;  the  bad  system  adopted  of  sup- 
plying the  colonies  with  stores  from  this 
country  and  returning  them  to  this  country 
at  a  great  loss  when  they  become  old  and 
useless,  and  the  craving  after  unnecessary 
perfection  in  regard  to  guns  and  maiirieh 
The  House  of  Commons  was  greatly  to 
blame  for  all  this,  for  after  voting  large 
sums  to  be  expended  in  materiel,  no  pains 
were  taken  to  ascertain  whether  the  Stores 
had  been  wasted  or  applied  in  a  proper 
manner.     The  residt  was  that  every  one 
who  had  any  concern  in  the  expenditure 
for  those  Warlike  Stores  was  as  careless 
about  it  as  the  House  of  Commoos  ;  and, 
indeed,  it  was  but  natural  that  when  the 
body  which  set  itself  up  as  the  guardian  of 
the  public  purse  was  so  careless  in  the 
matter  every  one  else  should  be  the  same. 
What  he  proposed  was  that  for  the  future 
the  House  of  Commons  should  have  an 
accurate  Ketum  each  Session  of  the  stock 
of  warlike  matirUl  in   the  Government 
stores — the  Return  to  show  what  the  con- 
sumption had  been  during  the  previous 
year,  the  quantity  used  by  the  troops,  the 
quantity  under  repair,   and  the  quantity 
added  to.  the  stock.     This  system  had 
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been  introduced  in  Fiance  as  far  back 
as  forty  years  ago,  and  bad  led  to  great 
economy  in   tbe  expenditure  for  warlike 

Surprises.  In  a  pamphlet  published  by 
[ajor  General  Balfour  the  arguments  used 
by  the  gentleman  who  b:id  proposed  it  in 
the  French  Chambers  will  bo  found  sta- 
ted. That  gentleman  asked  whether  public 
property  was  precious  only  when  it  con- 
sisted of  monies,  and  whether  100,000 
francs  ought  not  to  be  looked  after  when 
they  were  transferred  to  bronze,  hemp,  or 
other  articles,  as  well  as  when  they  were 
in  specie.  He  further  observed  that  the 
Chambers,  while  holding  Ministers  respon- 
sible for  even  a  centime  in  money,  kept  no 
efficient  control  over  the  vast  sums  expended 
in  Warlike  Stores.  Major  General  Balfour 
himself  expressed  a  strong  opinion  as  to 
the  necessity  for  a  regular  Return  to  Par- 
liament of  the  consumption  and  stock  of 
Stores.  Last  year  he  brought  forward  a 
Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  conversion  of 
guns.  At  that  time  we  had  30,000  cast- 
iron  guns  rotting  in  our  stores,  which  guns 
had  for  several  years  previously  been 
treated  as  so  much  rubbish.  The  officers 
of  the  Government  had  done  everything 
to  prevent  them  from  being  regarded  as 
anything  else.  If  year  after  year  those 
guns  had  appeared  in  a  Eeturn  presented 
to  Parliament  was  it  at  all  likely  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  have  gone  on 
voting  large  sums  for  new  guns  without 
making  an  effort  to  have  those  old  ones 
utilized  in  some  way.  Again,  if  such  a 
Beturn  was  laid  before  Parliament,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  allow  the 
War  Department  to  fling  in  their  face  its 
inefficiency  in  respect  of  accounting  for 
ct-rtain  items  of  military  expenditure  in 
the  colonies.  This  was  done  now  in  a 
note  stating — 

"  This  is  exclusive  of  the  army  acooutreraenis, 
barrack,  hospitnl,  and  other  stores,  a  great  portion 
of  which  is  supplied  from  this  country,  and  the 
value  of  which  cannot  be  stated." 

The  Department  might  just  as  well  say 
that  the  cost  of  the  food  and  clothing  of 
soldiers  in  the  colonies  could  not  be  stated. 
He  had  now  to  call  attention  to  the  manu- 
facturing establishments.  During  the  last 
Parliament  those  establishments  were  the 
aubject  of  very  great  anxiety  to  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  but  the  present  Parliament 
had  taken  little  or  no  notice  of  those  estab- 
lishments. It  had  allowed  them  to  increase 
without  making  any  inquiry  or  putting 
any  check  upon  them.  He  ventured  to 
remind  the  House  of  the  arguments  used 
Mi^'or  Anson 


in  favour  of  those  establishment!.  Thej 
were  to  give  the  GoTemment  tbe  pown  of 
manufacturing  for  themselves  in  times  of 
emergency,  and  also,  he  might  say,  to  gi?e 
them  a  certain  efficiency  in  nianufactorinf. 
The  second  object  in  view  was  to  have  i 
check  over  trade  prices  in  times  of  emer- 
gency. The  thini  was,  by  having  large 
manufacturing  establishments,  to  enahji 
the  War  Department  to  do  with  only  a 
small  stock  on  hand  in  times  of  peace.  la 
his  evidence  before  the  Ordnance  Seleek 
Committee  Colonel  Boxer  adduced  the  lait- 
mentioned  argument  in  favour  of  tboie 
establishments.  He  now  ventured  to  aik 
what  had  been  the  result  of  setting  as 
those  large  manufacturing  establish meotir 
He  admitted  that  in  point  of  execution  tbe 
gun-carriages  and  other  work  were  perfo 
tion.  With  regard  to  our  manufactoiing 
establishments  being  a  check  over  trade 
prices,  he  was  afraid  they  had  never  ahot 
the  mark ;  because  so  effectual  had  been 
their  check  over  trade  prices  that  we  had 
almost  ceased  to  have  any  trade  prices  si  a 
check  over  the  prices  of  our  manufactonof 
establishments.  He  thought  this  positisi 
was  a  worse  one  than  would  have  ben 
even  that  of  our  having  no  oheok  ovtf 
trade  prices.  It  was  true  that  for  saall 
articles,  such  as  small  arms,  we  went  ti 
the  trade  ;  but  speaking  as  regarded  tti 
heavier  articles,  he  was  correct  in  smg 
that  we  had  now  no  trade  prices,  Witk 
regard  to  the  third  expected  advantagt-' 
the  decrease  of  our  stock  of  stores  in  tinfl 
of  peace,  having  no  Keturn  to  go  by  kl 
was  unable  to  give  a  correct  statement  if 
facts ;  but  he  would  venture  to  say  tW 
in  neither  this  country  nor  any  other  wiM 
there  to  be  found  any  establishmeoti  N 
filled  to  repletion  as  our  Qovemmentesta^ 
lishments  were  with  every  kind  of  Wsiliki 
Stores.  Though  the  last  Parliament  vtf 
of  opinion  that  manufacturing*  eatablkb' 
ments  were  desirable,  that  was  only  te  ft 
moderate  extent.  Sir  Benjamin  Haval 
and  Mr.  Godley  both  stated  their  opiniiB 
that  the  Government  should  not  cany  thi 
system  of  manufacturing  in  pnblio  csfeik* 
lishments  too  far.  The  former  Qentleaift 
said  he  thought  that  we  should  rely  iMit 
on  private  enterprize.  The  countiy  bsl 
gone  on  increasing  its  establishments  ta 
such  an  extent  that  they  had  come  st  Ul 
to  believe  that  they  had  a  vested  right,  wi 
only  to  manufacture  but  to  invent ;  sai 
that  if  any  man  dared  to  enter  tha  BsM 
against  them  he  was  to  be  oppossd  Vy 
every  means.     To  such    an  extsnl  hm 
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ih«  wp^bem  been  oanied,  that  he  no  longer  with  wronght-iron  barrel,  £482 ;  oast-iron 

fblt   any    faith  in   figures  which   might  gun  with  wrought-iron  barrel,  £600.  The 

be  placed  in    the   mouth  of  any  Secre-  glaring  injustice  of  asserting  that  to  make 

tary  of  State  for  War,  or  any  Estimates  a  gun  two-thirds  of  cast-iron  and  one-tldrd 

whioh  might  be  laid  before  a  Select  Com-  of  wrought-iron  would  cost   £ll8   more 

mittee  —  when     comparison    was    made  than  to  make  one  wholly  of  wrought-iron 

between  GoTomment  work  and  that  of  an  would  at  once  be  evident ;  but  the  Ord- 

outdder.    These  were  grave  charges,  but  nance   Select  Committee  were  bound  to 

be  was   prepared    to  substantiate   them,  take  the  Estimates  furnished  to  them,  and 

Last  year,  when  he  had  raised  the  ques-  upon  these  Estimates   they  reported  as 

tion    as  to  the  conversion  of  guns,  the  follows  :— 

right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  **  The  Committee  do  not  at  present  recom- 

replied  that  it  was   chiefly  a  question  of  mend  experimonts  to  tost  the  efSoiency  of  Major 

cspenae,  and  the  difference  in  price  be-  I'alliser's  method,  on  the  ground  that  It  Appears 

tween  the  new  6J.ton  gun   as  made  at  ^^.^f,]*"  !!^°T/r^  *»"  ^^^  *"°  constructed 

ZZ    t    •  V        J  XL                *  J                    Ai.  wholly  of  wrought  iron." 

Woolwich,  and  the  converted  gun,  was  the  m.                            ^     b  A^t.         ^-j         n 

diftrence  between  £405  and  £263,   or  There  was  an  end  of  the   onteider,   of 

£143.     This  wae  while  the  Gun  Factories  ?S^"^A«T*»"  f*P<"*  Y™*  ''>'*^  *^  **»? 

«er*  opporing  the  work ;  but  by  a  Eeport  J.fl  ^^'>^'  ^f  Tf«  f^^.  "po".  m<J  "<>* 

of  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee,  re-  till  he  himself  agitated  this  question  and 

MBdy  laid  on  the  table,  he  found  from  an  °'.<'7«^  ^"^  the  Return  was  there  any  bus- 

Ertimate  of  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  for  P'«o»  »f  »  »»t«ke  in  the  estimates.    As 

the  nme  work,  that  the  difference  was  put  T'^'Ja  rT\'^  J  n  *^"*^  ?  •'"'V^' 

a»  £868  instead  of  £l42-this  change  in  furred  to  the  Royal  Gun  Factories,  they 

{he  price  being  mainly  owing  to  the  Ord-  ^P*"^*^  ^^^    following   Note  to  their 

BUioe  Select  Committee  having  reported  -i^''''^- 

fliTViinbly.  He  had  further  been  informed  .".J^",  |?«"  "o*  include  an  ertimate  of  the  oott 
.,.,'.,  Tft  in  -ni.*  t.  J  of  the  1 24-ton  gun  made  of  oast-iron  with  a 
a«t  when  the  Royal  Gun  Faotones  heard  wrought-iron  bar^l.  The  Superintendent,  Royal 
nist  there  was  a  chance  of  the  conversion  Oun  Factories,  states  that  when  called  upon  bj 
•f  these  guns  being  given  to  the  trade,  the  Ordnanee  Select  Committee  for  such  an  es« 
Ihey  immediately  reduced  their  estimates  timaie,  he  explained  to  them  his  inability  to  fur- 
by  i23  a  gun.  In  1864,  the  question  of  "'"^  'l*  /"^  '5»^  the  estimate  he  did  lay  before 
Mj  «»«»  «  ©»•                        t          -±  ^jj^j.  IjqjJ-  /gjjjj  which  nppears  in  their  Report) 

Imwj  ordnance  was  mooted ;  but  the  ex-  ^as  one  of  a  compound  gun,  constructed  on  a 

panse  of  their  manufacture  was  so  heavy  general    principle,   in   accordance   with    Major 

that  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  were—  Palliser's  views,  as  expressed  in  a  (published) 

Letter  to  Captain  Ileyman,  Secretary  to  the  Ord- 

<*  Initmeted  to  give  their  early  and  best  atten-  nance   Select  Committee,  on  the  18th  of  May, 

Mm  to  the  question  of  providing  some  cheaper  i864,  and  illustrated  by  a  drawing;  but,  finding 

BOdt  of  construction  for  heavy  guns,  looking  to  that  this  was  not  the  description  of  gun  they  de. 

tti  probable  introduction  of  a  large  number  of  sired,  he  withdrew  it." 

ndi  guns  for  coast  defences,  and  to  the  import-  a^i.rkj             a  t     l  n          •  l                 jj 

ssteof  reducing  the  expense  whioh  would  attend  ihe  Ordnance  Select  Committee  appended 

-  ttilriiipply  as  made  at  present."  the  following  Note  to  their  Report : — 

^j.,         1.  J-      i.'              Ai.         XI.                A  *'  I^  *!*!■  Report  the  estimates  sent  in  by  the 

.     With  such  directions  as  these,  the  servants  Superintendent  of  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  have 

m  the  Government  to  whom  the  Commit-  been  taken  into  consideration,  as  well  as  that  of 

In  had  to  refer  for  information,  ought  to  the  Palliser  gun,  handed  in  by  the  Superinten- 

hws  tsken  especial  care  that  their  figures  <*®"^  »"<*  withdrawn  by  him,  as  before  stated.  The 

'     nn  eorrect.   or  as  nearlv  ro  ar  Dossible  ^f**"*"®®  Select  Committee,  in  their  Report,  have 

we  correct,  or  as  nearly  so  as  possioie.  ^^^^^  ^^^  j^^^^^.  ^^  .j.  j^  ^^^^  ^^  estimate  for  a 

™»  were   three   proposals    submitted—  cast-iron  gun  with  a  wrought-iron  barrel  ;  and 

[    mb^  the  Royal  Gun  FactorieR,  and  one  now  state  that,  as  far  as  their  records  show,  it 

[    \j  Msjor  Palliser ;  but,  according  to  the  "tands  as  given  in  their  Report,  and  they  were 

I    outiog  practice,  the  Gun  Factories  had  "t*  »''»'•«   ^^^  estimate  had  been  withdrawn. 

ti  estimate  for  all  three.     The  proposals  ^^'^  ""'  °^  '""^'1'  *^^^«"*''''  *^  ^^"*»*  •^^^  ^*°^- 

■sds  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  were  a  This  transaction    called    for    no  remark 

'WMight  iron    gun    with  a  wrought-iron  whatever  from  him ;  the  facts  spoke  for 

^onU  or  a  wrought-iron  gun  with  a  steel  themselves.     He  sincerely  trusted  the  Se- 

Inel.    Major  Palliser's  proposal  was  a  cretary  of  State  for  "War  would  look  upon 

M-iron  gun  with  a  wrought-iron  barrel,  them   in  their  true  light,  and   not  treat 

Ae  respective  estimates  sent  in  by  the  them,    as  he  did  in  November,  as  mere 

itpH  Oan  Factories  were  —  Wrought-  matters  of  account.     He  proposed  to  trace 

km  gun,  with  steel  barrel,  £684 ;  ditto,  the  history  of  these  guns  somewhat  far- 
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ther.  In  oonseqaence  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  a  sample 
gun  was  made  in  1864  on  the  cheap  con- 
struction pattern,  with  a  steel  tube,  the 
cost,  which  he  had  taken  from  the  manu- 
facturing accounts,  being  —  for  labour, 
£156;  material,  £516  ;  percentage,  £72  ; 
making  a  total  of  £744,  or  £61  more  than 
the  original  estimate.  In  1866  the  gallant 
General  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (General  Peel)  adopted  the  cheap 
construction  principle ;  and  twenty-five 
guns  of  that  class  were  ordered.  The 
manufacturing  accounts  laid  before  the 
House  this  year  showed  that  these  cheap 
construction  guns  cost  in  each  case — la- 
bour, £194  ;  material,  £554;  percentage, 
£82;  making  a  total  of  £830,  or  £76 
more  than  the  sample  gun,  and  £147  more 
than  the  original  estimate.  The  difference 
between  the  gun  of  1866  and  the  sample 
gun,  in  labour  alone,  was  £38,  altfiough 
in  1866  there  were  greater  facilities  in  the 
shape  of  heavy  steam  cranes  and  hammers, 
and  although  the  sample  gun  was  made  in 
seven  pieces  and  the  gun  of  1866  in  six 
pieces.  Moreover,  they  had  acquired 
greater  experience  in  1866;  and  it  was 
always  cheaper  to  make  a  number  of  guns 
than  to  make  only  one.  With  regard, 
again,  to  material,  the  steel  in  the  gun  of 
1866  cost  £48  less  than  in  the  gun  of  1864; 
while  the  total  material  was  represented 
as  costing  £38  more.  Upon  this  calcula- 
tion the  iron  and  coal  of  the  gun  of  1866 
would  have  cost  £86  more  than  the  iron 
and  coal  of  the  sample  gun  of  1 864 ;  but 
in  point  of  fact  iron  had  fallen  £1  per  ton 
meanwhile,  and  the  material  used  was 
absolutely  less  than  that  used  in  the  sam- 
ple gun  of  1864.  He  trusted  that  these 
statements  of  his  would  be  thoroughly 
investigated,  and  for  that  purpose  he  was 
ready  to  lay  them  before  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. He  had  no  personal  interest  to  serve 
or  to  promote ;  his  only  object  was  to  point 
out  the  system  which  this  country  had 
raised  up,  and  the  powerful  influence 
which  it  brought  to  bear  against  both 
manufacturers  and  inventors  in  this  coun- 
try. The  right  hon.  Baronet,  when  he 
brought  forward  the  Army  Estimates, 
admitted  that  they  ought  to  be  a  subject 
of  very  great  anxiety  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  ond  that  the  Mouse  had  little 
or  no  control  over  them  ;  and  he  also  pro- 
posed, as  some  improvement  in  the  organi- 
zation of  those  establishments,  to  set  up 
one  man  as  the  head  of  the  Arsenal  at 
Woolwich.      If,  however,  the  man  they 
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appointed  merely  represented  ihe  diffisrent 
interests  of  those  manufacturing  establiih* 
nients  in  the  War  Office,  where  they  were 
already  sufficiently  powerful,  he  could  not 
be  of  the  slightest  use  in  looking  after 
their  economical  working.     To  what  vere 
the  evils  to  which  he  referred  due?  Simply 
to  the  enormous  increase  of  thosif  estab- 
lishments.    The  House  voted,  year  after 
year,  large  sums  of  money  for  the  increaie 
of  the  capital  account  of  those  establiik- 
ments ;  and  yet  they  were  unable  to  tell 
whether  that  outlay  would  be  remunera- 
tive or  not.     Nay,  more;  there  waa  no 
man  in  the  War  Department  who  waa  able 
to  give  an  opinion  on  that  point    Tbe 
evidence  given  by   Mr.   Anderson,  chief 
engineer  of  the  Royal  Oun  Factory,  before 
the  Committee  of  1860,  with  respect  to 
an   increased   outlay  of   £100,000  npoi 
that  establishment,  showed  that  no  man 
but  Mr.  Anderson  himself  was  able  to  give 
an  opinion  whether  that  increased  outlay 
would  be  remunerative.     Again,  with  the 
facilities  which  those  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments   now    had   for  coming  to  tbe 
House  and  increasing  their  capital  acoooat 
it  was  no  wonder  that  they  should  do  eo. 
And  that  they  did.  not  only  in  the  Eid- 
mates  brought  before  the  House,  bat  by 
the  various  applications  they  made  after 
the  Vote  was  passed  to   the  War  Oflei 
and  the  Treasury  for  the  transfer  of  xnoocy 
from  one  item  to  another.     Never  in  on 
single   instance   had   the   head   of  thoH 
manufacturing  Departments   asked  for  i 
transfer  from  capital  account  to  wage^ 
but  it  was  invariably  from  wages  to  nat^ 
rial  and  from  material  to  capital  account  II 
1864-5  no  less  than  £45,000  was  traos* 
ferred  from    wages   to  materials  in  tin 
Royal  Gun  Factories  alone.     In  1865-66 
the    Royal    Gun    Factories    applied  ftt 
£4,100  for  increasing  the  machinery;  and 
it  was  said  that  it  would  be  more  that 
covered  by  the  saving  in   material,    te 
the  17th  of  October  an  application  vtf 
made  for  £14,000  for  increasing  the  ma- 
terial, to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  sarings  iB 
wages.     In  December,  in  consequence  of 
the  great  pressure  of  work  at  the  Boyd 
Gun  Factories,  it  was  necessary  to  spend  a 
large  sum  of  money  for  furnaces.   In  s|^ 
of   the    Appropriation   Act  passed  eveif 
year,  the    House  had   no   control  what- 
ever over  the  money  it  voted  for  those 
manufacturing    establishments.       In  tlM 
expenditure  for  the  year  ending  the  91^ 
of  March,  1867|  there  was  an  ezceeaover 
the  grants  made  by  that  House  of£4l|lS9 
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for  the  Roj'al  Gnn-oarriage  Department ; 
alio  an  excess  of  £53,820,  for  the  Bojal 
God  Factories;  all  that  heing  for    ma- 
chinery, new  works,  and  materials ;   for 
the  Rojal   Laboratory    the    excess   was 
£54,415;  and  the  excess  for  the  Royal 
Small  Arms   Factories    was    £89,065 — 
making  an  excess,  in  those  four  Depart- 
ments only,  of  £238,429;  or  with  the  sur- 
plus on  other  Votes,   a  total  excess  of 
£274.661  upon  Estimates  of  £970.000. 
The  House  did  not  know  how  many  gnns 
or  gnn  carriages  they  had  for  that  monej. 
If  £100,000  were   voted  for  machinery 
for  the  manufacture  of  large   guns  the 
money  was  spread  over  every  article  they 
made  in  the  Gun  Factories,  so  that  the 
HoQse  could  not  know  the  actual  cost  of 
the  gnns,  or  make  any  comparison  of  the 
prices  with  those  of   the  private  trade. 
Another  objection  to  the  present  system 
was  that  they  were  unable  to  separate 
their  naval  and  military  accounts  for  raw 
material.      Everybody   who   wished    for 
economy   in  the  army   expenditure  had 
always  felt  the  importance  of  having  a 
separation  between  their  naval  and  mili- 
tary acoonnts ;  but  such  a  thing  was  im- 
possible as  long  as  they  maintained  the 
present  system  with  regard  to  those  mann- 
iseturing  establishments.   They  had  never 
known  in  one  single  year  whether  they 
worked  those  establishments  at  a  profit  or 
a  loss.    Now,   he  had  a  proposal  which 
he  wished  the   House  to  consider.      He 
nid  they  ought  to  throw  on  the  man  to 
whom   they    intrusted    a   manufacturing 
establishment  the  responsibility  of  proving 
that  any  application  he  made  for  an  in- 
crease of  the  capital  account  was  really 
necessary.     He  proposed  that  they  should 
Bfty  to  Colonel  Boxer  or  any  other  person 
who  was  placed  over  those  establishments 
— *•  We  shall  set  you  up  with  plant,  ma- 
chinery, buildings,  and    everything  that 
is  necessary  to  carry  on  your  work ;  that 
plant,  machinery,  &c.,  shall  be  valued  at 
a  certain  sum  of  money,  on  which  you 
ahall  pay  so  much  interest  in  hard  cash 
into  tile  Treasury;  the  only  person  you 
shall  have  any  communication  with  in  the 
War  Department  shall  be  the  Director  of 
Contracta  or  the  head  of  the  Control  De- 
partment ;  you  shall  enter  with  him  into 
contracts  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  he 
enters  into    contracts    with   the   private 
trade;  the  articles  you  produce  in  your 
manufactories   shall  be   subjected  to   an 
independent  inspection   exactly  like   the 
Articles  produced  byj  the  private  trade; 
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and  you  shall  charge  to  the  Superin- 
tendent of  Contracts  in  the  War  De- 
partment such  a  sum  as  will  not  only 
enable  you  to  produce  the  article  you  re* 
quire,  but  to  pay  the  interest  on  your 
capital,  and  also  to  provide  for  wear  and 
tear  and  depreciation  of  machinery."  He 
maintained  that  by  that  plan  they  would 
place  their  manufactories  on  a  sound  com- 
mercial footing;  and  that  was  the  only 
way  in  which  they  could  possibly  obtain 
an  accurate  account  of  the  articles  they 
produced  and  their  cost.  They  would 
thus  be  able  to  tell  whether  the  money 
had  been  properly  expended  or  not,  and 
the  result  would  be  an  enormous  saving 
in  many  items  of  expenditure  which  under 
the  present  system  were  wasted.  More- 
over, instead  of  interfering,  as  they  did  at 
the  present  moment,  in  carrying  out  ex- 
periments with  the  public  money,  those 
establishments  would  confine  themselves 
to  their  proper  work  —  namely,  that  of 
manufacturing,  and  doing  it  in  the  best 
and  cheapest  manner  they  could.  When 
the  responsibility  was  thus  thrown  on 
them  for  the  increase  of  the  capital  ac- 
count, they  would  take  care,  before  they 
spent  money  on  new  plant,  machinery, 
and  new  buildings,  that  they  saw  their 
way  to  its  being  remunerative.  We  should 
also  be  able,  for  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  to  separate  our  naval 
and  military  accounts.  The  establiMhment 
could  open  a  separate  account  with  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  Indian  Government 
would  he  able  to  go  to  them  and  order 
what  they  wanted  in  exactly  the  same 
way  they  did  with  private  contractors. 
He  had  heard  it  urgeid  as  an  objection  to 
his  proposal  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  pit  Government  manufactories  against 
private  trade;  but  he  had  the  testimony 
of  Colonel  Boxer  to  the  effect  that  the 
Government  Departments  possessed  many 
advantages  over  private  establishments, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  disgrace  to  them 
if  they  did  not  manufacture  much  more 
cheaply  than  private  manufacturers.  The 
result  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  plan  as  he 
suggested  would  be  to  secure  a  clear  sys- 
tem of  accounts.  He  believed  there  had 
been  gross  extravagance  in  those  estab- 
lishments, and  the  sooner  they  were  put 
on  a  proper  footing  the  better. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  (^ueitioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  order  to  ensure  economy  in  onr  Eipendikure 
on  Warlike  Stores,  it  is  advisable  to  have  aa 
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annual  Statement  laid  upon  the  Table  of  thii 
House,  showing  the  quantitj  and  value  of  each 
dpscription  of  Stores  in  the  possession  of  the 
Troops,  or  in  tho  Arsenals  and  Storehouses,  the 
quantity  issued  nnd  consumed  during  each  year, 
and  the  replacements  in  consequence  of  a  change 
of  pattern  or  of  the  ordinary  annual  consumption ; 
that  in  order  to  prevent  tho  manufacture  of  War- 
like Stores  becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in  the 
hands  of  tho  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
articles  required  for  Military  purposes  from  the 
private  trade ;  and  to  ensure  accuracy  of  ac- 
counts, economy  ot  production,  and  fair  compari- 
son of  Government  with  trade  prices,  the  Manu- 
facturing Drpartments  shall  be  treated  as  private 
firms,  the  Government  purchasing  the  articles  re- 

?[uired  at  remunerative  prices,  to  be  provided 
rem  Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  Establishments  (whether  for  build- 
ings, plant,  or  working  capital,)  being  provided 
by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners," — {Major  Anton,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

Me.  HAYTER  said,  that  before  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  replied,  it  would  be  convenient 
that  he  should  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  was  comparatively  a  small 
matter,  but  nevertheless  one  of  great  im- 
portance— namely,  tho  advantage  of  return- 
ing to  the  old  practice  in  respect  to  the 
serving  out  of  ball  ammunition.  The  prac- 
tice up  to  the  year  1 827  was  to  keep  the 
twenty  rounds  of  ball  ammunition  now 
carried  by  all  non-commissioned  officers 
and  privates  of  the  army  in  store,  to  be 
served  out  to  tho  men  only  when  going 
on  guard,  or  when  held  in  readiness  for 
immediate  duty.  That  practice  still  ob- 
tained in  the  cavalry.  It  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  it  would  be  considered  a 
slur  upon  the  army  to  withdraw  this  am- 
munition from  the  possession  of  the  men. 
He  heard  a  general  complaint  expressed  of 
the  delicate  character  of  the  Snider  am- 
munition, inasmuch  as  it  was  apt  to 
break  through  the  paper,  and  becoming 
loose  was  rendered  unfit  for  use.  When 
such  an  accident  occurred  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  re-covering  it  fell  upon  the  captains 
of  companies,  which  was  viewed  by  them 
as  unjust.  If  the  practice  he  suggested 
were  adopted  also,  they  would  get  rid  of 
the  double  process  which  was  now  required 
on  every  field  day,  when  the  bull  cartridge 
had  to  bo  delivered  into  store,  previous  to 
tho  issue  of  the  blank.  Should  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  hold  the  troops  in  readiness,  a 
previous  order  would    be  given  by  the 


general  officers  in  oommand»  or  vhob 
battalions  might  be  served  with  ball  eiri- 
ridge  in  twenty  minutes.  Mnch  greater 
security  would  also  be  obtained  agiinii 
the  acts  of  men  of  violent  and  furious  tem* 
per,  or  of  drunken  habits,  who  in  their 
moments  of  insanity  were  tempted  to  per- 
petrate crimes  of  murder  or  manslaughter, 
from  which  they  themselves  would  wiih 
to  be  guarded  against.  He  need  only 
remind  tho  House  that  in  1861  there 
were  six  cases  of  military  murder  to  shov 
the  importance  of  adopting  some  meui 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  such  offeneei 
In  the  present  year  a  case  had  lately  oe* 
curred  at  the  Horfield  Barracks,  Bristol, 
in  which  a  Serjeant  Maskell,  of  the  8rd 
Buffs,  armed  with  a  breech-loader,  had  find 
five  successive  shots  in  the  barrack-yirl 
and  ultimately  taken  the  life  of  a  prifiti 
soldier,  before  the  guard  could  dose  with 
him,  and  this  murder  was  also  committBd 
with  the  service  ball  ammunition.  Al- 
though happily  there  had  been  a  soa- 
siderable  diminution  of  such  crimes  of  Isii 
years,  they  nevertheless  occasionally  i» 
curred  under  circumstances  to  excite  the 
utmost  horror  and  alarm.  Military  frisndl 
of  his  were  in  favour  of  the  plan  h«  r^ 
commended,  and  amongst  them  he  wonU 
wish  to  include  Lord  Penrhyn,  who  ■ 
an  old  adjutant,  and  strong  Consemtift 
in  military  matters,  gave  to  this  propoMl 
his  most  strenuous  support. 

Colonel  KORTH  said,  he  trusted  tkt 
tho  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretaiy  if 
State  for  War  would  not  follow  the  tt 
vice  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Memhc 
Every  officer  he  had  spoken  with  expreMi 
surprise  that  an  officer  oould  be  found  ti 
make  such  a  suggestion,  which,  in  pUl 
English,  meant  that  our  soldiers  were  woA 
a  body  of  assassins  that  they  ought  not  li 
be  trusted  with  ammunition.  It  WM  • 
gross  insult  to  the  army.  If  they  oodi 
not  be  trusted  with  ammunition,  they' 
not  fit  to  be  soldiers  at  alL 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTOIT,  who 
with  other  hon.  Members,  said,  he  InA 
given  way  to  the  hon.  Member  for  WcBi 
(Mr.  Hayter),  as  he  thought  that  he  wit 
going  to  address  the  House  on  the  lufj/C 
question  introduced  by  the  hon.  and  gaUtfft 
Member  for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson).  Ht 
was  ready  to  admit  the  great  importUMS 
of  the  proposals  embraced  in  the  Motiflt 
of  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  wsi 
entitled  to  thanks  for  the  attention  he  hit 
given  to  a  subject,  which  not  only  InTtlvd 
the  interests  of  the  oonntry  as  zagndil 
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oor  anatmentf,  but  also  affected  in  no  or- 
dinary degree  the  expenditure  of  the  coun- 
try.    But  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  brought  that  sub- 
ject before   the   House  was  a  matter  of 
regret.      He  (Sir  John  Fakington)  had 
eome  down  to  the  House  prepared  to  dis- 
eoia    the    Motion  which    the  hon.    and 
gallant  Gentleman   had  placed  upon  the 
Paper,  bat  greatly  to  his  surprise  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  devoted  a  great 
part  of  hia  speech  to  a  discussion  of  the 
moat  minute  details  touching  complicated 
gaeationa  respecting  the  Government  Manu- 
IMtiiring  Departments.  They  all  knew  the 
itate  of  transition  in  which  they  lived. 
Only  a  few  years  ago  the  largest  gun  in 
kha  aerrioe  was  a  95-cwt.  gun,  not  weigh- 
ing fkre  tons,  and  now  they  had  22-ton 
inna.     There  were  all  sorts  of  pending 
inaationa,  involving  an  endless  variety  in 
Bonatmction    with    respect  to    cast-iron, 
irronght-iron,  wrought-iron  linings,  steel 
guna,  and  various  methods  of  rifling.    All 
thoae  were  unsettled   questions,  and,  in 
addition,  there  was  the  most  hostile  rivalry 
between   the  Government  Manufacturing 
Bapartmenta  and   outsiders,   and  endless 
iiiTentora  contending  that  they  had  the 
power  of  providing  a  cheaper  and  more 
•Bcient  gun.     The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Member  might  lead  one  to  suppose 
that  he  had  been  inspired  by  some  of  those 
iMttuden  and  inventors.      The  hon.  and 
gaUant  Gentleman  had   entered  on   this 
fisenssion  without  any  Notice  whatever, 
and  with  a  spirit  which  showed  hostility 
is  seme  extent,  or,  at  all  events,  doubt 
,  iriih  respect  to  the  honesty  of  the  public 
/Ospartments.     This  course  of  proceeding 
;  Vm hardly  fair.     The  matter  brought  for- 
\  vnd  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was 
;  Maof  great  difficulty,  and  it  was  the  duty 
if  the  Government  to  be  impartial  with 
h^wet  to  it,  and  to  take  the  line  which 
te  tile  best  of  their  judgment  appeared 
biiost  conducive  to  the  public  interests. 
AiUsown  part,  he  could  say  that  ho  had 
Miadae  leaning  to  the  Government  Manu- 
Mning  Departments.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
Inl  Hember  begun  by  stating  that  he  had 
■■iras  charges  to  make,  in  that  case  it 
^  his  duty  to  have  given  distinct  warn- 
«V  of  those  charges  ;    but   the   Motion 
ihsad  Qpon  the  Paper  certainly  did  not 
|i*l  sudi    warning.     What    was    to   be 
tkqght  of  the  spirit  in  which  the  hon. 
M  gallant  Member  made  the   charges, 
Ita  he  declared  that  he  had  no  faith  in 
Ai  ignres  of  the  public  Departments? 


That  was  tantamount  to  saying  that  when 
the  public  Departments  stated  their  case 
he  would  not  believe  them.  With  re- 
ference to  the  price  of  guns  good  reasons 
could  be  given,  but  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  never  mentioned  what  was  the 
particular  gun  of  which  he  spoke,  and  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  were  end- 
less varieties  of  guns.  The  hon.  and  p:al- 
lant  Gentleman  talked  about  Major  Palliser 
and  of  the  comparative  prices  of  guns  made 
in  the  public  arsenals  and  by  the  private 
trade.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
went  into  the  subject  with  due  care,  he 
would  find  that  in  almost  every  instance 
the  guns  made  at  the  public  arsenals  were 
made  at  a  cheaper  and  lower  rate  than 
those  of  the  private  trade.  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  not  believe 
figures.  However,  he  (Sir  John  Fakington) 
maintained  that  until  the  balanco-sheeta 
came  out  and  there  had  been  an  opportu- 
nity of  testing  the  accuracy  of  the  figures 
they  must  be  accepted  as  correct.  Having 
thus  met  that  part  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  speech  which  he  had  no  right  to 
expect,  he  begged  now  to  turn  to  what  he 
had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  Motion 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 
He  was  sorry  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  not  been  content  to  deal  with  it,  for 
it  was  a  very  largo  subject,  involving  three 
diflerent  propositions,  and  on  each  of  them 
he  was  prepared  to  state  the  course  which 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue.  The 
first  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  that  we  should  have  an  annual  state- 
ment laid  upon  the  table  of  this  House, 
showing  the  quantity  and  value  of  each 
description  of  stores  in  the  possession  of 
the  troops  or  in  the  arsenals  and  store- 
houses, the  quantity  issued  and  consumed 
during  each  year,  and  the  rc-placements 
in  consequence  of  a  change  of  pattern 
or  of  the  ordinary  annual  consumption. 
The  French  Government  had  adopted 
the  plan  of  laying  a  very  accurate  state- 
ment before  the  Legislature  of  the  state  of 
their  stores,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
meet  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  by  the 
admission  that  it  was  most  desirable  to 
have  such  a  statement  laid  before  the 
House.  The  only  objection  ho  knew  to 
such  a  statement  was  that  he  was  afraid 
it  would  be  impossible  to  provide  it  with- 
out some  not  inconsiderable  expense  in 
the  way  of  assistance  in  the  Department. 
But  he  would  endeavour  to  ascertain — and 
it  could  only  be  done  accurately  by  ex- 
perience— what  the  expense  would  be  of 
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conceding  that  portion  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  requirement.  Ho  was 
convinced  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  Houso  and  to  the  public,  and  would 
check  the  tendency  to  accumulate  an  un- 
due amount  of  stores  in  our  arsenals  and 
elsewhere;  but  he  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  aware  that  from  the 
nature  of  the  Return  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  give  it  immediately  following  the 
year  to  which  it  applied.  On  the  French 
plan  a  year  always  intervened.  He  would 
have  a  Kcturn  prepared  in  the  shape  to 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  re- 
ferred, showing  fairly  and  honestly  the 
state  of  our  stores ;  but  the  House  must 
not  expect  tliat  the  statement  of  our  stores 
closing,  say,  on  the  31st  of  March,  1868, 
could  be  laid  on  the  table  in  the  course 
of  1869,  but  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  presented  the  year  after  but 
one.  The  next  portion  of  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was— - 

"  That  in  order  to  prevent  the  mnnufncturo  of 
Wnrliko  Stores  becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  Establishments  it  is 
advisable  to  purchase  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
articles  required  for  Military  purposes  from  the 
private  trade." 

ITow,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  could 
hardly  be  aware  of  the  extent  to  which 
that  was  already  done.  If  he  examined 
the  Estimates  of  the  present  year  he  would 
see  that  we  now  resort  to  private  trade 
for  a  very  large  portion  of  our  stores.  He 
would  state  to  the  House  exactly  how  we 
stood  in  that  respect.  Take  the  article  of 
clothing,  to  which  he  referred :  there 
would  this  year  be  manufactured  and  re- 
paired at  their  own  clothing  factory  to 
the  amount  of  £509,746,  leaving  to  the 
amount  of  £418,288  to  be  purchased.  Of 
gunpowder  there  would  be  manufactured 
during  the  year  to  the  amount  of  £4,382, 
and  £9,700  would  be  purchased.  Of 
small  arms  there  would  be  manufactured 
to  the  amount  of  £146.702  while  £76,000 
would  be  purchased.  Iron  ordnance  would 
be  manufactured  to  the  value  of  £203,446, 
and  the  value  of  £10,400  would  be  pur- 
chased. With  respect  to  the  Laboratory, 
he  was  sorry  he  could  make  no  such  state- 
ment. The  Laboratory  was  one  of  the 
heaviest  sources  of  expenditure,  and  there 
he  could  show  no  per  contra  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  trade ;  but  he  quite  ac- 
ceded to  the  principle  that  it  was  very 
desirable  with  regard  to  projectiles  as  well 
as  arms  themselves  that  private  trade 
should  be  resorted  to.     The  fact  that  it 
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was  not  was  to  be  attributed  to  ttie  gmt 
change  occurring  inHhat  Department,  and 
particularly  the  adaptation  of  the  Snider 
rifle.    With  regard  to  gun-carriages,  theie 
would  be  manufactured  to  the  amount  of 
£215,175,  and  £38,450   would  be  par- 
chased.    The  general  result  was  that  there 
would  be  manufactured  and  repaired  dar- 
ing the  present  year  stores  to  the  anonot 
of  £1,661,565,  leaving  to  be  purchaied 
£834,838.  All  this  was  being  done  during 
the  current  year  without  any  Motion  1^ 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  so  that  te- 
tually  they  were  at  the  present  moment 
resorting  to  private  trade  for  one-third  of 
our  whole  stores.     He  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  see  from  this  that 
there  was  no  indisposition  to  establish  that 
check  on  the  manufacturing  establishmeDti 
which  he  desired  by  resorting  largely  ts 
private  trade  for  our   stores.     The  moat 
important  part   of  his  hon.   and  gallant 
Friend's  Motion  was  the  last,  in  which  be 
wished  to  make  a  complete  change  in  oor 
whole  system  of  manufacturing  estahUih- 
ments.     He  proposed  that — 

*'  To  ensure  accuraoj  of  accounts,  eooDCnj  cf 
production,  and  fair  comparison  of  GoveroMit 
with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing Deptrtamti 
shall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the  GoTcniBMft 
purchasing  the  articles  required  at  remonerstivi 
prices,  to  be  provided  from  Armj  and  other  VotM^ 
and  the  capital  charges  of  the  Establishmcott' 
whether  for  buildings,  plant,  or  working  capital- 
being  provided  by  advances  at  interest  niada  If 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners." 

He  wished  that  instead  of  dwelliDgdari^ 
the  greater  part  of  his  speech  on  facts  tad 
details  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
devoted  his  time  to  a  little  more  ezplant 
tion  of  the  manner  in  which  he  propoaii 
to  work  out  this    great  and  impovtait 
change.     He  (Sir  John  Fakington)  was  If 
no  means  disposed  to  refuse  it.     He  qoili 
admitted  its  importance ;  and  if  thechanfli 
were  successfully  brought  about  it  wcw 
tend  in  a  very  great  degree  to  simplify  te 
accounts.     On  the  other  hand  he  belieic^ 
it  was  a  change  wholly  without  precedeit* 
There  were,  he  believed,  some  precedeal^ 
in  France.     The  French  Goyemment  hi4 
carried  out  that  system  in  two  respectt-'^ 
with  regard  to  printing  and  gunpowdff  t 
but  these  were  very  small  precedents.  E^ 
believed  there  was  no  precedent  in  aa^ 
country  for  carrying  on  a  large  OoveniiiMfti* 
establishment  on  the  principle  which  U^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  proposed.    Umi* 
were  great  difficulties  of  detail  which  kt 
wished  had  been  explained.     How  Wt 
the  funds  to  be  provided  tot  oanyiDg  * 
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these manufactnriog  establishments?  Were 
these  establishments  to  be  removed  from 
Parliamentary  control?      Then   again,  if 
these   krge    Government    establishments 
were  to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with 
prirate  firms,  were  they  to  accept  business 
from  all  customers  that  might  come  for 
goods,  or  were  they  to  be  restricted  to 
Bopplyiag  the  requirements  of  the  Qovern- 
meot  ?  These  were  questions  that  required 
mach  consideration,  and  the  Government 
would  have  to  weigh  the  matter  very  care- 
fully before  it  committed  itself  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman, 
which  affected  not  only  the  War  Depart- 
ment but  the  Admiralty  and  Treasury  De- 
partments.   Under  these  circumstances  he 
could  not  say  that  he  was  at  once  prepared 
to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  which  would  effect  a  complete 
revolution  in  that  branch  of  the  public 
service  to  which  it  had  relation — a  revolu- 
tion,  however,   that  certainly  held  out 
great  promise  of  improvement,  but  he  was 
willing  to  submit  the  plan  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  a  joint  Committee  of 
the  War  Department,  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Treasury,  for  them  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  and  report  upon  it.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  first  suggestion  respect- 
ing a  Ketum  he  thought  should  be  adopted ; 
his  second  plan,  ho  had  shown,  was  already 
carried  out  to  a  great  extent ;  and  with  re- 
spect to  his  third  plan  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  that  it  should 
receive  the  most  careful  consideration. 

Ms.  OTWAY  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  met  the  charges  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
(Major  Anson),  or  that  he  was  entitled  to 
shelter  himself  behind  the  excuse  that, 
not  expectiog  from  the  form  of  the  hon. 
snd  gallant  Gentleman's  Notice  that  the 
subject  of  the  accounts  would  be  brought 
forward,  he  had  not  prepared  himself 
to  enter  into  the  question.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  referred  to  the 
great  waste  of  money  which  was  taking 
place  in  the  War  Department,  and  that 
was  also  a  point  eminently  worthy  of  con- 
sideration.  In  addition  to  the  oases 
specified  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
he  (Mr.  Otway)  had  some  charges  to  bring 
against  the  Department  over  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  presided.  The 
first  was  that  when  an  invention  had 
been  approved  and  the  inventor  had 
been  rewarded  by  that  House,  the  Com- 
mittee to  ivhioh  reference  had  been  made 


took  upon  themselves  so  to  alter  the 
invention  as  to  render  it  perfectly  worth- 
less. Thus,  the  rockets  invented  by  Mr. 
Hale,  who  had  received  £8,000  for  his  in- 
vention from  that  House,  had  been  so 
altered  as  to  be  almost  useless.  His  se- 
cond charge  was  that  such  vast  quantities 
of  gunpowder  were  kept  in  store  for  so 
long  a  time  in  the  various  batteries  that  it 
was  deteriorating  in  power.  His  third 
charge  was  that  1,000  rounds  of  ammuni- 
tion per  Run  were  despatched  to  Abys- 
sinia, while  probably  not  two  rounds  per 
gun  were  actually  fired,  nor  was  there  any 
possibility  of  the  number  of  rounds  sent 
being  used  in  any  campaign  in  that  coun- 
try. He  hoped  that  the  matters  alluded 
to  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
be  investigated,  and  that  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  with  some  more  satis- 
factory explanation. 

Thb  Makquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  meet  the  charpres  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield  (Major 
Anson)  without  ample  notice  having  been 
given  of  them.  Instead  of  wording 
the  Notice  as  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  done,  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
if  his  hon.  and  gallant  Fiiend  had  in- 
tended to  bring  such  grave  charges  for- 
ward, he  ought  to  have  used  such  language 
as — "  In  order  to  prevent  erroneous  Esti- 
mates, in  order  to  prevent  utterly  falsified 
accounts  being  presented,  such  and  such 
things  ought  to  be  done."  He  thought, 
however,  that  when  charges  of  so  grave 
a  character  were  made  it  was  not  sufficient 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  should 
come  down  to  that  House  and  content 
himself  with  making  a  counter- statement. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  after  mak- 
ing such  serious  charges  against  the  De- 
partment, ought  not  to  be  satisfied  without 
moving  for  a  Select  Committee,  or  obtain- 
ing a  promise  from  the  Secretary  of  War 
that  the  whole  matter  should  be  fully  in- 
quired into  by  an  independent  body.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
as  to  the  difficulty  which  stood  in  the  way 
of  dealing  with  the  proposal  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He  went 
even  further,  and  contended  that  the  pro- 
posal to  work  those  establishments  as  pri- 
vate firms  was  utterly  impracticable.  He 
had  had  some  little  experience  in  connection 
with  those  establishments,  and  believed 
that  they  had  conferred  great  advantage 
on  the  country.    It  was  no  doubt  expe- 
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dient  to  resort  as  far  as  possible  to  prirate 
enterprize;  but  it  was,  in  his  opinion, 
nevertheless  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  these  establishments  should  be  main- 
tained in  a  state  of  thorough  efficiency. 
He  had  made  these  few  remarks  because 
he  thought  it  of  the  highest  importance 
that  there  should  be  the  most  perfect 
houesty  and  rectitude  on  the  part  of  those 
who  managed  these  establishments,  and 
because  he  thought  that  the  accounts  ought 
to  be  above  the  shadow  even  of  suspicion. 

Major  ANSON  desired  to  say  a  word 
in  personal  explanation  of  the  charge 
which  had  been  brought  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  complained  that  he  had 
brought  this  matter  forward  without  hav- 
ing given  sufficient  notice  of  his  intention. 
Ho  certainly  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  knew  that 
he  was  going  to  make  these  charges,  and 
he  could  only  further  say  that  he  had 
not  made  a  single  charge  which  had  not 
been  previously  brought  officially  before 
the  Secretary  of  State. 

CoLONKL  ANNESLEY  said,  that  some 
of  the  charges  brought  forward  were  of  a 
most  extraordinary  character.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway),  for 
instance,  had  made  it  a  mattier  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Government  that  they 
had  supplied  each  of  the  guns  sent  to 
Abyssinia  with  1,000  rounds,  while  not 
more  than  two  rounds  to  each  gun  had 
actually  been  expended.  [Mr.  Otwat  : 
Had  probably  been  expended.]  The 
fact,  however,  was  that  there  had  been 
scarcely  any  fighting  in  Abyssinia,  and 
if  the  reverse  had  been  the  case,  and 
the  Government  had  neglected  the  pre- 
caution of  providing  an  ample  supply  of 
ammunition,  the  hon.  Member  for  Chat- 
ham would  have  been  only  too  ready  to 
have  charged  the  Government  with  their 
neglect.  He  ventured  to  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wells  (Mr.  Hay  tor)  was 
incorrect  in  the  opinion  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed, because  his  belief  was  that  the 
officers  of  the  army  were  far  from  wishing 
to  deprive  the  soldiers  of  the  ammunition 
which  at  present  was  placed  in  their  care. 
If  that  were  done,  what  would  be  the 
result  when  the  soldiers  were  called  upon 
to  engage  in  active  service  at  a  moment's 
notice,  a  thing  to  which  they  were  always 
liable  ?  During  the  prevalence  of  the 
Fenian  alarms,  for  instance,  a  detachment 
of  troops  was  telegraphed  for  at  twelve 
o'clock,  and  left  town  for  Osborne  in  con- 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington 


sequence  of  that  telegram  within  an  hoor, 
a  promptness  which  could  scarcely  hifs 
been  attained  if  the  delay  consequent  on 
the  distribution  of  ammunition  to  each 
man  had  had  to  be  incurred. 

SiE  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  re- 
garded these  establishments  as  resembling 
to  some  extent  the  gardens  in  which  tbe 
proprietors  cultivated  their  own  vegetables 
at  a  cost  greater  than  the  price  which 
would  have  been  demanded  for  them  in 
the  market.     The  Government  had  not 
the  same  motives  to  economy  which  were 
to   be   found   in   private  establishments. 
They  laboured  under  no   fear  of  bank- 
ruptcy,  and  consequently  did  not  pay  tbit 
attention  to  details  which  private  persom 
find  so  necessary  to  the  success  of  their 
undertakings.       He    thought,    therefore^ 
that  it  would  be  much  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  go  into  the  open  market  and 
purchase  what  they  required  as  cheapLj 
as  they  could,  instead  of  carrying  on  those 
expensive    establishments.     But    if  the 
Government  were    resolved   to  maintUB 
the    manufacturing    establishmentsy    the 
strictest   accounts  ought   to  be  kept  it 
order  to  compare  the  cost  of  mnnitiooi  of 
war  supplied    by  private  mannfactunn 
with  those  manufactured  by  the  Gtovefih 
ment.    The  only  sound  principle  on  whiek 
public  manufactories  could  be  condnetedi 
was  that  laid  down  by  &ir  Honry  PaneD 
in  his  Work  on  Financial  Reform,  wha 
said  that  they  ought  to  be  maintained  on 
the   same   principle  as  private  mannibo* 
tories,  and  that  there  should  be  an  aooooal 
current  of  profit  and  loss  between  theft 
and  the  Financial  Department. 

Gkneral  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  tbit    ] 
when  the  Government  purchased  Wailiki  . 
Stores  the  quality  was  almost  invariaUf 
found  inferior.    If  the  Gt>vemment  did  vm 
manufacture  a  large  portion  of  their 


powder,  they  would  run  the  risk  of  gettinC 
powder  of  inferior  quality,  which  woalA 
derange  all  calculations  of  range  and  aeet* 
racy  of  firing. 

Lord  ELGHO  said,  his  hon.  and  gaOiBt 
Relative  (Major  Anson)  being  unable  agii* 
to  address  the  House,  wished  him  to  ec- 
press  his  desire  for  a  searching  investigS' 
tion  into  the  statements  he  had  made,  ol 
his  intention  to  move  on  Thursday  serf 
for  a  Select  Committee.  He  would  pra£^ 
however,  that  the  inquiry  should  be  pv9- 
posed  or  instituted  by  the  Gt)vemment 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  would  withint 
his  Motion. 

Amendmenti  by  leave,  mMhrmpn. 
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Qoettion  again  proposed,   ''That  Hr. 
Speaker  do  now  lei^Te  the  Chair. '^ 

Motion,  bj  leave,  mikdratpn. 
Committee  drferred  till  To-morrow. 

PORTPATRIGK  AND  BELFAST  AND 
COUNTY  DOWN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANIES BILL— [Bill  20L] 
(Mr.  Dod$9m,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Mxeheguer, 
Mr.  Sdaier-Booth.) 

sEooim  BSAnnro. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Thb  OHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  stated,  that  the  object  of  this  mea- 
iMXfi  was  to  release  the  Treasury  from  an 
nndertaking  entered  into  by  them  in  1856, 
to  establish  a  short  sea  service  between  the 
Weet  of  Scotland  and  the  Korth  of  Ireland, 
the  railway  companies  being  at  the  same 
time  bonnd  under  penalties  to  construct 
lines  to  the  ports  of  Portpatrick  and  Don- 
aghadee.  Those  lines  had  been  completed, 
and  nearly  £50,000  had  been  spent  on 
Portpatrick  harbour;  but  it  had  already 
hegfUk  to  silt  up,  and  was  found  to  be  un- 
fit for  a  night,  and  consequently  for  a 
pnnctnal  mail  service,  while  the  postal 
accommodation  could  be  provided  far  more 
cheaply  aud  equally  well  by  acceleratiug 
the  mails  via  Dublin.  If  the  service  were 
established  moreover,  the  sum  it  would  be 
worth  paying  would  not  satisfy  the  com- 
panies, and  there  would  be  the  liability  to 
tpeod  large  sums  on  the  harbours.  Under 
these  oironmstances  a  compromise  had 
teemed  to  him  expedient,  and  he  bad 
effected  an  arrangement  with  the  County 
Down  Bailway  Company  that  it  should 
waive  its  olaim  for  the  establishment  of 
the  service  in  consideration  of  a  loan  of 
£166,000,  the  amount  of  its  debenture 
debt,  at  Si  per  cent  for  a  term  of  years. 
The  claims  of  the  Portpatrick  Company  were 
greater,  there  being  seven  miles  of  line 
which  would  be  rendered  useless;  but  after 
nearly  two  years'  negotiations  that  com- 
psny  had  agreed  to  accept  a  loan  of 
£163,000  on  the  aame  terms  and  a  free 
grant  of  £20,000.  The  companies  would 
have  to  show  that  their  security  was  good, 
and  the  loan  would  yield  a  small  profit, 
which  would,  he  believed,  recoup  the 
Treasuiy  the  £20,000.  The  arrangement 
would,  on  the  whole,  be  an  economical 
one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  that  the  BUI  be  read  a  second 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed » 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  believed  the 
arrangement  to  be  a  judicious  one,  and  the 
best  escape  from  an  impolitic  undertaking. 
When  he  was  at  the  Treasury,  the  obstacle 
to  the  settlement  of  the  question  was  a 
claim  set  up  by  the  companies,  not  merely 
to  a  short  sea  service,  but  to  a  second  ex- 
press mail  communication  between  London 
and  the  North  of  Ireland  by  that  route. 
The  latter  would  have  been  enormously 
expensive,  and  he  resisted  the  claim, 
which  had  turned  out  to  be  unfounded. 
He  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  now 
very  fairly  met  the  legitimate  claims  of 
the  oompanies. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Wednesday, 


REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIB8T    BBADI170. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO,  in  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law 
of  Begistration  in  Ireland,  explained  that 
by  this  measure  it  was  proposed  to  shorten 
considerably  the  period  for  revision  of  the 
electoral  lists.  The  effect  of  it  would  be 
that  the  Courts  for  revising  the  lists  would 
be  held  between  the  8th  of  September 
and  the  6th  of  October,  so  that  the  register 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  the  sheriff  by  the 
1  st  of  November.  The  general  result  would 
be  that  the  whole  of  the  proceedings  would 
be  concluded  on  or  before  the  1st  of  No- 
vember, instead  of  the  30th,  as  at  present, 
and  therefore  the  time  for  the  conclusion 
of  all  the  proceedings  would  be  nearly  the 
same  as  under  the  English  Bill,  fie 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  this  mea- 
sure would  not  at  all  interfere  with  the 
old  franchises ;  but  would  apply  solely  to 
those  which  would  be  created  under  the 
Irish  Reform  Bill.  Supplemental  lists  of 
the  persons  entitled  to  the  new  franchise 
would  be  placed  before  the  Revising  Bar- 
risters at  the  time  of  the  revision  Sessions ; 
but  the  ordinary  register  for  the  old  fran- 
chise would  not  be  interfered  with.  There 
would  also  be  a  provision  for  increasing 
the  number  of  polling-places,  and  another 
for  facilitating  the  representation  of  Mas- 
ters of  Arts  in  the  University  of  Dublin. 
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Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  Attobitey  Gsnebal 
for  Ireland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
LBiU  213.] 


PUBLIC   DEPABTMEVTB  PATlfENTS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatkb-Booth,  Bill  to  em- 
power certain  Public  Departments  to  pay  other- 
wise than  to  Executors  or  Administrators  small 
Bums  due  on  account  of  Pay  or  Allowances  to  Per- 
sons deceased,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
ScLATBB-BooTU  ftnd  Mr.  Secretary  Gathobrs 
Hardt. 
BiHpreeented,  and  read  the  first  lime.  [BUI  212.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   LOEDS, 


Tuesday,  July  7,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  Bills— AV**  Reading-^ 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  *  (221 ) ;  Poor 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)*  (222)  ; 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  ilsc.  (Ireland)*  (224); 
Fairs  (Metropolis)*  (223);  liailway  Com- 
panies *  (230)  ;  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  * 
(225). 

Secmxd  Reading  —  West  Indies  [133];  Prisons 
(Scotland)  Administration  Acts  (Lanark- 
shire) Amendment*  (202);  New  Zealand 
(Legislative  Council)*  (107);  Admiralty 
Suits*  (182);  Renewable  Leasehold  Conver- 
sion (Ireland)  Act  Extension  *(  184) ;  Regis- 
tration (218). 

SxLKCT  CoMMiTTEB  —  Rcport— }LTi\iMXk%'  and  La- 
bourers* Dwellings  [No.  227]. 

Committee-^  Fnii-s  *  ( 14 1 ) ;  Ucpresentation  of  the 
People  (Ireland)  (170);  Reformatory  Schools 
(Ireland)*  (122);  Medway  Regulation  Act 
Continuance*  (199);  Bank  of  Bombay  *  (100) ; 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  *  (190) ; 
Courts  of  Law  Fees,  ^.  (Scotland)  *  (180). 

Report — Artixans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings* 
(08-228);  Fairs*  (141);  Ileprcsentatiou  of 
the  People  (Ireland)  (170);  Reformatory 
Schools  (Ireland)*  (122);  County  Courts  Ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction*  (108);  Medway  Regu- 
lation Act  Continuance*  (199);  Bank  of 
Bombay  *  (190) ;  County  General  Assessment 
(Scotland)*  (lUO);  Courts  of  Law  Fees,  &q. 
(Scotland)*  (189). 

Third  Reading  —  Army  Chaplains*  (140); 
Vagrant  Act  Amendment  *  (138);  Boundary* 
(170);  Representation  of  the  People  (Scot- 
land) (192),andiKZM«<f. 

The  Urn-l  of  Mayo 


Beecnid  Emimg.  fti 

WEST  INDIES   BILL— (No.  186.) 
( The  Duke  of  Buekingkam.) 
SECOND  BEADINa. 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Red- 
ing read. 

The  Duke  op  BUCKINGHAM:  Mj 
Lords,  I  have  to  ask  your  LordshifM  to 
f^ive  a  second  reading  to  a  Bill  for  the  n* 
lief  of  tlie  Consolidated  Fund  from  to  sB* 
nual   payment  of    £20,300   for  purpoMi 
connected  with  the  Church  of  EngUndin 
tlio  West  Indies.     That  grant  originfttel 
in  1824,  when  the  condition  of  the  lUn 
population  having  attracted  much  atteo- 
tion,  among  other  measures  for  iinprofii| 
their  condition  preparatory  to  emancipatifli 
was  one  introduced  on  the  Motion  of  Xl 
Canning,  for  increasing  the  efficiency  i 
the  Church  of  England  in  those  colooi* 
The  Church  had  heen  estahlished  then  far 
a  long  series  of  years,  the  parochial  syiUa 
having  been   introduced,   and  the  elci0 
being  subject  to  the  Bishop  of  Londoii 
but  the  wants  of  the  landowners  and  vUtt 
population   had   been    regarded  in  thflN 
arrangements    rather   than    those  of  Ihi 
slaves.     Under  these  circumstances  an  ti- 
mediato  and  considerable  increase  in  tti 
numbers  of  the  clergy  was  necessary,  ui 
it   was   also   requisite    that    ecrlesiaitieil 
supervision  nearer  than  that  of  Bishopiii 
this   country    should   be    provided.     Mft 
Canning,  in  proposing  the  grant,  said— 


«  To  provide  the  means  of  religions  instmli* 


till  the  slave  population  are  raised  in  the  iQtl*' 
nature  that  they  can  be  capable  of  comprebsBftf 
or  fitted  to  receive  the  blessings  of  CbristisHt^ 
It  is  intended  to  increase  the  amount  and  ^M 
the  basis  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishnolh 
the  West  1  ndies.  That  Establishment  was  foo'ij 
for  the  benefit  of  the  white  population  alona  * 
was  no  more  calculated  for  the  negro  tbao  kt^ 
brute  animal  that  shares  his  toils.  I  •■  >* 
stating  this  as  a  matter  of  charge,  bat  u  a  mtt'  j 
of  fact."— [2  Hansard,  x .  1097.]  \ 

It  was  not  proposed  by  Mr.  Canning  ii*  ■ 
permanent   grant;  but  its  object  wm|J  j 
meet  immediate  and  pressing  wants,  i*  \ 
from  the  first  it  was  avowedly  sobjeet  l|  j 
such  modifications  as  might  be  reqvii^ 
from  time  to  time,  or  to  entire  witbdrtViN 
und,  as  a  matter  of  course,  it  has  been  ntf* 
than  once  discussed  both  with  regtid  H 
the  amount  of  the  sum  giren  and  ai^^ 
the  mode  of  its  application.     Mr.  CsBtfi| 
further  said— 


785 


W$$i  Inim  BiOr-- 


[JvLX  1, 1868) 


Second  Shading  • 


786 


"Oaa  of  th«  EpifooiMl  EsUblithments  ig  in- 
tondad  to  be  fised  at  JamAioa,  the  oth«r  in  the 
Leeward  Iilandi.  For  the  support  of  thoie  Es- 
tabliihmentf  it  will  not  be  necesaarj,  for  a  time 
at  leut"— 

Tour  Lordships  will  remark  these  words^ 
"  for  a  time  at  least  "— 

**  that  any  demand  should  be  made  on  the  flnanoes 
oftheUlanat." 

The  grant  was  accordingly  made,  and  in 
the  first  instance  £14,000  of  it  was  appro- 
priated to  the  Bishops  and    archdeacons, 
while  the  remaining  £6,300  was  distrihuted 
among  rectors  and  oatechists.     An  altera- 
tion was  soon  found  necessary  with  regard 
to  the  bishoprics,  and  a  third  see  was  con- 
stituted, the  income  originally  allotted  to 
two  bishoprics  being  di?ided  among  three. 
Some  years  later  the  sees  were  further 
iseressed  to  fire,  and  the  amount  paid  to 
each  Bishop  hae  therefore  been  materially 
redoeed,  while  the  payment  to  the  clergy 
has  been  distributed  among  a  larger  num- 
ber of  persons^  new  churohee  and  rectors 
being  admitted  to  a  share  in  it.     Among 
the  changes  also  waa  a  total  repeal  of  the 
elaose  which  gave  pensions  to  Bishops  ap- 
pointed under  the  prorisions  of  the  Act. 
The  reason  why  the  withdrawal  of  the 
grant  is  now  proposed  is  this  —  Last  year 
a   measure    having    that    object,   passed 
throQgh  several  stages  in  the   House  of 
Commons    without    opposition,   and    that 
Hoose  was  evidently  of  opinion  that  the 
grant  had  done  its  work,  and  that,  while 
respecting  existing  interesta,  its  continu- 
aoee  waa   unneceaaary.     That  that  ia  a 
correct  view  of  the  caae  ia  evident  from  the 
fact  that  when  the  grant  waa  first  made 
the  whole  sum  appropriated  by  the  various 
colonies  to  the  maintenance  of  their  clergy 
did  not  exceed  £14,000  or  £15.000  a  year, 
so  that  the  addition  of  the  grant  more  than 
doobled  the  amount;  whereaa  the  aum  now 
Appropriated  by  them  ia  about  £60,000,  ao 
that  the  Imperial  Votea  form  an  augmenta- 
tion of  only  a  third.     Moreover,  the  slaves 
were  at  that  time   incapable   of  holding 
property,  and  had  no  means  of  providing 
•aeh  spiritual  ministrations  as  they  might 
desire;  but  their  descendants  are  now  in 
nany  caaea  landed  proprietors,  and  are  not 
only  able  to  aubscribe,   but  do,  in   fact, 
subscribe  conaiderable  euma  for  religioua 
porpoaea.  Ciroumatanoes  have  thua  entirely 
eiianged,  and  there  ia  no  reason  why  the 
Church  in  the  Weat  Indian  coloniea  ahould 
be  aaaiated  out  of  the  Imperial  Revenue 
•ny  more  than  thoae  of  our  other  ooloniea. 
Kow»  the  proviaiott  for  the  Weat  Indian 


clergy  being  made,  in  most  caaesi  by  Ordi- 
nances or  Acts  renewable  at  intervale  of 
eight  or  ten  years,  and  it  being  in  some  of 
the  islands  about  to  undergo  consideration, 
it  is  desirable  that  Parliament  should  de- 
clare ita  intentions  with  regard  to  the 
grant,  in  order  that  the  coloniea  may 
know,  in  making  their  arrangements,  whe- 
ther it  will  be  continued,  and  whether  the 
appointments  which  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  vacant  will  be  filled  up.  Now,  as 
for  some  years,  under  the  Governments  of 
different  parties,  it  hae  not  been  the  prac- 
tice to  fill  op  appointments  in  the  caae  of  the 
higher  order  of  clergy,  it  aeems  to  me  most 
desirable  that  these  circumstancee  should 
be  put  an  end  to,  and.  therefore,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  general  policy,  the  Govern- 
ment have  come  to  the  determination  to 
propose  the  withdrawal  of  the  grant,  respect 
being  had  to  vested  interests.  Before 
moving  the  second  reading,  I  think  it  right 
to  explain  to  the  House  that  this  queation 
of  the  abolition  of  the  grant  baa  no  con- 
nection with  the  queation  of  the  euspension 
of  certain  oppointments  in  Jamaica,  with 
which  the  discussion  the  other  night  ap- 
pears to  have  been  to  some  extent  mixed  up. 
On  the  latter  question  a  correspondence 
had  arisen  between  my  immediate  prede- 
cessor and  the  Governor  of  Jamaica  ;  but 
the  question  with  which  this  Bill  deals,  on 
the  contrary,  has  arisen  altogether  since  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  holding  the  Seals 
of  the  Colonial  Office.  Although  this  ques- 
tion has  been  mooted  many  years  in  Parlia- 
ment as  to  whether  the  grant  should  be 
repealed,  yet  my  predecessor  in  Office  has 
not  been  mixed  up  with  this  particular  Bill, 
to  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  now  to  give 
a  aecond  reading. 

Moioed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (  The  Duke  of  Buckingham), 

Tee  Eabl  of  CARNARVON  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  rise  to  offer  a  single  word 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  the  aecond  read- 
ing of  which  haa  been  juat  moved  by  my 
noble  Friend.  I  do  not  object  to  the  Bill ; 
though  I  can  hardly  concur  in  aome  of 
the  reaaona  which  he  aaaigned  for  ask- 
ing your  Lordshipa  to  aupport  the  Bill. 
My  noble  Friend  atated,  aa  hia  firat 
reason,  that  this  meaaure,  or  many  atages 
of  it,  had  paaaed  the  Houae  of  Commona 
laat  Seasion  without  oppoaition.  That, 
I  hold,  would  be  in  itaelf  a  very  poor 
and  insufficient  justification  for  asking  your 
Lordahipa  to  agree  to  a  meaaure  if  objec- 
tionable on  other  grounds.    Nor  do  I  quite 
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go  along  with  my  noble  Friend  when  he 
says  that  the  Bccoiid  reaaon  which  induced 
him  to  move  the  second  reading  ia  the 
great  change  which  has  occurred  in  the 
character  of  the  population  of  the  West 
Indies.  I  am  afraid  that  population  — 
changed  possibly  as  it  may  he  for  the  better 
in  some  respects  —  is  still  by  no  means  in 
such  a  position  as  to  dispense  easily  with 
the  annual  £20,000  which  this  Bill  will 
take  away  from  them.  But,  my  Lords,  as 
1  said  before,  I  shall  not  oflfer  the  smallest 
opposition  to  this  Bill  ;  though  I  am  bound 
to  state  to  the  House  that  it  will  fall  as 
a  yery  serious  loss  upon  the  Church  in 
the  West  Indies.  When  I  had  the  honour 
to  hold  the  Seals  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
I  was  well  aware  that  some  considerable 
change — the  ecclesiastical  establishment  of 
the  West  Indian  Church — was  coming.  I 
foresaw  from  the  temper  of  Parliament  that 
it  would  not  be  disposed  for  very  long  to 
continue  the  grants  which  had  been  made  ; 
and  when  taking  preparatory  steps  to  en- 
deavour to  place  the  Church  in  the  colonies 
in  a  somewhat  better  situation,  I  incurred 
at  the  time  considerable  reproach—reproach 
from  those  who  thought  this  change  was 
distant,  but  who  now  find  that  it  is  near. 
My  Lords,  the  Church  in  the  West  Indies 
must  fare  like  almost  every  other  colonial 
Church.  She  must  stand  upon  her  own 
resources— so  far,  at  least,  as  help  and  aid 
from  this  country  are  concerned  ;  and  I 
do  not  myself  doubt,  though  her  situation 
is  not  as  favourable  to  her  as  in  many 
other  colonies,  that  she  may  gather 
strength  and  extend  her  ministrations  by 
evoking  sources  of  new  latent  strength — 
perhaps  by  means  of  Native  clergy  and 
Native  catechists.  My  Lords,  before  I 
leave  this  point,  I  would  suggest  that  when 
this  Bill  goes  into  Committee  an  Amend- 
ment may  bo  introduced  which  will  pro- 
bably meet  with  the  assent  of  both  sides,  to 
correspond  with  the  clause  introduced  in 
the  Canadian  Clergy  Reserves  Act,  and 
to  enable  the  holders  of  life-interests  to 
compound  those  interests  for  a  gross  sum 
which  shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  some 
trustees  or  other  authorities.  My  Lords, 
I  should  be  glad  now  to  pause  ;  but  after 
the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  a  few  nights 
ago,  when  alluding  to  this  Bill,  I  feel  it 
due  to  the  House  and  to  myself  to  say  a 
few  words.  My  Lords,  I  may  safely  say 
my  whole  object,  my  chief  desire  when- 
ever I  have  had  the  honour  to  address 
your  Lordships,  has  been  to  confine  myself 
T/w  £arl  of  Carnarvon 


as  closely  and  with  aa  mneh  aeenraay  ai 
possible  to  any  statement  of  facts  wbiirii  I 
may  have  to  make,  and  in  return  for  the 
constant  kindness  and  indulgence  vliich 
this  Houso  has  shown  me  never  to  state 
any  fact  which,  without  full  care  and  con- 
sideration on  my  part,  I  do  not  believe  to 
be  correct.  But,  my  Lords,  the  noble  tnd 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  comiDg 
down  upon  me  a  few  nights  since,  I  moit 
say,  with  all  that  forensic  skill  of  which 
he  is  so  great  a  master,  and  with  all  tbtt 
long  professional  training  and  practice  whieh 
distinguish  him  so  much  in  this  House  tod 
elsewhere — ^left  upon  your  Lordships  tbt 
impression  that  I  had  grossly  exaggerated, 
not  to  say  misrepresented,  certain  fset^ 
and  that  I  had  endeavoured  to  mislead  joir 
Lordships  upon  matters  on  whieh  as  havJDf 
lately  had  the  honour  to  hold  the  seals  i 
the  Colonial  Office  I  was  bound  to  be  «- 
pecially  correct.  Now,  upon  that  poiat  I 
will  ask  your  Lordships'  attention  for  a  verj 
few  minutes — and  I  will  beg  the  Hooie  ll 
believe  that  I  have  no  wish  whatever  li 
revive  any  asperities  of  the  past  debate  or 
to  say  one  word  which  can  give  reaioi- 
able  offence  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  or  thoso  who  supported  them  on  ibit 
occasion.  My  only  and  my  sole  oontie- 
versy  is  with  the  statement  of  the  nobis 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  No«i 
there  are  two  questions  which  the  noUf 
Duke  who  has  just  spoken  (the  Dib 
of  Buckingham)  carefully  diatinguisbod  il 
the  end  of  his  speech  ;  the  first  is  tk 
question  with  regard  to  the  Buspenaii 
of  ecclesiastical  appointments  in  the  i^ 
land  of  Jamaica,  and  the  other  is  tht  j 
question  of  the  disendowment  of  the  Chmh 
of  England  in  the  West  Indies  under  thii 
Bill  to  the  extent  of  £20.000.  My  Imk 
that  first  question  of  the  suspeosios  ■ 
ecclesiastical  appointments  requires  litdi 
notice,  because  it  is,  as  the  noble  Dili 
said,  not  immediately  and  directlj  di* 
nected  with  the  Bill  before  your  Lflrf* 
ships,  and  if  it  had  been  that  the  noUi 
and  learned  Lord  had  charged  me  with  tf 
inaccuracy  on  that  point  I  should  not  ks4 
thought  it  worth  while  to  allude  fortktf 
to  the  subject.  My  noble  Friend  (BiJ 
Granville)  who  moved  the  second  reaidii| 
of  the  Established  Church  (Ireland)  SB 
the  other  evening  stated  that  a  panM 
existed  between  the  suspension  of  ecektiat" 
tical  appointments  in  Jamaica  and  tlMir 
proposed  suspension  in  Ireland  in  the  Bffl 
which  your  Lordships  have  rejected  ;  ani 
I,  following  on  a  eabteqaent  evoningt 
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lora«d  entirely  all  that  mj  noble  Friend 
lad  aaid  on  that  part  of  the  subject.  For 
Jiia  I  was  taken  to  task  by  the  noble  and 
ieamed  Lord,  who  stated  that  there  was 
lothing  whate?er  parallel  between  the  two 
Daeea.  Now,  mj  Lords,  I,  on  the  contrary, 
ean,  withoot  taking  up  your  Lordships* 
limey  ahow  that  there  is  a  great  deal  that  is 

Cirmllel.  The  Established  Church  of  Eng- 
nd  ID  the  West  Indies,  as  in  Ireland,  is 
the  Chorch  of  the  few ;  it  is  also  the  Church 
rf  the  rich  few;  it  is  a  Church  whose  clergy, 
It  edoeated  men  scattered  in  the  midst  of 
I  fkr  leas  educated  race,  stand  in  very  much 
the  aame  relation  to  the  population  in  the 
^eat  Indies  as  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
fiihad  Church  do  to  the  population  of  Ire- 
land. And  what  was  the  suspension  of 
kheae  eoolesiastical  appointments  ?  In  Ire- 
lead,  the  Irish  Suspensory  Bill  provided 
Ibat  the  Taeancies  of  sees  and  certain  ec- 
deitaatieal  offices  that  occurred  should  not 
be  filled  op  for  the  space  of  one  year — to 
lo  what  f — to  enable  Parliament  to  consider 
iifbelbar,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  it  should 
Dei  make  modifications,  reductions,  and,  on 
the  adffliaaion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go?ern- 
BMOl  itself,  even  a  total  abolition  of  the 
Beeleaiastical  Establishment.  And  what 
ma  the  Suspensory  measure  with  regard 
te  Jamaica?  It  provided  that  ecclesias- 
tiasl  vaoanciea  among  the  clergy  —  not 
the  Bishops  —  should  not  be  filled  up  for 
Hm  space  of  between  two  and  three  years, 
%ith  the  view  that  at  the  end  of  that  pe- 
iM  Her  Majesty's  Government  might  con- 
rihr  whether  or  not  modifications,  reduc- 
ttii,  and  eren  total  abolition  should  not 
,  ^  muted.  And  I  say  **  total  nbolition  " 
I  Ci  die  authority  of  a  report  which  I  saw  in 
\  ^ptper  of  an  Answer  given'by  my  right 


Friend  (Mr.  Adderloy)  about  ten  days 
,  in  which  he  stated  that  no  steps 
w  Majesty's  Government  were  taking 
h  this  matter  would  preclude  if  desirable 
«  the  opinion  of  Parliament,  the  total 
ihfitkifD  of  the  West  Indian  Church.  My 
I*^  that,  I  think,  is  sufiicient  to  justify 
ttiieble  Earl  and  myself  in  sajing  that 
■we  was  a  strong  parallel  in  principle 
meen  the  two  cases.  But  then  the 
Me  and  learned  Lord  read  a  despatch 
IHI  Sir  John  Grant,  recommending  to 
Al  Secretary  of  State  this  scheme,  and 
iiNbsequently  read  a  despatch  from  the 
llenUry  of  State  opproving  it ;  and  then 
11  lamed  round  on  me,  and,  in  a  manner 
lAirii  brought  down  cheers  unnumbered 
By  head,  he  said,  "  Shall  I  tell  the 
bow  the  case  really  stands  ?  Why, 
it  be  poBfibly  belieTcd  that  the  sig- 


nature appended  to  that  despatch  was  the 
sifrnature  of  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ?" 
Why,  my  Lords,  I  never  denied — I  never 
dreamt  of  denying — that  I  sanctioned  the 
Suspensory  scheme  in  Jamaica  just  as  I 
voted  for  a  Suspensory  scheme  in  Ire- 
land. I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  where 
is  the  inconsistency.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  seems  to  have  given  me  even  greater 
credit  for  consistency  than  I  ventured  to 
claim  for  myself.  And  now  I  come  to  the 
subject  really  before  the  House— namely, 
this  Bill — and  upon  this  ground  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  attacked  me  severely.  I 
had  stated  that  this  Bill,  which  withdraws 
the  £20,000  originally  granted  to  the 
West  Indian  Church,  was  a  disendowment. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  denied  the 
justice  of  the  term  so  applied.  He  said-^ 
and  I  will  give  you  his  very  words — re- 
ferring to  the  West  Indian  Church — 

''Nothing  whatever  has  been  done,  nothing 
whatever  is  proposed  to  be  done  altering  in  an/ 
manner  the  establisbment  of  Bishopi,  archdea- 
oons,  and  olergy  in  the  way  in  which  it  has 
subsisted  ever  since  it  had  any  existence."—- 
[3  Hansard,  oxciii.  261.] 

Now,  let  me  ask  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider what  the  real  facts  are.  My  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  stated  them  to  your 
Lordships.  Allow  me  to  re  -  state  them 
in  a  few  words.  The  West  Indian  bi- 
shoprics had  no  existence  before  the  year 
1824.  In  that  year  tho  Crown,  by  letters 
patent,  created  these  bishoprics.  In  the 
very  next  Session  Parliament  passed 
the  Act  which  is  here  repealed,  and 
that  Act  recited  that  the  Crown  had  by 
letters  patent  constituted  these  three 
bishoprics ;  that  the  right  of  appointment 
was  in  the  Crown  ;  and  it  then  proceeded 
to  assign  for  the  support  and  sustentation 
of  these  bishoprics  the  sum  of  £20,000 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  ;  providiog, 
lastly,  that  if  the  4}  per  cent  duties  in  the 
colony  should  reach  a  certain  point,  that 
sum  of  £20,000  should  be  transferred  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  4^  per  cents. 
In  the  following  year — 1826 — there  was 
another  Act,  an  amending  Act,  which 
simply  apportioned  part  of  this  £20,000 
among  some  of  the  minor  clergy.  From 
1826  to  1842  I  can  find  no  trace  of  any 
legislative  action  on  the  subject ;  but,  in 
1842,  another  Act  was  passed,  enabling 
the  Crown  to  subdivide  these  dioceses,  and 
diminish  the  stipends  assigned  to  the  clergy 
and  Bishops  without  any  increase  of  the 
gross  sum  of  £20,000.  Your  Lordshipa 
will  see,  therefore,  that  no  bishoprics  were 
in  ezistenoe  prior  to  1824,  that  then  they 
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were  created  by  letters  patent;  that  an 
endowment  was  provided  for  them  ;  that 
that  endowment  remained  untouched  up  to 
1842,  though  power  waa  giren  and  has 
been  used  of  re-distributing  the  grant 
within  tlie  sphere  and  limits  of  the  West 
Indian  Church,  just  in  the  same  way  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  a  former 
occasion  argued  that  the  funds  of  the 
Irish  Church  ought  to  be  re-distributed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  Church  it- 
self. I  say,  therefore,  that  so  far  as 
Act  of  Parliaments  are  concerned,  if  this 
is  not  the  case  of  an  endowment  I  am 
really  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  an  en- 
dowment is.  But  I  may  make  my  ground 
stronger  still.  In  1842,  when  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Derby,  then  Lord  Stanley,  in- 
troduced the  Bill  as  Colonial  Secretary, 
what  did  he  state  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  Why,  that  he  proposed  this  mea- 
sure for  the  subdivision  of  the  existing 
dioceses  only  after  consultation  with  the 
heads  of  the  Church,  and  after  receiving 
their  approbation  ;  thus  clearly  implying 
that  the  West  Indian  Church  was  intimately 
connected  in  interests  and  policy  with  the 
Established  Church  of  this  country.  In 
the  debate  which  followed  Mr.  Pakington 
thanked  Lord  Stanley  for  what  he  had 
done,  and  went  on  to  state  that  for  his 
part  he  always  declared  that  wherever  the 
authority  of  the  British  Crown  existed, 
proper  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
Established  Church.  On  the  other  hand,  a 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lyveden),  then 
Mr. Vernon  Smith,  warned  Lord  Stanley  not 
to  establish  Bishops  in  every  colony,  be- 
cause nothing  could  be  more  detrimental, 
especially  to  the  Church  of  England  itself, 
than  the  establishment  in  all  the  colonies 
of  the  State  religion  of  this  country.  That, 
therefore,  in  general,  public,  Parliamentary 
repute  was  the  view  taken  of  this  Act. 
And  if  you  go  further  you  find  undoubtedly 
the  same  view,  taken.  I  find  no  further 
allusion  to  these  bishoprics  until  1866, 
when  Mr.  Remington  Mills  complained  that 
these  Bishops  were  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  this  country ;  and 
what  was  the  answer  of  my  predecessor, 
Mr.  Cardnrell,  upon  the  subject?  He  said 
that  the  general  views  of  Parliament  and 
the  country  with  respect  to — what?-— 
with  respect  to  these  "ecclesiastical  en- 
dowments" had  very  much  changed  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  imposing  the  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Therefore, 
I  think  I  was  warranted  in  speaking  of  this 
Church  in  the  West  Indies  as  an  Estab- 
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liahed  Chnreh,  and  of  the  money  granted 
to  it  as  an  endowment.  It  is  possible  that 
— though  I  do  not  stop  to  argue  the  point 
— some  persons  may  attempt  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  income  derived  by  the 
Church  from  tithe  and  income  derived 
under  statute.  I  confess  I  am  at  a  lou 
to  understand  the  grounds  for  such  a  dis- 
tinction. The  tithes  rest  on  the  secnrit/ 
of  the  land  from  which  those  tithes  are 
derived  ;  money  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  by  Act  of  Parliament  ii 
based  on  the  security,  not  of  one  piece  of 
land,  but  of  the  whole  of  the  land  and 
property  of  the  country ;  and  I  am  at  s 
loss  to  understand  what  can  be  more  bind- 
.ing  or  trustworthy  than  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  under  such  conditions  as  1 
have  described.  But  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  did  not  content  himself  with  contra- 
dicting the  accuracy  of  my  statement  with 
regard  to  the  use  of  the  word  endowment. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  this  was  simplj  s 
transfer  from  Imperial  to  colonial  fundi. 
In  order  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  he 
will  allow  me  to  read  bis  ? ery  words.  He 
said— 

"  The  colonUts  are,  I  believe,  perfectly  ready  to 
make  proviBion  for  the  payment  of  the  Biibopt 
and  parochial  clergy ;  and  the  whole  of  thii  gmA 

Question  of  the  disendowment  of  the  Cbarohia 
amaica  turns  ont  to  be  simply  this — ^tbe  traoi- 
fer  of  the  burden  of  £20,000  from  the  Impe- 
rial Exchequer  to  the  Colonial  £zohequer."— 
[3  Hansard,  cxciu.  261.] 

Now,  I  have  examined  these  three  Acts 
and  I  take  on  myself  to  say  that  there  is 
not  A  word  in  any  one  of  them  with  re- 
ference to  such  a  transfer  ;  and  if  it  is  not 
efifected  by  virtue  of  anything  in  these  Acts, 
how  else  can  the  transfer  take  place  ?  At 
to  the  alleged  readiness  of  the  colonists  to 
accept  these  burdens,  it  is  true  that  I  have 
resigned  the  Seals  of  the  Colonial  Offiee 
for  a  year  and  a  half,  and  of  course  can 
know  nothing  of  what  may  have  passed 
since  then  ;  but  so  satis6ed  am  I  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  could  have  htd 
no  warrant  for  this  statement  that  I  will 
take  the  responsibility  of  saying  thst  I 
am  fully  satisfied  there  can  be  no  dii* 
position  on  the  part  of  these  colooitts 
to  accept  the  burden ;  I  am  satisfied  thst 
there  is  little  power  on  their  part  to  accept 
it,  even  if  they  were  so  disposed ;  and  1 
cannot,  therefore,  believe  the  statement 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on- 
advisedly,  and  I  am  sure  unintentioDally» 
made  to  this  House.  I  must  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  whether  he  cao 
produce  any  eTidence,  direct  or  indirecti 
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great  or  small,  to  show  tbat  the  oolonists 
have  erer  expressed  in  the  smallest  degree 
their  readiness  to  accept  this  burden.  I 
think  I  might  safely  go  furtiier,  and  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  produce  a 
single  despatch  previous  to  the  debate  on 
the  Irish  Church  in  this  House,  in  which 
the  colonists  have  been  even  invited  by  the 
Government  to  accept  that  burden.  If  I 
am  vrrong  in  this  statement  which  I  now 
make  I  shall  be  the  first  to  apologize  for 
it  ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  noble 
sod  learned  Lord  hai  no  evidence  to  pro- 
doce  in  support  of  his  statement,  I  hope 
that  hi^  sense  of  candour  and  fairness 
will  lead  him  to  acknowledge  that  that 
ilatement  was  wholly  without  foundation. 
Tliirdly,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
contradicted  me  equally  pointedly  on  ano- 
ther question  of  fact,  and  I  beg  the  House 
to  pay  particular  attention  to  it.  He  says— 

**  FVom  a  very  earlj  period  the  dignitaries  of  the 
Choroh  were  supported  by  the  colonies.  The  dis- 
tivas  in  the  Islands  arising  from  emancipation  was 
BO  great  for  the  time,  that  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land, AS  a  matter  of  charity  and  as  an  eleemosynary 
gif\,  was  content  to  pay  out  of  the  fonds  of  the 
mother  ooantry,  a  sum  of  £20,000  a  year  in  order 
to  eke  out  and  complete  the  salaries  of  some, 
Dot  all,  bat  a  certain  number  of  the  Bishops  and 
tbeir  archdeacons  in  those  islands." — [3  Hamard, 
ezciii.  261.] 

Now  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  in  these  half- 
ddxen  lines  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
fallen  into  not  less  than  three  distinct 
errors.  In  the  first  place,  before  eman- 
eipatioD,  these  Bishops  as  I  have  shown, 
were  not  supported  by  the  colonies  at  all. 
In  the  next  place,  this  sum  of  £20,000 
haa  not  been  granted  to  eke  out  and  com- 
plete  the  salaries.  I  believe  that  the  Bishops 
have  almost  if  not  wholly  and  solely  de- 
pended upon  tbat  grant.  Thirdly,  I  deny  that 
the  distress  arising  from  emancipation  was 
in  any  degree  or  shape  the  cause  of  this 
endowment  of  the  bishoprics.  It  is  obvious 
it  eould  not  be  so.  Negro  emancipation 
waa  passed  in  1833,  and  the  Act  which 
l^ave  this  endowment  was  passed  in  1825. 
That  is  my  answer  to  this  charge,  and 
I  do  not  eare  to  make  any  further  com- 
ment on  it.  Lastly,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  told  me  I  was  so  blinded  with  anger 
against  the  Government  that  I  was  ready 
to  make  a  thruit  whenever  I  could,  and 
therefore  that  I  had  magnified  what  was 
"  a  Tory  simple  and  commonplace  transac- 
tion *'  into  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
Kow»  let  this  question  be  judged,  whether 
or  DO  it  is  a  very  simple  and  commonplace 
ftraaaaotion,  not  from  anything  I  say,  bat 


from  the  words  of  a  Colleague  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  I  find  that  on 
the  13th  of  April  last  year  Mr.  Reming- 
ton Mills,  a  Gentleman  I  believe  of  ad- 
vanced Liberal  opinions  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  introduced  a  Bill  which,  with 
the  exception  of  a  single  clause,  was  sub* 
stantially  the  same  as  the  measure  now 
before  the  House.  Mr.  Adderley,  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  and  the  Colonial 
Ofiiee,  said  he  should  not  oppose  the  Bill, 
but  he  pointed  out  that  it  was  in  a  very 
improper  state  to  pass,  and  he  went  on  to 
say — 

"The  measure  ought  to  be  accompanied  by 
considerable  aafeguai^s,  for  anything  like  a  pre- 
cipitate repeal  of  the  Acts  in  question  might  lead 
to  the  production  of  great  mischief,  to  injustice 
to  individuals,  and  injury  to  the  Church,  and 
might  even  involve  a  breach  of  faith  with  the 
colonists  of  the  West  Indies.  Not  only  must 
existing  interests  be  saved,  but  the  power  of  gra- 
dual reduction  must  be  somewhere  reserved,  as 
also  the  power  of  anticipating  vacancies." 

That  Bill  then  and  this  being  substantially 
the  same,  I  must  ask  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  whether  it  is  fair  to  describe 
a  measure  which  is  "  fraught  with  great 
mischief,  injustice  to  individuals,  injury 
to  the  Church,  and  possible  breach  of 
faith  with  the  colonists  of  the  West  In- 
dies," as  a  simple  and  commonplace  trans- 
action. I  do  not  care  to  pursue  this  any 
further.  I  am  indebted  to  your  Lordships 
for  the  patience  with  which  you  have 
listened  to  me.  I  have  studiously  avoided 
by  any  word  of  mine  re-opening  any  part 
of  the  debate  on  the  Irish  Church.  What 
I  have  said  has  been  said  in  vindication  of 
my  own  character,  which  was  assailed  for 
inaccuracy.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
lectured  me  very  severely,  and  he  lamented 
that  he  was  obliged  to  point  out  to  me, 
who  had  been  Colonial  Secretary,  the 
errors  I  had  made  in  the  matter  of  colonial 
fact.  I  leave  it  now  to  the  House  and  to 
every  impartial  person  to  judge  between 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  myself, 
and  to  say  which  of  the  two  has  been 
most  accurate.  My  Lords,  I  did  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  more,  but  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  uses  that  great  skill  and 
forensic  power,  to  which  I  am  the  first  to 
pay  my  tiibute  of  respect,  to  charge  an 
humble  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
like  myself  with  attempting  to  exaggerate 
and  to  mislead,  and  when  that  individual 
labours  as  I  did  under  the  disadvantage 
of  being  unable  from  the  rules  of  the 
House  to  reply,  and  feels  himself  very  far 
inferior  to  the  noble  and   learned  Lord 
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in  rhetorical  power,  I  think  it  would  hare 
heen  fairer  and  more  generous  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself  were  to 
mesBure  his  own  atatementB  of  fact  by  a 
standard  of  the  most  precise  accuracy. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
opening the  debate  on  the  Irish  Church. 
The  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  laments  that  statements 
were  made  by  me  when  he  had  not  the  op- 
portunity of  repljring.  The  noble  Earl 
has  had  an  opportunity,  not  often  the  lot  of 
those  who  take  part  in  debate,  of  replying, 
after  an  interval  of  several  days,  to  the 
statements  which  I  made.  That  advantage 
I  do  not  in  the  slightest  degree  grudge  the 
noble  Earl.  And  now  first  as  to  the  ques- 
tion he  has  asked  me.  He  has  asked  me 
whether  the  statements  I  made  in  reference 
to  the  position  of  the  Church  in  Jamaica 
were  correct.  I  said  that  the  grant  of 
£20,000  a  year  had  been  made  by  Parlia- 
ment as  an  eleemosynary  grant  in  conse- 
quence of  the  state  to  which  the  islands 
had  been  reduced  by  emancipation.  In 
point  of  fact  the  grant  was  made  some  years 
before  emancipation  took  place.  If  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  material  to  the  ar- 
gument,— if  he  thinks  it  in  the  slightest 
degree  affects  the  argument  I  advanced, 
he  is  perfectly  welcome  to  my  full  admis- 
sion. Even  as  to  that  I  must  remind  the 
noble  Earl  that  in  a  speech  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning, which  has  been  quoted  to-night,  he 
spoke  of  the  ground  of  the  grant  as  being 
the  condition  of  the  colony,  not  by  reason 
of  emancipation,  which  had  not  then  been 
granted,  but  by  reason  of  the  necessity  of 
ameliorating  the  copdition  of  the  people, 
which  was  one  of  the  grounds  of  the  subse- 
quent emancipation.  The  noble  Earl  asked 
me  further  whether  I  was  correct  in  saying 
that  the  grant  of  £20,000  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  eking  out  the  resources  of  the 
Church  in  the  Islands.  I  certainly  main- 
tain that  it  was,  and  the  noble  Earl,  had 
he  heard  the  statement  of  my  noble  Friend 
to-night,  would  have  known  that  the  Church 
in  the  islands  had  possessions  which 
brought  in  something  like  £50,000  a  year, 
and  this  £20,000  a  year  went  to  eke  out 
and  supplement  that  income.  I  do  not 
know  in  what  shape  the  property  was,  but 
I  think  the  noble  Duke  said  it  was  worth 
something  like  £50,000  or  £60.000  a 
year.  The  noble  Earl  also  asked  me  what 
authority  I  had  for  saying  that  the  colo- 
nists were  willing  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  burden.    I  said  I  believed  the  colonists 
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were  prepared  to  provide  for  their  Biihopi 
and  their  parochial  ministers ;  I  said  thtt, 
as  soon  as  the  present  Bill  reeeifed  tJn 
Royal  Assent,  they  would  be  invited  bj  thi 
Home  Government  so  to  do  ;  and  I  added, 
whether  they  did  or  did  not,  in  my  opioin 
it  did  not  matter  a  pin's  point  in  the  tig^ 
ment.     1  maintained  that  the  donation  wt 
gave  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  the  island  wu 
not  in  any  sense  establishment  or  endow- 
ment, and  that  the  action  which  would  uka 
effect   under  the  Bill   would   amount  \a 
neither  disendowment  nor  disestablishmnt, 
I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  in  snj 
respect  grudge  the  nohle  Earl  the  advsi- 
tag(9  of  his  reply  to-night ;  but  with  refi^ 
rence  to  the  arguments  I  advanced  andthi 
statements  I  made,  beyond  what  I  ban 
now  said  I  have  nothing  to  retract,  q«^ 
lify,   or  explain.      I   am    perfectly  viil- 
ing  that  the  statements  I  made  and  tki 
arguments    I    urged   should   go   forth  to 
your  Lordships  and  the  country  with  tht 
reply  of  the  noble  Earl  to-night,  and  I 
leave  your  Lordships  and  the  public  tt 
judge  whether  that  which  was  the  nsla 
topic  of  my  observations,  the  original  at- 
tack of  the  noble  Earl  on  Her  llajesty'f 
Government,  was  or  was  not  warranted. 
Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  do  notnsefti 
re-open  the  Irish  Church  debate,  buttoMf 
that  I  am  most  willing  on  my  part  to  wH 
what  little  share  of  responsibility  I  havtii 
introducing  this  matter  first  to  your  Lud- 
ships'  notice  upon  the  statement  which  ni 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  ik 
reply  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oo  fk 
Woolsack.  In  reply  to  the  noble  and  \wnd 
Lord,  however,  there  is  one  other  qoefCiM 
I  should  like  to  ask  ;    and  I  wish  to  di  I 
in  guarded  words,  so  as  not  to  re-open  wW 
is  past.     Your  Lordships  may  rcmsaktf 
the  severe  censure  which  was  passed  n* 
us  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for  not  ft 
mediately   retracting  and  apologising  If 
certain  declarations,  and  it  was  said  iW 
it  was  usual  in  this  House,  when  an  f^ 
tack   was   made  on  any  Member  oftkji. 
House  for  anything  he  might  have  tA 
and  he  had  completely  and  fully  answeni 
that  attack,  that  a  retractation  of  that  ehsffl 
should  bo  made.     I  will  not  go  into  wM 
might  be  said  to  show  the  difficulties  of fiiP 
position  at  that  moment,  but  I  admit  intln 
fullest  degree  the  general  principle  vbidi 
was  laid  down  by  noble  Lords  opposite.   I 
really  wish  to  know  what  are  the  peente 
circumstances  in  which  the  noble  Bari  (Al 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  stands  that,  twice  te" 
ing  the  last  ten  days,  he  hM  been  midd  ft 
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marlced  ezcepti<m  to  this  role  f  The  other 
day  he  made  a  statement,  to  which  he  has 
referred  this  evening,  with  regard  to  tlie 
Church  in  the  colonies.  He  was  taunted 
with  being  inaccurate  (  but  I  think  he  has 
proved  that  he  was  absolutely  correct  in 
what  he  then  stated.  And  yet  no  single 
word  of  apoiogy  hae  been  offered  him.  On 
tbe  other  occasion  I  refer  to,  an  opinion 
was  imputed  to  the  noble  Earl  on  quite 
another  aubject — that  of  the  Abyssinian 
War.  The  noble  Earl  denied  that  he  had 
ever  held  that  opinion,  and  the  only  excuse 
or  retractation  he  got  was  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  made  the  imputation  said  that  for 
the  future  he  should  never  believe  his  own 
eara.  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  it  stated 
what  are  the  peculiar  circumstances  which 
prevent  the  application  of  an  honourable 
rule  in  his  case. 

Thb  MABauEBS  OF  BATH :  The  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Earl  Granville)  is  a  most  extraordinary 
one.  He  says  that  he  brought  a  totally 
unfounded  charge  against  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  and  refused  to  retract  it ;  and 
then»  because  two  perfectly  fair  charges 
are  brought  against  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon),  he  complains  that 
those  who  bring  them  do  not  retract 
them. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  continue  the  criminations  and  recrimi- 
'  nationa  of  the  discussion  ;  but  I  have  to 
offer  mn  explanation  in  reference  to  what 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  said  the 
other  evening  as  to  the  expression  made 
use  of  by  the  noble  Earl  behind  me  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  respecting  the  Abys- 
ainian  War.  I  have  to  state  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  afterwards  re- 
ferred to  Hansard,  in  which  there  was  a 
report  of  a  speech  by  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  which  entirely  justified 
the  reference  that  was  made  to  it.  I  think 
it  light  to  make  this  statement  in  justifi- 
emtioii  of  Lord  Derby,  who  is  not  now  in 
the  House. 

Ths  Eabl  Of  CARNARVON:  I  am 
extremely  sorry  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  have  made  that  statement, 
becaose  I  also  referred  to  Hansard,  and 
aati»fied  myself  that  I  was  in  the  right.  I 
mm  prepared  to  submit  to  any  impartial 
jury  the  question  whether  there  was  the 
aniallest  foundation  fur  what  my  noble 
Friend  said.  On  the  contrary,  1  totally 
deny  baving  offered  the  recommendation 
impoted  to  me  that  a  military  dash  should 
be  made  into  Abjuinia.    I  recommended 


a  diplomatie  mission,  and  the  two  thing! 
are  wholly  inconsistent. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD :  The  noble  Earl 
thought  that  a  regiment  or  a  regiment  and 
a  half  would  be  quite  sufficient  to  enforce 
that  mission. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
am  getting  quite  accustomed  to  the  cha- 
racter of  these  debates,  and  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  we  are  already  travelling  in 
the  direction  of  those  warm  latitudes  to 
which  I  alluded  the  other  night.  Although 
I  have  not  long  been  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  I  diligently  read  the 
reports  of  your  Lordships'  proceedings  in 
the  newspapers^  and  if  my  recollection 
serves  me  it  is  quite  clear  that  what  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  wanted  was  an  Embassy  which 
should  be  properly  protected.  Lord  Derby, 
however,  understood  my  noble  Friend  to 
say  that  the  Embassy  was  to  fulfil  all  the 
purposes  of  a  military  eipedition.  Now  I 
think  a  little  consideration  will  show  that 
tbe  two  things  are  wholly  distinct  from 
each  other  ;  but  whether  my  noble  Friend 
was  right  or  wrong,  his  proposal  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Expedition  under  Sir 
Robert  Napier.  As  to  the  thorny  subject 
which  has  been  brought  forward  this  even- 
ing, 1  think  that  in  reference  to  one,  and 
that  to  the  smallest  part  of  it,  my  noble 
Friend  was  distinctly  right  ;  while  in  re- 
ference to  the  other,  he,  in  reality,  merely 
begged  the  question  which  is  at  issue  be- 
tween those  who  are  in  favour  of  and  those 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Irish  Church  Estab- 
lishment. As  far  as  the  Maynooth  Grant 
and  the  Begium  Donum  are  concerned,  I 
hold  that  the  parallel  between  Ireland  and 
Jamaica  is  complete.  To  withdraw  those 
two  grants  is  exactly  the  same  thing  as 
the  withdrawal  of  the  support  which  Par- 
liament gave  to  the  West  Indian  Church. 
In  regard,  however,  to  the  Irish  Church,  I 
think  my  noble  Friend,  who  alluded  con- 
temptuously to  certain  persons  who  believe 
there  is  a  difference  between  the  inherited 
property  of  a  corporation  and  sums  voted 
annually  by  Parliament,  thereby  indicated 
the  confusion  which  had  arisen  in  his  own 
mind.  We  on  this  side  of  the  House 
contend,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that 
the  property  of  the  Irish  Church  depends 
on  something  totally  different  from  the 
sanction  given  by  Parliament,  when  sums 
are  voted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
We  contend,  in  point  of  fact,  that  the 
Church  depends  on  sanctions  analogous  in 
character  to  those  by  virtue  of  which  my 
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noble  Friend  holds  his  own  property. 
That,  I  believe,  constitutOB  the  great  dif- 
ference between  us  and  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Giiurch 
property.  It  is  a  difference  of  principle  ; 
and  if  my  noble  Friend  overlooked  that 
difference  of  principle,  and  also  the  fact 
that  numbers  of  people  hold  the  views 
vhich  he  thinks  absurd,  I  oan  easily  un- 
derstand how  he  imagined  that  in  with- 
drawing the  grant  to  the  West  Indian 
Church  the  Government  were  going  in  an 
opposite  direction  to  that  indicated  by  the 
policy  which  tliey  pursued  on  the  question 
of  the  Irish  Church.  That,  I  think,  was 
the  way  in  which  the  confusion  of  the 
noble  Earl  arose.  I  have  ventured  to 
make  these  few  remarks,  but,  although 
only  a  young  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  I  must  earnestly  protest  against 
the  growing  practice  of  devoting,  in  the 
midst  of  the  important  questions  which  we 
have  to  decide,  and  of  the  serious  problems 
which  come  up  to  us  for  solution,  so  much 
valuable  time  to  the  discussion  of  purely 
personal  questions. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  thought 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  had  completely  vindicated  him- 
self from  the  charge  of  inaccuracy  that 
had  been  brought  against  him.  With  re- 
spect to  the  general  subject  then  under 
their  Lordships'  consideration  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
continue  the  policy  hitherto  pursued  to- 
wards the  colonies  ;  and  he  was  therefore 
prepared  to  support  the  Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  if  he  might 
trust  to  his  memory  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  said  he  thought  the  noble  Earl 
near  him  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  wished  to 
have  a  flying  squadron  sent  to  Abyssinia, 
and  suggested  that  perhaps  the  noble  Earl 
might  wish  to  have  the  Hampshire  Yeo- 
manry Cavalry  despatched  to  that  country. 
[••Question  !"] 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
would  not  enter  into  the  general  question, 
but  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Duke  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther the  colonists  were  rendy,  or  had  at  any 
time  been  invited,  to  take  this  increased 
burden  upon  themselves  ? 

The  Duke  of  BUCKINGHAM:  No 
application  has  yet  been  made  to  the  colo- 
nies asking  them  to  assume  the  charge 
for  the  episcopal  supervision  of  those  sees, 
which  will  be  unprovided  for,  as  far  as  re- 
gards the  Imperial  salaries,  on  the  death  of 
the  present  holders.  The  communioations 
The  Margue$$  ofSaliibury 


which  I  hiTo  had  with  those  who  hold  thi 
most  important  sees  in  the  West  Indiu 
colonies  lead  me  to  believe  that  there  wiQ 
not  be  any  difficulty  on  the  part  of  tin 
colonists  in  providing  out  of  their  own  re- 
sources for  episcopal  supervision,  on  the 
scale  which  is  usual  at  present  in  our  eokh 
nial  dioceses.  It  is  true  that  that  is  not 
such  a  provision  as  was  contemplated  yeui 
ago,  when  the  grant  was  established,  bet 
still  it  has  been  found  sufficient  throughost 
our  colonial  possessions.  With  regard  te 
the  houses,  lands,  and  certain  allowineM 
appertaining  to  the  bishops,  and  whick 
have  been  granted  in  the  colonies,  tkey 
will,  of  course,  stand  just  as  they  did  W- 
fore  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  sceoid* 
ingly*  and  committed  to  a  Committee  rf 
the  whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  17«.) 
( The  Earl  of  Longford.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Hones  tote 
put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  mi 

The   Marquess   of   GLANRICARDl 
said  that,  as  a  measure  of  Parliamentii} 
Reform,  this  Bill  was  a  mockerj  and  m 
absurdity.     What  was  required  in  Ireliil 
was  not  an  extension  of  the  franchiieM 
much  as  a  redistribution  of  seats.    Ai^ 
malies  existed  in  Ireland  which  eoold  eil 
be  justified  on  any  ground  ;  and  it  wetad 
to  him  that  it  was  precisely  because  thvi 
was  so  much  to  be  done  in  that  dinciiai 
that  no  attempt  at  re-distribntion  hadtett^ 
made.     It  was  evident  that  another  Ukj 
Reform  Bill  would  have  to  be  introdaMl| 
next  year.     This  measure  conferred  ttej 
franchise  on  the  most   doubtful  cIsbi*:; 
which  it  could  be  extended  in  Ireland.  Hi 
would  not  detain  their  Lordships  by  geif: 
into  statistics  on  this  subject  farther  ttei: 
to  refer  to  one  or  two  facts  which  wm\ 
be  found  in  a  Paper  laid  upon  the  iMH 
the   other   House  of  Parliament,  tbe^- 
not     communicated    to    their    LordsUpi 
House.     He  alluded   to  a  Paper  sboviiCJ 
the   population   and    the   number  of  At) 
electors  in  the  different  counties  and  ke-^ 
roughs  in  Ireland*     It  was  evideat  ft** 
this  Paper  that  there  were  very  striU^ 
anomalies   in   connection  with  the  rept* 
sentation  of  Ireland.    There  were  eiglM 
boroughs,  the  largest  of  which,  Iiisbii% 
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bad  only  302  oleotors  ;  of  whioh  one,  Port- 
arlingtoD,  had  only  ninety-two  electors ;  and 
moat  of  whioh  had  under  200  electors  :  and 
jet  each  of  these  borongbs  retamed  a  Mem- 
ber ;  while  an  important  county  containing 
1,000  electors,  and  having  within  it  no 
boroughs,  returned  only  two  Members. 
Suoh  anomalies  as  these  showed  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  introducing  a  measure 
which  should  deal  with  the  distribution  of 
tbe  seats,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned. 
Again,  it  waa  impossible  that  the  populous, 
wealthy,  and  increasing  district  to  the 
iootb-east  of  the  city  of  Dublin  could  re- 
main without  direct  representation,  and  the 
ninety-two  electors  of  such  miserable  places 
as  Portarlington  continue  to  return  a 
Member.  He  had  no  intention  of  opposing 
tbis  Bill  ;  but  he  protested  against  the 
notion  that  it  waa  a  measure  which  would 
settle  the  question  of  Reform  in  Ireland, 
because  he  foresaw  that  within  a  year  or 
two  it  would  be  necessary  to  take  up  the 
qoestion  of  the  re-distribution  of  the  repre- 
sentation in  that  country. 

The  Earl  of   LONQFORD  said,  he 
bad  intended  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 

Srorisions  of  the  Bill,  even  if  the  noble 
[arqaesa  had  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
refer  to  the  subject.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  this  was  not  the  Bill  originally 
introduced  by  the  Qovernment  for  the 
amendment  of  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Ireland  in  Parliament.  The  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  a  Bill,  by  the 
provisions  of  which  certain  small  boroughs 
in  Ireland  would  have  been  abolished,  and 
among  them  Portarlington — which  he  be- 
lieved was  the  smallest  borough  in  the 
kingdom  —  whose  Member  would  have 
been  given  to  the  City  of  Dublin.  That 
Bill,  however,  met  with  so  small  an 
amount  of  favour  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  Government  were  obliged 
to  give  up  that  scheme  of  re-distribution. 
Another  part  of  the  original  scheme  for 
Ireland  was  a  revision  of  the  electoral 
boandaries  by  a  Commission  ;  but  it  had 
since  been  determined  that  the  boundaries 
aboald  be  settled  by  the  Bill.  Though  in 
the  Bill  before  their  Lordships  the  qualiil- 
eation  in  borougha  was  named  at  £4, 
practically  the  borough  franchise  in  Ire- 
land would  be  the  same  as  that  in  England 
— as  in  the  former  country  premises  valued 
at  under  £4  were  exempted  from  payment 
of  rates.  There  was  a  lodger  franchise  for 
Ireland,  aa  well  as  for  England  and  Scot- 
land. A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Bandon) 
hmA  given  Notice  of   two  Amendments; 
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but  they  were  not  Amendments  to  which 
the  Government  could  assent ;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  press  them. 

Eabl  RUSSELL  said,  he  was  disposed 
to  accept  this  Bill  as  it  stood,  because,  not- 
withstanding the  anomalies  in  the  Irish 
representation  pointed  out  by  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Clanrioarde),  he 
thought  the  measure  was  sufficient  for  the 
present  time.  His  reason  for  saying  thia 
was  that,  taking  the  general  question  of 
representation,  he  thought  it  could  not  be 
said  that  the  Irish  boroughs  generally  had 
more  than  a  fair  proportion  of  representa- 
tion in  relation  to  the  counties.  It  there- 
fore seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be  better 
for  Parliament  to  wait  for  some  years  and 
see  whether  there  were  not  some  large  and 
increasing  towns,  such  as  Belfast,  entitled 
to  additional  representation  before  they 
made  any  change  in  the  distribution  of 
seats.  With  regard  to  a  "  hard  and  fast 
line,''  whioh  was  so  strongly  repudiated  by 
the  Government  last  year,  he  might  observe 
that  in  England  and  Scotland  we  had  it  in 
respect  of  the  county  and  the  lodger  fran- 
chises, and  in  Ireland  it  was  now  to  be 
extended  even  to  the  boroughs.  He  waa 
led  to  the  conclusion,  therefore,  that  either 
the  pretence  put  forward  last  year  was  a 
false  one — which  he  thought  it  was — or 
that  the  Government  had  departed  from 
their  own  principles. 

The  Eabl  op  BANDON  said,  he  would 
point  out  one  of  the  anomalies  of  Parlia* 
mentary  representation  in  Ireland,  which 
he  desired  to  see  rectified.  The  large 
county  of  Cork  in  which  he  resided,  con- 
tained no  less  than  15,995  voters,  who 
only  returned  two  Members;  while  four 
boroughs  in  the  same  county  had  a  collec- 
tive constituency  of  only  814  voters,  who 
returned  four  Members  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Even  under  the  present  Bill 
the  whole  constituency  of  these  boroughs 
woald  not  exceed  1,760,  and,  probably, 
would  not  be  more  than  1,300  or  1,400 
voters.  The  Irish  Reform  Bill  of  1850 
had,  unfortunately,  given  up  the  principle 
that  the  county  franchise  should  be  based 
upon  property,  and  he  still  retained  the 
opinion  which  he  expressed  at  the  time 
that  this  was  a  step  in  the  direction  of  equal 
electoral  divisions.  He  looked  upon  the 
lodger  franchise  as  applied  to  Ireland  with 
considerable  distrust,  for  he  could  not  for- 
get that  before  the  Bill  of  1850  the  great 
complaint  waa  the  swearing  on  both  sides 
^a  to  the  value  of  the  holdings.    He  had 
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presented  a  petition  that  eyaning  from 
certain  influential  citisens  of  Dublin  having 
houses  in  the  neighbourhoocl,  stating  that 
they  were  much  nearer  to  Dublin  than 
formerly  by  means  of  the  railway,  but 
that  they  were  still  outside  the  seven-mile 
line,  and  urging  that  they  should  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  within  a  distance  of  twelve 
miles.  As  to  the  Amendments,  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  he  was  willing  to  with- 
draw them  for  the  present  ;  but  he  trusted 
that  at  some  future  time  a  Bill  for  the 
re-distribution  of  seats  in  Ireland  would  be 
brought  before  their  Lordships'  House. 

House  in  Committee  ;  Bill  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  next. 

REGISTRATION   BILL.— (No.  218.) 

{The  Lcftd  Chancellor,) 

SECOND   REilDINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  make  those 
arrangements  with  regard  to  registration 
which  would  allow  of  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
The  contents  of  the  Bill  were  entirely 
matters  of  detail,  which. would  be  best  dis- 
cussed in  Committee,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore simply  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
A  second  time. 

Bill  read  2\  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thunday 
next. 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— (No.  220.) 
{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 
THIRD  READIKQ. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments. 

Lord  REDESDALE,  in  moving  the 
Amendment,  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
relative  to  the  Boundaries  of  Glasgow, 
said,  that  the  districts  which  he  proposed 
to  add  to  that  place  were  virtually  parts  of 
the  city,  Govan  comprising  part  of  the 
harbour,  and  Partick  containing  the  site  of 
the  new  University,  and  were  so  identified 
in  every  way  with  the  city  that  they  ought 
to  form  part  of  it  for  electoral  purposes. 
This  could  hardly  be  accounted  a  party 
question,  for  the  Corporation  of  Glasgow, 

The  Earl  of  Bandon 


which  was,  he  balieyedt  one  of  tke  most 
liberal  Corporations  in  the  eoonlty,  bad 
petitioned  in  favour  of  the  eitension.  It 
was  true  that  some  of  the  inhabitants  of 
these  districts  objected  to  the  proposal, 
their  fear  being  that  it  would  be  followed 
by  their  inclusion  within  the  munieipalitj, 
and  that  they  would  so  become  liable  Is 
taxation  for  municipal  pnrposea  ;  bat  that 
could  only  be  done  by  a  special  Act,  whu 
thej  would  have  an  opportunity  of  ahoviig 
cause  against  it.  He  believed  they  wooU 
be  unable  in  that  case  to  show  any  ini* 
cient  cause,  for  it  waa  very  important,  f«r 
drainage,  police,  and  other  purposM,  thift 
every  portion  of  what  waa  really  one  dtf 
should  be  comprised  in  one  jurisdieUoa. 
At  present,  however,  only  the  Parlianae- 
tary  boundary  was  to  be  dealt  with,  aal 
the  House  of  Commons  having  decided  tfaii 
question  by  a  narrow  majority  of  6^  it 
seemed  to  him  fair  to  give  them  an  ofpo^ 
tunity  of  re-considering  it.  Amendmaali 
had  been  already  adopted,  the  conaiderstiaa 
of  which  would  probably  occupy  the  Boon 
of  Commons  only  a  few  minutes,  and  ks 
did  not  anticipate  that  there  would  be  uif 
protracted  discussion  on  this  point — sotbit 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  d» 
layed ;  for,  in  the  event  of  the  other  Hew 
refusing  to  agree  to  the  Amendment,  k 
should  not  ask  their  Lordships  to  iaaH 
upon  it. 

Moused,  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  add  tki 
following  clause  :— 

"  That  the  Boundariei  of  the  City  of  GlifH 
shall,  until  otherwise  directed  by  ParlianeB^  It 
those  specified  in  Schedale(K.)  hereunto  aniiiai 
— (TAtf  Lord  Redetdale,) 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  mt ; 
not  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  had  gini'j 
him  an  opportunity  of  disenssing  the  iM] 
ral  bearings  of  the  Bill,  on  which  hitMll 
no  observations  had  been  offered  ia  tiMb 
Lordships*  House,  it  not  being  nsnal  il 
debate  the  principles  of  a  measure  biw^ '. 
in  by  the  Government  and  accepted  ^{ 
trifling  alterations  by  the  Oppoaition.  It 
regarded  it  as,  on  the  whole,  m  very  siA^] 
factory  solution  of  the  Reform  qessM 
with  regard  to  Scotland.  On  some  psiiH' 
indeed,  the  Liberal  party  had  been  M 
cessful  in  the  other  House  ;  bnt  on  etln 
the  Government  had  been  defeated,  tfi 
the  Bill  he  thought  might  be  regarded  m 
very  much  of  the  nature  of  m  oempifhi 
He  was  glad  that  the  Go?emmeBl  ifi 
as  regards  Scotland  been  obliged  to  fiN 
way  on  the  question  of  a  r»tiog  bemiam 
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}»  eovntiei.  A  rating  frAnohise  had  two 
meaniogs  ;  in  eoantiet  its  objeot  was  to 
take  the  rateable  inatead  of  the  valoe 
eolumn,  while  in  boroughs  its  object  was 
to  make  the  payment  of  rates  a  condition 
of  tho  suffrage  —  and  this  was  quite  a 
different  question  from  rateable  Yalue  in 
the  other  sense.  In  Seotland  a  rating 
franchise   in  counties    would    have   been 

SDite  unworkable ;  and  after  full  ditoossion 
le  OoTemment  had  agreed  to  a  franchise 
fbonded  upon  actual  Talne,  which  was  the 
basis  of  almost  all  rates  in  Scotland  ex- 
cept the  poor  rate»  and  was,  he  belie?ed, 
the  beat  system.  Had  it  been  necessary 
to  raise  the  question  in  this  House,  it  could 
hare  been  shown  that  the  anomalies  and 
absordities  of  a  rating  qualification  would 
hare  been  greater  in  Seotland  thsn  in 
England  ;  and  the  6o?emment,  by  accept- 
ing a  £14  rentsl  instead  of  a  £12  rating 
franchise,  had  shown  that  they  could  easily 
hmre  accepted  a  similar  basis  in  the  case 
of  Bngland,  and  that  no  "  principle "  is 
intolfcd  except  that  of  public  con?eni- 
enee.  In  England  the  tenant  might  pay 
throogh  his  landlord  or  aigy  other  per- 
son, hot  mast  pay  the  full  rate,  componnd- 
ing  being  abolished  ;  whereas  in  Scotland 
the  practice  was  for  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord  to  pay  half  the  rate  each  •—  and 
this  system  wonid  continue  in  force.  As 
regards  the  borough  franchise  he  thought 
the  Bill  had  satisfactorily  settled  the  ques- 
tion, for  he  did  not  deny  the  expediency 
of  excluding  from  the  borough  franchise 
those  who  were  unable  to  pay  even  half 
the  poor  rates.  A  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Harrowby)  complained  a  few  nights 
ago  of  the  English  Act  of  last  Session 
ha?ing  been  tampered  with,  and  of  Scot- 
land haying  inraded  England  and  carried 
off  blackmail  in  the  shape  of  seren  seats. 
Kow,  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  never 
oontended  for  a  re-distribution  of  politi- 
eal  power  as  between  the  two  countries, 
founded  either  on  taxation  or  population, 
for  he  did  not  consider  that  Scotchmen 
had  any  special  grieyances,  and  they  were 
allowed  by  their  English  friends  to  manage 
their  own  affsirs  Tcry  much  as  they  pleased. 
He  wished,  therefore,  for  no  re-distribution 
foanded  on  taxation  or  population,  though 
if  laoh  grounds  were  oonsidered  Scotland 
eoold  make  out  a  fair  claim  for  additional 
seats.  The  only  claim  he  had  ever  made 
was  that  particular  constituencies  of  such 
magnitude  and  importance  that  were  they 
in  England  they  would  be  allotted  a  second 
or  third  seat,  ought  not  to  be  denied  that 


priyilege  simply  because  they  were  in  Scot- 
land. He  did  not  think  the  independent 
Members  of  their  Lordships'  House  had 
any  great  reason  to  complain  because  seven 
seats  were  taken  from  England.  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  anyone  who  in  his 
heart  supposed  that  it  would  be  possible 
in  the  next  Parliament  that  all  the  small 
boroughs  in  England  should  retain  their 
Members.  Up  to  the  present  time  no 
county  in  Scotland  had  had  two  represen- 
tatives, while  several  of  the  smallest  in 
England  had  two  Members,  and  some  of 
them  had  more.  It  could  hardly  be  con- 
sidered unreasonable,  therefore,  to  give  a 
second  representative  to  a  few  counties  in 
Scotland  which  had  made  such  enormous 
advances  in  wealth  and  commercial  ini* 
portanoe.  Many  Conservatives  thought 
it  a  point  of  policy  that  county  constitu- 
encies should  be  composed  almost  exclu- 
sively of  landed  proprietors  and  tenant 
farmers,  and  that  the  urban  element 
should  be  eliminated.  It  was  on  that 
principle  that  the  Amendment  to  extend 
the  boundaries  of  Glasgow  was  sustained. 
Bnt  that  was  a  very  dangerous  policy, 
even  from  a  Conservative  point  of  view ; 
because  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
there  were  many  boroughs  which  were 
called  town  constituenoies,  but  which  were 
nothing  in  reality  but  small  counties  and 
belonged  as  exclusively  to  the  agricultural 
interest  as  any  county  in  England.  If, 
therefore,  they  were  to  have  a  revision  of 
boundaries,  any  Commission  that  might  be 
appointed  should  be  left  perfectly  free  to 
deal  with  these  so-called  boroughs.  Now, 
the  case  for  the  extension  of  the  boun- 
daries of  Glasgow  waSf  instead  of  being 
very  strong,  a  very  weak  one.  It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  in  the  other  House  the 
Government  proposed  to  include  Oovan  and 
Partick  within  the  Parliamentary  limits, 
and  upon  that  they  were  defeated ;  but 
they  never  ventured  to  propose  such  an 
extension  as  was  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment  that  was  now  submitted  to 
their  Lordships.  .  Sdch  an  Amendment 
had  indeed  been  placed  upon  the  Paper, 
but  it  had  never  been  carried  to  a  divi- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eedesdale) 
had  talked  of  part  of  these  suburbs  being 
within  the  natural  boundaries  of  Glasgow; 
but  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  could  assure 
the  House  from  his  own  knowledge  that 
these  districts  extended  far  beyond  what 
could  be  at  all  considered  as  properly  in- 
cluded within  it.  His  noble  Friend  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  desire  of  the  municipality  of 
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Glasgow  to  take  ID  the  Bubarbs;  but  in  Febni- 
ary  last  a  Petition  had  been  presented  from 
the  magistrates  of  Glasgow,  in  which  they 
.  prayed  that  four  Members  should  be  given 
to  the  city,  and  if  it  was  decided  not  to 
give  four  Members  then  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary boundary  should  not  be  enlarged. 
It  might  be  said  that  they  had  changed 
their  minds  when  they  found  they  could 
get  only  three  Members ;  but  the  reason 
^r  that  was  because  they  wished  to  bring 
the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  outlying 
districts  within  the  area  of  Glasgow  taxa- 
tion. The  inhabitants  of  those  districts, 
on  the  other  hand,  resisted  because  they 
had  a  taxation  of  their  own,  and  they 
feared  that  if  brought  within  the  munici- 
pality of  Glasgow  their  taxation  would  be 
grie?ously  increased.  The  population  of 
Glasgow  was  somewhere  about  450,000 ; 
and  if  this  area,  which  had  about  62,000 
inhabitants,  were  added  to  it,  the  whole 
population  of  the  city  would  be  largely  in 
ezcees  of  500,000,  and  the  number  of  voters 
would  be  between  60,000  and  70.000.  A 
great  many  people  therefore  said  that  they 
would  be  entirely  swamped  by  this  immense 
mass  of  voters;  and  most  of  the  intelligent 
inhabitants  of  the  outlying  districts  did  not 
desire  to  be  taken  within  the  city,  because 
they  would  lose  their  county  votes.  On 
these  and  on  other  grounds,  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  inexpedient  if  that  House 
was  to  interfere  with  the  natural  right  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  define  the  boun- 
daries of  its  own  constituencies. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  must  defend  the  Government  against 
the  charge  of  having  abandoned  their 
fundamental  policy  of  taking  rating  instead 
of  rental  as  the  basis  of  the  franchise. 
The  state  of  Scotland  was  bo  peculiar  and 
BO  dififerent  from  that  of  every  other  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  that  it  would  have 
been  impossible  to  adhere  in  that  country 
to  all  the  provisions  of  the  English  Re- 
form Bill  ;  for  there  were  parishes  in 
Scotland  where  there  were  no  rates  at  all, 
and  consequently  had  the  rating  principle 
been  adhered  to  it  would  have  introduced 
nothing  but  confusion.  But  with  regard 
to  the  essential  principle  of  the  payment  of 
rates,  the  Government  had  adhered  to  their 
principle  in  the  other  House,  and  had  suc- 
cessfully vindicated  that  principle.  But 
with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Redesdale),  he  could  only 
repeat  what  had  been  already  stated  as  to 
the  course  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue.     What  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
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ment  was  had  been  auffioiently  mdieited 
by  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the  noUe 
Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Offiee  (the 
Duke  of  Montrose)  in  regard  to  the  Boun- 
dary Bill.  But  the  same  eonsidentioM 
which  had  weighed  with  the  Govemmest 
in  the  case  of  the  Boundary  Bill  hid 
weighed  with  them  also  with  respect  to 
tins  Bill— they  did  not  think  it  right  to 
interpose  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  mm- 
ing  those  measures  which  they  consioend 
absolutely  necessary  to  be  carried  befon 
the  close  of  the  Session.  Under  tkcN 
circumstances,  he  would  appeal  to  In 
noble  Friend  not  to  press  hit  Amendmeit; 
and  if  his  appeal  should  be  unsuceeisfid 
he  should  be  compelled  to  divide  agsinil 
him. 

The  Eaal  of  AIRLIE  said,  he  wesU 
not  say  more  than  a  few  words,  as  ftko 
Government  had  announced  their  iDtentiiB 
not  to  support  the  Amendment.  Bitkt 
must  say  he  felt  some  little  surprise  tbik 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  should  be 
the  person  to  bring  forward  this  Amend- 
ment— particularly  after  the  part  which  kt 
had  taken  in  respect  of  the  English  Be- 
form  Bill  of  last  year.  On  that  occasiM 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  for  this  House  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  enfranchising  i 
disfranchising  boroughs  was  almost  nneoo- 
stitutional ;  it  might  be  within  the  letlv 
of  the  law,  but  certainly  was  a  strain  npoa 
the  Constitution.  But  was  not  an  into^ 
ference  with  the  limits  of  boroughs  i 
principle  the  same,  seeing  that  you  ^eroky 
affected  one  way  or  the  other  the  franekiN 
of  a  great  number  of  persons  ?  He  theogM 
that  it  was  a  mere  question  of  degree  k^ 
tween  the  enfranchisement  or  disfranchii^ 
ment  of  boroughs  and  the  alteration  d 
borough  limits. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  did  «» 
see  any  inconsistency  at  all.  What  hi 
stated  last  year  was  that  it  was  a  WS 
delicate  thing  to  disfranchise  a  bomp 
which  had  perhaps  enjoyed  the  franokM 
for  centuries,  and  which  the  other  Hoan 
of  Parliament,  to  which,  the  qneatioii  von 
especially  belonged,  did  not  think  ihedl 
be  disfranchised.  On  the  other  haadt  H 
say  that  in  determining  the  qnestiMif 
Reform  this  House  had  not  a  right  to  givi 
an  opinion  upon  the  boondaries  of  one  rf 
the  boroughs  affected  by  the  Bill  was  ntlj 
to  limit  the  power  of  this  Hooie  to  tt 
extent  which  he  thought  would  nolbefli^ 
tem plated  by  anybody  in  hi|  sensei.  H> 
should  press  his  Motion  to  a  divisHMt  W 
cause  he  felt  bound  to  assert  the  indq^ii" 
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enoe  of  this  House,  which  had  heen  most 
unfairly  treated  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
Efeiy  Memher  of  the  Goyernment  ad- 
mittd  that  his  AmendmeDt  was  a  proper 
one  ;  it  could  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  being  ad- 
mittedly a  proper  Amendment  he  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  support  it. 

LoBD  LYVEDEN  wished  to  say  a  word 
on  the  inconsistency  of  the  Government, 
who  proposed  this  year  the  Tory  thing 
which  they  strenuously  objected  to  last 
year.  Last  year  there  was  to  be  no  dis- 
franohisement  of  boroughs ;  but  this  year 
seven  boroughs  were  taken  away  ft-om  the 
English  representation  by  one  small  clause 
in  the  Scotch  Bill,  and  no  reason  whatever 
was  assigned  why  it  was  done.  He  thought 
some  notice  ought  to  have  been  taken  of 
thia  before  the  third  reading,  and  nothing 
but  the  necessity  of  passing  the  Scotch 
Bill  at  the  present  time  would  induce  him 
to  acquiesce  in  it. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  dmded: — 
Contento  13  ;  Not-Contents  63 :  Majority 
40. 

ibiolved  in  the  NegaivM. 

CONTENTS. 


Northamberland,  D. 
Ratland,  D. 

Bristol.  M. 
Ezetar,  Bl 


CoTvntrjr,  £. 
RomiM/,  E. 

Selkirk,  E. 


Chunton,  L. 
CUrioB,  L. 
Coiohoster,  L. 
Denman,  L. 

Redesdale.  L.    {TeUer.'] 
Salieraford,  L.  (£.  Cour^ 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

Cairns,  L .  {L.  ChaneeU    Halifax,  V . 

(or.)  Hawarden,  V. 

Sydney,  V. 
Boekingham  and  Chan-    Templetown,  V. 

dM,  1>. 


GnftoD,D. 
Miriboroagh,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 

Abcroom,  M. 

Airiie,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
CUnndon,  E. 
Bartrty,  E. 
Be  Gr«j.  £. 
Bueie,  E. 
Efllngbam,  E. 
GranriUe,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Vinto,  E. 
I'eboD,  E. 
Portariington,  E. 
BqmU.E. 
8p«io«r,  E. 


Helper,  L. 
Brougham  and  Vaaz,  L. 
Camoyi,  L. 

ChorohiU,  L.    [TdUr,} 
Clandeboye,  L.  (L.Duf- 

ferin  and  Claneboye.) 
Clinton,  L. 
CoWille  of  Calrosfl,  L. 
Cranworth,  L. 
Croflon,  L. 
Be  Tabley,  L. 
Ebury,  L. 
Foley,  L. 
Qranard,  L.    (E.  Ora- 

nard.) 
Kenry,  L.(J?.  Dunraven 

<und  Mbttnt-Earl,) 
Leigh,  L. 
LyTeden,  L. 
Monion,  L. 


Mostyn,  L. 
Nortbbrook,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (E,  BeU" 

borough,) 
Raglan,  L. 
Saye  and  Sele,  L. 
Silohester,  L.  (E.  Long- 

ford.)  [TdUr.'] 


Stanley  of  Aldarley,  L. 
Snffleld,  L. 
Sundridge,     L.       (Z). 

ArgxfU.) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
Wentwortb,  L. 


Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

BAILWAT  COXPAVIES  BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  farther  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Railway  Companies — ^Was  prtsenUd  by  The  Duke 
of  RiOHMoim ;  read  1*.  (No.  226.) 

Honte  a^joamed  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Thuraday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  7,  1868. 

MINUTES.!  —  SaucT  CovuimM-^  Report^ 
Special  and  Common  Juries  [No.  401.] 

Supply — e<m9id€r€d  in  Commutes  —  CitilSxbp- 
Tioa  EsTiMATSB — Class  IV. 

Public  Rills  —  Ordered  —  Trades  Societies  and 
Combinations  of  Workmen  * ;  New  Zealand 
Assembly's  Powers ;  *  Vaccination  (Ireland)*  ; 
Tithe  Commutation,  Ao.  Acts  Amendment.  * 

First  Reading  —  New  Zealand  Assembly's 
Powers  •  [216] ;  Vaccination  (Ireland)  •  [217]  ; 
Tithe  Commutation,  Ac.  Acts  Amendment* 
[218] :  Trades  Societies  and  Combinations  of 
Workmen*  [219]. 

Report  of  Select  Committee — Sale  of  Liquors  on 
Sunday  •  [No.  402]. 

Committee  —  Public  Schools  (re-comm.)  [185]  ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Acoounts  Audit* 
[184] ;  Court  of  Session  ( Scotland)  (re-eomm, ) * 
[178];  Larceny  and  Embeszlement*  [157]. 

Report  —  Public  Schools  (re-comm,)  [185]  ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit* 

E184]  ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  (rs^omm.)  * 
178-214] ;  Larceny  and  Embeszlement  *  [157  ; 
Sale  ot  Liquors  on  Sunday  *  [12]. 
Considered  as  amended — Ecclesiastical  Buildings 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  [150];  Court  of 
Justiciary  (Scotland^*  [174]. 
Third  Reading —  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies  * 
[208]  :  ConUgious  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* [198];  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  [209]; 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds*  [132], and |Ms«e(£. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  elock. 

ARMY— THE  CONTROL  DEPARTMENT. 

QUESTIONS. 

Colonel  JERVIS  aaid,  he  would  bes  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Lieutenant  General  Sir  Henr j  Storks^ 
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G.C.B.,  Controller  in  Chief,  War  Depart- 
ment, has  uot  ezpresBed  his  entire  disap- 
proval of  the  yiews  laid  down  by  the  Trea- 
sury in  thoir  Letter  of  the  29th  June  last 
respecting  the  proposed  arrangements  of 
the  Control  Department,  more  especially  as 
they  do  not  carry  out  the  Recommendations 
of  Lord  Strathnaim's  Committee? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  in  reply,  said, 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  not  think  him  wanting  in  courtesy 
to  him  if  he  declined  to  slate  in  that  House 
the  substance  of  any  conTcrsations  which 
might  have  passed  between  himself  and  the 
War  Office  officials  with  whom  he  had  the 
pleasure  of  acting.  There  was,  however, 
one  statement  which  he  wished  to  make, 
as  it  might  possibly  be  inferred  from  the 
Question  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
intended  to  imply  that  there  had  been  some 
personal  difference  between  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  himself.  [Colonel  Jeryis  : 
Not  the  slightest !]  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  such  was  the  intention  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  but  he  thought 
that  might  possibly  be  inferred  from  the 
terms  of  the  Question,  and  he  wished,  there- 
fore, to  state  most  specifically  that  nothing 
could  be  more  friendly  and  harmonious 
than  his  communications  with  Sir  Henry 
Storks. 

Colonel  JEKVIS  said,  he  would  now 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Papers  referred  to  in  War  Office  Letter 
of  the  6th  April  1868,  page  19  of  Papers 
marked  War  Office,  *' Control  Department," 
373,  as  the  "  enclosed  Draft  Regulations  ;" 
together  with  any  Memorandum  thereupon 
by  the  Chief  Controller  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  quite  mis- 
taken in  the  inference  which  he  seemed  to 
have  drawn,  that  the  Regulations  now  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  had  been  drawn  by 
the  Treasury.  The  first  Draft  of  the 
Regulations  was  somewhat  hastily  compiled, 
and  was  rather  more  lengthy  than  was 
necessary.  It  was,  therefore,  improved 
and  revised  ;  but  the  revised  Copy,  which 
was  now  on  the  table,  had  been  drawn  up 
by  the  same  hand  which  drew  up  the  origi- 
nal Regulations,  and  he  could  not  see  what 
good  object  was  to  be  attained  by  laying 
on  the  table  the  first  Draft,  whieh  had 
been  improved  upon  and  considerably  al- 
tered. 
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FRESCOES  IN  THE  HOUSES  OF 
PARLIAMENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  to  tik 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  WhetlMr 
he  has  received  any  Chemical  Report  on 
the  trials  that  have  been  made  for  (hi 
induration  of  the  Walls  of  the  Hoasas  rf 
Parliament,  and  whether  he  will  lay  nek 
Report  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  aad, 
when  the  public  will  be  admitted  to  MS 
the  Frescoes  painted  by  the  late  Mr.  Dyes 
in  the  Queen's  Robing  Room  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply. 
that  as  far  as  the  Frescoes  were  eoneeniedi 
they  were  now  quite  fit  to  be  inspected  by 
the  public,  and  he  believed  he  might  ahl 
say,  with  great  oonfidenoe,  that  they  wotM 
prove  themselves  to  be  fully  worthy  of  the 
fame  of  that  distinguished  and  lamentad 
artist.  With  regard  to  the  room  itMl( 
there  were  some  slight  works  being  earriil 
on  under  Mr.  Barry's  charge,  which  wen 
not  yet  completed.  Mr.  Barry  had  beta 
called  away  from  London,  and  he  was  aot 
able  to  say  precisely  how  soon  the  rooB 
would  be  in  a  condition  to  be  opened  to  the 
public,  but  he  apprehended  rery  Bhortly 
indeed. 


PUBLIC  SCHOOI^  {re'commia^  BILL 
(Mr.  W<apoU,  Sir  Staford  NotiheaU^  Mr.  Smt- 

tary  Oatkome  Martfy). 
[Bill  135.] 
coiuciTTEE.     [Progreu,  23rd  Jwu.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  20  (Powers  of  Special  Cmait 

sioners). 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  obaerved  that  'i 
was  contrary  to  practice  to  repeal  AsUi( 
Parliament  without  specifying  them,  ill 
he  therefore  proposed  thefollowinff  Aawl* 
ment  to  be  inserted  after  the  word  *'  Ct** 
missioners  "  :— 

"  But  no  statute  or  soheme  proposing  tfal  f^ 
peal  of  any  Aot  of  ParliameDt,  or  the  altsfstii* 
of  the  provisioni  or  appUoation  thereof,  ihill  te* 
effect  until  the  same  has  been  submitted  to  T^ 
liament  in  a  Bill,  to  be  introdaoed  hj  Her  Uaj/Ht/i 
Ministers  within  two  months  after  the  uumiMMl' 
ment  of  the  then  next  Session  of  PsrlisMi^ 
and  such  Bill  shall  have  been  enacted." 

The  clause  as  it  atood  waa  a  departm 
from  the  practice  of  the  Unifertitiaa  ail 
the  Common  Lav  of  the  State.  TInN 
were  two  principal  Acta  of  PadiaMBi 
nnder  which  the  property  of  thete  idiooU 
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vu  ipprapriAtad,  and  his  objtei  in  moving 
this  Amcodment  wm  to  prevent  any  exiet- 
log  Ael  relating  to  the  pnblie  BohooU  of 
tbii  ooaotrj  being  varied  or  repealed  bj 
Order  in  CooneiL 

Mb.  WALPOLE  observed  that  the 
daoM  aa  drawn  was  almoet  entirely  analo- 
gous to  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Act. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
avars  of  what  would  be  the  legal  effeet 
of  his  Amendnsent.  He  (Mr.  Walpole) 
tbooght  the  introduetion  of  those  words 
would  oaase  great  eoofusion»  and  instead 
of  eoabling  the  Gommiasionera  or  the  6o- 
Terniog  Body  to  settle  what  are  to  be  the 
fotore  arraagements,  they  would  have  to 
cone  back  to  Parliament,  re-opening  the 
whole  of  the  questions  now  discussed. 

Ur.  NEWDB6ATE  said,  his  object 
was  to  take  care  that  a  set  of  Commia- 
•ionors  or  the  new  Qoverning  Body  should 
sot  have  power  to  vary  Acts  of  Parlia- 
nest. 

CoumL  8TEJ:S  said,  he  hoped  the 
sUnie  gave  no  such  power. 

Sot  STAJPFORD  KOETHCOTE  said, 
he  coald  not  admit  that  the  clause  would 
gifs  soy  power  to  repeal  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  Amendment  would  render  it 
necessary  to  bring  every  scheme  before 
Psriisment  to  be  discussed,  and  that  would 
be  obviously  most  inconvenient. 

Ua.  W.  B.  FOESTEE  said,  be  thought 
the  Amendment  proposed  would  do  away 
with  all  the  advantage  of  passing  the  Bill. 
Where  would  be  the  benefit  of  the  measure 
snless  the  new  Governing  Body  had  power 
to  reform  or  make  better  regulations  for 
the  conduct  of  the  schools  ? 

Ml.  KK  WDEGATE  said,  that  his  object 
wu  that  the  property  in  question  should 
be  dealt  with  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

tfa.  GOLDMET  supported  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  to 
prevent  a  course  being  followed  which  was 
nnprecedented ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  con- 
tended that  these  schools  should  be  enabled 
to  come  to  Parliament  in  the  same  way  as 
the  schemes  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
were  submitted  to  Parliament. 

Ur.  N£  ate  said,  there  was  a  precedent, 
and  in  proof  of  it  he  would  refer  to  the 
Acta  relating  to  Oxford  University. 

Mr.  newdegate  denied  that  there 
was  any  precedent,  and  in  the  case  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Meate)  the  Act  of  Parliament  was  never 
nentioned. 


Cou>VBL  STEES  said,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  enabled  to  deal  with  the 
rights  of  property  in  utter  ignorance  by 
this  House. 

Mr.  DAEBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he  could 
not  understand  the  tendency  to  hand  des- 
potic powers  to  CommissioDers, 

Amendment  negcUived. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  21  (Clause  A.  Scheme  for  Ap- 
propriation of  Estate  to  Westminster 
School). 

Mb.  WYNN  moved  in  page  11,  line  10, 
to  leave  out  '*  eiceeding,"  and  insert  **  less 
than."  He  stated  that  the  expenses  of 
Westminster  School  had  increased  from 
£2,176  in  1861  to  £2,681  in  1867;  and 
that  the  Commissioners  had  stated  in  their 
Report  that  £3,300  would  be  barely  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  expenditure  of  the  future. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  alter  the  clause, 
so  that  the  sum  set  apart  for  the  West- 
minster School  shall  not  be  less  than 
£3.500. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
if  this  were  agreed  to,  he  should  move  the 
insertion  of  other  words  preventing  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  from  appro- 
priating more  than  £4,000  to  Westmiuster 
Schpol. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  be  hoped  it  would 
not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  friends  of  the 
Church  and  the  supporters  of  religion  that 
property  originally  set  apart  for  tho  reli- 
gious culture  of  the  poorest  was  being  appro- 
priated for  the  education  of  the  wealthiest. 
[''  No,  no  I "]  That  he  maintained  was 
the  fact.  Reverting  to  the  clause  under 
consideration  he  advised  the  granting  of  an 
annuity  to  the  School,  rather  than  giving 
it  property  which  could  be  much  more 
cheaply  managed  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  He  moved  the  insertion 
of  the  words  *'  or  for  granting  an  annuity 
of  the  like  amount." 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  agree  to  the  Motion, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  maintain  the 
connection  between  the  Chapter,  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  and  the  School, 
whereas  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  sever 
the  connection,  and  place  the  School  upon 
an  entirely  independent  footing. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  he  could  not 
allow  the  statement  of  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  to  go  un- 
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contradicted.  The  boys  at  WestminBter 
School  formerly  were  by  no  means  exclu- 
sively the  sons  of  tho  wealthy;  they  included 
a  great  many  sons  of  struggling  profes- 
sional men,  whose  difficulties  were  greater 
▼ery  often  than  those  of  persons  nominally 
in  a  poorer  grade.  The  bon.  and  learned 
Member  appeared  to  think  that  no  boys 
whatever  ought  to  be  on  the  foundation 
but  those  whom  one  sees  running  about  the 
streets  in  leather  breeches  and  a  little 
muffin  cap. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  had  certainly  un- 
derstood from  many  "  Old  Westminsters" 
that  the  School  used  to  be  specially  the 
resort  of  the  British  aristocracy. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  the  aristo- 
cracy used  to  be  strongly  represented  at 
Westminster,  but  they  did  not,  as  alleged, 
devour  the  endowments,  which  were  freely 
enjoyed  by  sons  of  the  poorer  clergy  and 
struggling  professional  men.  The  endow- 
ments of  Westminster  were  not  being 
created  now  for  the  first  time,  and  in  any 
fresh  distribution  of  the  funds  he  thought 
the  School  had  a  right  to  claim  its  fair 
proportion. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  Government 
might  very  fairly  have  supported  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee ;  but 
they  had  shown  a  ready  lavishness  to 
spoliate  the  people  by  ad(Upg  a  further 
sum  of  £500  a  year  to  the  endowment. 
His  hon.  Friends  who  had  been  educated 
at  Westminster  School  seemed  to  believe 
that  they  had  been  there  in  company  with 
all  the  poverty  of  the  town  ;  but  that  was 
not  the  impression  of  onybody  else.  What 
he  complained  of  was,  that  those  who  had 
the  charge  of  this  Bill  had  refused  to  in- 
troduce a  clause  which  would  limit  the 
application  of  these  public  funds  to  people 
who  shall  give  evidence  that  they  were  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  their  education. 
He  had  a  right  to  say  therefore  that  this 
was  a  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  a  class  who 
could  afford  to  pay  for  their  education. 
Supposing  that  Westminster  School  was 
used  by  those  who  could  not  pay  for  their 
own  education,  he  would  ask  whether  the 
same  thing  could  be  said  of  Eton,  Harrow, 
and  Rugby  ?  Were  those  schools  carried 
on  upon  the  principle  of  being  most  adapted 
to  the  people  who  could  not  afford  to  pay 
for  their  education  ?  On  the  contrary, 
their  only  peculiarity  was  that  they  were 
most  expensive  in  point  of  charge,  and 
least  effective  in  point  of  education.  ["No, 
no  !"|  It  was  notorious  that  the  education 
of  the  majority  of  the  scholars  was  neg- 

Mr,  Bentinck 


lected  for  the  purpose  of  ooetiieiiilly  pro- 
ducing what  were  called  "  show  boys. 

Mr.  WALPOLB  said,  the  hon.  sod 
learned  Gentleman,  who  was  so  severe 
upon  the  Government,  had  not  been  veij 
careful  as  to  the  accuracy  of  bis  own 
stetement.  So  far  from  the  GovemmeBt 
seeking  to  spoliate  the  funds  belonging  to 
the  Church,  the  proposal  in  Committee  ts 
fill  up  the  blank  with  the  sum  of  £3,500 
was  carried  by  a  majority  of  14  or  15 
votes,  the  only  dissentient  being  the  hoe. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  hr 
the  Tower  Hamlets.  The  Committee  hii 
determined  that  a  sum  should  be  paid  te 
the  School  out  of  the  property  of  the  Ben 
and  Chapter,  amounting  to  nearly  £3,59}, 
and  all  that  was  now  asked  to  be  done,  it 
addition,  was,  that  the  CommissionM 
should  be  left  a  discretion  to  increase  tbl 
amount  to  a  sum  not  exceeding  £4,0001 
The  Government,  in  sanctioning  tbstpif* 
posal,  were  simply  acting  on  the  eqnitalb 
construction  to  be  pnt  on  the  statstN^ 
which  laid  it  down  that  portions  of  At 
funds  in  question  fairly  belonged  to  Wilt- 
minster  School. 

Amendment  neg€Uif>ed, 

Me.  MARSH  moved  the  insertion,  Mil 
11,  line  12, after  the  word  ''them/' of tH  \ 
words — 

"  The  playground  in  Vineent  Sqnars  witk  lb 
buildings  thereon ;  the  dormitorj  with  its  appv 
tenanoes  ;  the  school  and  class-rooms ;  the  hoiM 
and  premises  of  the  Ilead  master  and  Uslv 
master ;  the  three  boarding-houses ;  the  gjwttf 
sium  excepting  the  orypts  ;  and  subject  to  eiiirfiiC 
interests  the  house  in  Great  Dean's  Yard,  M* 
occupied  by  the  Rector  Canon  of  Saint  Jotaitti 
Evangelist,  Westminster  ;  the  house  abattiMji 
the  school  premises,  and  now  oconpied  bf  Ife 
Turle ;  the  house  now  ocoupiedby  the  Sab-DHSS; 
and  the  house  situate  at  the  south-western  oontf 
of  Great  Dean's  Yard,  now  numbered  ,*t 
in  the  occupation  of  Mrs.  Gullan  and." 

The  space  occupied  by  Westminster  SdnA 
he  said,  was  only  5,000  square  feet,whll^ 
as  King's  College  and  the  City  of  Losdoi 
School  occcupied  a  space  of  12,000  M> 
He  trusted  the  number  of  boys  at  Wot* 
minster  School  wonld  largely  inerease,  ui 
if  that  were  so  they  would  stand  in  Mil 
of  the  additional  accommodation  whidi  b 
proposed  to  provide. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER  expressed  a  hm 
that  the  Committee  would  accede  to  tM 
very  reasonable  suggestion  which  had  j^ 
been  made.  The  requirements  of  At 
present  day  necessitated  that  additilMl 
accommodation  should  be  provided  for  Al 
School. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Mb.  POWELL  moved  to  omit  the  words, 
"and  SQoh  other  portions  of  the  said 
Chapter  estates  as  are  essential  to  the 
well-being  of  the  Sohool." 

Ameodmeot  agreed  to. 

Mb,  marsh  said,  that,  aceordiog  to 
the  proTiso  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  in 
the  OTont  of  Westminster  School  being 
remoTed  beyond  the  City  of  Westminster, 
all  its  property  and  income  derived  from 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  or  from 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  or 
their  estates,  would  revert  to  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners.  He  thought  that 
Westminster  School  should  be  treated  on 
the  same  principle  as  the  Charterhouse 
School ;  and  therefore,  by  way  of  Amend- 
ment, he  moved  in  line  28,  after  "  govern- 
ing body,"  leave  out  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  force  in 
the  argument  that  Westminster  School, 
not  being  an  entirely  independent  school, 
but  being  connected  with  Westminster 
Abbey,  should  not  be  allowed  to  take  the 
foods  which  arose  from  the  revenues  of 
Westminster  Abbey  and  spend  them  in 
some  place  in  the  country.  He  therefore 
deemed  it  desirable  that  the  decision  of  the 
Select  Committee,  which  was  in  favour  of 
the  proviso,  should  be  adhered  to,  though 
the  matter  was  of  no  great  practical  im- 
portance, as  it  was  not  probable  that 
Westminster  School  would  be  removed 
into  the  country. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  buildings  round  Dean's 
Yard  ought  to  be  reserved,  and  ought  to 
lapse  to  the  Abbey,  if  the  School  should 
be  removed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toMdraion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  22  to  26  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  poitpcned. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Ma,  LOWE,  in  proposing  a  new  olaase, 
providing  for  an  annual  examination  by  In- 
spectors, said,  that  the  proposal  was  not 
altogether  a  new  one,  because  when  the 
Poblic  Schools  Commission  were  inquiring 
into  the  matter  they  invited  the  public 
aehools  to  snbmit  to  an  examination  of  the 
kind  he  proposed  ;  but  for  various  reasons, 
all  eqoaily  cogent,  these  schools  declined 
the  honour  that  was  offered  them.  He 
made  this  proposal  in  no  spirit  of  hostility 


to  the  public  schools,  but  in  friendship  for 
the  youth  of  this  country.  A  very  good 
case  for  the  clause  was,  he  thought,  to  be 
found  in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
A  gentleman  of  great  judgment  and  expe- 
rience, for  instance,  stated  that  a  few  years 
ago  the  University  of  Oxford  had  to  make 
its  course  commence  with  the  mere  rudi- 
ments of  education,  and  on  page  26  of 
their  Report  the  Commissioners  arrived  at 
the  conclusion,  among  others,  that  the 
classical  knowledge  possessed  by  young 
men  leaving  school  was  very  low,  but  that 
the  knowledge  of  arithmetic,  mathematics, 
and  general  information  was  lower  still. 
Now  the  deficiencies  thus  pointed  out  in 
no  unfriendly  spirit  were  such  that  he  felt 
sure  the  Committee  must  deplore  their  ex- 
istence. At  Winchester,  in  his  time, 
neither  writing  nor  reading  was  taught, 
and  a  similar  state  of  things  prevailed,  he 
believed,  at  most  of  our  public  schools. 
The  question  then  arose  how  so  great  a 
want  was  to  be  supplied  ?  His  idea  was 
that  the  sources  of  improvement  were  not 
to  be  sought  in  the  endowments  of  a  school, 
but  in  the  parents  of  the  children  by  whom 
it  was  attended.  The  object  which  the 
Committee  should  endeavour  to  secure  was 
to  bring  the  opinion  of  the  parents  to  bear 
on  the  system  of  instruction  which  their 
children  received  ;  because  our  public 
schools  being  in  the  main  adventure  schools 
necessarily  depended  very  much  on  those 
who  were  their  customers.  It  was  desi- 
rable, therefore,  that  the  fathers  and 
mothers  of  England  should  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  deficiencies  in  the  edu- 
cation given,  and  the  way  to  that  was  to 
submit  the  schools  to  examination  and  to 
make  known  the  result.  If  the  views  of 
the  Commissioners  should  then  be  found 
to  be  correct,  a  service  would  be  done  by 
having  public  attention  called  to  the  fact, 
while,  if  not,  an  erroneous  notion  would 
have  been  dispelled,  and  the  schools  would 
be  the  gainers.  In  either  event  such  ex- 
aminations as  he  proposed  could  not  fail  to 
be  attended  with  advantage,  and  he  eould 
not  see  how,  on  the  ground  of  expediency, 
there  eould  be  any  objection  to  the  clause. 
But  then,  perhaps,  it  might  be  opposed  on 
the  ground  of  right.  It  might  be  contended 
that  Government  Inspectors  could  not  pro- 
perly be  empowered  to  enter  the  schools 
for  the  purpose  of  instituting  an  examina- 
tion of  the  pupils.  These  schools,  how- 
ever, he  would  remind  the  Committee  were 
really  founded  on  endowments,  and  the 
Commissioners  on  Middle-class  Education 
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reported  in  fayour  of  hayiDg  every  endowed 
school  examined  under  Qovernment  in- 
epeotion.  He  was  therefore  only  asking 
the  Committee  to  anticipate  the  recom- 
mendations of  those  Commissioners  ;  and, 
indeed,  it  would,  he  thought,  have  been 
better  if  endowed  schools  had  been  dealt 
with  as  a  whole,  and  the  invidious  dis- 
tinction between  public  and  private  schools 
obfiatcd.  If  the  subjects  to  which  his 
clause  related  were  taught  in  our  public 
schools,  he  could  not  understand  whj  they 
should  shrink  from  the  proposed  examina- 
tion ;  if  not,  he  could  not  see  why  the 
House  of  Commons  should  shrink  from 
making  the  fact  known  to  the  world.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  concluded  by  mo? ing 
the  following  clause : — 

*'  That  all  bovs  educated  at  the  seven  Schools 
mentioned  in  this  Act  shall  be  examined  once  a 
year,  by  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education,  in  reading,  writing  from 
dictation,  arithmetic,  including  vulgar  fractions, 
practice,  and  the  rule  of  three,  geography,  Eng- 
lish grammar  and  history,  and  the  results  of  suon 
examination  and  the  Report  of  the  examining  In- 
spectors shall  b»  laid  before  Parliament. — {Mr, 
Lowe). 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  contended 
that  the  effect  of  the  adoption  uf  the  clause 
would  be  to  degrade  the  great  public  schools 
of  England  down  to  the  level  of  village 
schools.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
in  another  place  ascribed  his  success  in 
life  to  his  command  of  his  mother  tongue; 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  that  there 
was  no  Member  of  that  House  who  owed 
more  to  other  sources.  Had  he  trusted  to 
his  mother  tongue  alone,  independently  of 
the  classical  reputation  which  he  had  ac- 
quired, he  would  scarcely  have  reached  so 
high  a  position  as  he  had  achieved.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  wish  to 
interfero  with  private  right,  and  the  func- 
tion of  the  Head  master  of  the  school. 
There  was  no  such  thing  as  mms  sana  in 
corpore  sano,  as  when  the  mind  was  culti- 
vated the  body  suffered,  and  when  the  body 
was  highly  cultivated  the  mind  suffered. 
The  richness  of  our  language  arose  from 
the  Anglo-Saxon  foundation,  enriched  by 
copious  gatherings  from  Greek  and  Latin. 
It  was  to  these  agglomerated  sources  that 
the  English  language  owed  its  richness. 
The  object  of  Eton  and  Westminster  was 
to  raise  the  minds  of  the  pupils  ;  but  all 
those  in  the  public  schools  would  feel  that 
examination  in  the  branches  mentioned  in 
the  Resolution  would  be  a  degradation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  the  clause,  be- 
Mr,  Lowe 


cause  he  did  not  think  the  Inspeelon  of 
the  Committee  in  Couneil  wovfd  be  the 
proper  examiners,  nor  did  he  think  an  ei- 
amination  should  be  limited  to  resdisg, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  or  be  oonfioed  to 
the  schools  affected  bj  the  Bill.  Ho 
thought  all  endowed  schools  should  bo 
subjected  to  examination.  Nothing  seemtl 
more  clearly  proved  than  this  in  the  ori- 
dence  before  the  Committee.  If  his  riglit 
hon.  Friend  would  frame  a  clause  that 
would  submit  all  these  schools  to  an  o^ 
tensive  examination,  he  (Mr.  Foroter] 
would  vote  for  it ;  but  he  was  afraid  oiif 
of  the  schools  would  think  this  claoBS  ti 
insult. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  hopoi 
the  clause  wonld  be  pressed  to  a  diviuoi^ 
because  it  was  evident  that  most  pupih  ok 
public  schools  did  not  know  as  moeb  M 
an  intelligent  charity  boy.  Complaint  bil 
been  made  that  the  whole  time  of  psUi 
school  boys  was  taken  up  by  the  stodj  of 
Latin  and  Greek;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fic^ 
they  learnt  very  little  of  these  langosgoo. 
An  ordinarily  educated  German  conld  eo^ 
verse  with  a  foreigner  in  Latin  if  the  tn 
had  no  other  language  in  common ;  bit 
how  many  Englishmen  carried  fron  i 
public  school  sufficient  Latin  to  do  dm! 
He  confessed  that,  although  he  might  bo 
able  to  translate  some  half  doxen  words  of 
Latin,  he  was  wholly  unable  to  translitoi 
sentence  from  the  Greek,  although  he  bil 
studied  those  languages  for  ten  yearotti 
public  school.  He  complained  that  it  m 
the  fault  of  the  system  and  his  misfortao 
that  this  was  so.  The  fact  was,  pibio 
schools  had  become  mere  hotbeds  of  oociol 
exdusiveness  and  nristocratie  preiodio^. 
where  people  sent  their  sons  to  pick  if 
what  they  called  gentlemanly'conneetiotfi 
lie  hoped  that  a  division  would  be  reiorirf 
to,  in  which  case  the  right  hon.  GeBtloM 
would  find  more  Members  voting  for  biB 
than  he  expected. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  agreed  that  it  «« 
desirable  to  remedy  as  far  as  possible  tbo 
deficiency  of  their  public  schools  with  i^ 
gard  to  the  lower  branches  of  edaeatiffi 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  remedy  vbiA 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  toapf^ 
would  at  all  bit  the  source  of  the  diieMli 
The  sources  of  the  deficiency  were  ekioVf 
two — one  was  connected  with  the  boys,  tf 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Ik 
Labouchore)  had  virtually  admitted  fil 
his  own  case,  the  other  was  traeeaUe  M 
the  parents.  The  real  fault  lay  with  th 
parents  themselvea,  who  left  the  raspon* 
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UHj  altagvther  upon  the  lohool  and  the 
miiterft  and  did  not  paj  saffioient  attea- 
ti«  ihamaeivei  to  the  progress  which  their 
boyi  made.  Bot  hoir  was  that  difficulty 
to  be  got  over  ?  He  believed  the  Bill 
wmM  meet  this  enl  much  better  than  the 
sfpamtment  of  Inspectors,  and  that  it 
wovld  be  the  primary  duty  of  the  newly- 
contitiited  governing  bodies  to  make  regu- 
ktiosi  for  accomplishing  the  very  purposes 
to  vhieh  it  was  proposed  that  the  Inspec- 
fm  ihoald  apply  themselves.  It  would  be 
a  gnat  mistake,  and  that  not  merely  in 
•dsoitiooal  matters,  to  encourage  the  be- 
lief tbtt  everything  which  was  complained 
of  eosld  be  got  rid  of  by  a  system  of  6o- 
vmment  inspection.  Evils  like  these  were 

Ely  to  be  encountered  and  surmounted 
exertions  of  the  people  themselves, 
if  Government  Inspectors  were  ap- 
(^  Miitod,  in  time  the  duties  would  be  very 
■porfeetly    discharged,   and  the   system 
vooMeod  very  much  in  matters  of  form. 
Bomg,  therefore,  that  the  object  which 
Vk  1^  bon.  Friend  had  chiefly  in  view 
•nU  bt  aocumplisbed    by   trusting   and 
ming  the  new  governing  bodies,  he 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed  to 
aCfiiion. 
lb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  there 
H  DO  doubt  the  fault  lay  to  some  extent 
^^Mt  the  parents  ;  but  a  parent  who  paid 
^  a  year  for  the  education  of  his  boy 
tt  the  same  time,  a  right  to  expect 
he  would  be  tanght  the  elementary 
shes  of  learning.     For  his  own  part, 
boped  the  Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a 
The  Government  had  done  a 
deal  during  the  last  twenty  years 
tho  edaoation  of  the  poorer  classes,  and 
vntime  now  that  something  should  be 
for  the  children  of  the  upper  and 
classes.      Government   inspection, 
koKoved,  would  do  a  great  deal  towards 
public  confidence  in  the  education 
in  the  public  schools. 
Mi.  HENLBY  said,  of  all  the  curious 
^^ipOMtioos  put  forward  during  the  present 
L^hnmion,  this  was  the  most  remarkable. 
the  last  couple  of  years  the  Legislature 
ooenpied  itself  in  constituting  anew 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  great  schools  ; 
~  not  hesitated  to  deal   freely  with 
I*  wills,  with  Acts  of  Parliament, 
M  some  put  it,  had  not  scrupled  to 
"  the  poor."     But  hardly  was  all  this 
dM  work  eveiii  was  not  yet  completed, 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowe) 
Ibrward  and  said — 

very  aathorities  whom  you  have  just 
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•itabUshod  with  so  strong  a  hand  are  not  fit  for 
anything  •»  not  fit  even  to  .judge  whether  the 
•ohools  are  teaching  anything  or  nothing." 

Surely,  if  you  have  swept  away  much  of 
what  exists  and  set  up  something  in  its 
stead  that  you  declare  not  to  be  competent 
to  decide  whether  children  can  read  or 
write,  you  must  have  done  a  great  deal  of 
I  wrong,  and  the  better  course  would  be  to 
proc^  no  further  with  the  Bill.  What 
confidence  could  the  Committee  put  in  the 
,  machinery  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  now 
proposed?  Why,  he  was  the  very  man 
who  was  foreed  to  come  down  to  the  House 
some  years  ago  and  state  that  all  the 
beautiful  system  of  inspection  which  had 
gone  on  for  many  years  under  the  Privy 
Council  was  an  utter  failure,  that  the  chil- 
dren could  neither  read  nor  write,  and  that 
an  Act  of  Parliament  was  neeessary  to 
set  right  the  very  matters  which,  according 
to  the  Inspectors'  Reports,  varied  only  in 
their  degrees  of  excellence.  He  honestly 
avowed  that  he  had  no  faith  in  the  pro- 
posed  system  of  inspection.  It  was  a  se« 
rious  charge,  and  behind  it  was  the  whole 
question  of  visitation.  Were  the  Commit* 
tee  going  to  strike  down  the  system  of 
visitation,  and  to  create  in  its  stead  a 
system  of  inspection  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere)  told  the 
House  that  there  were  a  great  many  boys 
in  these  schools  who  learnt  nothing.  Some 
of  these  were  not  wanting  in  ability,  but 
they  set  that  ability  to  work  to  defy  the 
masters,  putting  up  with  any  little  incon- 
veniences for  the  sake  of  carrying  their 
object.  If  the  Committee  chose  to  enact 
that  the  children  in  the  different  public 
schools  should  learn  reading,  writing,  or 
arithmetic,  that  proposition  in  itself  might 
be  deserving  of  consideration.  Bui  a  sys- 
tem of  Government  inspection,  he  believed, 
would  be  a  failure,  and,  furthermore,  would 
militate  against  the  system  of  visitation. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  the  great  evil  of 
the  public  schools  was  the  tacit  recognition 
of  idleness.  One  of  the  Assistant  masters 
at  Eton  brought  before  him  very  plainly 
the  difficulty  of  grappling  with  this  evil, 
when  he  repeated  a  saying  of  the  parent  of 
one  of  these  boys — "  I  don't  care  whether 
my  boy  learns  anything  as  long  as  he 
makes  a  good  connection."  The  gentleman 
who  made  this  remark  was  a  man  likely  to 
rise  into  a  very  high  position  in  society, 
but  he  was  nevertheless  somewhat  of  an 
upstart.  The  ceremony  of  examination 
under  the  operation  of  the  clause  would 
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in  his  opinion,  be  a  great  farce.  Who 
were  to  be  the  'examiners  ?  Inspectors 
appointed  by  the  Privy  Council,  who,  he 
must  say,  with  all  respect  for  some  of 
them,  were  not  men  in  the  slightest  degree 
fitted  to  discharge  the  duty.  Indeed,  it 
would  bo  nothing  less  than  an  insult  to 
any  respectable  middle-class  school,  he 
thought,  to  send  such  persons  to  examine 
the  scholars.  Why  were  decimal  fractions 
omitted  from  the  list  of  subjects  in  which 
the  examination  was  to  take  place  ?  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  consent  by 
a  sidewind  to  erect  the  President  of  the 
Council  into  a  Minister  of  Public  Instruc- 
tion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Calne  was  so  anxious  for  im- 
provement in  the  direction  to  which  his 
clause  pointed,  why  did  he  not  propose,  he 
should  like  to  know,  that  all  boys  should 
be  examined  before  they  were  admitted  to 
our  great  public  schools  ?  He  himself  was 
the  adTocate  of  enforcing  elementary  edu- 
cation in  the  schools  of  England  from  top 
to  bottom ;  but  the  subject  was  one  of 
great  importance,  requiring  serious  con- 
sideration, and  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  chance  clause,  such  as  that  under 
discussion.  The  clause  should  run,  not 
*'  all  boys  educated  at  the  seven  schools  ;" 
but  all  boys  "  admitted "  to  the  seven 
schools. 

Colonel  SYRES  maintained  that  the 
principle  advocated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tho  Member  for  Calne  was  a  sound 
one.  The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  see 
that  the  endowed  schools  did  their  duty  in 
elementary  knowledge.  The  fault  was  not 
in  the  pupils  or  the  parents,  but  in  the 
system.  According  to  the  rules  at  Harrow 
a  pupil  might  go  out  with  honours  in  Greek 
and  Latin  without  knowing  the  multiplica- 
tion table. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  re- 
medy which  was  now  proposed  was  that 
the  scholars  should  be  examined,  not  in 
what  the  schools  professed  to  teach,  but  in 
what  every  boy  should  know  before  he  went. 
To  examine  them  in  what  any  boy  should 
know  at  a  National  School  might  be  an  ex- 
tremely good  joke  against  the  schools  ;  but 
he  hoped  no  one  would  vote  for  it  seriously. 
The  examination  should  be  in  those  sub- 
jects the  cultivation  of  which  was  the 
purpose  of  the  schools.  But  he  quite 
agreed  that  tho  examination  provided  by 
the  clause  might  be  applied  as  an  entrance 
examination. 

Mr.  HEYGATE  thought  the  objections 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  teaching 

Mr.  Acland 


at   Eton  applied  more  to  a  past  stste  of 
things  than  to  the  present. 

Mr.  NEATE,  having  a  great  respaet 
for  endowments,  protested  against  the  wij 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie 
Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  propoied 
to  treat  them,  and  expressed  himself  is  Boi 
well  satisfied  with  the  feeble  defenee  vf 
them  which  had  been  made  by  the  rufat 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  ?» 
versity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole). 

Mr.  LOWE,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mea- 
ber  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill),  who 
argued  that  the  Motion  might  be  good  u 
far  as  it  went,  hot  that  it  should  go  fnrthir, 
observed  that  it  could  go  no  farther,  u 
there  was  no  machinery  by  which  the  boyi 
could  be  examined  to  better  effect  tbi 
according  to  the  plan  he  proposed.    "Wik 
regard  to  the  Universities,  there  wereesa^ 
mous  endowments  held  out  to  those  whi 
learnt  there  ;  but  with  regard  to  elementax 
studies  nothing  was  to  be  got  in  the  wijil 
endowments,   and    no    endowments  «Ni 
held  out  as   rewards  for  good  teadiiB|. 
Therefore,  it  was  important  to  bring  brfm 
the  public  the  amount  of  deficiency  a 
teaching  which  might  exist  in  any  inriihh 
tion.     The  hon.  Member  for  Devises  (Ifaii. 
D.  Griffith)   said   that  his   (Mr.  Lom^) 
tongue  was  not  enough.     Now  he  (Mb 
Lowe)  quite  agreed  with  him — mother  fit 
was  wanted  as  well  as  mother  tongue,  ii 
to  the  statement  that  there  was  no  nek 
tiling  as  menz  Bana  in  corpore  tano,  piA- 
ably  on  that  point  the  hon.  Member  ifito 
from  his  own  experience.     The -right  b|k 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  noireniy 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole)  attribotedAi 
evil  to  the  wrong  cause,  and  suggested  fa 
wrong  remedy.     He  said  that  the  efO  Mf ■ 
the  fault  of  the  parents.     How  wu  itlU^. 
fault  if  they  paid  sufficiently  for  the  el 
tion  of  their  children  ?     In  that  ease 
it  not  the  fault  of  those  who  undertook  ti 
give  the  education  and  did  not  gi^^' 
Then,  again,  the  right  hon.  GentlemasMil 
that  the  remedy  was  to  be  sought  la  ^ 
governing  bodies.     Was  that  aeoorditf  |l 
the  analogy  of  human  affairs  ?    Theed*. 
these  endowments  was  that  the  pMi^ 
enjoying  them  had  a  duty  to  perfona 
no  interest  in  performing  it,  and  it  ^^'^ 
sirable  to  create  that  interest  in  the  Hn* 
masters  by  making  known  to  the  part^ 
what  was  and  was  not  taught.    Theitki 
right  hon.  Member  for   Oxfordshire  (Vb 
Henley)  said  that  it  was  monstroit  M 
these  great  changes  should  have  boea  oiiit 
aud  that  governing  bodiea  who  wen  ^  ^ 
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oompetent  to  tee  the  desired  things  done 
shonld  hate  been  created.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  the  goferning 
bodies  of  schools  conld  be  inspectors  in  that 
sense,  and  that  they  should  look  after  the 
Head  masters  and  stimulate  them  to  teach 
what  ought  to  be  taught  ?  Where  were  to 
be  found  the  goferning  bodies  who  had 
ever  exercised  this  great  snpenrision  ?  The 
right  hon»  Member  for  Oxfordshire  ex- 
pressed surprise  that  he  (Mr.  Lowe)  should 
hare  made  the  present  proposal,  because 
he  had  pointed  out  that  the  inspection  of 
schools  was  nugatory,  and  yet  he  now  ad- 
vised, it  was  said,  the  introduction  of  in- 
spection. What  he  now  proposed  was  not 
inspection,  but  examination ;  and  when 
inapeotion  iras  found  deficient  was  not  the 
evil  remedied  by  examination  ?  The  state- 
ments which  were  made  with  regard  to  the 
defeeti?e  results  of  inspection  were  at  the 
Ume  boldly  denied,  and  by  no  one  more 
strongly  than  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
snd  yet  when  they  came  to  be  investigated 
erery  word  of  them  was  Torified.  It  stood 
pro  eomfesto  that  the  things  mentioned  in 
his  clause  were  not  taught  at  these  schools ; 
bat  he  would  not  expose  the  remedy  pro- 
posed in  the  clause  to  the  disadvantage  of 
a  division  in  the  existing  temper  of  the 
House. 

Clause,  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 

M&.  AYRTON  mored  clauses,  to  be 
inserted  in  all  statutes  under  this  Act, 
providing  for  the  admission  of  day  scholars 
uto  every  school  to  which  the  Bill  applied. 
In  a  vague  way  the  Bill  recognised  the 
admission  of  such  scholsrs ;  but  the  pro- 
vision did  not  go  far  enough,  it  being 
merely  permissive,  whereas  the  object  of 
his  clause  was  to  make  the  admission  of 
day  scholars  compulsory.  The  demands 
of  the  masters  of  these  schools  were  enor- 
mous~-£150  or  £200  a  year  ;  but  there 
were  a  great  many  people  in  this  country 
who,  from  their  position,  might  fairly  de- 
sire to  have  their  sons  educated  in  those 
schools  who  could  not  afford  to  pay  such  a 
sum.  There  were,  for  instance,  oflBcers  in 
the  army  and  navy,  members  of  the  pro* 
fessions,  many  country  gentlemen  and 
clergymen,  whose  income  would  not  enable 
them  to  pay  such  Urge  demands.  Then, 
there  were  a  great  many  widows,  whose 
husbands  had  occupied  considerable  posi- 
tions, and  who  generally  resorted  to  the 
places  were  those  schools  were  situated, 
in  order  to  obtain  education  for  their  sons 
^i  the  low  rate  of  charge.     It  was  incum* 


bent  on  the  Committee  to  secure  that  the 
classes  he  had  described  should  have  the 
benefit  of  education  for  their  sons  on  pay- 
ing the  actual  sum  required  for  instruction. 
The  only  objection  to  this  was  thst  the 
richer  classes  sent  their  sons  there  for 
social  considerstions,  which  they  regarded 
as  superior  to  educational  considerations. 
Now,  that  was  a  feeling  to  which  they 
ought  not  completely  to  succumb.  The 
spirit  of  exclusiveness  was  cultivated  by 
these  schools,  and  the  more  the  false  pride 
and  pretension  of  money  was  checked  the 
better,  by  the  association  of  the  children 
of  the  wealthy  with  those  who,  though  not 
so  rich,  were  probably  their  superiors  in 
mental  accomplishments  and  moral  eleva- 
tion of  character.  He  proposed  to  limit 
the  application  of  the  clause  to  children 
residing  with  persons  who  stood  to  them 
in  the  fourth  degree  of  relationship.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  the  clause  being  inserted 
in  the  Bill. 

Clause  (In  the  statutes  to  be  made  ander  this 
Act,  for  every  sohool  to  which  this  Act  applies, 
provision  shall  be  made  for  the  education  of  any 
boy,  as  a  day  scholar,  who  may  be  residing  within 
three  miles  of  the  sohool  with  a  parent  or  relative 
within  the  fourth  degree  of  relationship,  con- 
sanguinity, or  afilnity,  or  with  his  guardian,  and 
who  may  be  proved  by  a  preliminary  examination 
to  be  in  other  respects  fit  to  be  educated  at  luch 
school :  Provided,  That  every  such  boy  may  be 
required  to  pay  a  reasonable  sum  for  his  educa- 
tion not  exceeding  that  paid  by  borden,)— (3fr. 
Ayrion,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  p.  WYKE ham-martin,  in  sup- 
porting the  clause,  observed  that  when  he 
was  at  Eton  there  were  there  a  certain 
number  of  day  scholars,  the  sons  of  trades- 
men, who  were  received  upon  an  equality 
with  the  rest  of  the  scholars. 

Mb.  BARNETT  also  supported  the 
clause  and  remarked  that  he  recollected 
when  the  head  boy  of  Eton  was  the  son  of 
an  Eton  tradesman. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
boys  were  all  treated  alike  at  the  public 
schools. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  objected  to  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  interfere  with 
the  management  of  the  school  by  per- 
mitting the  influx  of  a  number  of  boys  far 
larger  than  the  teaching  power  of  the 
school  was  calculated  to  educate  in  a  pro* 
per  manner.  He  added  that  under  a  clause 
of  the  Bill  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  might  be  accomplished* 

Mr.  NEATE  urged  the  necessity  for 
some  such  provision,  as  the  interest  of  the 
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Bobool  ifould  rather  be  in  the  clireoti<»Q  of 
boarders*  who  would  be  more  profitabloi 
than  of  day  soholars. 

Mr.  AYRTON  urged  that  there  was  no 
ground  for  the  objeetioD  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  elaase.  He  wai 
willing  to  oonsent  to  the  introduetion  of 
words  to  guard  against  any  undue  inorease 
in  the  number  of  the  scholars. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  re- 
marked that  in  the  12th  elause  power  was 
giren  to  the  Qoverning  Bodies  to  afford 
facilities  for  boys  other  than  boarders  to 
attend  the  schools. 

Mr.  AYBTON  said  that  power  was  not 
given  to  the  Commissioners  to  do  what  he 
required,  and  therefore  the  clause  was  ne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wonld  do  well 
to  leare  the  education  of  the  day  boys  to 
the  Commission. 

Motion  madoj  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'' 

The  Committee  dtm'(20<^ ;  —  Ayes  40; 
Noes  96  :  Majority  56< 

House  rtBuxned* 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thuriday, 

IRELAND  »  COMPULSORY  PRESENT- 
MENTS.--QUESTION. 

CoLONBL  FRENCH,  on  rising  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer respecting  the  amount  levied  off  the 
Irish  counties  by  compulsory  presentment 
under  the  head  of  Audit,  referred  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Anthony 
Blake  was  appointed  to  the  office  of  Chief 
Remembrancer  under  the  Act  of'Parlia- 
ment  passed  in  1833.  In  his  opinion  com- 
pulsory presentments  had  been  levied  off 
the  Irish  counties  in  a  very  unconstitu- 
tional manner.  For  works  on  the  Shannon, 
which  had  not  effected  the  objects  for  which 
they  bad  been  undertaken,  as  much  as 
£300|000  had  been  so  levied.  He  hoped 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  state  how 
much  had  been  levied  for  audit  expenses. 
He  would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequeri  For  how  many  years  the 
sum  of  £500  a  year,  part  of  the  amount 
levied  off  the  Irish  counties  by  compulsory 
presentment  under  the  head  of  Audit,  has 
been  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  appropriate  the  accumulated  sum  to- 
wards developing  the  resources  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  ITmU 


Thi  OHANCBLLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  in  answer  to  the  first 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
had  to  say  that  the  money  referred  to  had 
been  paid  into  the  Consolidated  Fund  sioee 
the  Act  passed  authorising  such  psytDsnt, 
which  was  in  1843.  There  was  an  Aet 
passed  in  the  first  year  of  the  present 
reign  to  provide  for  the  audit  of  acooonti 
in  Ireland,  and  a  fee  of  not  exceeding  5i. 
per  hundred  was  to  be  paid  to  constitote  a 
fee  fund.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  conld 
charge  on  that  fond  any  expenses  oeees- 
sary  for  carrying  out  the  Aet ;  and  it  irss 
provided  that  the  expense  of  auditing  the 
Treasurer's  accounts  should  be  borne  bj 
the  counties.  In  1843  an  Aet  wss  passed 
having  relation  to  the  offices  of  Chief  ssd 
Second  Remembrancers  in  Ireland;  and 
since  the  passing  of  that  Act  the  dolus 
formerly  discharged  by  one  of  the  Bemem* 
brancers  in  regard  to  auditing  the  accoaols, 
for  the  audit  of  which  the  fees  were  letied, 
had  been  performed  by  one  of  the  Masters 
in  Chancery,  who  was  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  It  seemed  not  unreason- 
able, therefore,  that  the  respeetive  coonties 
should  in  respect  of  the  audit*  contribote 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  equal  to 
that  which  they  formerly  paid  to  the  Re- 
membrancer. He  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  any  accumulation  from  those 
fees.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  could  sbov 
that  there  was,  he  would  have  the  mstter 
inquired  into.  He  eoold,  however,  assors 
his  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  was  a  oonsiderable  loser  by 
the  offices  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ire- 
land, as  the  fees  received  from  them  did 
not  amount  to  the  sum  which  bad  to  be 
provided  for  those  offices. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  he  did  not  think  tbe 
explanation  of  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Bx- 
chequer  satisfactory.  The  Msster  in 
Chancery  who  audited  the  aceonnts  re- 
ferred to  only  received  the  same  salary  as 
the  other  Masters  of  the  same  Court. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVIOB  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

(1.)  £67,380,  to  complete  the  sum  fer 
the  British  Museum. 

Mb.  LOWE :  The  grant  to  the  British 
Museum  last  year  was  £95,446,  and  the 
sum  for  which  I  am  to  ask  this  year  is 
£99,380,  showing  an  increase  of  £3,934. 
That  inorease  is  accounted  for  mainly  by 
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granta  for  diArent  tpdoial  purpowt.  For 
iotUnee,  £1,000  extra  hare  bean  grantad 
for  the  porebaae  of  Mr.  Ha/a  very  ovrioas 
end  intereating  collection  of  Bgjptian  an- 
tiqoitiea  ;  £1.300  fw  the  psrohaae  of  a 
bronse  head  of  Hjpnoa,  with  an  owl's  wing 
OD  one  aide  of  the  head,  and  other  bronsea 
of  greal  value  ;  £1»000  for  reaearehea  in 
Asia  Minor,  oondaeted  by  Mr.  Dennis, 
aainly  into  the  tombs  of  the  Lydian  kings 
atSardia;  and  £1,000  to  the  gentleman 
who  waa  aent  with  the  Abyssinian  Expe- 
dition. These  sums  together  nearly  ooTor 
the  increase  upon  the  former  Estimate  ; 
and,  aa  the  year  has  been  very  une? entful,  it 
ia  not  necessary  for  me  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee with  further  obsenrationa.  I  ought, 
however,  to  mention  the  munificent  bequest 
which  haa  been  made  to  the  Museum  by 
Mr.  Slade  of  a  very  curious  collection  of 
glasa  worth  £8,000,  and  prints  worth 
£1,600.  The  gentleman  whom  we  de- 
spatched to  Abyssinia  upon  a  scientific 
mission  with  the  expeditionary  force  seems 
have  acquitted  himself  of  the  task  with 
great  energy  and  considerable  success,  fie 
obtained  a  large  quantity  of  Ethiopio  manu* 
aeripta,  which  we  have  not  yet  had  an  op- 
portunity of  inspecting,  but  which  may, 
perhaps,  contain  something  of  interest  and 
value,  remembering  that  in  1820  the  re- 
markable Book  of  Jasber  was  recovered 
from  Abyssinia.  Mr.  Holmes,  it  seems, 
contrived  to  get  into  Magdala  within  ten 
minntea  after  the  troops  entered ;  he  found 
the  dead  body  of  Theodore,  and  made  a 
sketch  of  him  as  he  lay,  which  competent 
judges  have  pronounced  to  a  most  faithful 
and  admirably  likeneas.  He  also  secured 
from  a  private  soldier,  for  the  very  mode- 
rate sum  of  £4,  the  crown  of  the  Abuna, 
and  also  a  ohalice  and  some  other  articlea, 
I  am  sorry  to  add  that,  though  tbeae  were 
obtained  for  the  modest  amount  which  I 
have  stated,  we  are  now  offered  by  the 
Government  the  option  of  purchasing  our 
own  collection  for  the  sum  of  £2,000. 
These  were  the  only  items  which  it  was 
nocessary  for  him  to  mention  in  conneetion 
with  the  Vote.  There  ia  only  one  subject 
more ;  but  it  is  one  which  ought  always  to 
be  mentioned  on  these  oecasions,  and  that 
ia  the  question  of  room.  There  is  no 
•omplaint  againat  the  Gofcmment  on  this 
accoant.  They  hare  taken  all  the  neces- 
aaiy  information,  and  1  trust  that  before 
long  we  shall  have  a  comprehensive  scheme, 
which  is  so  much  needed  for  the  proper 
diaplsy  of  the  objects  in  the  Museum.  The 
Caet  ia  we  are  proceeding  in  a  moat  absurd 


manner.  We  are  spending  large  sums  in 
obtaining  a  valuable  collection,  a  great 
part  of  which  is  useless  and  packed  away, 
because  this  House  has  not  made  due  pro- 
vision for  the  treasures  it  has  so  liberally 
acquired.  This  is  a  state  of  things  which 
is  an  opprobrium  to  the  national  liberality 
and  taste.  We  have  a  collection  that 
would  make  the  fortune  of  twenty  ordi- 
nary museums,  yet  they  are  lost  to  view  as 
if  they  did  not  exist,  and  they  are  under- 
going a  process  of  injury  and  dilapidation. 
He  hoped  that  something  would  soon  be 
done  to  remove  this  opprobrium  on  the 
public  taste  and  sense.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  oonduded  by  moring  the  Vote. 

Mr.  Aldebhan  LUSE  congratulated 
the  Trustees  on  the  success  of  their  efforts 
in  obtaining  works  of  art ;  but  could  not 
congratulate  the  Museum  upon  its  success 
in  a  popular  point  of  view.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  sums  that  had  been  spent  on  it, 
the  people  did  not  go  to  it  as  they  were 
expected  to  do,  and  the  number  of  visitors 
fell  off  every  year.  Etcu  the  readers  fre- 
quenting the  Reading  Boom  showed  a 
diminution  of  more  than  30,000  in  the  last 
six  years.  There  was  far  too  much  of 
some  things,  and  too  little  of  other  things. 
People  got  tired  of  seeing  so  many  cats, 
dogs,  monkeys  and  birds — in  fact  it  wanted 
weeding.  Many  of  the  gems  and  articles 
of  Talue  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted were  put  away  in  cellars.  Even 
celebrated  antiquities  did  not  please  cfery- 
one.  A  person  he  knew  said  of  one  room  that 
it  was  "  full  of  big  stones,  and  men  with- 
out heads,  and  he  did  not  see  much  merit 
in  them."  He  told  his  friend  he  was  not 
perhaps  a  judge  of  Fine  Art ;  but  being 
himself  in  the  room  devoted  to  antiquities 
the  other  day  not  a  single  person  was  to 
be  seen.  The  public  wanted  greater  va- 
riety, and  the  tastes  of  all  should  be  con- 
sidered and  not  that  of  only  one  part  of  the 
community.  At  present  he  could  not- 
regard  the  British  Museum  as  a  success, 
or  aa  a  proof  of  good  management. 

GoLOKXL  NORTH  said,  that  as  it  ap- 
peared that  some  of  the  greatest  curiosities 
that  would  give  the  Museum  greater  no- 
velty were  "  going  to  the  bad  "  for  want 
of  more  space,  he  wondered  why  the  worthy 
Alderman  did  not  propose  a  large  sum  for 
a  proper  building. 

ViBOOUNT  AMBERLEY  agreed  in  think- 
ing that  the  present  managemement  of  the 
Museum  waa  not  satisfactory;  but  the 
fault  was  not  with  the  Trustees.  One 
great  drawback  to  the  library  was  the 
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want  of  a  prioted  ontalogao.  If  a  oftU- 
logne  were  pnbliibed  erery  three  or  fear 
jean  the  sale  would  be  to  o  oonsiJerable 
extent  remuneratire,  and  It  would  greatly 
add  to  llie  uaeFuInetB  of  the  MoBeum. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBEBS  said,  that  a  few 
jeara  ago  property  might  bave  been  pur- 
ohased  adjacent  to  the  Hnaeum  oa  Tory 
reaaonable  terme.  He  belieied  that  it 
would  be  an  economical  thing  eien  now  if 
an  estimate  were  made  for  the  purobase  of  i 
the  property  in  Montague  Street,  and  if 
negoeiationa  were  forthwith  entered  into  to 
buy  the  property.  Snch  a  atep  would,  of 
course,  invoke  the  question  of  the  separa- 
tion of  articles  of  vertti  from  the  collection 
of  natural  history.  Ought  it  not  to  be  the 
duty  of  some  one  to  ascertain  what  articles 
were  now  atowed  away  and  perhaps  going 
to  ruin  for  want  of  proper  accomodation  in 
the  Muieum  I  He  believed  the  time  had 
arriied  when  there  ought  to  be  a  proper 
depositary  for  the  invaluable  treasures  of 
ererj  description  collected  in  the  British 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SuppLT — CnsToics  Defartuekt. 

(2.)  £1,024.653,  Customs  Department. 

Hr.  Alderuak  LUSK  commended  the 
economical  administration  of  this  Depart- 
ment, and  said  it  was  an  example  which 
he  thought  might  be  advantageously  imi- 
tated in  the  Admiralty  and  other  Depart- 
ments ;  but  he  ought  to  have  i%memhered 
the  Customs  existed  for  the  collection  of 
money  and  the  other  offices  seemingly  only 
for  the  purpose  of  spending  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
SOFPLT — Inland  BeyBNUE  Departxent, 

(3.)  £1,574,210,  Inland  Bevenue  De- 
partment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SOPPLT — Post  Opnoe,  &o. 

(4.)  £2,369,235,  Post  OfBce,  &e. 

VisoouNT  UILTON  called  attention  to 
the  absence  of  any  direct  communication 
between  this  country  and  British  Ci 
lumbia, 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  the  mat 
ter  could  be  more  conveniently  entered 
into  if  the  noble  Lord  would  give  Notice  oJ 
a  Question  upon  it. 

Mr.  Aldehhak  LUSK  remarked  upon 

the  insufficient  redress  given  with  respect 

to  lost  letters,  and  gave  an  instance  which 

recently  came  under  his  own  notice.     He 

TuoMtnt  Ambtrhji 


waa  Dot  qnite  eon  that  the  Poit  Ofin  n 
so  well-managed  aa  it  waa  atated  te  ^ 
and  complained  that  the  authorities  am 
rather  harshly  prosecuting  a  eompasj  fa 
delivering  circulars  at  a  fourth  of  the  Ml 
which  they  charged. 

Mb.  M.  CHAMBEBS  eipreued  a 
opinion  that  much  improvement  nughik 
made  in  the  postal  service  by  the  adtf 
tion  of  a  system  of  country  sorting  oflaM, 
to  which  lettera  might  be  sent  direct,*- 
stead  of,  as  in  many  cases,  being  first  Mt 
to  London,  whereby  much  time  «u  ImL 
Some  years  ago  he  drew  the  attentiw  d 
the  Post  Office  to  this  aubjeet.  He  fmi 
that  if  a  letter  intended  to  be  seat  tl 
Chatham  were  put  in  the  Post  OStt  it 
Woolwich  at  seven  o'clock,  it  waa  aeit^ 
to  London,  and  pasaed  by  Woolvriab  t|Hi 
at  twelve  o'clock  the  next  day,  and  m 
not  delivered  at  Chatham  till  abont  tm 
o'clock  in  the  day.  He  admitted  thsttki 
great  commercial  oommunitiea  were  *d 
served;  but  bethought  greater advantip 
might  be  conferred  on  the  rural  diitiiril 

Mr.  M'LABBN  called  attention  lo  Ik 
expediency  of  carrying  printed  mstm 
cheaply  by  the  Post  Office.  The  FM 
Office,  having  a  monopoly,  was  aUt  k 
drive  private  carriers  out  of  the  maiU 
But  when  the  private  carriers  wereaUawl 
to  deliver  circulars,  they  could  carry  nA 
profit  to  themselves  for  a  farthing  rill 
the  Post  Office  charged  a  penny  for  vuif 
ing.  Agencies  were  established  in  Um 
pool,  London,  Edinburgh,  and  other  ton 
for  the  delivery  of  oirculara  ;  bat  tbsM 
Office  took  legal  means  of  es(ablisliiB|  ll 
mooopoty,  and  pot  down  the  private  faw 
The  Post  Office  now  propoied  that  Aa 
should  be  allowed  to  do  all  the  telegiip 
busineas  of  the  country,  on  the  gronni  tW 
they  could  do  the  work  much  morecbMril 
than  the  telegraphic  companiea.  If  tHl 
waa  true,  why  could  not  the  Poet  MM 
carry  circulars  for  double  (be  charge  M 
would  be  asked  by  private  carriers  t  b 
thought  the  Post  Office  ought  to  eanyi^ 
printed  matter  not  exceeding  one  odom* 
a  halfpenny.  If  that  price  were  chai|R 
a  very  large  number  of  ciroulara  wooU  k 
I  sent  through  the  Post  Office.  Then* 
a  epeoial  reason  why  circulars  aboaU  h 
carried  by  the  Post  Office  cheaply  Bt# 
time.  Millions  of  circulars  were  sent  N 
at  election  time,  and  it  had  been  eahallti 
that  if  a  candidate  for  a  large  town,  IM 
as  Liverpool,  Glasgow,  or  1fiimlii<l 
were  to  send  four  circiUan  to  fdtdK 
toi  by  the  penoy  poit  it  would  eoal  U 
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41,000.  He  (Mr.  IfLaren)  did  oot 
Imr  whalhtr  the  rales  of  the  House 
mid  allow  him  to  moye,  "  That,  in  the 
iffauoa  of  this  floase»  the  Post  0£Boe 
mU  eanj  printed  matter,  not  ez- 
mdiig  one  ounce  in  weight,  for  a  half- 
fttsj."  No  Act  of  Parliament  was  neces- 
Wf  is  effect  the  alteration.  An  Order 
ftm  the  Treasury  to-morrow  would  be  as 
ilNtBsl  as  anj  Act  of  Parliament.     He 

Sid  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would 
lib  this  matter  into  their  serious  consi- 
Imtion,  and  giro  an  assurance  that  the 
Nfmn  be  snggested  should  be  carried  into 
Aet  without  delay. 

lb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  with 
Irfmnee  to  the  matter  so  ably  advocated 
Ui  hen.  Friend,  he  could  not  help  sug- 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcho- 
tbat  it  would  be  very  proper  to  carry 
fid$  election  circulars   through  the 
Wee  free.     If  that  were  done  it 
some  to  pass  that  candidates  would 
their  constituents  much  more  by 
than  by  speechesr    Election  ez- 
were   increased  much   more  than 
Amtlemen  were  aware  by  the  charges 
tks  delivery  of  election  circulars. 
.CounrsL  FRENCH  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
seemed    to    forget  that  the  Post 
contributed  to  the  revenue  of  the 
try.     In  his   opinion  no   person  had 
to  complain   of  Id.  being  charged 
SDV  quantity  of    printed   matter  not 
idiDg  four  ounces.      The    efficiency 
seonomy  of  the  Post  Office  had  been 
ised  in  every  country.     As  to  the 
Int  of  want  of  accommodation   in 
nnd  districts,  he  could  sav  that  as 
his  experience  wont  it  was  not  well 

Jh.  WYLD  called  the  attention  of  the 

lor  of  the  Exchequer  to  a  prosecu- 

whieh  was  being  carried  on  against 

Girenlar   Delivery  Company.      That 

ly  charged   only  one  farthing  for  a 

for  which  the  Post  Office  charged 

Now,   a  most    important    question 

involved  in  this  prosecution  ;  because 

the  Government   could    prosecute  the 

ly  they  could   also  prosecute  any 

person  who  delivered  his  own  cir- 

If  it  were  true  that  the  country 

A  revenue  from  the  Post  Office,  it 

not   be  forgotten    that   the   Post 

was  established  for  the  benefit  of 

\mmnirj. 

RAMSAY  said,  that  the  object  of 
FPoaft  Ofibe  was  to  bring  the  different 

TOL.  GZGIIL    [xHisD  sieaxxs.] 


parts  of  the  country  within  reach  of  each 
other.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  below  him  (Colonel  French) 
that  his  experience  as  to  the  accommo- 
dation given  to  the  rural  districts  was 
very  different.  He  knew  parts  of  Scot- 
land where  the  post  from  London  could 
not  be  reckoned  to  reach  in  less  than  a 
month,  and  where  a  letter  from  New  York 
would  arrive  as  soon  as  one  from  London. 
He  had  himself  conveyed  Her  Majesty's 
Mails  for  the  last  fifty  years  for  nothing 
in  some  of  the  remote  districts  of  Scot- 
land. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  ndt  able  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wyld) 
about  the  prosecution,  as  he  had  not  re- 
ceived Notice  that  it  would  be  put ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  repeat  it  he  would 
be  happy  to  let  him  know  how  the  matter 
stood  at  another  time.  With  respect  to 
the  Circular  Delitery  Agency,  he  under- 
stood that  some  of  those  agencies  pro- 
fessed to  deliver  circulars;  but  it  was  found 
that  a  great  many  of  the  circulars  which 
it  was  alleged  were  delivered  were  thrown 
into  rivers  and  ponds  and  out-of-the-way 
place,  and  that  some  of  them  were  put 
into  pillar-boxes  without  being  paid  for,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  delivered  by  the 
Post  Office.  He  was  not  sure,  therefore, 
that  those  agencies  really  carried  out  what 
they  professed  to  do.  He  had  been  several 
times  in  communication  with  the  Post 
Office  to  see  whether  printed  matter  weigh- 
ing less  than  four  ounces  could  not  be 
carried  cheaper  than  Id.  The  question 
was  still  under  consideration,  and  he 
hoped  that  they  should  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  it. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  com- 
plained that  the  postal  communication 
with  the  Continent  of  Europe  was  very 
defective,  and  that  no  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  delivery  of  letters.  They 
were  told  in  the  Post  Office  Directory  that 
there  were  two  mails  a  day  made  up  for 
France,  Belgium,  Holland,  Hamburgh, 
Bremen,  Prussia,  Spain,  Portugal,  Italy, 
and  Denmark;  and  therefore  onei  might 
imagine  that,  as  two  mails  left  England 
for  those  places,  there  were  two  deliveries; 
but  that  was  not  the  case.  It  was  true 
that  two  mails  were  daily  sent  to  Italy, 
but  there  was  only  one  delivery ;  because 
when  the  letters  posted  in  London  in  the 
evening  reached  Paris  in  the  morning  thej 
they  remained  there  all  day  until  evening, 
when  the  French  mail  left  Paris  for  Italy. 

2  E 
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A  letter  posted  in  London  at  seyen  o'clock 
in  the  e?ening  reached  Italy  exactly  at 
the  same  time  as  a  letter  posted  at  Lifer- 
pool.  He  thought  the  time  was  come  for 
all  the  nations  of  Europe  arriving  at  an 
understanding  not  only  upon  the  question 
of  postal  intercommunication  between  the 
Yarious  countries,  but  also  upon  the  matter 
of  establishing  some  uniform  system  and 
rate  of  postage.  The  subject  was  one  well 
worthy  of  investigation  and  consideration 
by  the  Post  Office  authorities  in  England. 
It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  correspondence  of  this 
country  should  not  be  delayed  at  Paris,  as 
was  the  custom  at  present.  Nobody  could 
guarantee  when  a  letter  posted  at  London 
would  reach  Berlin,  Madrid,  or  other  dis- 
tant places,  as  no  information  on  this  point 
was  given  in  the  Postal  Ouide,  This 
clearly  demanded  a  remedy.  He  consi- 
dered that  if  the  subject  were  properly 
discussed  an  uniform  rate  of  postage  might 
be  procured. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

POST   OFFICE   PACKET   SERYICE. 

(5.)  £789.349,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  called  attention  to 
the  recent  increase  of  postage  on  letters 
addrertsed  to  the  East  Indies  and  Ceylon, 
and  the  exemptions  allowed  in  certain  pri- 
vileged esses.  The  subject  was  considered 
two  years  ago  by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  recommendations  were  made 
which  resulted  in  increased  facilities  being 
afforded  and  in  many  additional  services 
being  established.  A  recent  arrangement 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company 
had  ^iven  the  public  the  advantage  of  com- 
municating once  a  week  with  Bombay,  in- 
stead of  fortj-eight  times  a  year  as  formerly; 
but  this  increase  from  forty-eight  to  tifty- 
two  posts  in  the  year,  or  about  8}  per  cent, 
had  been  followed  by  an  increase  in  the 
rate  of  postage  from  lOd.  to  I«.  \d.  for 
letters  going  by  way  of  Marseilles,  and 
from  6d.  to  9(i.  for  letters  going  by  South- 
ampton. In  other  words,  the  Qovernment 
were  making  those  who  used  the  Post 
Office  pay  the  extra  expense  of  increased 
service  instead  of  trying  what  was  to  be 
made  out  of  the  cultivation  of  new  and  im- 
proved communication  with  India.  Great 
objections  had  been  taken  to  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Treasury,  not  only  here 
but  in  India  ;  and  various  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  other  bodies  interested  had 
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petitioned  on  the  snbjeet,  although,  to  far 
as  he  was  aware,  no  answer  had  been  rs- 
turned  to  these  representations.  The  prs^ 
sent  postage  system  was  full  of  anomnliei 
— for  instance,  a  letter  not  exceeding  hslf- 
an-ounce,  vid  Marseilles,  was  ebargsd 
Is,  Id.,  and  to  China  is.  Ad.,  whereas  tin 
same  letter  could  be  sent  the  maeh  great* 
distance  of  Australia  for  lOd.  He  cooU 
not  understand  why  this  should  be  m. 
Again,  a  large  mercantile  letter,  contsii- 
ing  enclosures,  say,  of  two  ounces,  eoald 
be  sent  to  Australia  for  3s.  4(2.,  the  ssbo 
rate  as  was  charged  for  India,  whersii 
As,  Ad,  was  charged  for  Ceylon  and  5s,  4dL 
for  China.  And  the  only  ground  thtt  hs 
could  see  for  this  overcharge  was  that  tin 
Government  had  given  the  people  of  It^ii 
the  privilege  of  writing  and  posting  their 
letters  fifty-two  times  in  the  year,  initetl 
of  forty-eight  times.  He  objected  to  thm 
increased  burdens  being  placed  upon  ths 
shoulders  of  correspondents.  In  theesN 
of  American  and  other  letters,  the  postsgi 
was  being  reduced  ;  and  he  could  not  m- 
derstand  why  a  different  system  shovU 
prevail  with  regard  to  Indian  letters,  udIm 
it  was  because  the  Indian  purse  was  a 
convenient  one  to  tax.  The  sobject  wai 
one  of  great  importance,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived representations  from  many  psopli 
in  India  respecting  it.  He  had  hoped  thll 
some  Member  of  the  Government  woaid 
have  directed  their  attention  to  it.  If  hii 
remarks  were  to  receive  no  attention,  hi 
had  perhaps  as  well  sit  down  at  onct, 
though  he  had  hoped  that  some  Meabsr 
of  the  Treasury  would  have  paid  attenlNl 
to  what  he  was  saying. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sirt 
I  am  listening  to  every  word  the  hia. 
Member  is  saying.  I  have  reason  to  ^ 
lieve  that  other  Gentlemen  on  this  BsoA 
are  listening  also  ;  and  I  am  therefofS 
quite  at  a  loss  to  put  any  interpretstiia 
that  is  intelligible  upon  the  observstiMl' 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.   CRAWFORD   said,  that  he  tel 
observed  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trca^ 
sory  had  been  paying  attention  ;  bat  he  M 
not  think  he  wouldinterest  himself  in  then 
mere  departmental  details.     He  would  niv 
proceed  with  his  remarks.     The  Post  OIBn 
authorities  had  given  notice  that,  conasr* 
rently  with  the  establishment  of  the  weaklf 
mail  service  to  India,  the  rates  wooM  to 
raised  to  Is.  Id.   per  ^ns.  to  the  genenl 
public,  while  letters  for  officers  of  the  aivf 
and  nayy  would  still  be  carried  at  6d.  vil 
Southampton,  and  lOd.  vU  MarseiOii.  Bi 
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e<mld  not  midentaDd  on  what  prinoiple  this 
pririlege  was  granted,  and  he  knew  that 
to  many  commereial  and  profesBional  men 
poslai^e  was  as  mnoh  a  burden  as  it  was 
to  officers  of  the  army  and  navy.     The  re- 
cent increased  charges  had  the  effect  of 
iodacmg  people  who  carried  on  an  exten- 
live  correspondence  with  India  to  look  far 
more  closely  than  they  had  previonsly  done 
to  that  item  of  their  expenditure  :  and  he 
conld  state  that  a  firm  in  the  City  had 
thus  been  induced  to  use  lighter  paper  and 
to  adopt  other  expedients  by  which  their 
eipeDies  were  diminished   £5  a  week  on 
their  inward  and  the  same  sum  on  their 
oatwsrd  letters,   so  that  the  Post  OflSce 
woold  receire  from  them  £500  a  year  less 
thsD  there  had  been  received  before  the 
change  that  had  recently  been  effected. 
He  felt  convinced  that  a  similar  course 
woold  be  followed  by  other  firms,  and  that 
the  Treasury  in  the  long  run,  instead  of 
bcDefitifig,  would  suffer  by  the  increased 
rate  of  postage,  which  could  be  justified 
neither  by  expediency  nor  fairness.     Re- 
ferring to  a  recently  issued  Return,  in  which 
the  net  produce  of  the  mails  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  India,  A&c,  was  es- 
timated by  deductions  of  the  amounts  paid 
to  the  French  Government  and  to  the  co- 
losies,  and  of  £25,000,  or  Id.  out  of  the 
13d.,  for  inland  conveyance,  he  said  that 
if  the  latter  deduction  were  made,  it  would 
he  equally  fair  to  charge  the  Military  Es- 
timates with  the  sum  saved  to  British  sol- 
diers and  sailors.     Commenting  upon  some 
diaerepancies  in  Returns,  he  traced  them 
to  the  natural   tendency  on   the  part  of 
those  who  framed  the  Estimates  to  make 
the  borden  on  the  taxpayers  in  this  coun- 
try for  Indian  postage  appear  as  large  as 
poaaible.     He  had  no  intention  of  moving 
an  Amendment,  and  he  apologised  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
Bsry(Mr.  Selater- Booth)  fur  having  noticed 
bis  departure  from  the  House   when   his 
absence  was  only  temporary. 

Ma.  HORSPALL  said,  the  principle 
had  been  frequently  laid  down  in  that 
BoBse  that  mail  packet  contracts  ought 
to  be  thrown  open  to  public  competition. 
But  he  had  heard  it  stated  that  that  role 
ksd  not  been  followed  in  the  case  of  the 
contract  for  the  West  India  mail  service, 
uid  be  should  be  glad  to  receive  some 
Mplanation  upon  that  subject. 

Ma.  T.  BARINQ  said,  he  wished  to 
^g  under  the  notice  of  the  House  and 
of  the  €K>?emment  a  oomplainl  made  by 
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of  twenty-two  years  the  people  of  that 
colony  had  enjoyed  direct  postal  commu* 
nioation  with  England ;  but  they  had  been 
deprived  of  that  advantage  by  the  contract 
recently  entered  into  with  the  Peninsular 
and  Oriental  Company.  He  had  put  a 
question  on  the  subject,  and  had  received 
a  reply  which  left  the  impression  that  the 
Post  Office  would  re-open  negotiations 
with  the  Company,  in  order  to  remedy 
the  grievance  ;  and  a  communication  was 
sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Company, 
setting  forth  the  complaints  that  had  been 
made  since  their  steamers  ceased  calling 
at  Penang.  The  Company  offered  to  re-« 
sume  the  old  system  provided  their  sub* 
sidy  was  increased  by  £5.000  a  year.  That 
offer  was  followed  last  month  by  a  letter 
from  the  Post  Office,  stating  that  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  would  not  assent  to  such 
an  arrangement.  He  believed  that  hitherto 
no  case  had  occurred  when  after  postal 
communication  had  been  accorded  to  a 
colony  it  had  been  stopped  without  any 
compensation  or  equivalent  being  given 
to  the  colony.  In  regard  to  this  psrticu* 
lar  colony  it  could  be  shown  that  at  the 
time  when  the  privilege  was  granted  it 
was  poor  and  unprotected,  and  yet  in  the 
course  of  twenty-two  years  it  had  increased 
enormously,  and  was  still  making  rapid 
advances.  This  was  obvious  from  the 
fact  that  one  year's  tonnage  at  Penang 
now  was  equal  to  the  tonnage  in  the  ten 
years  preceding  the  establishment  of  postal 
communication.  It  was,  however,  now  ar- 
ranged that  the  mails  should  be  taken 
from  Singapore  to  Penang  and  back  again 
to  Singapore.  But  as  the  outward  bound 
steamer  touched  at  Singapore  only  three 
days  before  the  homeward  steamer  from 
China  touched  there  it  would  follow  that 
the  merchants  at  Penang  would  not  be 
able  to  answer  their  letters  for  a  fortnight. 
It  could  hardly  be  denied  that  this  was  a 
substantial  grievance.  And  what  was  the 
reason  for  making  the  new  arrangements  ? 
He  was  told  that  the  only  offer  for  carry- 
ing  the  mails  to  the  East  had  proceeded 
from  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Com- 
pany;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  ahould 
be  borne  in  mind  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  the  only  body  which  could 
thus  employ  the  Company,  and  that  con- 
sequently the  Government  was  perfectly 
able  to  insist  that  the  Company's  vessels 
should  touch  at  Penang  as  before.  In- 
deed, the  contract  contained  a  clause  under 
which  the  Government  could  force  on  the 
Company  the  resumption  of  its  former 
2  £  2 
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daties  as  regards  Penang,  subject  to  such 
compensation  as  might  be  awarded  by  an 
arbitrator.      The  Company,  however,  had 
offered  to  perform  the  service  for  £5,000 
extra,  and  therefore  the  cost  to  the  coun- 
try would  be  but  slight  when  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  postage  between  Penang 
and  this  country  produced  between  jS2,000 
and  £3,000.  He  confessed  himself  unable 
to  say  very  confidently  whether  the  new 
system  would  expedite  the  transmission  of 
correspondence    between   China   and    this 
country  ;  but  at  all  events  the  calling  at 
Penang   would   only  occupy  fifteen   hours 
longer.     The  Government   was   bound  to 
consider  whether  it  could  not  restore  direct 
postal  communication  with  Penang  or  make 
some  arrangements  which  would  give  satis- 
faction to  the  colony.     The  conduct  of  the 
Post  OfiBce  had  been  truly  ridiculous.     He 
was   not  an  advocate  for  an  extravagant 
expenditure  ;  but  a  stingy  saving,  which 
was  not   economy,  had  been  effected,  and 
it  might  result  in  starving  one  of  our  dis- 
tant  possessions    without   nourishing  the 
Empire.     Indeed,  it  would  tend  to  deprive 
us  of  those   collateral   sources   of   wealth 
which    established   the  prosperity   of   the 
country,   and    which   were  obtained   by  a 
liberal  treatment  of  our  dependencies.  The 
question  in  reality  was,  whether  the  Post 
Office    Department    should    lose   between 
£2,000  and  £3,000  per  annum,  or  whe- 
ther, on  the  other  hand,  the  settlement  of 
Penang  should  be  wholly  deprived  of  the 
facility  and  advantage  of  a  prompt  com- 
munication with  this  country. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  pointed  out 
that  under  the  old  arrangement  the  steam- 
ers of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Com- 
pany touched  at  Malta ;  but  under  the 
new  arrangements  they  had  ceased  to  do 
BO.  At  present  our  communications  with 
that  important  dependency  were  made  un- 
der most  unsatisfactory  circumstances  — 
Italian  steamers  being  employed  to  convey 
the  mails  to  Sicily  and  thence  to  Malta. 
The  communication  between  Sicily  and 
Malta  was  only  once  a  week,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  there  was  unnecessary 
delay  in  the  transmission  of  letters  between 
Malta  and  this  country.  This  was  a  great 
injustice  to  a  dependency  which  had  vastly 
increased  in  importance  since  the  cession 
of  the  Ionian  Islands.  Malta  was  a  great 
port  and  also  a  strong  fortress,  besides 
which  it  had  the  capabilities  for  becoming 
a  dock  for  the  whole  of  the  Mediterranean, 
And  yet,  while  knowing  full  well  how  im- 
portant a  place  it  was,  the  Government  I 
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had  totally  neglected  the  means  of  com- 
munication between  this  country  andMsltiy 
but  had  allowed  the  mail  service  to  be  per- 
formed by  foreign  steamers.  The  present 
service  was  dilatory,  uncertain,  and  alto- 
gether unsatisfactory.  If  the  Govemmeot 
did  not  take  this  matter  up,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  do  so.  in  justice  not  only  to 
Malta,  but  to  this  country  also. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  had  been  in- 
formed  that  the  Government  had  not  onlj 
not  invited  tenders  for  an  intermediste 
monthly  mail  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
but  had  disregarded  an  uninvited  teoder, 
though  it  was  lower  than  the  contnet 
mado  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company.  In  substance,  that  contract  hid 
been  entered  into  last  year  ;  but  it  wii 
not  yet  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House.  If 
he  had  not  been  correctly  informed,  tin 
fault  was  with  the  Department  in  not  htv- 
ing  furnished  before  now  a  correspondeDOi 
which  had  been  ordered  for  the  uia  of 
Members.  If  contracts  were  laid  on  tlM 
table  only  a  few  days  before  the  termiai- 
tion  of  the  Session,  the  rale  of  prodoeing 
them,  that  they  might  be  approved  or  ob- 
jected to  within  a  month,  was  not  kept  ii 
spirit. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  observed  that  is 
the  matter  of  postal  contracts  the  poUie 
should  be  considered  as  well  as  mercbsnti 
and  owners   of  steam-packets.     The  Go* 
vernment  were  bound  to  view  such  qaeo* 
tions  in  an  economical  light — not  forgettinf 
the  taxpayers — and  to  see  that  the  total  ns 
received  for  postage,  if  it  did  not  equl 
Bhould  at  least  bear  a   considerable  pi^ 
portion  to  the  amount  paid  for  the  contnoL 
In  many  cases  the  subsidies  were  too  IsiA 
and  he  thought  better  bargaina  migbt  N 
made. 

Mr.  WYLD  suggested  that  the  ezjgn- 
ment  of  having  the  packets  call  at  rtl* 
mouth  should  be  tried,  aa  tbat  of  hsTiof 
them  call  at  Plymouth  had  not  been  coo- 
sidered  successful. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  had  noAni 
several    communications    from  mercbsoti 
and  others  on  the  subject  brought  ante 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  by  the  boa* 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  T.  BariBl)i 
and  he  had  accompanied  tbat  hon.  GenU^ 
man  as  one  of  a  deputation  on  the  anljart 
to  the  Postmaster  General.     By  a  Resold 
tion  passed  in  I860,  all  contracts  exten£B| 
over  a  period  of  years  for  the  convejaMi 
of  mails  by  sea  were  required  to  be  Isil 
on  the  table  of  the  House  for  a  moDth»  aod 
the  sanction  of  the  House  was  im 


841  SyppJy-^PoH  Office         [July  7, 1868) 


Paeket  Service. 


842 


to  gire  them  Talidity.  When  this  qneition 
wtB  first  started  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ajrton)  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  yiew  which  seemed  to  be  taken  by  the 
House,  he  thought  it  would  be  undesirable 
to  oonolode  the  contract  till  the  House 
should  haTe  had  a  further  opportunity  of 
expressing  an  opinion  on  the  subject.  Now, 
he  took  it  that  the  rule  respecting  the  lay- 
ing of  those  contracts  on  the  table  had 
reference  to  a  regular  Session  ;  but  when 
Parliament  held  what  he  might  call  the 
Abyssinian  Session  last  November,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  laid  this  par- 
ticular eon  tract  before  the  House  on  the 
27th  of  that  month,  and  proposed  a  Reso- 
lution giving  it  the  approval  of  the  House 
on  the  29th.  In  a  House  of  sixty-eight  that 
Besdotiou  was  carried  by  55  to  13.  He 
thought  that,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  might  be  considered  as  snapping  a 
division  in  favour  of  the  contract.  This 
case  was  one  without  precedent.  Twenty- 
five  years  ago  a  postal  communication  was 
given  to  Penang.  Since  that  time  Penang 
had  gone  on  improving.  It  had  an  in- 
creasing revenue,  and  that  being  so,  there 
was  no  precedent  for  taking  away  from  it 
postal  advantages  which  it  had  been  eujoy- 
iog  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  The  inten- 
tion of  Parliament  had  plainly  been  set 
aside,  inasmuch  as  no  opportunity  had  been 
afforded  them  of  seeing  the  contract  that 
was  laid  upon  the  table,  while  at  the  same 
time  their  representatives  in  this  country 
were  precluded  from  expressing  their  opi- 
nions as  to  its  merits.  It  had  always  been 
the  practice — a  practice  invariably  adopted 
by  Sir  Rowland  Hill  — not  to  withdraw 
postal  communications  which  had  been 
once  established,  on  the  ground  that  the 
districts  so  convenienced  failed  to  make  a 
profitable  return  to  the  revenue,  because  it 
was  found  that,  though  a  loss  might  be 
inenrred  for  a  few  years,  the  rery  nature 
of  such  communication  was  to  produce  and 
create  a  development  of  correspondence, 
aod  so  ultimately  to  make  an  ample  return. 
As  there  was  no  precedent  for  withdrawing 
this  communication  from  Ponang,  it  only 
requtfed,  he  felt  sure,  that  the  facts  should 
be  stated  in  order  to  obtain  the  alteration 
which  was  so  much  desired. 

Ma.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  would 
endeavour,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  answer 
the  observations  made  by  hon.  Members, 
though  the  Committee  would,  ho  trusted, 
extend  some  indulgence  to  him,  as  much  of 


what  had  been  referred  to  related  to  his 
predecessors  in  0£Bce.  In  answer  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford)  with  refer- 
ence to  the  increased  oharge  levied  upon 
letters  sent  to  India,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  new  contract  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company  had 
entailed  an  additional  expense  of  £300,000 
a  year  upon  the  country.  When  he  was 
asked  if  the  new  contract  was  a  paying  one, 
he  could  only  say  that,  while  the  old  con- 
tract was  conducted  at  a  loss  of  £82,000  a 
year,  the  new  contract,  even  if  the  new 
rates  returned  what  was  antioipated,  would 
involve  a  loss  of  £195,000  a  year.  He  was 
far  from  denying  that  these  matters  ought 
to  be  regulated  by  considerations  apart 
from  a  mere  question  of  profit  or  loss  to 
the  revenue.  The  subject,  however,  had 
received  a  very  fair  share  of  attention  in 
the  short  Session  held  before  Christmas. 
The  increased  oharge,  as  far  as  their  pre* 
sent  experience  had  gone,  had  fully  an- 
swered their  anticipations.  At  the  time 
that  increase  was  made  it  was  contempla- 
ted that  the  result  would  be  an  increase  of 
£37,000  a  year  to  the  revenue  ;  but  their 
experience  hitherto  had  shown  that  some- 
thing like  an  increase  of  £40,000  would 
be  realized  by  a  charge  which,  if  heavier 
than  that  formerly  imposed,  was  to  a  great 
extent  justified  by  the  inorease  of  postal 
facilities.  Ho  admitted  that  it  was  an  ex- 
periment, and  that  circumstances  might 
occur  which  would  render  a  change  neces- 
sary ;  but,  considering  the  enormous  in- 
crease which  they  had  to  pay  for  the  con- 
tract, he  thought  that  it  was  but  right  that 
they  should  endeavour  partly,  at  all  events, 
to  re-coup  themseWes  by  the  imposition  of 
an  extra  charge  on  those  availing  them* 
selves  of  postal  communication  between 
England  and  India,  The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  complained  of  the  reduction  which  was 
made  in  fayour  of  the  oflScers  of  the  army 
and  of  the  soldiers  in  India.  He  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  was  not  sure  that  the  redue- 
tion  in  favour  of  the  o£Bcers  was  altogether 
justifiable ;  but  it  should  bo  remembered 
that  those  officers  were  stationed  in  India 
from  no  inclination  of  their  own,  but  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  certain  duties 
to  their  country,  and  the  indulgence  to 
them  in  this  respect  was  something  analo- 
gous to  that  which  was  made  in  their  favour 
when  travelling.  The  rates  charged  in  the 
case  of  soldiers  had  always  been  lower  than 
those  exacted  from  the  public,  and  he 
scarcely  thought  that  any  alteration  in  that 
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respect  would  be  desired.  The  redootion 
had  only  been  granted  to  oflScers  of  the 
army  within  a  recent  period,  and  might, 
perhaps,  have  arisen,  to  Bome  extent,  from 
the  fact  that  a  reduced  rate  had  long  been 
used  in  the  case  of  officers  of  the  navy  and 
Bailors.  If  that  were  so,  it  only  showed 
how  dongerous  it  was  to  establish  a  prece- 
dent, and  how  difficult  it  was  to  adhere  to 
the  strict  path  of  rectitude  after  having 
once  departed  from  it.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man next  complained  as  to  the  difference 
of  charge  between  letters  and  parcels  sent 
to  India  and  those  sent  to  Australia.  He 
(Mr.  Sclater- Booth)  was  not  sufficiently 
informed  on  the  point  to  account  for  the 
discrepancy  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  ;  but  he  would  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  matter,  although  it  might 
arise  from  the  greater  frequency  of  the 
communications  in  the  one  case  than  in  the 
other.  He  could  not,  however,  help  think- 
ing that  the  hon.  Gentleman  employed 
rather  a  suicidal  argument  when  he  said 
thot  in  consequence  of  the  increased  charges 
those  who  Bent  to  India  so  compressed 
their  parcels  and  reduced  the  weight  of  the 
paper  they  used  that  they  were  enabled  to 
send  what  they  required  at  a  less  cost  than 
formerly.  He  congratulated  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  facility  with  which  he  and 
his  friends  had  overcome  the  difficulties 
placed  in  their  way  ;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  could  scarcely  expect 
that  the  old  rates  would  be  recurred  to  un- 
less he  could  guarantee  that  the  paper 
formerly  used  should  be  again  employed  and 
the  present  compression  be  discontinued. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Horsfall)  had  complained  that 
the  West  India  mail  contract  had  not  been 
thrown  open  to  public  competition.  He  had 
on  several  occasions,  in  answer  to  questions 
which  had  been  put  to  him,  stated  that  the 
old  contract  was  renewed  in  consequence  of 
the  injury  caused  to  the  West  India  mail 
steamers  by  the  hurricanes  of  last  autumn. 
That  Company  had  represented  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  an  extension  of  the  term,  of 
which  two  years  then  remained  unexpired, 
would  enable  them  to  raise  fresh  capita], 
re-construct  their  fleet,  and  carry  on  their 
affairs  as  before ;  and  under  the  circum- 
stances the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
after  a  great  deal  of  correspondence  had 
passed  on  the  subject,  and  after  taking  the 
advice  of  the  Postmaster  General  and  his 
very  able  staff,  did  not  regard  the  proposal 
as  unreasonable  or  improper.  Ho  was  sorry 
that  on  a  recent  occasion  he  had  been 

Ifr.  Sctater-Booth 


unable  to  gpfe  his  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
Baring)  a  more  satisfkotory  aniwer  with 
regard  to  the  postal  commanication  with 
Penang.  It  was  true  that  Penaag  «u 
shut  out  by  the  terms  of  the  new  eontiut 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Compuy 
from  the  advantage  of  the  postal  commni' 
cation  which  it  had  hitherto  enjoyed.  Rit 
the  objection  taken  to  stopping  at  FeosBg 
was  a  very  serious  one — that  it  ioterfefed 
to  a  certain  extent  with  the  direct  eonora- 
nication  with  China  and  Japan,  and  thit, 
if  continued,  would  result  in  a  delay  of 
twenty-four  hours.  The  postages  reeeited 
on  account  of  Penang  would  not  amoimt  to 
one-half  of  the  cost,  but  no  doubt  tone 
arrangement  might  be  come  to  between  the 
authorities  at  Penang  and  Singapore, 
whereby  some  of  the  extra  cost  might  bo 
borne  by  them.  The  wants  of  these  colo- 
nies had  not  been  lost  eight  of  by  the  Oo- 
vemment,  and  it  was  hoped  that  OOM 
means  might  be  adopted  whereby  thewsoli 
of  those  colonies  might  be  complied  with. 
With  regard  to  the  Malta  mail,  be  said  tkii 
one  might  suppose,  from  the  observstioai 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Georgi 
Bowyer),  that  Malta,  as  well  as  Japan,  wy 
cut  off  from  all  communication  with  Esf- 
land.  That,  however,  waa  not  theesoe^ 
for  the  Malta  mail  from  Southamptoii 
though  not  so  speedy  as  oonld  be  witM 
called  at  Malta  every  week,  and  there  vii 
a  communication  by  overland  mail  ftf 
Marseilles.  There  were  two  mails  in  M- 
tion  every  week,  one  through  Italy  and  thi 
other  from  Marseilles  by  French  steanoni 
Greater  regularity  might  shortly  bo  ei' 
pected  in  the  arrival  and  despatch  of  tboN 
mails.  He  was  sorry  that  the  eootnit 
and  correspondence  with  reference  to  tkl 
Cape  mails  laid  on  the  table  had  not  bo* 
earlier  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Memben,  ii  ' 
which  case  the  objection  of  the  bon.  Mob* 
ber  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gandlish)  voiU 
have  been  satisfactorily  met.  It  would  bl 
found  advantageous  both  to  the  GoveraoMik 
and  the  colony. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  was  perfoellT 
aware  that  there  was  communication  vitb 
Malta,  but  he  complained  that  the  eoa* 
munieation  was  excedingly  dilatory  ui 
uncertain  ;  and  a  considerable  improve- 
ment would  he  effected  on  the  presoBi 
system  if  the  Government  would  m  i 
steamer  between  Malta  and  Sieily. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  admitted  that  the  hm. 
Gentleman  had  given  an  explanatioo  with 
respect  to  Penang  with  great  fumeaa.  M 
there  was  no  precedent  tither  at  home  w 
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AnmA  of  postal  eommunieation  being 
vilbdrawn  from  anj  oommonitj  to  which 
it  had  onoe  boon  granted  ;  and  the  Eesolu- 
tioD  of  the  Honfte  providingr  that  the  postal 
eontraot  should  be  laid  on  the  table  for  a 
eoitain  period  had  practically  not  been 
oarried  into  effect  by  the  course  which  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  T.  BARING  urged  the  claims  of 
Penang  to  improfed  postal  communica- 
tioD. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  called 
attention  to  the  inconvenience  which  arose 
in  respect  to  answering  letters  arriving 
from  Australia  by  the  present  arrange- 
ment for  the  arrival  and  departure  of  the 
mail  steamers,  the  letters  from  Australia 
jreaebing  this  country  after  the  mails  had 
left.  He  had  moved  for  a  copy  of  the 
memorials  from  bankers  and  others  pre- 
lented  to  the  Postmsster  General  on  this 
■abject  on  the  31st  of  March  last ;  but  the 
answer  given  was  that  the  matter  was  still 
mder  consideration.  What  was  wanted 
vat  a  fortnightly  mail  to  Australia. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNE  asked  if  the  Cape  mail 
aontract  is  to  be  entered  into  before  hon. 
Members  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
that  contract  is  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  the 
eoDtraet  had  been  laid  on  the  table,  and 
would,  he  hoped,  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers to-morrow.  The  question  of  a  fort- 
nightly mail  to  Australia  was  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral. No  doubt  there  was  inconvenience^ 
in  consequence  of  only  four  days  being 
allowed  to  answer  letters  to  Australia,  but 
it  was  very  difficult  to  arrange  the  mails  so 
as  to  suit  all  places  ;  but,  in  the  course  of 
another  year,  perhaps  some  more  conve- 
nient arrangement  might  be  devised.  The 
eipense  of  a  fortnightly  mail  to  Australia 
would  be  fery  great,  and  it  was  by  no 
means  clear  that  all  the  Australian  colonies 
were  of  one  mind  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  complained  that 
while  the  postage  of  newnpapers  to  Aus- 
tralia was  only  Id,  it  was  2d.  to  India. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  observed  that  the 
dtiBenlty  was  to  meet  the  requirements  at 
both  ends,  consistently  with  the  arrange- 
ments for  India  and  China.  If  another 
week  were  allowed  for  answering  letters  in 
tliia  country,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
bttera  would  arrive  at  Sydney  two  days 
after  the  homeward  mail  had  left.  On 
die  eiisting  basis,  he  believed  that  the 
preaent  time-table  was  the  best  that  could 
M  domod.  He  hoped  hon.  Members  would 


suspend  their  opinion  till  the  correspond- 
ence was  in  their  hands. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence, 
Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  stated  that 
there  were  two  Italian  mails  fr(»m  this 
country  to  Paris,  but  only  one  from  Paris 
to  Italy.  The  Post  Office,  however,  had 
no  power  to  remedy  that  inconvenience. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Thurs- 
day ;  Committee  to  sit  again  Tomorrow, 


TRADES  SOCIETIES   ANB    COMBINATIONS  OF 
WORKMEN   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Fowxll  Buxtoit,  Bill 
to  repeal  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Trade 
Societies  and  the  Combinations  of  Workmen, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bjr  Sir  Thomas  Fowkll 
Bdztox  and  Mr.  IUohabd  Touiro. 
Bill  j7rtf««?ito<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  219.] 


inSW  ZEALAND  assembly's  FOWEES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addirlbt,  Bill  to  declare 
the  powers  of  the  General  Assembly  of  New  Zea- 
land to  abolish  any  Province  in  that  Colony,  or  to 
withdraw  from  any  such  Province  any  part  of  the 
Territory  thereof,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  AoDEBLiT  and  Mr.  Sclatbb-Booth. 
Bill  pre$ented,;iii^  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  216.] 


VACCINATION   (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  of  the  twenty-sixth  and  twenty-seventh 
years  of  Victoria,  chapter  fitty-two,  intituled  "  An 
Act  to  Further  £xtend  and  make  Compulsory  the 
practice  of  Vaccination  in  Ireland/'  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Earl  of  Mato  and  Mr.  At- 
TORXXT  Gbnbral  for  Ireland. 
Bill  ;?r0Miitod,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  217.] 


TITHE  COMMUTATION,    &C.    ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclatbb-Booth,  Bill  to  alter 
certain  provisions  in  the  Acts  for  the  Commuta- 
tion of  Tithes,  the  Copyhold  Acts,  and  the  Acts 
for  the  Inolosuro,  Exchange,  and  Improvement  of 
Land,  and  to  make  provision  towards  detrnying 
the  expense  of  the  Copyhold,  luclosuro,  and  Tithe 
OflSce,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclatbr- 
BooiH  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gathouztb  Uardt. 
^mpretenUdj  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  218.] 

House  adjoorncd  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF  OOHMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  B,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Nbw Writ  Isbusd— Jf'or  CUthe- 
roe,  V.  Richard  Fort,  esquire,  deceased. 

Sblbot  CoiociTTBi  —  lUpoTt — Kitcben  and  Re- 
freshment Rooms  (House  of  Commons)  [No. 
409]. 

PuBuo  Bills  —  Ordered — Land  Drainage  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  *  ;  Sanitary  Act 
(1666)  Amendment*;  Tain  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  * 

FirH  jR^oJtfi^— Liquidation*  [220];  Sanitary 
Act  ( 1866)  Amendment  *  [222] ;  Land  Drainage 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation*  [223];  Tain 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  *  [224]  ;  Army 
Chaplains  *  [220]. 

Committee— Minw  Assessment  (re^iomm.)  [127] ; 
Portpatrick  and  Bel&st  and  County  Down 
Railway  Companies  *  [201] ;  Promissory  Oaths 

[118];  Government  of  India  Act  Amendment 
91]--B.P. 

jR^porf— Mines  Assessment  (re-eomm.)  [127- 
321] ;  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and  County 
Down  Railway  Companies  *  [201]  ;  Promissory 
Oaths  [lid]. 

dmsidered  as  amended  —  Lnnatio  Asylums  (Ire- 
land) Accounts  Audit  *  [184]. 

Third  Reading  —  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and 
Glebes  (Scotland)*  [150] ;  Court  of  Justiciary 
(Scotland)*  [174],  and  jkw««{. 

Wiihdravm^YltAitr  Supply  *  [181] ;  Adulteration 
of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Amendment*  [161]; 
JSjectments  Suspension  (Ireland)  *  [100]. 

IRELAND— RAILWAYS.— QUESTION. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  GhaDcellor  of  the 
Eiebequer,  What,  up  to  the  present  time, 
has  been  the  coat  of  the  Irish  Railway 
Commission  ;  when  the  Return,  ordered 
on  the  24th  of  June  last,  of  the  details  of 
the  expenditure  of  that  Commission  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and, 
whether  the  labours  of  that  Commission 
are  now  closed,  or  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  has  been 
made  in  the  Public  Press,  that  the  Com- 
missioners haTe  been  asked  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  Supplemental  Beport  with  re- 
ference to  the  purchase  of  Irish  Railways  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that,  up  to  the 
present  time,  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Railway 
Commission  had  been  a  little  over  £22,000. 
It  could  hardly  be  said  that  the  labours  of 
the  Commissioners  had  been  finally  closed, 
because  the  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
stated  that  if  there  was  any  other  question 
on  which  they  conid  afford  assistance  to 
the  Government  they  would  be  happy  to 
do  ao.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  hon.  Baronet's  Question,  it  was  sub- 


Btantially  tme  that  the  Commissioners  were 
making  a  Supplemental  Report,  beoauie 
questions  had  been  put  to  them  on  certain 
matters  which  would  call  for  such  a  Re- 
port. The  Commissioners  had  not  been 
asked  to  present  a  Report  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  the  purchase  of  Irish  Railwsji 
by  the  Government,  but  they  had  been 
asked  to  make  certain  estimates  with  re- 
ference to  such  a  purchase  which  might, 
no  doubt,  materially  influence  the  mind  of 
the  Government  on  that  subject.  The 
Return  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  wu 
in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  be  placed  on  the  table  this  week. 

MINES  ASSESSMENT  (re-ccmmiUed)  BILL. 

(iff-.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr,  Cavendiih  BenHntk, 

Mr,  Hendenon.) 

[Bill  127.]     gokmittee. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (All  Mines  to  be  rated). 

Mr.  went  worth  BEAUMONT, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  a  series  of  new  clauses,  proposed  the 
omission  of  all  the  words  after  "sixty-eight" 
down  to  the  end  of  that  clause,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  the  occupier  of  every 
mine  in  England  and  Wales  producing  coal, 
clay,  stone,  salt,  or  ore,  shall  be  rsted  in 
respect  thereof  for  the  relief  of  the  poor.'' 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  suggested, 
that  as  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  more  in  the  nature  of  an  altemstire 
Bill  than  of  Amendmenta,  it  would  be 
most  convenient  to  take  the  diseusiion 
upon  them  at  once  as  a  whole  ;  and  then, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing the  first  of  them  on  a  division,  that 
decision  might  be  accepted  as  a  decision 
upon  them  all. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  he  wished  serioosly 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  great  importance  of  that  measure.  Its 
object,  which  was  generally  approved,  «si 
the  rating  of  certain  property  which  had 
hitherto  been  exempt  from  rating*  Bot 
now  it  also  proposed  to  make  serious  sl- 
terations  in  the  manner  of  rating  coal 
minesi  which  were  already  subject  to 
rates  ;  and  be  thought  a  question  of  that 
great  importance  ought  not  to  be  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  without  due  notice  to 
the  whole  country.  It  affected  not  simpl/ 
the  coal  ownersi  who  might  as  a  body  bo 
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a  kwu  of  the  ehange,  as  it  would  givo 
An  i  ooniiderable  relief ;  but  it  likewise 
tinted  the  interest  of  all  other  classes  of 

apajers.    Therefore,  although  he  cer- 
j  did  not  wish  to  oppose  the  further 
jngms  of  a  Bill  to  which  the  hou.  Gen- 
\  tlMMB  (Mr.    Percj  Wyndham)  had   de- 
/  fotod  10  much  time  and  pains,  he  thought 
it  wodd  be  more  acceptable,  both  to  the 
hoi.  Member  himself  and  also  to  tbe  House 

riDj,  that  thej  should  receiTe  from 
Msjesty's  OoTernment  an  assurance 
!  Alt  they  would  take  up  the  whole  question 
m  itgsrded  coal  mines  and  other  mines  in 
ibtore  Session. 

Is.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
iir  one  had  eome  to  the  conclusion  that 
Ae  only  way  of  desling  fairly  with  the 
of  rating  was  to  do  away  with 
exemptions.  His  hon.  Friend  would, 
night  add,  in  his  opinion,  do  well  not  to 
^|mi  his  Bill  this  Session.  The  subject 
['VM  one  on  which  he  could  not  take  it  upon 
UaMlf  to  legislate  now  ;  indeed,  it  be- 
JitngA  to  another  Department  of  the  Go- 
^Unment ;  but  he  confessed  he  should  like 
e  the  whole  question  of  exemptions 
with  in  one  Bill. 
In  MICHAEL  HICESBEACH  said, 
tUiefed  that  the  House  was  pretty  well 
that  mines  should  be  rated;  and 
only  remaining  question  was,  on  what 
nple  the  rating  should  be  assessed. 
oim  opinion  was  that  all  mines  should 
isted  upon  the  same  principle  as  coal 
and  he  thought  a  simple  enact- 
might  be  passed  declaring  that  the 
"coal  mines"  in  the  statute  of 
)th  should  be  held  to  include  all 
As  to  the  course  which  the  Go- 
it  were  prepared  to  take  in  the 
he  could  give  no  definite  promise. 
JM  eould  say  was  that  his  Department 
gifo  it  due  consideration  during  the 
i;  and  he  should  be  Tory  glad  if  he 
'  .^Ift  enabled  to  introduce  a  measure  deal- 
[^%with  it  next  Session. 
S  lU.  HENDERSON  said,  that  there 
no  two  parishes  in  England  in  which 
s  were  rated  on  the  same  principle. 
Ml.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
not  help  thinking  that  the  House 
all  the  information  on  the  subject 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  legislate 
it  with  adfantage.  The  Bill  did  not 
in  the  least  with  the  principle  on 
|bii  ooaI  mines  were  rated.  It  simply 
■|nid  to  obviate  the  complaints  that 
■Vi  were  rated  in  the  most  contradio- 
kqp  nuuiDer.    The  real  question  before 


the  Committee,  he  beliered,  was  whether 
the  word  "occupier"  should  be  inserted 
in  the  clause  ;  and  he  was  opposed  to  that 
being  done,  because  it  was  necessary  to 
retain  the  proTision  that  the  owner  might 
by  agreement  pay  the  rate.  In  Derbyshire 
alone  there  were  between  fifty  and  sixty 
mines,  the  royalty  on  which  did  not  exceed 
58. ;  and  if  it  were  made  compulsory  that 
the  occupier  should  be  rated  great  incon- 
yenience  in  that  county  would  be  the  re- 
sult. 

Mb,  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGBSSEN 
said  he  thought  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  would  be  facilitated  if  it  were 
decided  that  the  Bill  should  have  frothing 
to  do  with  coal  mines. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  contended  that  the 
proposition  for  a  deduction  of  33  per  cent 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  thoroughly  con- 
sidered by  the  House  before  it  was  adopted. 
He  did  not  think  it  had  been  so  considered, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  would  in  his  opinion 
act  wisely  in  withdrawing,  at  all  e? ents, 
that  part  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would  suggest 
that,  as  there  seemed  to  be  so  much  diffi- 
culty with  respect  to  the  assessing  of  coal 
mines,  it  would  be  well  that  the  portion  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  it  should  be  withdrawn, 
to  be  re-introduced  next  Session  in  a  better 
form  by  the  GoTcrnment.  In  Lancashire 
three  or  four  different  plans  of  assessment 
prevailed,  and  it  would  be  desirable  that 
one  uniform  system  should  be  established. 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  mining  in  Cornwall  was  at 
present  in  d  depressed  condition,  and  that 
if  this  principle  of  rsting  were  applied 
there  it  would  greatly  aggra? ate  the  dis- 
tress. The  copper  mines  among  others 
should  be  very  tenderly  dealt  with. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
application  of  a  particular  mode  of  rating 
to  particular  descriptions  of  property.  He 
thought  that  all  property  liable  to  pay 
poor  rates  should  be  rated  according  to  the 
general  system,  and  that  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  lay  down  a  special  principle  with 
regard  to  the  assessment  of  mines.  All 
that  was  necessary  was  a  short  clause  to 
abolish  the  exemption  from  rating  which 
had  hitherto  existed  in  favour  of  certain 
underground  property,  by  declaring  that 
every  description  of  mines,  not  liable  to 
be  rated  to  local  rates,  should  in  future  be 
liable  to  such  rates.  The  general  law 
would  then  take  effect.  Another  question 
for  consideration  was  whether,  if  the  law 
under  which  persons  held  leases  of  property 
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at  a  fixed  rent  was  saddenly  changed,  it 
would  be  right  that  they  should  bear  the 
whole  burden  of  a  new  rate.  He  suggested 
that,  in  rating  for  the  first  time  property 
which  WAS  never  before  rated,  it  would  be 
only  a  just  provision  to  divide  the  payment 
of  the  new  rate  between  the  landlord  and 
lessee.  He  conceived  that  the  enactment 
of  two  such  provisions  as  he  had  just  men- 
tioned was  all  that  was  necessary. 

Mr.  lid  dell  said,  he  was  glad  that 
many  difficulties  had  been  cleared  away-— 
difficulties  which  arose  chiefly  from  the 
variety  of  absurd  conditions  under  which 
mining  operations  were  carried  on.  But 
that  House  would  make  a  great  mistake 
if  they  laid  down  fixed  modes  of  assessing 
mines.  As  a  representative  of  a  large 
coal  district,  he  had  always  felt  that  there 
was  very  great  injustice  in  the  exemption 
of  other  forms  of  mining  from  the  payment 
of  rates,  and  he  was  prepared  to  accept  the 
principle  that  all  mines  should  be  liable  to 
be  rated.  He  believed  that  the  effect  of 
rating  mines  would  in  many  oases  be  to 
shut  them  ;  but  the  question  was  whether 
it  would  not  be  charitable  to  do  so,  because 
at  present  they  were  being  worked  at  a 
loss.  The  coal  trade  of  the  North  had 
agreed  that  if  tho  deduction  of  33^  per 
cent  in  their  favour  suggested  by  the  Valu- 
ation Committee  of  last  year  were  allowed 
they  would  consent  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
category  as  all  other  mines. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
question  of  rating  woods  and  plantations 
had  not  been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRUCE  protested  against  this 
wholesale  system  of  rating  mines,  the 
country  having  received  no  sufficient  notice 
that  such  a  measure  was  to  be  brought 
forward.  The  subject  was  much  too  im- 
portant to  be  handled  by  a  private  Member. 
In  his  opinion  the  Government  ought  to 
take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands.  He 
would  recommend  that  the  assessment  of 
coal  mines  should  be  dealt  with  by  a  special 
Bill,  to  be  introduced  by  the  Government 
next  Session. 

Colonel  GRAY  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  as  the  discussion 
appeared  unlikely  to  lead  to  any  result. 

Lord  HENRY  CAVENDISH  said,  he 
would  vote  for  no  measure  that  would  trans-  i 
fer  the  rate  from  the  owner  to  the  occupier. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  that 
everyone  who  had  spoken  appeared  to  be 
in  favour  of  tho  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
as  he  did  not  wish  that  at  that  period  of 
the  Session  some  measure  on  the  subject 
Mr*  Ayrton 


should  be  delayed  in  pasdng  thcoogfa  tbs 
House,  he  suggested  that  Hon.  Meobn 
having  Amendments  to  propose  should  lot 
press  them,  but  allow  the  hon.  and  leanel 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  to  move  his  Amend nieut,  id  &vov 
of  which  he  should  give  his  Yote,  or  be 
might  run  the  chance  of  losing  ths  Bill 
altogetlier. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  BEAUMONTae- 
clined  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  AYETON  said,  that  if  the  Gofr 
mittee  agreed  to  that  Amendment  he  vosU 
immediately  after  propose  the  one  he  hii 
already  described  to  the  House. 

Motion  to  report  Progress  wUhdrom, 
Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  ayrton  moved  the  addities  i 
words  to  make  all  mines  not  now  niri 
liable  to  be  rated.  They  would  be  nlit 
by  the  application  of  the  ordinary  law  if 
rating. 

Page  1»  lino  11,  Amendment  propoN^ 

After  the  word  **  sixty-eight,"  to  addtbevwlL 
"  any  description  of  Mines  in  England  and  Wikl  I 
not  now  liable  to  be  rated  to  the  rates  kt  At} 
relief  of  the  poor  and  other  local  rates  ilall  kl 
liable  to  be  rated  to  such  rates." — (Mr.  Agrtmi^ 

Mr.  ST.  AUBYN  opposed  the 
ment.     He  was  yery    much    afraid 
profits  would  be  rated. 

Mr.  KEND  a LL  also  opposed  the 
ment.     Although  he  was  quite  willing 
mines  should  be  rated,  those  in  Coni 
were  in  an  exceptional  condition. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  could  not 
stand  the  peculiar  exceptional  charseieri 
the  Cornish  mines.     If  they  were  exi 
or  nearly  so,  the  Assessment  Comoil 
would  prove  the  fact,  or  it  would  be  ' 
duty  to  ascertain  it. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  all  the  mines 
would  be  rated  under  this  clause  wodM! 
rated  upon  the  principle  at  present 
all   the    circumstances    being 
The  measure  of  the  rate  wonld  be  the 
of  the  mine — that  was  to  say,  what 
be  got  as  a  reasonable  rent  for  a 
number  of  years.     It  woold  have  no 
ence  to  profits. 

Mr.  KENDALL  said,  he  tbougfat 
Amendment  was  fraught  with  danger. 

Mr.     WENTWORTH     BEAUMW*: 
saidy  he  thought  that  the  oceapier 
be  rated. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIGKS-BBACH  riU. 
the  question  as  to  the  mode  of  ratinf 
more  properly  upon  the  mooeediur 
of  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  BRUOB  laid,  that  nothing  ooald  be 
absnrd  than  the  notion  about  mines 
Mng  rated  on  profits.  In  his  part  of  the 
ooanlry  the  only  consideration  with  the 
■AsteMment  Committee  was  the  rent  that 
a  tenant  would  give  from  year  to  year. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  119, 
IToee  6  :  Majority  113. 

Clause,  as  amended^  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Ub.  ATBTON  said,  that  in  consequence 
ef  the  acceptance  of  his  Amendment  the 
ether  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  rendered  un- 
BiesBsary  or  inapplicable.  The  only  ques- 
tion that  remained  was  as  to  the  proportion 
the  rate  to  be  paid  by  the  landlord, 
was  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
»  and  it  would  be  better  to  report 
^Iragrees  and  bring  up  a  well -considered 
«Mie  on  the  Report. 

Ml.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  stated  that 

tts'hiD.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 

^.  Ayrton),  in  conjunction  with  himself, 

propose  a  clause  on  the  bringing  up 

the  Report  to  settle  the  proportion  of 

rates  to  be  paid  by  the  landlord  and 

ftks  tenant. 

Bemaining  Clauses  struck  out 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
^Wered  upon  Friday,  and  to  be  printed, 
pai  221.] 

^HISSORY  OATHS  BILL  — (Bill  113.) 

[  Lor(2f  j^OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  KEWDEGATE   said,  before  the 

went   into    Committee   upon   this 

he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the 

se  between  the  form  of  Oath  pro- 

in  the  present  Bill  to  he  taken  by 

officers  of  State  and   the  Oath   of 

}e  which  Parliament,  after  tweWe 

I*  discussion,  decided  should  beUaken 

Members  of  that  House.     By  this  Bill 

Mlfeiy  important  departure  was  made  from 

terms  of  the  Act  of  1866.     By  that 

the  Oath  was  as  follows  : — 

*l  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  will  be  faithfal  and 

M    Allegiaooe    to   Her   Majesty    Queen 

;  and  I  do  faithfally  promUe  to  maintain 

■aapport  the  Suooettion  to  the  Crown  aa  the 

limited  and  settled  bj  virtue  of  the 

in  the  reign  of  King  William  III., 

'  An  Aet  for  the  hirther  Limitation  of 

Onmn,  and  better  seearing  the  Rights  and 


Liberties  of  the  Snbieot,  and  of  the  sabsequent 
Acts  of  Union  with  Scotland  and  Ireland.'  *^ 

By  the  2nd  clause  of  this  Bill  the  Oath  of 

Allegiance  runs  as  follows  : — 

'*  I  do  swear  that  I  will  be  faithful  and 

bear  true  AUefriance  to  Her  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria,  Iler  Heirs  and  Successors,  according 
to  Law ;  So  help  me  GOD." 

In  1866  the  present  Prime  Minister  pro- 
posed that  the  Oath  should  run  in  these 
terms — 

*'I,  A.  B.,  do  swear  that  I  will  be  faithful  and 
bear  true  Allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria,  and  will  defend  Her  to  the  utmost  of  my 
Power  against  all  Conspiracies  and  Attempts  that 
shall  be  made  against  Her  Power,  Crown,  or  Dig- 
nity." 

The  House  would  perceive  that  that  Oath 
was  a  great  deal  fuller  than  the  Oath  which 
which  was  contained  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  But  so  little  satisfactory  did  that 
seem  that  the  following  words  were  in- 
serted : — 

'*  And  I  do  fiiithfully  promise  to  maintain  and 
support  the  Succession  to  the  Throne  as  the  same 
stands  limited  and  settled  by  an  Act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  King  William  III.,  intituled  '  An  Act 
for  the  further  Limitation  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
better  securing  the  Rights  and  Liberties  of  the 
Subject.' " 

The  words  with  regard  to  the  Union  with 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  added  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  circumstances  of  this  Session  which 
ought  to  induce  the  House  to  he  less  cau- 
tious in  the  matter  of  the  Oaths  of  Alle- 
giance than  it  was  two  years  ago.  It 
might  he  said  that  the  Oaths  proposed  in 
this  Bill  did  not  contain  a  recognition  of 
the  fact  that  the  Crown  of  these  realms 
was  held  by  law,  and  that,  thereforoi  the 
tenure  and  power  of  the  Crown  formed 
part  of  the  Constitution,  together  with  the 
proTisions  of  Magna  Charta  and  the  Bill 
of  Rights,  which  were  embodied  in  the 
Act  of  Settlement.  He  would  point,  how- 
ever, to  the  fact  that  the  words  "by  law," 
as  they  stood  in  this  Bill,  might  refer  to 
any  law  at  present  existing  or  hereafter  to 
be  framed,  whereas  Parliament  distinctly, 
two  years  ago,  refused  to  be  satisfied  with 
anything  less  than  a  direct  recital  of  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  pointing  to  the  Act  of 
Settlement  as  forming  the  basis  of  the 
Sovereignty  of  the  country.  He  therefore 
desired  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  he  saw 
any  objection  to  substituting  for  the  Oath 
proposed  in  the  Bill  the  Oath  of  Allegiance 
which  they,  as  Members  of  Parliament, 
were  bound  to  take,  whatever  might  be 
their  position  or  creed  ? 


855 


iV0mt>«Ofy 


(COMMONS) 


OMiSiU. 


856 


Mb.  OATHORNE  HARDT  laid,  that 
the  form  of  Oath  proposed  by  the  Bill  had 
been  settled  by  the  Commission  which  had 
sat  for  a  considerable  period  to  inquire 
into  this  subject  and  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  which  went  fully  into 
the  question.  For  himself,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  at 
the  table,  but  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  material  alteration  from  it  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Both  the  Commissioners  and 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  necessary  to 
make  the  form  of  Oath  as  concise  and 
clear  as  possible,  pledging  those  taking  it 
to  bear  true  allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  and 
her  successors,  but  aToiding  entering  into 
any  historical  matters.  One  objection  to 
the  present  Oath  taken  by  Members  of  that 
House,  was  that  it  declared  the  succession 
of  the  Crown  to  be  based  upon  the  Act  of 
William  IIL,  which  claimed  for  the  Sove- 
reign  of  this  country  a  right  to  the  Crown 
of  France.  The  Oath  proposed  in  the  Bill 
was  in  fact  a  resignation  of  that  claim.  He 
could  not  assent  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  as  he  thought  that  the  form 
of  Oath  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  calculated 
to  fulfil  the  purpose  they  had  in  view. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Form  of  Oath  of  Allegiance). 

Mb.  NEVVDEGATE  said,  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  for  wiiich 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
such  a  preference  were  against  the  adop- 
tion of  the  words  "the  succession  accord- 
ing to  law."  In  reference  to  what  had 
also  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  bad  always  belicTed  that  any  pretension 
to  the  Crown  of  Franco  had  long  been 
abandoned.  If  there  was  any  doubt  about 
the  point  the  Go? ernment  ought  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  formally  abandoning  any  such 
idea,  though  if  that  were  done  the  linger- 
ing attachment  which  still  existed  in  the 
minds  of  certain  SoTcreigns  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  especially  at  the  Court  of  Rome, 
to  the  House  of  Stuart  should,  in  an  inter- 
national sense,  be  equally  repudiated.  He 
thought  that  the  Act  of  Settlement  ought 
to  be  recited  in  the  Oath  taken  by  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  he  therefore  mo? ed 
an  Amendment  to  the  clause,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  include  the  recital  of 
the  words  of  that  Act. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Mr»  Newd$gt^ 


subject  had  been  fully  considered,  not  only 
by  a  Commission  but  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  present  clanie 
was  Quite  as  binding  for  the  porpoiei  con- 
templated by  the  hon.  Member  as  it  would 
be  if  the  Amendment  which  he  now  pro- 
posed were  made. 

Mb.  SYNAN  contended  that  in  pro- 
mising to  maintain  the  succession  as  bj 
law  established  hon.  Members  bind  them- 
selyea  to  the  Act  of  Settlement,  which 
really  was  the  law  upon  this  subject. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  isid,  be 
wished  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  tbit 
the  Act  of  Settlement  stood  on  exactly  the 
same  footing  as  any  other  Act  of  Parlis- 
ment,  and  was  binding  upon  all  her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  until  it  was  repealed.  Iti 
yalidity  required  no  more  the  recognition 
of  an  Oath  than  did  the  Statute  of  Fraodi 
or  the  Statute  of  Uses.  The  old  Oath  of 
Allegiance  was  praised  by  Lord  Hale  for 
not  being  entangled  with  intricate  claniei, 
and  yet  comprehending  the  whole  doty  of 
subject  to  Sofereign.  The  proposed  Oath 
was  in  some  measure  a  return  to  that  Oath. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  said,  heob- 
jected  altogether  to  Oaths,  which  he  re- 
garded purely  as  relics  of  a  bygone  bar- 
barism. The  less  a  man  swears  the  bet- 
ter. What  was  the  use  of  this  Oath! 
There  waa  no  doubt  that  Parliament  could 
alter  the  succession,  and  was  this  Oath 
intended  to  burden  them  if  they  wished  to 
do  so  ?  Besides,  if  a  man  did  not  do  bis 
duty,  no  Oath  would  bind  him.  He  did 
not  see  why  there  should  be  so  many  dif- 
ferent Oaths.  They  were  so  namerous 
that  one  could  hardly  get  them  by  heart. 
He  thought  they  should  amalgamate  eome 
of  the  Oaths  in  this  Bill,  though  for  hit  om 
part,  thinking  Oaths  entirely  unnecesasiyi 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  Bill  got  nd 
of  altogether. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  be 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for  PorU* 
mouth  (Mr.  Serjeant  Gaaelee)  ought  to 
strongly  support  this  Bill  if  he  had  soeb 
an  ajersion  to  Oaths,  because  it  propoied 
to  repeal  a  large  number  of  those  at  pre- 
sent imposed. 

Mb.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  he  would  not 
hafe  raised  this  question  if  he  bad  not 
been  supported  by  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  Parliament  two  years  ago.  He  beliered 
thei*e  was  an  ambiguity  in  the  phrsM 
**  according  to  law,"  while  there  wss  none 
about  the  Act  of  Settlement.  Some  year* 
ago  Mr.  Dillon,  a  Roman  Catholic  Member 
of  the  House,  said  of  that  Oath,  what  the/ 
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ware  oalled  upon  to  do  was  not  merely  to 

inbmit  and  to  be  loyal  to  the  Protestant 

monarehy  of  this  eonntry,  but  to  swear  to 

nwintain  an  Aot  of  Parliament  which  was 

eonceifed  in  a   spirit  most  injurious  and 

offensiye  to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion, 

bj  the  terms  of  which  a  Roman  Catholic 

wts  bound,  if  at  any  time  the  Sovereign 

of  the  country  were  to  become  Roman 

Cstbolic,  to  take  up  arms  and  dethrone 

bin.    Now,  there  was  a  wide  difference 

between  binding  them  to  loyalty  to  the 

SoTereign,  whaterer  his  creed  might  be, 

and  binding  them  by  positive  Oath  to  take 

ipanns  and  dethrone  their  Sovereign  in 

ease  he  adopted  the  Roman  Catholic  creed. 

Now,  the  expression  *'  to  take  up  arms  " 

was  merely  imported  into  the  discussion 

per  moidiam,  for  the  Act  said   nothing 

about  taking  up  arms,  but  undoubtedly  it 

did  release  from  their  allegiance  all  the 

tabjects   of  this  realm  if  the  Sovereign 

ibould  become  a  Roman  Catholic.    Either 

there  was  a  difference  between  the  two 

Oaths  or  there  was  not.     If  there  was  a 

difference,  then  he  preferred  the  present. 

If  iher«  was  no  difference,  why  should  they 

change  a  clear  declaration  for  an  ambig- 

Qoosooe. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Claose  agreed  io. 

Clauses  3  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Form  of  Oath  of  Allegiance  in 
this  Act  substituted  for  Form  in  certain 
other  Aets). 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  there  was  a 
growing  disposition  in  certain  clerical  quar- 
ters to  dispute  the  supremacy  of  lay  autho- 
iHy ,  and  therefore  he  looked  with  some  jea- 
loosy  on  the  proposal  in  this  clause  to  free 
the  clergy  from  making  the  declaration  as 
to  the  Royal  Supremacy  which  was  imposed 
npoo  them  by  the  Clerical  Subscription 
Aet  three  years  ago.  He  was  a  member 
of  the  Commission  on  whose  Report  this 
Bill  was  framed,  but  he  did  not  remember 
that  this  point  had  come  under  their  con- 
nderation.  He  was  also  a  member  of  the 
Commission  on  Clerical  Subscriptions,  and 
the  point  was  brought  before  them  and 
fisesased,  but  the  great  majority  of  the 
Ceoimissioners  were  against  it.  Under 
^eee  eireumstanees  be  should  move  that 
the  words  exempting  the  clergy  from  the 
yrweot  declaration  be  omittdT  from  the 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  fh>m 
the  word  "  substituted/'  in  line  34,  to  the 
second  word  "and/'  in  line  36. —  (Mr. 
Bouverie.) 

Hr.  GATHORNB  HARDT  said,  he 
regretted  that  no  Notice  had  been  given  of 
so  important  an  Amendment.  He  believed 
that  in  the  Clerical  Subscription  Act  no 
new  Oath  was  imposed — there  was  simply 
a  reference  to  the  old  Oath,  and  it  was  that 
old  Oath  #hich  this  Bill  proposed  to  abolish. 
The  clergy,  would,  he  believed,  be  subject 
to  a  sufficient  number  of  declarations  with 
regard  to  the  Supremacy  if  the  clause  were 
carried  in  its  present  form. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  — ^  Ayes  79 ; 
Noes  51 :  Majority  28. 

Claose  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  Amendment,  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

GOVERNMNET  OF   INDIA  AOT  AMENI>- 

MENT  BILL— [Bill  91.] 
(Sir  Stafford  Northecte,  Sir  James  Fergusion,) 

OOHMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Salaries  of  futnre  Members 
of  Council). 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAY  moved  to  insert 
at  the  beginning  the  words  "  From  the 
passing  of  this  Act,"  to  leave  out  "  such,*' 
and  insert  "each."  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  that  the  old  Coun- 
cillors, as  well  as  those  newly  appointed, 
should  not  serve  for  a  longer  period  than 
ten  years. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ob- 
jected, on  the  ground  that  the  old  Coun- 
cillors were  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
1858,  for  ten  years,  at  a.  salary  of  £1,200 
a  year,  with  the  prospect  of  holding  their 
offices  for  life  or  receiving  a  pension  on 
retiring  at  the  end  of  the  ten  years.  To  pro- 
pose now  that  they  should  cease  to  serve 
at  the  end  of  their  ten  years  and  receive 
no  pension  was  unjust,  especially  as  the 
new  Councillors  would   be   appointed  at 
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£1,500,  and  would  acoept  the  inereate  of 
salary  in  place  of  the  prospect  of  a  pen- 
BioD.  He  admitted  the  Act  of  1858  woald 
permit  them  to  deprite  the  old  Coancillors 
of  their  pensions,  hut  he  contended  that 
to  do  so  would  be  straining  it. 

Lord  WILLIAM  HAY  said,  he  thought 
it  so  necessary  that  some  limit  should  be 
put  to  the  term  for  which  the  old  Coun- 
cillors should  serve  that  he  was  quite 
willing  to  allow  them  the  pension. " 

Mr.  HANKEY  said,  the  time  had  ex- 
pired for  dealing  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  time  had  not 
expired.  The  Act  under  which  the  present 
Councillors  were  appointed  expressly  stipu- 
lated that  Parliament  should  have  the  power 
of  re-considering  the  terms  on  which  they 
accepted  oflSce.  This  being  so,  he  thought 
it  monstrous  that  anyone  should  say,  **  The 
ten  years  is  nearly  up  ;  these  men  have 
served  with  the  prospect  of  a  pension 
during  these  ten  years  ;  and  therefore  it 
would  be  unjust  to  step  in  and  say,  Par- 
liament, on  re-consideration,  could  not 
grant  the  pensions.*'  He  hoped  the  right 
Hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  would  consider  the  question  in  a 
reasonable  and  intelligent  manner.  It 
would  be  better  even  to  let  them  serve 
ten  years  more  at  £1,500  than  that  no 
limit  should  be  agreed  on.  He  might  ob- 
serve that  they  were  for  the  most  part  in 
the  receipt  of  pensions  paid  out  of  the 
revenues  of  India,  and  incidentally  he] 
must  protest  against  the  double  system  of 
pensions  now  growing  up;  pensions  were 
obtained  for  special  services  in  India  from 
the  Indian  Government  in  India,  and  then 
they  were  obtained  again,  on  the  general 
ground  of  length  of  service,  from  the  In- 
dian RevenuOi  through  the  Office  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  had  forgotten 
one  matter — namely,  that  the  pensions  from 
India  were  bought,  being  derived  from  stop- 
pages from  pay.  He  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill)  quite 
a^^reed  that  an  ample  salary  rendered  a 
retiring  penBion  unnecessary.  But  there 
would  be  a  hardship  if,  when  the  expecta- 
tion of  pensions  had  been  held  out  to  the 
existing  Councillors,  they  were  deprived  of 
pensions  in  the  end.  If  an  increase  of 
•alary  were  to  be  given  instead,  that  in- 
crease should  range  over  a  fresh  series  of 
ten  years.  But  the  reason  which  induced 
the  House  to  limit  the  service  of  future 
Connoillors  should  prevent  it  from  con. 
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tinning  the  old  for  another  ten  yean.  Ha, 

therefore,  recommended  the  Oommittsets 
agree  to  give  the  old  members  an  oppMw 
tunity  of  serving  for  another  five  jean  it 
the  increased  salary,  or  else  to  grant  this 
a  pension  at  the  end  of  the  ten  yean. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  thought  Mk 
ought  to  be  kept  with  the  old  Connetllon, 
and  that  common  honesty  required  it 
should  be  optional  with  them  whether  tbej 
accepted  any  new  terms  in  place  of  tboie 
under  which  they  took  office.  He  did  mt 
see  why  the  salary  shonld  be  raited  ti 
£1,500,  because  many  of  the  Cooiieillon 
would  soon  have  a  right  to  a  Civil  Servioi 
pension  on  account  of  thirty  vears'  serviaa 

Sir  henry  RAWLINSON  said,  h 
thought  it  morally  out  of  the  power  rf 
Parliament  to  withhold  the  pensioe,  b^ 
cause  yirtually  the  full  term  had  exfNrat 
and  it  was  in  consequence  of  that  eipiifr 
tion  the  Bill  was  brought  in.  If  the  oH 
Councillors  had  served  only  ^w^  years,  tlN 
propriety  of  granting  the  pensions  miglit 
be  questioned  ;  but  it  only  wanted  MM 
forty  days  of  the  ten  years. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  the  Act  would  neiv 
have  passed  if  it  had  been  supposed  thil 
the  appointments  would  have  the  pam* 
nent  character  now  claimed  for  them.  Hi 
would,  however,  support  the  suggestioDrf 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mii 
Stuart  Mill),  which  seemed  to  be  a  fiur 
compromise  between  the  proposition  of  dn 
noble  Lord  and  that  of  the  Governmeot. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTBnii 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  Iknl 
Member  for  Westminster  could  best  W 
dealt  with  in  a  new  clause.  At  present  hi 
was  neither  prepared  to  accept  nor  torcjiil 
the  proposition,  but  desiring  fully  to  ee^ 
sider  it,  he  recommended  the  withdravilii 
of  the  Amendment  and  the  introdoetioo  rf 
a  new  clause,  to  which  he  promised  togifi  i^ 
careful  consideration. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  wodin 
be  happy  to  bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leafe,  vsUhdraum. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  rose  tomovetki* 
the  salary  of  the  new  Coancillors  shoall->' 
be  £1.200,  and  not  £1,500.  Some  ofltai- 
of  State  received  no  more^  and  meabffiv 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  received  oil|f^i 
£1,000.      Feeling    that  there   might  to 
an  injustice  in    turning    memben  of  thai' 
Council  adrift  without  reoognitioQ  of  ihiil^' 
services,   he    thought  thai   a    gradnlri? 
scale  of   pensions  might  not  be  indetan 
Bible.     But  there  was  a  great  daogw  •( 
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roihiog  into  eztremdB  in  saoh  a  matter. 
Be  thoaght  it  Tery^  andesirable  that,  under 
pretence  of   introdaeing   "freeh    blood/' 
officials  should  be  elected  to  the  Council 
imuediately  open  their  return  from  India, 
as  any  miagoTemmeDt  which  miffht  haTO 
attended  their  administration  wonid  there* 
by  be  condoned.     We  were  bound  to  con- 
sider the  reyenues  of  India  even  more  than 
our  own.  because  the  people  of  India  were 
DOt  represented  in  that  House.  He  thought 
it  little  creditable  to  the  GoTemment  that, 
in  a  Bill   brought  forward  with    such  a 
iloarisb  of  trumpets,  the  principal  clause 
ihoold  be  to  improYo  the  position  of  the 
mentbers  of  theCouacil»  an  institution  which 
he  regarded  as  of  very  questionable  utility, 
as  he  considered  that  they  had  only  proved 
themselves  obstroctiyoB.      No  reason  had 
been  shown  for  filing  these  salaries  at 
£1,500  each,  and  he  therefore  moved  that 
they  be  reduced  to  £1,200. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
18.  to  leave  ont  the  word  **&^e,**  and  in- 
sert the  word  "two."— (Ifr.  Otway,) 

CoiOHEL  HOQQ  said,  that  if  it  were 
iMl  proposed  to  give  retiring  pensions  to 
men  of  the  elass  whose    services  it  was 
sought  to   enlist,  they  ought  at  least  to 
pay  them  proper  salaries.     The  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman,  he    thought,  would   have   shown 
better  taste   and  more  discretion  had  he 
consulted  thoae  having  official  knowledge 
of  the  subject   about  the    labours  which 
inembera  of  the  Council  were  actually  called 
OB  to    undertake   before   submitting    his 
present  Amendment.  The  Councillors  were 
B  very  hard-working   body  of   men,    and 
vers  qoite  entitled  to  £1,500  a  year  each. 
Mb.  J.   STUART  MILL  said,  that  if 
it  wts  not  for  the  Council  the  Government 
of  India  would  be  left  wholly  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State*— who  before  his  appointment 
was  ganerally  ignorant  of  Indian  affairs — 
*nd  to  aneh    irresponsible  persons  as  he 
might  chooae  to  consult,  who  if  he   had 
s  pre^eoQceived  opinion  would   be  likely 
to  share    it.      The   Secretary    of    Stnte 
vonid  be  left  with  no  regular  assistanee 
bst  that  of  the  subordinates  in  his  office. 
Of  the    latter,   having    himself  been  in- 
cladod    io    the   number,   he    entertained, 
poeralJj  speaking,  a  very  high  opinion  ; 
wt   he    did    not    think   Parliament  and 
the  country  would    approve    of  handing 
tier  the  goTemment  of  India  entirely  to 
Aen.     It  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
ttese  ahottld  be  aeaooiated  with  them  aeme 
of  standing,  of  profetsional  knowledge, 


and  practical  acquaintance  with  India, 
whose  names  and  character  were  known 
to  the  public.  It  was  also  necessary 
that  such  salaries  should  be  given  them 
as  would  induce  them  to  continue  in  their 
offices.  Although  yielding  to  no  one  in 
his  desire  for  economy,  he  did  not  think 
that  retrenchment  was  judicious  when  it 
took  the  form  of  stinting  the  remuneration 
for  the  best  and  most  difficult  work.  It 
was  possible  they  might  get  very  much  the 
same  class  of  men  for  £1,200  as  for 
£1,500 ;  hot,  in  the  absence  of  a  pension, 
he  did  not  think  the  latter  amount  exoes- 
sive« 

Mr.  THOMSON  HANEET  said,  that 
the  salary  of  £1,200  hitherto  had  been 
accompanied  with  some  expectation  of  a 
pension.  In  proposing,  therefore,  to  ^x 
it  at  £1,200,  without  any  pension,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Otway) 
was  practically  lowering  their  position.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  view  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart 
Mill)  and  thought  the  sum  proposed  by  the 
Bill  by  no  means  too  great. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  was  not  to  im- 
prove the  position  of  existing  members  of  the 
Council.  The  increase  of  salary  applied  only 
to  future  appointments.  The  House  had  de- 
cided that  in  justice  Members  of  the  Conn* 
cil  should  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  years 
only  ;  and  then  came  the  question  what 
was  to  happen  on  the  expiration  of  that 
term.  Clearly,  it  would  not  be  right  to 
lay  on  the  revenues  of  India  an  indefinite 
number  of  pensions  ;  but  if  not,  they  must 
be  prepared  to  pay  the  fair  market  value 
of  those  services  which  they  desired  to 
obtain.  The  persons  required  were  those 
whose  names  would  carry  weight,  not  only 
here,  but  in  India ;  for  if  we  rested  merely 
upon  clerks  brought  np  and  trained  in  this 
country,  however  Tsluable  their  assistance 
might  be,  it  would  fail  entirely  to  command 
that  sort  of  respect  which  attached  to  the 
recommendation  of  persons  whose  names 
were  familiarly  known.  On  the  other  hand, 
by  introducing  into  the  Council  men  of 
different  careers,  who  had  served  in  different 
parts  of  India,  and  who  looked  upon  ques- 
tions in  a  totally  different  light  from  that 
in  which  purely  official  minda  regarded 
them,  rery  obvious  advantages  were  gained. 
A  discussion  arose  upon  a  recent  occasion 
in  the  Council  with  regard  to  the  mode  in 
which  a  certain  canal  was  to  be  made,  and 
the  territories  through  which  it  was  to  pass. 
Ae  far  as  the  oorrespondenee  went,  or  the 
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information  otherwise  in  poBsesMon  of  the 
Department,  no  special  question  appeared 
to  arise.  But  when  the  matter  was  men- 
tioned at  the  Council  there  were  circum- 
stances known  to  one  or  two  of  the  mem- 
hers  which  raised  a  very  important  political 
question,  that  otherwise  never  would  have 
attracted  attention,  and  threw  a  flood  of 
light  upon  the  whole  matter.  It  must  he 
remembered,  also,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  was  in  a  difiPerent  position 
from  that  of  any  other  Secretary  of  State 
coming  fresh  to  the  business  of  his  Depart- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  or  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiraltyi  for  instance,  lived  in  an 
official  atmosphere  in  which  they  must  be 
certain  to  gain  valuable  information  ;  they 
were  constantly  meeting  people  also  who 
set  them  right  if  they  were  going  wrong. 
But  the  Indian  Minister  had  no  such 
chances  thrown  in  his  way.  The  Indian 
newspapers  formed  but  a  very  imperfect 
source  of  information,  while  the  chance 
visits  to  England  of  distinguished  person- 
ages could  hardly  be  relied  upon  as  means 
of  obtaining  accurate  information,  seeing 
that  these  were  not  in  any  way  bound  to 
give  information,  or  responsible  for  such 
intelligence  as  they  might  think  proper  to 
give.  Hence,  there  was  a  real  and  press- 
ing necessity  for  the  existence  of  a  Coun- 
cil, composed  of  the  best  men  that  could 
be  procured.  And,  bearing  in  mind  that 
there  was  a  great  demand  in  mercantile 
life  for  the  special  kind  of  knowledge  which 
they  possessed,  the  salaries  offered  by  the 
Government  ought  not  to  be  of  a  niggardly 
character.  The  proposal  embodied  in  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  a  fair  one,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

M&.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  thought  it 
would  be  false  economy  to  reduce  the  pen- 
sion of  members  of  Council,  as  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Otway). 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  <  five  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  -—  Ayes  73  ; 
Noes  26 :  Majority  47. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

LAKD    DBAIKAOS   FHOYISIOKAL    OBDSB    CON- 
PUOIAHOK  BILL. 

Od  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  Fiboussov,  Bill  to 
oonflrm  a  Provisional  Order  under  "  The  Land 
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Drainage  Act,  1861,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Jaxbb  Febousbon  and  Mr.    Secretarj 
Gathobitb  Hardt. 
Bill  proionUd,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  228.] 

SAIOTABT  ACT    (1866)   AHKNDIIXNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  GATHOBin  Hakst, 

Bill  to  amend  «*  The  Sanitary  Aot,  1866/'  orieni 

to  be  brought  in   by  Mr.  Secretary  GiiHoiim 

Hardt  and  Sir  Jambs  FsBouaeoir. 

^iXL  preiOfOed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  223.] 

TAIN  PBOYISIONAL    OBDBB    OOSTFIBlCAIIOir 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Loan  Adtooatb,  Bill  to  eon 
firm  a  ProTieional  Order  under  *'  The  Publio 
Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867/'  relating  to  the 
Burgh  of  Tain,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Loan  AnvooAiB  and  Mr.  Secretary  Gatbobxi 
Habdt. 
Bill /)r^Mn(«{,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  224.] 

Home  atyonmed  at  fire  minntM 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Hnwreday,  July  9,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblbot  OoioaTTBB  —  Bepvfi^ 
New  Forest  Deer  Remoral,  Ao.  Aot,  1851. 

PoBuo  BzLLS— /Vr«<  Reading  —  Petit  Joriei 
(Ireland)*  (231);  Contagions  Diseases  Art 
(1866)  Amendment*  (229);  MetropoliUn 
Police  Funds  *  (230) ;  Ecclesiastical  BaUdiogi 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  i29S)\  (Toort  of 
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(213). 

Committed— Petroleum  Aot  Amendment*  (178); 
Lee  River  Conservancy  *  (140);  Artisans' sod 
Labourers'  Dwellings*  (03);  Prisons  (Soot- 
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HER  ROTAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 

OF  WALES. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  QUEEK. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  before  we  proceed  to  the  Business 
on  the  Paper,  I  beg  to  moTe  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, congratulating  Her  Majesty  on  the 
Princess  of  Wales  ha?ing  given  birth  to 
a  Princess,  and  assuring  Her  Majesty  of 
the  deep  interest  which  is  felt  by  the  House 
of  Lords  in  all  that  concerns  the  domestic 
happiness  of  Her  Majesty  and  her  family. 
I  am  sure  this  Address  will  be  cerdially 
adopted  by  your  Lordships,  interested  as 
we  all  are  in  the  domestic  happiness  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  grateful  as  we  are  to 
ProTidenco  for  having  preserved  the  Prin- 
cess of  Wales  through  this  period  of  trial. 
I  believe,  indeed,  there  is  not  a  person  in 
the  country  who  does  not  share  the  same 
sentiments,  for  it  is  impossible  that  any- 
one in  her  high  position  could  have  more 
endeared  herself  to  the  nation  than  Her 
Royal  Highness  has  done. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  AddreM  be  presented 
to  Her  Majettj,  to  oongratulate  Her  Majettj  on 
The  Prioeeis  of  Wales  haviog  happily  given  birth 
to  a  PrinoeN,  and  to  aware  Her  Majesty  of  the 
deep  Interest  felt  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  all 
that  oonoems  the  domestic  Happiness  of  Her 
Majesty  and  Her  Family. —  ( 7?k^  Lard  Privy 
SeaL) 

Eabl  RUSSELL:  I  have  great  plea- 
■nre  in  seconding  the  Motion  ;  and  I  am 
aare  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects  participate 
in  the  congratulation  and  loyalty  expressed 
in  the  Address  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
asked  your  Lordships  to  adopt. 

AgT€€d  (0,  Nemine  Dinentiente  :  And 
the  said  Address  Ordered  to  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Btovea. 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 
1IE88AGB     FBOM     THE     QUBBH. 

Delivered  by  The  Lord  Priyt  Seal  ; 
and  read  by  The  Lord  Chanobllor,  as  fol- 
lows: 

VxoToaiA  R. 

Her  Majesty,  taking  into  oonsideration  the  im- 
portant Services  rendered  by  Sir  Robert  Napier* 
a  Lieuienant-Geneml  in  Her  Majesty's  Army, 
and  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army  of  Bombay^ 
in  tbo  Conduct  of  the  recent  Expedition  into 
Abyssinia,  and  being  desirous  to  confer  some 
signal  Ifark  of  Her  Fayonr  for  these  and  other 

TOL.  CXCUL  [xsxBD  skbus.] 


distinguished  Merits  upon  the  said  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  recommends  it  to  the  House  of  Lords  to 
ooncur  in  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  make  Pro- 
vision for  seoaring  to  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier 
and  the  next  sorviTing  Heir  Male  of  his  Body  a 
Pension  of  Two  thousand  Pounds  per  Annum. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Message  be 
taken  into  consideration  To-morrow, 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT   AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Cranworih.) 

(kg.  208.)      SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  CRANWORTH,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  ex- 
plained that  it  had  been  introduced  into 
the  other  House  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
possibility of  passing  a  comprehensiTO  mea- 
sure during  the  present  Session,  and  that 
its  object  was  to  check  the  ahuses  at- 
tendant upon  the  power  given  to  three- 
fourths  of  a  bankrupt's  creditors  to  with- 
draw the  case  from  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy and  distribute  his  assets.  In  order 
to  prevent  such  arrsngements  being  im- 
properly made  by  pretended  or  partial  cre- 
ditors, the  Bill  required  a  debtor,  within  a 
week  of  the  execution  of  any  composition 
deed,  to  file  a  schedule,  verified  by  oath, 
giving  every  particular  of  his  assets  and 
liabilities,  and  it  also  required  creditors  to 
prove  their  affidavits  in  the  same  way  as 
if  the  matter  was  before  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy. 

Ifoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (TAe  Lord  Cranworth.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
when  the  Government  felt  constrained,  by 
the  pressure  of  business^  to  withdraw  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill  which  they  had  introduced, 
and  which  had  made  considerable  progress 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  one  of  the 
causes  of  his  regret  was  that  the  public 
would  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the 
alterations  with  respect  to  composition 
deeds  which  the  Bill  provided.  He  felt 
much  rejoiced,  therefore,  that  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  had  taken  this  branch 
of  the  subject  into  consideration,  and  that 
the  present  measure  had  been  introduced  by 
one  of  its  Members  (Mr.  Moffott)  in  order  to 
obviate  the  inconveniences  arising  from  the 
present  state  of  the  law.  The  Bill  which 
was  now  proposed  for  second  reading  in 
reality  embodied  the  clauses  upon  the  sub- 
ject which  were  contained  in  theQoTemmenk 
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measure.  He  thought  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  would  effect  a  great  improTement  in 
the  lair  ;  and,  although  it  was  a  pity  that 
a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  reform 
could  not  be  carried  out,  he  thought  it 
would  he  well  to  at  least  go  the  length 
here  proposed.  He  could  not  at  first 
sight  understand  the  petition  which  had 
been  presented  against  the  Bill  by  certain 
traders.  No  doubt  it  was  natural  that 
those  persons  should  feel  some  anxiety  re- 
garding a  Bill  which  had  only  been  before 
Parliament  two  or  three  weeks  ;  but  no 
apprehension  need  really  be  felt,  for  the 
clauses  embodied  in  the  measure  had  for 
a  long  time  been  before  Parliament  and 
the  country.  He  hoped  therefore  that  their 
Lordships  would  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Lord  OYERSTONE  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  this  measure  passed  ;  but 
he  thought  some  consideration  ought  to 
he  given  to  the  petition  referred  to. 

Lord  WE  ST  BURY  said,  that  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Bill,  because  he  thought 
that  if  it  were  thrown  out  much  disappoint- 
ment would  ensue.  At  the  same  time  he 
thought,  if  it  were  necessary  he  could  de- 
monstrate that  everything  proposed  to  be 
done  by  the  present  Bill  might  have  been 
done  under  the  Bill  of  1861.  If  the  law 
had  been  properly  understood  and  properly 
carried  out  by  the  machinery  originally 
provided  for  the  purpose,  this  Bill  would 
have  been  wholly  unnecessary,  and  no 
failure  would  have  occurred.  He  had  no 
objection  to  offer  to  the  provisions  of  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  applying  in  a  more 
effectual  manner  that  remedy  which  might 
have  been  provided,  and  ought  to  have 
been  provided  by  the  Bill  of  1861. 

Lord  ROMILLY  said,  this  Bill  pro- 
posed a  very  important  change  in  the  law, 
which  no  one  of  their  Lordships  he  be- 
lieved, had  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering for  more  than  half-an-hour.  The 
Bill,  in  fact,  was  not  delivered  at  his  house 
until  after  he  had  left  home  that  morning. 
He  was  informed  that  it  contained  exactly 
the  same  set  of  clauses  as  those  contained 
in  the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack, but  which  had  been  withdrawn.  How- 
ever this  might  be,  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance  that  time  should  be  given  for 
consideration,  and  ho  hoped  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee for  at  least  a  fortnight  in  order  to 
give  their  Lordships  an  opportunity  of 
mastering  the  details. 

The  Lord  Chancplhr 


Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  aocord. 
ingly  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

UNIFORMITY  OP  PUBLIC  WORSHIP 
BILL— (No.  17S.) 
( The  Earl  of  ShafUthury.) 
SECOND  READDTG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said  : 
My  Lords,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  detain  your  Lordships  for  more  than  a 
very  slKort  time  on  this  occasion.  The 
discussion  of  last  year  and  the  Reports  of 
the  Commission  have  very  much  simplified 
the  question,  and,  moreover,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  ask  your  Lordahips  to  go  fur- 
ther than  to  give  a  second  reading  to  the 
Bill,  that  its  principle  may  be  affirmed ; 
that  the  Bill  may  be  circulated  through 
the  country,  and  that  it  may  come  on  for 
discnssion  in  the  next  Session  of  Ptrlii- 
ment.  A  few  days  ago  certain  noble  LordSi 
Members  of  the  Commission,  and  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  presides  orer  the  See  of 
London,  declared  this  question  ripe  for 
legislation.  There  can  be  no  necessity  to 
wait  for  the  Commisisionera'  third  Report, 
which  is  on  totally  distinct  matters  from 
that  before  us.  It  cannot  directly  or  indi- 
rectly affect  this  question.  Now,  my  Lords, 
a  year  has  elapsed  since  this  Commission 
was  appointed,  and  very  nearly  a  year 
since  it  made  its  first  Report,  and  certainly 
now  another  year  will  elapse  before  an  end 
can  be  put  to  those  practices  of  which  the 
country  so  strongly  complains*.  Now,  I 
think  it  would  be  far  more  satisfactory, 
and  at  the  same  time  much  more  respect- 
ful to  the  Commissioners,  if  we  did  not 
treat,  or  apparently  treat,  their  Report  as 
a  dead  letter,  but  rather  treated  it  at  a 
document  having  life  and  importance,  and 
one  which  may  form  the  foundation  of  oar 
Church  ceremonial  for  many  years  to 
come.  It  has  also  been  said  that  legisla- 
tion of  this  nature  should  be  undertaken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  entirelj 
agree  in  that  proposition  ;  but  your  Lord- 
ships will  bear  in  mind  that  I  submitted 
this  question  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  asked  whether  they  were  dii- 
posed  to  legislate  on  the  subject.  They 
declined  so  to  do,  and  your  Lordships  will 
hardly  think  that  because  they  gave  that 
answer  I,  as  an  individual  Member  of  this 
House,  should  be  bound  not  to  take  any 
course  that  I  might  deem  necessary  in  the 
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exigeneies  of  the  oaie,  and  tbat  tbeir  an- 
iwer  should  be  eoDBidered  as  a  final  bar  to 
aDj  Peer  wbo  wished  to  take  up  the  mat- 
ter. MoreoTor,  I  must  obserre  that  the 
Commiftiioners  were  pretty  nearly  or  en- 
tirely unanimouB  in  their  first  Report  on 
this  question.  They  all  declared  that 
some  restraint  must  be  employed  for  the 
preTsntion  of  the  practices  complained  of, 
and  it  is  in  that  spirit  that  I  now  bring 
forward  this  measure.  The  Bill  of  last 
year  dealt  only  with  Tostments  ;  the  Bill 
of  the  present  year  goes  further,  and  in- 
elodes  lights  and  incense.  This  Bill  has 
undergone  considerable  modifications,  which 
1  beliere  will  recommend  themseWes  to 
yoor  Lordships.  I  hare  endeafoured,  as 
fsr  as  possible,  to  keep  close  to  the  recom- 
mendatioos  of  the  Commissioners  ;  and  if, 
in  any  instance,  I  ha? e  direrged  from  those 
recommendations,  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  give  good  reasons  for  it.  I  find  in  the 
first  Report  of  the  Commissioners  this 
statement — 

"We  find  that  while  these  yestments  are  re- 
garded by  some  witnesses  as  symbolical  of  doo- 
trine,  and  by  others  as  a  distinotive  vesture, 
vheraby  tbey  desire  to  do  honour  to  the  Holy 
CoBUDimlon  as  the  highest  act  of  Christian  wor- 
ship, they  are  by  none  regarded  as  essential  and 
thej  giTe  offsnoe  to  many." 

They  continue — 

"  We  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient  to  re- 
stimio,  in  the  public  serrice  of  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland,  all  variations  in  respect 
of  vesture  from  that  which  has  long  been  the  es- 
tabliihed  usage  of  the  said  United  Church,  and 
we  think  that  this  may  be  best  secured  by  provid- 
iof  aggrieved  parishioners  with  an  easy  and  eifeo- 
toal  process  for  complaint  and  redress." 

This  is  the  first  Report,  which  was  signed 
by  the  whole  body  of  the  Commissioners. 
In  the  second  Report,  which  was  signed 
bjonly  twenty-three  out  of  the  whole  body, 
tbey  state— 

*'  The  use  of  lighted  candles  at  the  celebration 
of  the  Holy  Ck>mmunion  has  been  introduced  into 
ssrtain  churches  within  a  period  of  about  the  last 
tveaiy-flve  years.  It  is  true  that  there  have  been 
OMdleiticks  with  candles  on  the  Lord's  Table 
during  a  long  period  in  many  Cathedral  and 
Colle^ate  churches  and  chapels,  and  also  in  the 
chapels  of  some  Colleges,  and  of  some  Royal  and 
Episcopal  residences,  but  the  instances  that 
have  been  adduced  to  prove  that  candles  have 
been  lighted,  as  accessories  to  the  Holy  Com- 
Buotonf  are  few  and  much  contested.  With  re- 
gard to  parish  churches,  whatever  evidence  there 
iBay  be  as  to  candleaticks  with  candles  being  on 
the  Lord's  Table,  no  sufficient  evidence  has  been 
sdduced  before  us  to  prove  that  at  any  time 
during  the  last  three  centuries  lighted  candles 
have  been  used  in  any  of  those  churchea  as  acces- 
•enes  to  Ifao  celebration  of  the  Holy  Qommunion 


until  within  about  the  last  twenty-flve  years.  The 
use  of  incense  in  the  public  services  of  the  Church 
during  the  present  century  is  very  recent,  and 
the  instances  of  its  introduction  are  very  rare ; 
and,  so  far  as  we  have  any  evidence  before  us,  It 
is  at  variance  with  the  Church's  usage  for  800 
years." 

They  conclude  by  sayiog^- 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  and  in  conformity 
with  the  principles  which  ffuided  us  in  our  first 
Report,  we  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient  to 
restrain  in  the  public  services  of  the  Church  all 
variations  from  established  usage  in  respeot  of 
lighted  candles  and  of  incense." 

My  Lords,  the  Bill  which  I  have  intro- 
duced is  an  attempt  as  far  as  possible  to 
embody  these  opinions,  and  perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
main  clauses.  The  Preamble  recites  as 
closely  as  possible  the  opinions  of  the  Com- 
missioners, merely  adding  that  the  remedy 
should  be  a  public  and  local  one.  The 
main  prorisions  in  the  Bill  are  contained 
in  the  4th  and  5th  sections.  First,  it  pro- 
vides for  sundry  exceptions  in  respect  of 
the  apparel  or  vesture  of  any  minister 
in  any  Cathedral  or  Collegiate  church,  and 
in  other  cases,  and  then  it  goes  on  (Clause 
5)- 

<^No  minister  shall  in  any  church,  at  any 
time,  during  the  saying  the  puhlic  prayers,  use, 
or  allow  any  other  person  to  use,  lighted  candles 
when  they  are  not  needed  for  the  purpose  of  giv- 
ing light,  or  use  or  allow  any  other  person  to  use 
incense," 

By  these  prorisions  all  such  practices  will 
henceforward  be  interdicted  as  illegal.  It 
is  a  question  of  no  importance  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  whether  they  are  legal  or 
illegal  now  ;  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
declare  them  positively  illegal,  and  I  be- 
lieye  that  will  be  a  proposition  accepted 
by  your  Lordships  generally  and  by  the 
country  at  large.  Recollect  how  these 
practices  are  spoken  of  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  say  that  they  haye  no  ma- 
teria] value,  that  they  are  by  none  re- 
garded as  essential,  yet  they  give  much 
offence.  Down  to  this  point,  then,  I  do 
not  expect  much  opposition  ;  but,  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  machinery,  no  doubt 
there  will  be  differences  of  opinion.  In 
their  second  Report  the  Commissioners 
make  a  suggestion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
aggrieved  parishioners  shall  have  a  remedy, 
and  they  state,  and  very  properly  state, 
that  they  think  a  speedy  and  inexpensive 
remedy  should  be  provided  for  that  purpose. 
But  the  remedy  they  suggest  is  directly 
the  reverse  of  either  speedy  or  inexpensive. 
Their  proposal  is  that  parishioners  when 
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aggrieyed  ''may  make  a  formal  applica- 
tion to  the  Bishop  in  catMrd-^ 

"And  the  Bishop  on  tuoh  applioaiion  >hiiU  be 
bound  to  inquire  into  the  matter  of  the  com  plaint, 
and  if  it  shall  thereby  appear  that  there  has  been 
a  variation  from  established  usage,  by  the  intro- 
duction of  vestments,  lights,  or  inoense  in  the 
public  services  of  the  Church,  he  shall  take  order 
forthwith  for  the  discontinuance  of  such  variation, 
and  be  enabled  to  enforce  the  same  summarily." 

The  Commissioners  think  that  the  decision 
of  tiie  Bishop  should  be  subject  to  appeal 
to  the  Archbishop  in  camerd,  "  whose  de- 
cision thereon  shall  be  final ; "  but  in  case 
the  decision  of  the  Bishop  or  Archbishop 
is  questioned  on  legal  grounds,  a  case  may 
be  stated  for  decision  by  the  Court  of  the 
Archbishop,  with  a  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Queen  in  Council.  The  Commissioners 
add  that  precautions  should  be  taken 
against  frivolous  objections,  and  these  pre- 
cautions I  have  adopted  in  the  Bill.  The 
Commissioners  recommend  for  that  pur- 
pose— 

"  That  the  application  should  be  made  either  by 
one  or  more  of  the  church  or  ohapel  wardens,  or 
by  at  least  five  resident  parishioners,  who  shall 
be  householders,  and  declare  themselves  to  be 
members  of  the  United  Church,  in  places  where 
the  population  exceeds  1,000,  and  by  at  least 
three  such  persons  where  the  population  is  less 
than  that  number." 

This  is  an  excellent  provision;  but  in  what 
possible  aspect  can  the  remedy  which  the 
Commissioners  provide  be  regarded  as 
speedy  or  inexpensive  ?  Remember  what 
the  process  is  to  be.  The  aggrieved  pa- 
rishioners must  appeal  to  the  Bishop,  who 
may  live  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
them,  who  may  be  incapacitated  by  age, 
ill  health,  or  infirmity,  who  may  be  absent 
on  the  duties  of  his  diocese,  or  may  be  dis- 
charging his  duties  in  London.  Here  may 
be  a  great  source  of  delay.  Supposing 
that  the  Bishop  gave  his  attention  on  the 
instant  to  the  complaint  of  the  aggrieved 
parishioners,  a  long  time  might  elapse 
before  they  obtained  a  remedy.  Take  the 
case  of  Exeter.  The  aggrieved  parishioners 
might  live  at  the  Land's  End,  and  in  that 
case  must  go  to  Bishopstowe  and  take  all 
their  witnesses.  In  the  case  of  an  appeal 
they  must  go  up  to  London  with  their  wit- 
nesses, the  result  being  an  intolerable 
expense  and  great  delay.  I  say  upon  very 
high  ecclesiastical  authority  that  even  when 
there  was  no  intention  to  delay  great  loss 
of  time  must  ensue  ;  and  if  there  was  any 
desire  to  protract  the  proceedings  three  or 
four  years  might  elapse  before  they  came 
to  an  end.  The  aggrieved  parishioners 
.might  be  small  farmers  or  shopkeepers,  or 
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persons  of  small  means,  and  how  would  it 
be    possible  for  men    in  that  position  to 
obtain  redress  in  the  mode  suggested  by 
the  Commissioners  ?     The  thing  is  mani* 
festly  impossible,   unless  the  five  parish- 
ioners were  men   of   wealth  and  leisure. 
This  Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  proposed  a 
far  more  efficient  and  speedy  and  a  far 
cheaper  remedy.     We  propose,  in  the  first 
place,  that  a  petition  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Bishop,  who,  if  he  pleases,  may  hear 
the  case  in  person,  or  may  issue  a  commis- 
sion to  the  chancellor  of  bis  diocese,  or  to 
any  two  beneficed  clergymen  in  his  diocese, 
to  hear  the  case.     The  Bill  prorides  that 
the  inquiry  should  be  local  ;  and  this  will 
not  only  insure  better  evidence,  but  at  the 
same  time  will   save   great  expense  and 
trouble  to  the  aggrieved  parishioners.    I 
think   your  Lordships  will   see   the  great 
advantage  of  enabling  the  Bishop  to  act 
by  deputy  and  on  the  spot,  thus  securing 
both  cheapness  and  promptitude.    Above 
all,  the  Bill  insists  upon  publicity,  which 
is,  I  believe,  the  best  guarantee  we  can 
have  that  these  proceedinga  shall  be  pro- 
perly conducted.     I  am  sure  that  without 
publicity  there  will  be  little  hope  of  bring- 
ing about  peace  and  tranquillity  in  a  parish, 
and  I  believe  it  would  be  far  better  for  the 
Bishop  himself,  because  it  would  exonerate 
him  from  any  charge  of  incompetency  and 
partisanship  in  the  matter.     With  a  view 
to  give  weight  and  sanction  to  the  evidence 
the  Bill  proposes  that  it    shall  be  given 
wod  voce,  and  on  oath,  and  the  Bishop 
and  Commissioners  are  authorised  to  admi- 
nister the  same.     Clauses  27  and  28  are 
of  considerable  importance,  for  they  pro- 
vide that  questions  may  be  raised  by  con- 
sent of  the  parties,  and  the  judgment  of 
the  Bishop  may  be  required  thereon  with- 
out further  proceeding ;    and,   again,  by 
consent  of  the  parties,  on  appeal  from  the 
Bishop,  the  Archbishop  may,  without  hear- 
ing the  appeal,  send  it  to  the  Queen  in 
Council.     But  I  must  call  especial  atten- 
tion to  the  29th  clause ;  it  is-  as  follows:— 

"  If  any  minister  shall,  in  any  church,  doriiig 
the  saying  the  public  prayers,  offend  against  this 
Act,  or  aid,  or  assist  in,  or  allow  the  oommistioo 
of  such  offence,  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  whereto 
such  offence  has  been  committed  shall,  upon  the 
conviction  of  such  minister,  for  every  such  offBooe 
inhibit  him  from  saying  the  public  prayers  for 
the  space  of  three  months." 

In  the  former  Bill  an  offence  might  be 
visited  by  a  process  in  the  Civil  Courts ; 
in  this  case  the  Civil  Courts  were  excluded. 
In  case  of  any  offence  you  have  an  ecde- 
siastioal   person   to  judge,  you  hare  an 
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eeebritftieal  aenteDee,  and  you  ba?e  an 

eedMiAstieal  penalty — in  fact,  everything 

II  entirely  eceleeiastieal ;  and  therefore  on 

that  eronnd   no  objection  can  be  raised. 

Thii  u  a  great  conoeeeion    as  compared 

with  the  first  Bill,  and  shows  our  desire  to 

some  to  an  amicable  conclusion.     These 

sie  pretty  nearly  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 

which  it  has  been  designed  to  make  as 

simple  as  possible  consistently  with  giving 

effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 

minioners.     I. will  call  your  Lordships' 

•fttention  to  two  or  three  other  points.    AH 

the  protests  appended   to  the  Report  are 

werthy  of  consideration  from  the  character 

ef  the  persons  by  whom  they  are  written  ; 

hat  there  are  only  two  upon  which  I  will 

eommenk.     The   first   is   signed   by    the 

Bishop  of  Oxford  and  the  Very  Bev.  H. 

QeodwiDi  Dean  of  Ely,  who  say — 

"We  are  of  opinion  that  continued  usage  in 
wfiaaiy  circumstances  ought  in  matters  ceremo- 
lU  te  be  10  far  the  rule  as  to  protect  unwilling 
IHiihioners  from  arbitrary  change,  oven  though 
■•  ebaage  may  seem  to  be  within  the  letter  of 
AlUir;  bat  we  cannot  approve  any  attempt  to 
itosotype  by  legislation  for  perpetual  observance 
aVfiM  not  actually  enjoined.  Such  legislatioo, 
MS  thirty  years  ago,  would  have  prohibited  much 
wUoli  is  now  generally  adopted  and  all  but  uni- 
mdly  approved." 

Iihonld  be  as  much  indisposed  as  the  right 
IW.  Prelate  to  pass  any  law  which  should 
be  irrevocable,  and  which  should  stereo- 
type hj  legislation  for  perpetual  observance 
iaj  oie  not  actually  enjoined  ;  but  I  think 
knoit  be  manifest  that,  if  at  any  time,  a 
liijority  in  our  Church  is  determineil  upon 
i  change  in  that  or  any  other  respect, 
^kre  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  will 
invent  them  making  it.  Should  the  mass 
9f  Chnrchmen  change  their  views,  and  de- 
iVi  to  introduce  what  they  think  a  higher 
Memonial,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
'^'jtfity  so  to  do.  It  is  not  possible  you 
*K  stereotype  by  legislation,  nor  is  it  de- 
^Ue  you  should  do  it  to  such  an  extent 
■ithe  protest  implies.  The  next  protest 
iiiigned  by  Sir  John  Duke  Coleridge  and 
.J»  Very  Rev.  A.  P.  Stanley,  Dean  of 
^tttmioster,  and  they  say — 

^Ihs  Church  of  England  has  always  contained 
it  two  parties,  one  caring  much  for  outward 
and   ceremonial,  the  other  careless 
or  even  hostile  to,  them ;  and  these  two 
^^  jal  parties  represent  two  classes  of  minds 
yh  always  have,  and  probably  always  will, 
'  sad  proclaim  their  existence  in  a  free  coun- 
H  therefore,  the  Church  of  England  is  to 
s  Ibe  National  Establishment  of  a  free  coun- 
oom  for  both  must  be  found  in  it,  as  £sr  as 
Mtstent  with  general  uniformity  in  such 
as  inaj  be  deemed  essential." 
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I  perfectly  admit  the  statement  made  in 
the  first  sentence ;  and  if  any  large  pro- 
portion of  the  members  of  the  Church  wish 
to  have  a  more  lofty   ceremonial,  I   can 
understand  an  arrangement  by  which  par- 
ties strongly  animated  by  the  feeling  should 
subscribe   among  themselves    to  erect   a 
chapel  or  chapels  in  which  they  might  be 
allowed  to  enjoy  their  ceremonial.     I  do 
not  see  any  objection  to  that,  provided  the 
persons  kept  within  certain  limits,  and  that 
they  did  not  give  to  their  places  of  wor- 
ship anything  of   a  parochial  or   district 
character;  but  in  expressing  that  opinion 
I  am  speaking  for  myself  only,  and  as  I 
have   communicated  with  no  one   on  the 
subject,  no  one  can  be  implicated  by  what 
I  say.     No  one  can  be  more  ready  than  I 
am  to  admit  that  many  of  the  Ritualistic 
party  are  sincere  and  conscientious  in  their 
convictions   that   the  system    which  they 
adopt  is  the  only  one  that  can   cope  with 
the  exigencies  of  the  time.     I  must  say  I 
think  a  more  grievous  error  never  entered 
into  the  minds  of  men.     As  far  as  my  ex- 
perience goes,  I  find  the  case  to  be  quite 
the  reverse.     If  you   go  to  that  famous 
church,    St.    Albans,   you   see   there  the 
highest  ceremonial   and    the  most  ornate 
worship  you  can  well  conceive.     You  will 
see  there  a  most  decent  and  orderly  con- 
gregation, consisting  manifestly  of  persona 
of  a  superior  class  in  life,  many  from  nil 
parts  of   London,    who    attend  to  gratify 
their  curiosity  and  see  what  is  going  on. 
You  will  not  see  there  a  great  number  of 
poor  working  people.      Go  at   what  hour 
you   like   you  will  never  see  there  more 
than   two  or   three  of  that  class  ;  and  I 
know  this  from  personal  inquiry.     If  you 
go  150  yards  from  that  church,  to  the 
upper  room  of  the  Field  Lane  School,  you 
will  see  there  on  a  Sunday  morning  from 
800   to   1,000,  and   sometimes   more,  of 
persons  in  the  most  destitute,  abject,  and 
miserable  condition,  who  positively  enjoy 
a  very  humble    and    simple  ministration. 
Your  Lordships  may  have  heard  of  what 
are  called  the  Special  Theatre  Services. 
Several  theatres  are  thrown  open  on  the 
Sunday  evening,  and  persons  aro  invited 
to  listen  to  various  preachers.     These  ape- 
oial  services  are  attended  by  from  20,000 
to  25,000  persons  of  the  poorest  condition 
in  life.     While  2,000  or  3,000  attend  the 
simple  services  in  a  theatre,  the  poor  are 
not  attracted  to  the  Ritualistic  churches  by 
incense,   lights,    coloured  vestments,   and 
everything  which  can  delight  the  eye  and 
ear.     They  will  not  go  to  them,  and  In- 
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deed  ibe  maas  of  the  poorer  working  people 
seem  to  have  an  objection  to  tbese  Ritua- 
lifttio  ceremonies.  I  do  not  deny  tbat  to 
many  persons  of  elevated  taste  there  is 
something  very  attractive  in  them  ;  but  I 
say  they  do  not  draw  the  classes  to  whom 
all  the  energies  of  the  Church  must  be 
directed,  not  only  to  save  the  Church, 
but  to  save  the  people.  I  say  it  is  of 
no  use  attempting  to  attract  the  people 
by  such  modes  as  these  ;  a  few  may 
go  to  a  church  where  they  are  attracted 
from  motives  of  curiosity  ;  but  the  bulk  of 
them  must  and  will  remain  outside,  pre- 
ferring to  go  to  no  church  at  all  than  to 
be  found  within  the  precincts  of  a  church 
where  these  things  are  carried  on.  No 
doubt  we  have  a  common  enemy  whose 
strength  lies  in  our  disunion,  and  who  in 
the  midst  of  our  divisions,  will  destroy  us 
both.  Can  your  Lordships  be  astonished 
at  the  alarm  which  prevails  on  this  sub- 
ject ?  I  will  read  your  Lordships  extracts 
from  documents  which  have  been  widely 
circulated,  and  which  have  produced  se- 
rious effects  upon  the  minds  of  men.  Here 
is  a  letter  by  Dr.  Littledale,  evidently  an 
able  and  learned  man,  which  appeared  in 
the  Guardian  of  May  20.  He  had  deli- 
vered a  lecture,  in  which  he  drew  a  parallel 
between  the  Reformation  and  the  French 
Revolution ;  he  published  it,  and  he  was 
rebuked  by  Dr.  Gatty  for  the  comparison 
he  instituted.  In  replying  to  Dr.  Gatty, 
Dr.  Littledale  says — 

''  His  words  convince  \ne  that  he  is  not  fimoiliar 
with  either  1560  or  1793.  It  is  quite  possible 
for  men  to  take  very  widely -differing  views  as  to 
the  Reformation  itself  in  its  character  and  re- 
sults. Some  may  look  on  it  as  a  Pentecost.  I 
look  on  it  as  a  Flood — an  act  of  Dinne  yenge- 
ance,  not  of  Divine  grace ;  a  merited  chastise- 
ment, not  a  fresh  revelation." 

This  is  pretty  well,  but  further  on  Dr. 
Littledale  says — 

<'  Dr.  Gatty  cannot  know  the  facts,  or  he  would 
say  as  I  have  done.  But  I  admit  my  parallel 
with  the  Jacobin  leaders  was  somewhat  harsh 
and  unjust — ^to  them.  Robespierre  (who,  by-the- 
by,  is  counted  as  a  martyr,  and  celebrated  on  the 
9th  Thermidor  as  a  true  apostle  of  Liberty  here 
in  London  still,  as  I  know),  Danton,  Marat,  (bo., 
betrayed  no  trust,  were  not  sharers  in  the  parti- 
cular iniquity  they  overthrew,  crouched  to  no 
tyrant,  perjured  themselves  to  no  man.  So  far 
they  stand  on  a  higher  moral  level  than  the  base 
traitors  who  were,  and  deservedly,  executed— 
blunder  and  folly  as  that  execution  was  —  by 
Mary  I.  I  should  have  compared  them  with 
Egalit^  Orleans  and  St.  Huruge,  the  basest  of 
that  bad  eighteenth  century.  These  are  no  hasty 
sentiments.  They  have  been  slowly  built  up  by 
years  of  careful  reading." 

2%e  JSarl  of  Shafiethury 


Here  comes  another  passage  even  more 

pungent — 

^  I  gravely  assert  it  to  be  absolutely  inpoi- 
sible  for  any  just,  educated,  and  religtooi  men, 
who  have  read  the  history  of  the  time  in  genuine 
sources,  to  hold  two  opinions  about  the  Reformers. 
They  were  such  utterly  unredeemed  villains  for 
the  most  part,  that  the  only  parallel  I  know 
for  the  way  in  which  half-«dacated  people  sprak 
of  them  among  us  is  the  appearance  of  Pontiui 
Pilate  among  the  saints  of  the  Abyssinian  cs- 
lendar." 

I  ask  your  attention,  my  Lords,  to  an  ex- 
tract from  a  paper  of  autiiority  among  the 
Ritualists — the  Chureh  Times — 

"  The  Reformers  were  dunces  and  liars.  The 
active  agents  of  the  Reformation  were  bad  men, 
and  the  worst  among  them  was  Thomas  Cranmer." 

But  listen  to  this  which  follows;  mark  the 
expression  used  in  reference  to  that  in- 
nocent and  blessed  Prince,  Edward  YL, 
that  geutle  and  beloved  youth  for  whom, 
after  the  interval  of  300  years,  the  people 
of  England  feel  almost  a  personal  affee- 
tion— 

*'  The  evil  reign  of  that  wretohed  tiger^ob," 
[remark  the  word,  that  tiger- cub],  "  Edward  VI., 
was  ruinous  to  the  Universities;  and  learning 
was  as  actively  discouraged  by  the  blessed  Re- 
formers as  honesty,  morality,  and  almsgiving." 

Can  we  wonder  that  when  writings  of  this 
kind  are  diffused  and  circulated  tfa rough- 
out  the  country  disastrous  consequences 
should  ensue  ?  Is  it  a  matter  of  astonish- 
ment that  such  writings  have  produced  s 
deep  and  permanent  effect  on  the  masses 
of  the  people  ?  The  enemies  of  the  Church 
are  active  enough  in  diffusing  such  proefi 
of  our  Rome- ward  tendency;  and  will  it  be 
wise  on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election  to 
reject  a  measure  like  the  present,  which 
is  introduced  to  repress  these  practices, 
and  discourage  such  doctrines  ?  Disaffec- 
tion is  spreading  among  classes  of  persons 
who  formerly  were  really  attached  to  the 
Church,  and  who,  though  not  belonging  to 
the  Clutch,  had  no  desire  whatever  to 
disturb  it.  The  existence  of  the  present 
state  of  things  is  alienating  the  genertl 
body  of  Nonconformists.  1  am  spesking 
now  not  of  the  members  of  the  Liberation 
Society.  Many  of  these  are  able  snd 
earnest  men,  but  they  have  Tery  decided 
opinions  ;  and  I  do  not  think  anything 
would  cause  them  to  deviate  from  the 
great  object  they  have  in  view — the  se- 
verance of  Church  and  State.  But  dis* 
affection  is  spreading  among  the  grest 
body  of  Wesley ans,  who  have  hitherto  been 
true  and  earnest  friends  of  the  Choreli  of 
England,  which  they  desire  to  uphold  with 
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die  mw  of  •eoaring  both  cifil  and  re- 
figioai  liberty.     Thej  differ  in  discipline, 
bit  DOt  in  feeling,    from  the  Church  of 
Eifltnd.    Now,  you  are  gradually  driring 
awaj  all  these  men.     Many  of  them,  in- 
M,  have  lately   said  that  they  do  not 
know  how   they    can   support   a   Church 
whidi  allowB  in  its  hosom  such  practices 
aad  nieh  sayings  as  these,  which  have  a 
teadesey  to  bring  back  the  people  of  this 
eooDtiy  to  all  the  abominations  of  Popery. 
Their  feelings  are  such  that  although  they 
do  not  take  any  actual  part  against  the 
Chuch^and  it  will,  I  believe,  be  a  long 
time  before  they  do  so — yet  they  exhibit 
eooptrative  indifference,  and  will  not  lend 
a  helping  hand  to  the  Church  in  the  hour 
ef  her  necessity.     Then  it  is   impossible 
Bet  to  perceive  that  you   are  alienating 
6em  the  Church  many  of  its  members  who 
eenpy  a  good  position  in  life.  In  all  parts 
ef  London  I  hear  one  and  the  same  thing 
tnm  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Tut  numbers  are  being  alienated  to  this 
iileBt  —  that  they  will   not  go  over  to 
iPipeiy  nor  to  Dissent,  but  remain  within 
tteChnrch  in  a  state  of  utter  indifference. 
Aqr  have   come  to  the  conclusion   that 
[;tte  Church  of  England  and  the  Church  of 
;leiM  are  so  nearly  identical  that  it  is  of 
'Bde  importance  to  them  which  gets  the 
hand.     Now,  I  cannot  conceive  any- 
ig  more  threatening  than  the  present 
;we  of  affairs.     It  mny,  perhaps,  be  said 
ftitlhave  been  exaggerating,  and  I  ain- 
j-eeiely  tmst  it  may  prove  that  I  have  done 
what  I  firmly  believe  that  I  have  been 
^9'^^  of  no  exaggeration  whatever.  When 
^^tMreseed  your  Lordships  last  year  on  a 
)t  analogous  to  this  my  feeliugs  were 
-^  strong,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  "Me  feelings  have  been  confirmed  and  not 
'ViAeiied  by  what  I  have  learnt  and  ex- 
|;NieDeed  since  that  time.  In  pressing  this 
fJB  to  a  second  reading  I  think  I  may 
eoont  upon  the  votes  of  all  those 
last  year  voted  for  the  adjournment 
tte  debate  in  order  that  they  might 
the  advantage  of  seeing  the  Report 
the  Royal  Commissioners.     That  Re- 
has  DOW  been  made,  and  I  cannot 
id  on  what  ground  they  could  now 
themselves  to  the  recommendotions 
it  contains.     At  all  events  I  may 
the  support  of  all  those  who  voted 
me  last  Session,  because  they  then 
In  favour  of  a  much  more  stringent 
Aan  the  one  before   us.      But,  my 
whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the 
M^  aad  whoever  the  men  who  give  it,  I 


say  that  it  is  the  earnest  prayer  of  many 
a  faithful  and  loving  member  of  our  com- 
munion that  God,  who  is  the  author  of 
peace  and  lover  of  concord,  will  restore 
union  and  harmony  to  this  trembling  and 
distracted  Church. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 2^" 
--{The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,) 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY : 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  state  the  difficulty  in 
which  I  am  placed  with  referetice  to  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Earl.  And,  in  the  first 
place,  I  am  very  desirous  of  assuring  the 
House  that  I  am  equally  anxious  with  the 
noble  Earl  himself  to  restrain  the  practices 
which  have  given  rise  to  so  much  com- 
plaint. I  think  my  conduct  as  a  Member 
of  the  Commission  is  a  sufficient  proof  of 
my  earnestness  in  desiring  to  restrain  these 
practices  ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  feel 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  I 
am  placed  in  great  difficulty  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  Preamble  of  the  Bill  sets  forth 
what  the  Commissioners  have  recommended, 
and  then  the  4th  and  5th  sections  proceed 
to  lay  down  a  rule  which  was  never  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Commissioners.  We  never 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  we  advised  im- 
mediate legislation  in  order  to  restrain 
these  practices.  What  we  did  say  in  tlie 
lOth  clause  of  our  Report  was  this — 

*'  Our  intention  in  making  this  recommendation 
is  simply  to  provide  for  parishioners  aggrieved 
by  the  introduction  of  variations  from  established 
usage  in  respect  of  vestments,  lights,  and  incense, 
a  special  faculty  for  restraining  such  yariations, 
without  interfering  in  other  respects  with  the 
general  law  of  the  Church  as  to  ornaments,  or 
the  ordinary  remedies  then  in  force." 

JSow,  my  Lords,  if  the  Government  of  the 
day  were  to  introduce  a  Bill,  in  the  framing 
of  which  the  voice  of  the  Church  were 
heard  as  well  as  the  voice  of  the  Parlia- 
ment, I  should  be  ready  to  concur  in  such 
a  measure.  But  my  great  objection  to  this 
Bill  is  that,  if  passed,  it  would  be  simply 
an  act  of  the  Legislature  without  any  re- 
ference to  the  feelings,  views,  or  opinions 
of  the  Churchman  act  which  might,  per- 
haps, completely  over-ride  the  action  of 
the  clergy.  For  my  own  part,  I  have 
always  been  desirous  to  put  effectual  re- 
straints on  these  Ritualistic  practices  ;  but 
I  have  always  laid  it  down  as  a  principle 
that  we  ought  to  do  so  in  such  a  way  as 
to  avoid  producing  a  convulsion  in  the 
Church.  ]N'ow  I  firmly  believe  that  if  a 
private  individual  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill, 
and  if  that  Bill  were  carried  without  any 
reference  to  the  wishes  and  opinions  of  the 
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oloi'gyy  it  would  effeetaally  lead  to  disrnp- 
tion.  In  taking  that  Tiew  of  the  matter, 
I  am  anxious  to  show  your  Lordships  that 
I  am  acting  in  conformity  with  an  autho- 
rity which  most  of  you  will  greatly  respect. 
Dr.  Birch,  in  his  Life  of  TilloUon,  relates 
that— 

"  While  the  Bill  of  Union  (comprehension)  was 
depending  in  Parliament,  Dean  Tillotson,  as  we 
are  informed  by  Dr.  Nioholls  {Apparatus  ad  De- 
fentumem  Ecelet.  AngL,  p.  98)  persuaded  the 
King  to  pursue  another  method  for  acoompliahing 
the  design  of  it.  He  reminded  His  Majesty  of 
the  reproach  often  cast  upon  the  Reformation  by 
the  Papists,  that  it  was  founded  chiefly  upon  Par- 
liamentary authority ;  and  that  no  handle  ought 
for  the  future  to  be  gifen  for  such  an  objection 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Church  chiefly  belonged  to 
synodical  authority ;  and,  if  they  were  passed  by 
the  members  of  the  Convocation,  they  would  not 
only  be  more  acceptable  to  the  body  of  the  clergy, 
but  would  be  more  religiously  observed  by  the  laity. 
He  added  that  lest  afl^iirs  of  this  nature,  consist- 
ing of  such  a  multitude  of  particulars,  might  pro- 
ceed too  slowly  in  so  numerous  a  body,  it  would  be 
best,  as  had  formerly  been  done,  for  His  Majesty 
to  authorise  by  his  letters  patent  several  of  the 
most  eminent  of  the  clergy  to  consider  of  some 
methods  of  healing  the  wounds  of  the  Church, 
and  establishing  a  durable  peace ;  that  so  what 
they  should  agree  upon  being  laid  before  a  Con- 
vocation might  first  have  their  sanction  and  then 
that  of  Parliamentary  authority.  In  pursuance 
of  this  advice  the  King  summoned  a  Convocation, 
and  issued  out  likewise  ...  a  Commission  to 
prepare  matters  to  be  considered  by  the  Convo- 
cation." 

I  think  that  if  the  GoTomment  of  the  day, 
whoever  they  might  be,  should  hereafter, 
after  very  careful  consideration,  "bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject,  peace  might  through 
God*B  blessings  arise  from  it;  but  I  have 
no  expectation  that  such  a  result  would 
follow  from  precipitate  legislation,  like 
that  which  is  now  proposed  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  could  not  feel  justified  in  support- 
ing the  Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  My 
Lords,  as  the  noble  Earl  who  has  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  has  referred 
to  the  answer  I  gave  some  weeks  ago  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  your  Lordships 
will  perhaps  allow  me,  at  this  early  period 
of  the  discussion,  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  the  Bill.  My  Lords,  I  desire,  in 
the  first  place,  to  remind  the  House  what 
have  been  the  course  taken  and  the  sug- 
gestions made  by  the  Royal  Commission. 
That  Commission,  which  was  appointed  in 
the  month  of  June  last  year,  was  composed 
of  twenty-nine  members,  fourteen  of  whom 
were  ecclesiastics  and  fifteen  laymen.  The 
names  of  the  Commissioners  are  suflioiently 
well-known  to  your  Lordships  to  make  you 
aware  that  the  Commission  was  composed 
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of  members  of  the  greatest  learmng,  emi- 
nence, experience,  and  ability,  who  could 
possibly  have  been  selected  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  this  kind.  In  their  first  Report 
the  Commissioners  wore,  as  the  noble  Earl 
said,  unanimous.  The  whole  of  the  Com- 
missioners signed  the  Report,  though  three 
of  them  appended  a  certain  amount  of 
qualification  to  the  absolute  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Report.  That  Report  was 
made  last  year,  and  in  regard  of  vestmeots 
it  states — 

"  We,  your  Majesty's  Commissioners,  have,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  your  Majesty*! 
Commission,  directed  our  first  attention  to  the 
question  of  the  vestments  worn  by  the  Miniitm 
of  the  said  United  Church  at  the  time  of  their 
ministration,  and  especially  to  those  the  use  of 
which  has  been  lately  introduced  into  eertsin 
churches.  We  find  that  while  these  yeBtmenU 
are  regarded  by  some  witnesses  as  symbolical  of 
doctrine,  and  by  others  as  a  distinctive  TMtare 
whereby  they  desire  to  do  honour  to  the  Holy 
Communion  as  the  highest  act  of  Christian  wor* 
ship,  they  are  by  none  regarded  as  essential,  sod 
they  give  grave  offence  to  many.  We  are  of  opi* 
nion  that  it  is  expedient  to  restrain  in  the  poblie 
services  of  the  United  Churoh  of  England  and 
Ireland  ail  variations  in  respect  of  vesture  from 
that  which  has  long  been  the  established  niage  of 
the  said  United  Church  ;  and  we  think  that  thii 
may  be  best  secured  by  providing  aggrieved  pir 
rishioners  with  an  easy  and  effectual  process  far 
complaint  and  redress.  We  are  not  yet  prepared 
to  recommend  to  your  Migesty  the  best  mode  of 
giving  effect  to  these  conclusions,  with  a  Tie  vat 
once  to  secure  the  objects  proposed  and  to  pro- 
mote the  peace  of  the  Church ;  but  we  hxn 
thought  it  our  doty,  in  a  matter  to  which  great 
interest  is  attached,  not  to  delay  the  oommunios- 
tion  to  your  Majesty  of  the  results  at  which  we 
have  already  arrived." 

A  second  Report  was  made  in  April  last, 
and  pohlished  in  May.  It  deals  with  the 
question  of  what  are  called  ''lights  and 
incense."  In  this  Report  the  Commissioih 
ers  were  hy  no  means  unanimous.  Tweotj- 
throe  oat  of  twenty-nine  Commissionen 
signed  it ;  two  Commissioners  declined  to 
sign  any  part  of  it ;  and  of  the  twenty- 
three  who  did  sign  the  Report,  eight  made 
certain  qualifications  or  statements  dis- 
senting from  its  recommendations.  lo  the 
Report  to  which  I  am  now  referring  there 
are  these  statements— 

^  The  use  of  Lighted  Candles  at  the  oelebratieii 
of  the  Holy  Communion  has  been  introduced  ioto 
certain  Churches  within  a  period  of  about  the  last 
twenty-five  years.  It  is  true  that  there  have  bees 
Candlesticks  with  Candles  on  the  Lord's  Table 
during  a  long  period  in  many  Cathedral  and  Col- 
legiate Churches  and  Chapels,  and  alec  in  the 
Chapels  of  some  Colleges,  and  of  some  Royal  ssd 
Episcopal  Residences;  but  the  instances  that  have 
been  adduced  to  prove  that  Candles  have  been 
lighted  as  accessories  to  the  Holy  Oommonion  sit 
few  and  muoh  oontasted.    With  regard  lo  Psrbh 
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diwfcai,  idiaieror  •▼idenoe  there  may  be  as  to 
Cimnftitifllrir  with  Candles  being  on  the  Lord's 
TiJils,  DO  soiBoient  eyidenoe  has  been  adduced  be- 
ftrt  SI  to  proTe  that  at  any  time  during  the  last 
Ans  esBturies  Lighted  Candles  have  been  ased  in 
isj  of  these  Churches  as  accessories  to  the  cele- 
Intioa  of  the  Holy  Communion  until  within  about 
IhslaifciweDty-fiye  years.  The  use  of  Incense  in 
ttspnbUe  serrices  of  the  Church  during  the  pre- 
mteiBtiiry  is  very  recent,  and  the  instances  of 
tti  InMaotion  are  very  rare,  and  so  far  as  we  haye 
asy  sridsnee  before  us  it  is  at  yariance  with  the 
C3ninh*8  ussge  for  800  years.  Under  these  cir- 
eanwUnees,  and  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
vliiohgnided  us  in  our  first  Report,  we  are  of  opi- 
liott  (Cu  it  is  expedient  to  restrain  in  the  public 
nrrioM  of  the  Church  all  yariations  from  estab- 
Jfahed  usfe  in  respect  of  Lighted  Candles  and  of 


After  those  Reports  were  made  I  took  the 

Bberty  on  a  former  ocoaBion  to  say — and 

I  think  that  at  the   time  your  Lordships 

Vffs  IneliDed  to  agree  with  me — that  it 

mM  he  not  only  inexpedient,  but  highly 

•MMrthle  of  the  Goyernment  to  propose 

l^iilttion  on  this  subject  until  the  ques- 

fa  how  far    legislation   should   go   and 

vht  shape   it  should    assume  had  been 

^.  inioQily  and  earnestly  considered  by  the 

-flfismment,  and   until  the    Goyemment 

vm  able  to  come  to  Parliament  with  some 

'fioposal  which  they  might  reasonably  ex- 

•  yiet  to  see  either  rejected  altogether  or 

Mde  the  law  of  the   land.      Now,  that 

king  the  pure  principle  on  which  the  Go- 

vtnment  hare  acted,  the  noble  Earl  (the 

2irl  of  Shaftesbury) — as  was  competent 

tshim  to  do  as  an  independent  Member  of 

E' Lordships'  House — has  introduced  the 
which  now  comes  before  your  Lordships 
■rs  second  reading.     My  Lords,  I  speak 
^  great   submission   and  deference  to 
^  noble  Earl ;  but  I  do  yenture  to  ex- 
F^tt  a  doubt  whether  the  course  taken  by 
M  b  an  expedient  course.     The  noble 
'lui  u  I  understand  him,  said  he  bad  no 
'^ipsetation  this  Session  of  carrying  the 
Hheyond  a  second  reading;  but  that  his 
vJNt  was  that  it  should  be  printed  and 
mild  go  before  the  country  between  this 
r  iil  the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  Now, 
fiords,  surely  that  object  would  haye 
■Mq  folly  obtained  by  the  step  which  the 
Ms  Earl  naturally  and  properly  pursued 
kyiog  the  Bill  on  the  table  of  your 
ips'  House.     But  as  the  noble  Earl 
that  the  Bill  should  now  be  read 
tieood  time,  it  becomes  necessary  for 
Lordshipa  to  consider  the  course  you 
take  with  respect  to  the  Motion  for 
laeond  reading.     I  do  not  propose  to 
hto  the  details  of  the  Bill  ;  but  if  I 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
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mission— though  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill 
recites  the  Reports  of  that  Commission — 
the  noble  Earl  has  failed  to  apprehend  the 
spirit  of  the  recommendations  made  by  the 
Commissioners ;  and  I  think  that  if  we 
had  now  to  consider  the  proyisions  of  the 
Bill  in  detail  there  would  be  very  serious 
objections  to  it.  But,  of  course,  if  the  Bill 
went  into  Committee  your  Lordships  would 
have  the  power  of  introducing  modifica- 
tions with  the  view  of  removing  those  ob- 
jections. My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  will  go  to  a  division  on 
the  second  reading  ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the 
Bill  recites  in  its  Preamble  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  I  feel  that,  however  grave 
the  reasons  against  some  of  the  provisions, 
and  however  inexpedient  it  might  be  to 
pass  such  a  Bill  now,  yet  if  I  were  to  vote 
against  the  second  reading  my  doing  so 
might  be  construed  into  a  proposition 
which  I  am  not  prepared  to  assume  — 
namely,  that  at  no  time  and  under  no 
circumstances  ought  legislation  to  follow 
the  Reports  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
Having  said  that,  I  claim  for  myself,  and 
I  think  I  am  entitled  to  claim  for  many  of 
your  Lordships  who  may  not  be  disposed 
to  vote  against  the  second  reading,  that  we 
hold  ourselves  free  and  unfettered  as  to 
our  action  on  this  question  in  the  next  or 
any  subsequent  Session  of  Parliament. 
My  Lords,  deploring,  as  I  do,  the  prac- 
tices to  which  the  noble  Earl  has  referred 
— feeling,  as  I  do,  entirely  adverse  to  those 
practices — I  have  always  thought  that  it 
devolves  upon  those  who  do  entertain  such 
strong  feelings  on  the  subject  to  be  par- 
ticularly cautious  and  forbearing  in  respect 
of  any  propositions  for  restrictive  legisla- 
tion. The  noble  Earl  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships two  or  three  extracts  which  I  was 
much  pained  to  hear,  and  I  think  those 
extracts  must  have  been  painful  to  many 
of  your  Lordships ;  but,  with  every  respect 
for  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  the  object  was  for  which  he  read 
them.  Is  the  Church  answerable  for  those 
extracts,  or  any  section  of  the  Church  ? 
I  have  no  right  to  speak  for  the  Church  ; 
but  as  one  of  her  Members  I  do  protest 
against  the  supposition  that  the  opinions 
to  which  expression  is  given  in  the  extracts 
read  by  the  noble  Earl  are  opinions  enter- 
tained by  any  section  of  the  Church  of 
England.  If  the  noble  Earl  wanted  us  to 
legislate  against  the  publication  of  such 
opinions,  I  could  understand  his  reading 
them  to  your  Lordships  ;  and  legislation 
on  the  subject  of  lights  and  incense  is. 
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after  all,  onlj  legislation  against  an  out- 
ward eipression  of  opinions  which  we  are 
utterly  unable  to  control.  It  appears  to 
me,  mj  Lords,  that  much  benefit  would 
follow  from  our  postponing  legislation  till 
next  year.  The  noble  Earl  proposes,  con- 
trary to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  to  enact  that  practices  to 
which  the  Bill  refers  shall  be  declared 
illegal.  The  Royal  Commissioners  care- 
fully abstained  from  any  recommendations 
of  the  kind,  merely  proposing  that  re- 
straints should  be  applied  to  any  depar- 
tures from  the  established  practice  or 
usage.  Three  questions  are  invoWed  in 
this  Bill,  of  which  two  have  already  become 
the  subject  of  legal  proceedings — namely, 
the  questions  of  lights  and  incense.  I 
have  been  informed,  and  I  belicTe  accu- 
rately, that  within  the  last  few  days  the 
litigation  upon  these  points  has  been 
transferred  into  the  Court  of  highest  Ap- 
peal in  the  kingdom  ;  and,  according  to 
the  natural  order  of  business,  in  that  tri- 
bunal the  appeal  would  be  tried  in  Novem- 
ber  or  December  this  year.  Your  Lord- 
ships, therefore,  before  next  Session,  will 
have  the  benefit  of  a  decision  by  the  final 
Court  of  Appeal  of  this  Kingdom  with 
regard  to  the  legality  of  two  of  these  prac- 
tices. I  own  I  very  much  regret  that  it 
has  not  been  thought  desirable,  when  a 
judicial  decision  was  being  invoked  upon 
two  of  these  practices,  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  a  legal  decision  also  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  vestments.  I  say  this, 
not  because  I  think  that  the  opinion  of 
Parliament  ought  to  be  fettered  in  any 
way  by  the  decisions  of  the  legal  tribunals : 
it  may  well  be  that  after  a  decision  declar- 
ing one  or  more  of  these  practices  to  be 
perfectly  legal,  Parliament  might,  in  its 
wisdom,  consider  that,  for  the  future,  the 
law  ought  to  be  altered,  and  observances 
declared  to  be  illegal  for  the  future  which 
had  been  legal  hitherto.  But  Parliament 
would  in  any  ease  have  this  advantage — 
that  it  would  know  from  what  point  to 
start.  What  the  law  is  at  this  moment 
upon  these  different  subjects  rests,  of 
course,  in  a  state  of  uncertainty;  but  there 
is  every  reason  to  believe  that  before  next 
year  an  authoritative  decision  will  have 
been  given  upon  two,  at  least,  of  the  mat- 
ters in  dispute.  I  therefore  trust  the 
noble  Earl  will  not  press  this  Bill  to  a 
division  ;  and  I  say  so  with  the  more  free- 
dom because  I  have  already  declared  that 
it  is  a  Bill  against  the  second  reading  of 
which  I  should  not  be  disposed  to  vote.   A 
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legal  decision  will,  I  hope,  be  obtained 
before  next  year,  and  your  Lordships,  in 
case  it  should  then  be  necessary,  will  be 
in  a  position  to  legislate  with  much  better 
effect. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY:  It 
is  not  often — indeed,  it  is  the  only  time— 
that  I  have  heard  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  and  have  been  unable  to  follow  the 
course  of  reasoning  which  has  gone  on  in 
his  mind  during  the  course  of  his  speech. 
He  told  us  that  he  strongly  disapproved 
this  Bill  being  pressed  to  a  second  reading; 
he  pointed  out  the  defects  which  lay,  not 
only  in  the  machinery  of  the  Bill,  but  in  its 
utter  disregard  of  the  recommendationB  of 
the  Royal  Commission  and  of  the  reasons 
upon  which  their  Report  was  founded,  and 
he  spoke  of  the  advantages  of  delay  ;  and 
then,  having  told  us  all  this,  he  said  he 
meant  to  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  merely  because  its  Preamble  reeitoi 
that  the  Bill  proposes  to  carry  oat  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  will  ask  my  noble  Friend  whether  that  is 
a  principle  which  he  proposes  to  extend  and 
apply  to  the  legialation  generally  of  your 
Lordships'  House— that  if  in  the  Preamble 
of  a  Bill  a  proposition  is  laid  down  of  which 
you  happen  to  approve,  no  matter  how  en- 
tirely the  clauses  may  fail  to  carry  out  that 
proposition,  you  are  yet  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  ?  If  so,  we 
certainly  should  have  passed  the  second 
reading  of  a  great  many  Bills  which  we  are 
in  the  habit  of  throwing  out.  I  believe  it 
is  true  of  almost  alt  Preambles  that  thej 
are  innocent  and  plausible  in  their  language, 
and  few  persons  upon  that  ground  merely 
would  desire  to  oppose  them  ;  but  I  say 
that  to  commit  your  Lordships  to  support 
the  second  reading  of  measures  merely  be- 
cause of  the  moderation  or  plausibility  of 
the  Preamble  would  be  to  introduce  an  en> 
tirely  novel  principle  into  our  legislation. 
Nobody  will  deny  that  in  dealing  with 
questions  of  the  kind  upon  which  the 
House  now  is  asked  to  legislate  every  effort 
should  be  made  to  avoid  exciting  unneoes- 
sary  irritation.  The  subjects  are  those 
upon  which  men's  passions  are  bitterly  ex- 
cited, leading  them  to  mis-state  the  real 
meaning  of  words  used  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  first  duty  of  a  prudent  Legislature  is  to 
avoid  all  that  can  increase  that  irritation. 
But  what  are  you  now  going  to  do  ?  For 
the  first  time  for  200  years  you  are  going 
to  break  the  truce  which  has  existed  be- 
tween the  two  parties  in  the  Cfaoreh. 
During  those  200  years  many  very  different 
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TievB  hate  been  entertained;  TariouB  schools 
hire  flonrished  and  decayed,  all  kinds  of 
extrarsgant  opinions  have  been  advanced 
•—but  Parliament  hai  never  during  that 
time  interfered    between    the    conflicting 
Bobools  in  the  Church  to  strike  one  combat- 
SDt  to  the  ground.     I  do  not  deny  that 
audi  legislation  may  be  necessary  ;  I  do 
not  wish  to  prejudge  the  question,  which 
we  must  consider  very  carefully  next  year. 
fiat  it  is  very  important  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  pronounce  no  judgment  before- 
band  which  is  certain  to  add  to  the  irrita- 
tion your  legislation  is  certain  to  excite. 
Whst  will  be  the  effect  of  this  proposal  ? 
There  is  not,  I  believe,  any  very  consider- 
able party  in  the   country  attached  to  the 
Qofortttoate  practices  that  have  created  so 
moch  ill-feeling  ;  but  you  are  going  to  add 
to  that  party  all  the  members  that  will  be 
driven  to  it  by  the  invigorating  process  of 
penal  legislation.     All  those  who  naturally 
fiympathixe  with  anyone  against  whom  Par- 
liament legislates — ^all  those  who  naturally 
take  the  weaker  side,  and  all  who  hate  the 
particular  school  from  which  this  legislation 
prooeeds  will  be  inclined  to  abandon  the  for- 
mer moderation  of  their  opinions,  and  to  lean 
towards  the  very  extravagant  views  and 
practices  which  it  is  your  object  to  dis- 
eoarage.     You  will  be  adding  force,  more- 
over, to  the  Tiolence  of  the  irritation  by 
passing   the  second  reading  of   this  Bill 
without  any  of  the  precautions  habitually 
taken  in  matters  of  such  great  importance; 
jou  will  be  passing  it  merely  as  a  matter 
of  form  at  the   fag-end  of  the   Session, 
without  even  soliciting  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  upon  the  measure.     My  feel- 
iog  with  regard  to  the  Bill  is  that  if  you 
wish  to  make  more  men  like  Dr.  Littledale 
jou  could  adopt  no  more  certain  method. 
Br.  Littledale  is  a  gentleman  of  very  ex- 
travagant opinions,  and  probably  expresses 
his  own  opinions  merely  ;    but  this  Bill, 
eveo  if  it  passed,  is  not  the  way  to  dis- 
courage those  opinions.   It  certainly  would 
not  prevent  him  from  holding  or  urging 
them  with  as  much  force  as  before ;  all 
that  it  would  do  would  be  to  create  sym- 
pathixers  with  him  who  did  not  exist  be- 
fore.    It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  to    treat  gently  the 
feelings  and  prejudices  of  the  considerable 
somber  of  persons  who  have  been  very 
moch  excited  upon  this  subject,  and,  with 
that  end    in   view,  that   legislation  upon 
these  matters  should  only  be  undertaken 
opon  the  reaponsibility  of  the  Government, 
and  with  a  reasonable  certainty  that  a  de- 


cision one  way  or  other  would  be  obtained 
within  a  very  short  period.  First  of  all, 
Isgislation  should  not  be  undertaken  in 
snch  a  manner  as  to  give  to  those  whose 
dearest  feelings  and  prejudices  you  are 
touching  the  impression  that  your  Lord- 
ships regard  these  as  matters  of  Tory  trivial 
importance,  which  may  he  sacrificed  to  the 
feeling  or  to  the  convenience  of  a  noble 
Earl — who  is  deserving  of  the  highest  re- 
spect. I  am  very  anxious  to  guard  my- 
self against  being  supposed  to  view  with 
anything  like  sympathy  the  action  which 
has  brought  this  controversy  into  its  pre- 
sent stage.  I  think  that  blame  attaches 
to  those  who  selected  for  their  operations 
the  precise  points  upon  which  they  Jcnew 
the  feelings  of  their  countrymen  to  be 
most  irritable,  in  order,  apparently,  to 
make  disturbance  in  the  Church.  But  I 
ask  your  Lordships  not  to  allow  yourselves 
to  be  infected  with  the  imprudence  which 
you  are  yourselves  the  first  to  condemn. 
Do  not  allow  your  own  feelings  to  lead  you 
to  depart  from  that  gravity  and  modera- 
tion which  you  ordinarily  exercise  upon 
matters  of  such  importance.  I  ask  you  to 
deal  with  this  matter  as  one  of  the  first 
moment,  and  not  to  be  drawn  into  a  deci- 
sion opposed  in  any  way  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commissioners.  It  is  for 
these  reasons  that  I  beg  you  not  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  s&id,  that 
the  two  noble  Lords  who  had  last  spoken 
were  neither  of  them  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  when  the  noble  Earl 
originally  introduced  a  measure  'similar  to 
that  which  was  now  upon  their  Lordships' 
table.  The  overwhelming  amount  of  evi- 
dence and  argument  then  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Earl  showed  the  imperative 
necessity  for  legislation  upon  this  question. 
And  how  was  his  Bill  defeated  upon  that 
occasion  f  By  a  promise  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  speaking  through 
their  mouthpiece  the  noble  Earl  below  the 
Gangway  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  that  a  Royal 
Commission  should  issue  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  subject.  There  was, 
therefore,  an  honourable  obligation  resting 
opon  the  Government  to  do  something,  be- 
cause the  noble  Earl  who  was  then  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  refused  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  upon  the 
ground  that  a  Royal  Commission  was 
about  to  be  appointed.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  promised  on  that  occa- 
sion that  that  Commission  ahonld  attend 
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to  the  Bubjeet  of  yestments,  and  eognate 
matters,  first,  and  report  thereon  with  a 
view  to  legislation.     The  Commission  did 
at  length  make    their  first  Report,  and 
recommend  that  something  should  be  done 
to  restrain  the  use  of  vestments.     In   a 
second  Report  thej  had  pronounced  against 
lights  and  incense  also,  and  advised  that 
the  use  of  them  should  be  "restrained."^ 
It  then  became  the  iroperatife  dutj  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  to  take  up  the  sub- 
ject, for  there  was  a  vital  necessity  that 
something  should  be  done  if  the  Church  of 
England  was  to  be  saved.     The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  having  in  vain 
waited  for  the  Government  to  do  something, 
having  in  fact  been  informed  by  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  that  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  move  until  a  third  Report  was 
sent  in — a  Report  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  special  subjects  under  discussion 
—must  be  exonerated  from  all  blame  in 
now  bringing  the  subject  again  before  their 
Lordships.     He  would  not  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the   Bill   might   not  be 
improved  in  Committee.     In  respect  to  the 
legal   remedy    proposed    in   the   Bill,   he 
thought  it  better  than  the  recommendation 
of  the  Commissioners.     But,  be  this  as  it 
might,  it  would  be  in  his  opinion  a  disas- 
trous  thing  if  this  Bill  should  be  pressed  to 
a  division,  and  if  a  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships should  decide  against  legislation  on 
this  subject.  He  lamented  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government,  because  it  would  lead 
to  the  impression  out-of-doors  that   they 
were   not  alive  to    the   greatness  of  the 
emergency  in  which  the  Church  of  England 
was   placed.     The   extracts    read  by   the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  were 
useful  as  straws  which  showed  the  way  of 
the  wind.     They  certainly   showed   that, 
with  the  party  now  attracting  so  much  at- 
tention, the  Protestant  Reformation  found 
but  little  favour.     And  yet  the  only  stand- 
ing ground  of  the  Church  of  England  be- 
fore God  and  man   was   as  a  Protestant 
Reformed  Church.     But  all  this  the  com- 
pact, organized,  energetic  body  of  Ritualists 
wished  to   undo.     The  questions  of  vest- 
ments, lights,   and  incense  were  of   very 
little  importance,  except  as  connected  with 
doctrine.     Now,  if  there  were  two  things 
more  emphatically  repudiated  by  the  Church 
of  England  at  the  Reformation  than  any 
others,   it  was  the  sacrifice   of  the  Mass 
and  the  practice  of  Auricular  Confession. 
The  speaking  of  the  Lord's  Table  as  the 
altar,  the  lights,  the  incense,  and  other 
Ritualistic  practices,   were  all  connected 
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with  the  revival  of  the  sacrifice  of  the 
mass.     Concurrently  with  this  was  the  re- 
vival of   the  claim   of  the  priesthood  to 
exercise  judicial  functions  in  the  tribontl 
of  the  confessional.     That  he  was  correct 
in   these  assertions,    noble   Lords   migbt 
satisfy  themselves  by  perusing  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Ritual  Commission,  snd 
appended    to    their    first    Report.     Mr. 
Bennett  of  Frome,  for  example,  before  the 
Ritual  Commission,  acknowledged  that  he 
sacrificed  and  adored  the  elements,  and 
Mr.  Wagner  admitted  that    he  practised 
auricular  confession .     And  these  gentlemen 
were  but  representatives,  in  these  respect^ 
of  the  opinions,  and  too  often  of  the  prac- 
tices, of  the  clergy  known  as  Ritualistic. 
Various  arguments,  however,  were  urged 
against  any  amendment  of  the  law  which 
should  put  a  check  upon  this  process  of 
un»Proteatantiiing    the    national  Church. 
It  was   said,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  a  comprebensiYe 
Church.     It  was  comprehensive,  no  doubt ; 
but    it    was,    to   borrow  technical  words 
from  the  science  of  logic,  a  comprehension 
of  ^*  contraries  "  and  not  of   "  cont^adi^ 
tories."     *'  Contraries  *'  might  stand  to- 
gether, but  *'  contradictories  "  could  not 
The  Church    of  England  contained  what 
was    called    High-Church  and  what  wis 
called   Low-Church.     Some    members  of 
that    Church    might   call  themselves  At< 
minians  and  others  Calvinists.     But  while 
all   these   four   parties    might  be  "  Oon- 
traries"  between    themselves,   Rome  was 
*•  contradictory  "   to  all.     The   toleration 
of  Romanism  within  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land would  be  fatal  to  its  existence.    The 
noble  Marquess  said  they  were  going  hj 
this  Bill    to   destroy    a   truce   within  the 
Church  that   had    existed   for  200  years. 
He  (the  Bishop  of   Carlisle)  must  assore 
the    noble   Marquess   that   he   was  nil- 
taken.     The  truce,  as  he  was  pleased  to 
call  it,  between  High-Church    and  Lov- 
Church  was   not   threatened  by  this  BUI. 
Were   he   a    High-Churchman  he  shooM 
indignantly  repudiate  all  identification  with 
the  innovating  party.     The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  repel  the  invasion  of  a  third, 
a    Romanising   party,    who,    masked   as 
High-Churohmen,  were    introducing  doc- 
trines and  practices,  of  essentially  Popish 
character,  and  utterly  inconsistent  with  the 
continuance  and  healthy  existence  of  that 
Church.  A  second  argument  which  had  beea 
used  on  various  occasions,  though  it  bad  not 
been  broached  to-day  was,  that  the  penoni 
against  whom  the  noble  Earl  wished  to 
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Bgiikle»  were  the  greatest  obataoles  to 
nrferiion  to  the  Church  of  Rome.  So 
nU  their  predeoeMors  the  Tractarians 
liUrty  years  ago.     They  claimed  to  be  the 

CtMt  opponents  of  Rome.  But  their 
Uiips  had  not  forgotten  the  hundreds 
it  (bs  laity  and  the  scores  of  the  clergy 
who  hsd  gone  over  to  Rome  since  that 
BOftBont  began — Archbishop  Manning,  in 
a  fohuie  of  Estays  en  Religion  and 
Ukntmn  (Second  Series),  edited  by  him, 
MsdoiiYely  disposed  of  this  allegation.  In 
Si  *<  ioaogural  address/'  prefaced  to  that 
nhm^  the  Archbishop  said — 

*I  do  not  inclade  in  thii,  as  I  have  already 
■UftboM  few  in  nomber,  I  belieTe,  who  nie 
Am  thingi  aa  a  stumbling-block  to  keep  back 
;Mli  from  the  truth,  and  imitate  the  Catholio 
Chrafa  with  a  formal  seryilitj,  that  they  may 

CWmselres  off  as  Catholics,  even  to  our  Ca- 
poor.    For  such  men  we  can  have  no  sym- 
|Mhy,s&d  little  hope.    Every  parish  priest  hap- 

gwvs  bow  empty  and  foolish  is  the  boast 
lake  of  keeping  souls  from  conversion.  The 
ftets  of  cTery  day  refute  it.  They  may  keep 
lbs  handful  who  surround  them,  and  hide 
'  Ibkith  from  their  own  hearts ;  but  the  steady 
jiBM  of  return  to  the  Catholic  and  Roman 
b^B<ik  throughout  the  whole  of  England  is  no 
WM  to  be  affected  by  them  than  the  rising  of  the 
W  ly  the  palms  of  their  hands.  Against  their 
^R  otrtainly,  and,  jperhaps,  without  their  know- 
Mil,  they  are  sending  on  nnmb^less  souls  into 
ffl  tnth  which  they  probably  will  never  enter. 
w  the  number  of  those  whose  good  faith  is 
wikihlis  not  great.  The  multitude  of  those  who 
fks  faiwn  by  a  natural  and  simple  reverence  to 
HMho  what  they  sincerely  believe  with  a  becom- 
■l  ritual,  and  who  worship  piously  and  humbly  in 
AsNhss  which  might  almost  be  mistaken  for  ours 
Hf  it  were  not  for  the  one  great  blank,  the  ab- 
of  life,  which  is  like  a  beautiful  countenance 
sight— is  very  great,  and  is  perhaps  con- 
[y  increasing.  They  are  coming  up  to  the 
^threshold  of  the  Church.  They  have  learned 
IllHBupon  it  as  the  centre  of  Christendom,  from 
MUb  they  sprang,  and  upon  which  their  own 
ghwh  is  supposed  to  rest.  They  use  our  devo- 
Wi^  our  books,  our  pictures  of  piety  ;  they  are 
H|!k  to  believe  the  whole  Catholio  doctrine,  and 

Stmifithe  whole  Council  of  Trent,  not  indeed 
tetme  meaning,  but  in  a  meaning  invented  by 
Kl^taaehers.  This  cannot  last  long.  Such 
PMbm  are,  as  Fuller  quaintly  and  truly  says, 
^MAIUhl  horsemen  ;  they  so  open  gates  as  to 
'  thwaiolfei  out,  but  let  others  through." 

Mch  for  the  argument  that  Kitualism 

deterrent  from  Rome.     But,  in  the 

]Jacep  the  noble  Marquess  and  the 

rev.  Primate  argued  that  if  Parlia- 

legislated   hastily  — 'Miastily,"  in- 

when   four  years  had   now  elapsed 

irst  the  subject   was   broached   at 

bjr  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln — there 

be  a  fearful  disruption  in  the  Church 

1,  such  as  led  the  Free  Church 


of  Scotland  to  go  forth  from  the  Establish- 
ment, and  such  as  led  the  Wesley ans,  100 
years  ago,  to  leave  the  Church  of  England. 
But  the  comparison  would  not  bear  ex- 
amination. These  Churches  were  identical 
in  doctrine  with  the  Churches  they  left, 
both  of  them  holding  Protestant  truth,  and 
agreeing  in  their  abhorrence — he  used  a 
word  most  properly  employed  by  a  noble 
Duke,  not  now  in  his  place,  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  in  the  late  debate  —  of  Popery. 
But  the  Ritualists  rejected  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles,  or  as  they  are  said  to  call  them — 
the  "  forty  stripes  save  one" — and  yearned 
for  Rome.  The  comparison  of  the  Ritual- 
ists to  the  Free  Church  and  the  Wesley- 
ans  was  untenable,  moreover,  in  other  res- 
pects, for  the  latter  had  the  people  with 
themr  whereas  the  sympathy  of  the  middle 
and  lower  classes  was  not  at  all  with  the 
innovators  in  the  present  case.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  was  quite 
right  when  he  said  that  how  much  soever 
such  churches  as  St.  Albans  might  be 
crowded,  the  middle  and  lower  classes 
viewed  all  that  was  carried  on  within  their 
walls  with  suspicion  and  dislike.  The  truth 
was,  that  these  practices  were  a  check 
upon  Church  extension ;  subscriptions  hav- 
ing been  withheld  on  account  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  uncertainty  as  to  whether 
the  Church  of  England  would  be  Protest- 
ant and  Reformed  some  years  hence.  He 
admitted  that,  had  greater  discretion  been 
shown  with  regard  to  the  Free  Church  and 
the  Wesleyans,  each  of  the  Churches  which 
they  quitted  would  probably  have  been  a 
gainer,  for  they  would  have  added  life  and 
vigour  to  its  ranks,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
given.  But  for  the  very  absence,  the  ne- 
gation, of  the  same  Yeasons,  if  Ritualism 
were  allowed  to  go  on,  it  would  result  in 
the  breaking  up  of  the  Church  of  England. 
The  true  parallel  was  between  the  Ritual- 
ists and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  who  re- 
fused to  conform  in  the  reign  of  Elisabeth, 
and  likewise  the  Non -jurors  who  refused  to 
take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  in  the  reign  of 
William  and  Mary  —  though  here  again 
Archbishop  Sancroft,  loyal  Protestant  as 
he  was,  would  hardly,  if  ali?e,  endure  the 
comparison.  The  secession  in  the  former 
case  consisted  of  189  clergymen  of  all 
ranks,  and  in  the  latter  of  one  Archbishop, 
four  Bishops,  and  400  clergy.  Any  seces- 
sion which  might  now  take  place  of  Ritual- 
istic clergy  could  not  exceed — he  did  not 
believe  it  would  come  up  to  half  these 
numbers.  The  Ritualistic  party  was  for- 
ward and  loud,  and  compensated  for  their 
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namerieal  paucity  and  personal  insignifl- 
cance  by  their  organisation  and  the  noise 
they  made  in  every  direction.  The  House 
should  not,  therefore,  be  deterred  from 
legislating  -—  he  would  not  say  this  —  but 
early  next  Session,  by  any  fear  of  commit- 
ting grioTous  injury  to  the  Church.  They 
should  rather  be  deterred  from  further  de- 
lay by  the  grievous  injury  that  would  ac- 
crue if  these  practices  were  not  checked. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  spoke  on  a  former  occasion  of  a 
Puritan  faction  hammering  at  the  doors  of 
Parliament ;  but  prompt  legislation  was 
called  for,  in  order  that  such  a  contingency 
might  not  arise.  Delay  was  giving  force 
and  power  to  a  Puritan  faction  outside  the 
Church,  which  was  making  use  of  the 
present  condition  of  affairs  to  assail  the 
ramparts  and  overthrow  the  citadel  of  the 
Church.  And  herein  he  detected  a  power 
at  work  behind  the  scenes  which  desired 
to  compass  the  overthrow  of  the  Church  of 
England  as  the  one  stronghold  of  Protest- 
antism and  the  Reformation  in  the  world. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  bulk  of  the  Ritual- 
istic clergy  were  conscious  of  the  fact.  But 
as  a  small  cog-wheel  kept  up  the  connec- 
tion between  the  steam  power  of  a  vast 
manufactory  and  all  the  shuttles  at  work 
in  every  direction,  so  a  single  point  of 
contact  between  the  Church  of  Rome  and 
the  Ritualists  was  quite  enough  to  account 
for  all  that  was  going  on.  If  then  the 
House  believed  that  to  the  blessed  Reform- 
ation we  owed  the  temporal  as  well  as  the 
spiritual  liberties  of  England  —  if  they 
believed  that  the  Church  of  England,  in 
her  articles,  homilies,  and  other  formularies 
represented  that  Reformation — they  would 
permit  no  temporising  policy,  no  fears,  no 
threats,  to  deter  them  from  doing  their 
duty  at  this  solemn  crisis.  By  giving  the 
Bill  a  second  leading,  if  the  noble  Earl 
pressed  it,  they  would  emphatically  declare 
their  determination  at  the  first  convenient 
opportunity  to  take  effectual  measures  for 
staying  the  plague  that  was  at  work 
among  us. 

Eabl  stanhope  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  said,  that  it  was  intended  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners.  Now  he  (Earl  Stanhope) 
was  one  of  those  Commissioners,  and  lind 
concurred  with  the  large  majority  in  sign- 
ing the  two  Reports  reprobating  vestments, 
lights,  and  incense.  He  earnestly  con- 
curred in  tlie  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners on  those  subjects,  for  he  looked 
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upon  thoaa  praetieei  as  innentioiki,  tad 
as  calculated  to  bring  evil  upon  the  Chonb 
of  England  ;   and    he  was   desirous  liy 
moderate  and  temperate  means  to  reitraii 
them.     But  he  could  not  admit  tbst  tin 
noble  Earl  in  this  Bill  carried  out  the  ti- 
tentions  of  the  Royal  Commissioners.   In 
one  material  respect  the  Bill  went  msah 
beyond  those  recommendations.   They  bii 
been  told  by  the  most  rev.  Primate  wlw 
spoke  early  in  the  debate  (the  Arebbtiboy 
of  Canterbury)  that  this  Bill  declared  pne" 
tices  to  be  illegal  which  the  Commtssionen^ 
though  disapproving  of  them,  had  csrefsllj 
abstained    from    declaring   to  be  illegiL 
Therefore,  whatever  might  be  the  mefiM  'j 
of  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Earl,  m 
thing  was  perfectly  clear — that  his  prepi* 
sition  was  not  the  proposition  of  the  C«- 
missioners — his  Bill  was  not  theirs.  WU 
object  was  to  be  gained  by  a  second  ml- 
ing  ?      Suppose  it  was  assented  to,  m 
further  step  could  be  taken  this  SesM 
nor  even  in  this  Parliament.     He  niA 
however,  express  his  regret  that  his  noUi 
Friend  had   introduced    this    Bill  at  A 
without  giving   the  Government  tioM  li 
produce  a  measure  of  their  own.    It  wtf 
desirable  to  legislate    in   a  manner  tkt 
would  cause. the  least  offence  and  iititi- 
tion.     Now,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  dt 
Shaftesbury)  was  a  distinguished  memkr 
of  one  of  the  two  parties  into  which  lb 
Church  was  divided,  and  it  was  impostihk 
to  expect  such  ready  acquiescence  by  tk 
other  party  in  a  Bill  introduced  by  kiai 
in  one  proceeding  from  a  more  neutral  nj' 
less  partisan    quarter.      He    entertsiMI 
a  decided  opinion    that  it  was  most  k' 
sirable,  whatever   Qovernment    might  li  i 
in  power,  it  should  next  Session  iotrodMl^ 
a  Bill  on  the  subject ;  but,  if  the  Oovt^j 
ment,  whatever  it  might  be,  should  ' 
unwilling,  or  unable,  after  proper  di" 
ration,  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  then  wonU 
the   time  for   the  noble  Earl  to  de  IK^ 
Much  as  he  respected  the  high  authoiiVj 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wer  i 
sack,  he  could  not  but  think  that  sU  th> 
arguments  of  his  speech  were  decide^ 
antagonistic  to  the  Bill,  while  hit  ccmIi' 
sion  was  in  favour  of  it.     For  bis  oei: 
part,  while  yielding  to  no  man  in  bis  Ji* 
sire  to  restore  to  the    Church  the  pN^' 
which  had  been  disturbed  by  the  praetieii 
so  justly  complained  of,  he  wished  to  ii*t 
unnecessary  irritation,  and,  since  the  Jf^ 
sent  Bill  would  not  advance  the  qserf^ 
an  inch,  but  would  certainly  produee  ivR* 
tatioD;  he  felt  bound  to  rote  against  it. 
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Eabl  RUSSELL :  I  muBt  confess  I 
hsTe  been  rather  perplexed  hj  the  speeches 
of  the  most  re?.  Primate,  the  most  emineat 
represeDtative  of  theChoreh  in  this  House, 
sod  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  oar  greatest  legal  authority,  for 
there  was  something  so  uncertain  about 
tbem  that  I  could  not  make  out  whether 
thej  intended  to  Tote  for  the  second  read* 
iog  of  the  Bill  or  against  it. 

The  Abchbisbop  or  CANTERBURY : 
I  distinctlj  said  I  did  not  intend  to  Tote 
for  the  second' reading. 

Eabl  RUSSELL:  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  most  rev.  Primate  for  his  explana* 
tioo.    I  think  it  is  desirable  that  legisla- 
tion shonld  be  postponed  to  the  latest  pos- 
sible period.     We  have  seen  yery  critical 
sod  agitating   questions  debated   on  the 
Choroh ;  we  haye  seen  those  questions  re* 
solved  bj  the  highest  tribunal— the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Priyy  Council;  and  those 
doeisions,  though  adverse  to  the  opinion  of  a 
eonsiderable  party  in  the  Church,  haye  been 
received  with  respect,  and  haye  decided  the 
legal  yiew  of  those  questions.     Now,  the 
nobleand  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  tells 
OS  that  about  Noyember  next  two  important 
points  which  are  still  in  agitation  will  come 
V  sppeal  before  the  Judicial  Committee. 
Tbst,  it  appears  to  me,  is  sufficient  reason 
whj  this  Hoose  should  pause  with  respect 
to  legislation,  and  should  wait  till  we  at 
least   know  upon   the   highest    authority 
what  the  present  state  of  the  law  is  upon 
these  important  points.     It  also  appears  to 
me  desirable  that  whenever  we  do  legislate 
the  Ooyemment  of  the  day  should  propose 
tbe  measure,  and  that  they  should  intro- 
duce it  with  the  assent  of  the  Prelates  who 
represent  the  Church  in  this  House;  for 
it  is  only  in  that  way  that  I  can  suppose 
so  Act  will  pass  which  will  receive  the 
general  aaaent  of  the  country.     I  see  no 
nwson  to  doubt  that,  whether  by  judicial 
deeision  or  legislative  action,  if  there  be  a 
general  aaaent  of  parties,  those  at  least 
vho   think    certain     practices    desirable, 
though  not  esaential,  will  bow  respectfully 
to  whatever  decision  shall  be  come  to.    On 
(he  other  hand,  if  there  be  a  division — I 
will  not   say  of   political   parties,   but  of 
Church  partiea — on  the  subject,  I  should 
be  lerj  much   afraid  that  there  would  he 
further  agitation,   which   would    be  yery 
iiischieyous.     I  do  not  object  to  this  Bill 
or  to  anything  contained  in  it,  if  we  are 
obliged  to  come  to  legislation  as  a  last  re- 
sort.    It  ia  not,  therefore,  on  account  of 
the  BiU  itaelff  bat  on  account  of  the  time 


at  which  it  has  been  brought  forward,  that 
I  object  to  the  Motion,  and  that  I  shall 
certainly  not  go  into  the  Lobby  with  my 
noble  Friend  should  he  proceed  to  a 
diyisioD. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  intention  of  entering  into  the  yery 
difficult  questions  inyolved  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  and  I  am  yery  glad  that 
I  gaye  way  to  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down,  because  I  am  happy  to  think 
that — as  is  not  always  the  case— I  en- 
tirely concur  in  the  yiew  he  has  taken  as 
to  the  course  that  should  be  pursued  with 
respect  to  this  question.  What  I  feel  is 
this — and  it  is  a  point  which  has  been 
stated  hy  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack — that  if  you  come  to  any 
decision  upon  this  subject  now  yoa  will  do 
that  which  will  be  liable  to  be  misunder- 
stood. If  you  yote  in  favour  of  this  Bill 
you  will  hold  yourselves  tied  down  to  act 
on  the  course  recommended  by  the  noble 
Earl,  irrespective  of  the  future  recommen- 
dations which  may  proceed  from  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  irrespective  of  the  infor- 
mation, as  to  the  existing  state  of  the  law, 
which  may  be  deriyed  from  the  legal  pro- 
ceedings which  are  likelj  to  occur  in  No* 
vember.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  vote 
against  the  Bill,  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  pointed  out,  we  shall  he  held  up 
as  assenting  to  those  practices  of  the  Ri- 
tualists to  which  I,  for  one,  am  entirely 
opposed,  and  shall  he  giving  them  coun- 
tenance, which  I  shonld  be  sorry  to  give 
by  voting  apparently  in  their  favour.  If, 
as  was  supposed  hy  the  right  rey.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  Carlisle),  it  be  a  great  ob- 
ject to  ayoid  delay  there  might  be  some- 
thing to  say  for  coming  to  a  decision  one 
way  or  the  other  on  the  question ;  but 
the  right  rey.  Prelate  knows  well,  and  the 
noble  Earl  the  Mover  of  the  second  read- 
ing has  himself  stated,  that  he  has  no  in- 
tention to  press  the  Bill  to  legislation  this 
Session.  The  question  of  delay,  there- 
fore, does  not  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  the  subject  at  all.  I  share  very  much 
the  opinion  expressed  hy  the  noble  Mar- 
quess behind  me  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
and  the  nohle  Earl  near  me  (Earl  Stanhope) 
of  the  great  inconvenience  of  coming  to  a 
hasty  decision  with  regard  to  the  Bill  be- 
fore us.  I  think  if  we  decide  one  way  or 
the  other  it  will  give  one  party  a  great  and 
unreasonable  amount  of  encouragement, 
and  will  create  in  the  other  party  a  pro- 
portionate degree  or  irritation,  which  will 
he  constantly  working  up  to  the  time  when 
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legislation  will  be  possible.  I  also  think 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  ought  to  be 
brought  forward  with  all  tlie  authority  of 
Government,  and  of  GoTemment  informed 
by  all  the  views  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
I  am  very  unwilling  to  oppose  my  noble 
Friend,  for  I  have  the  highest  respect  for 
his  sincerity,  and  for  his  zeal  in  the  ad- 
vocacy of  the  opinions  which  he  entertains. 
I  do  not  say  that  I  go  along  with  his 
opinions  ;  but  if  I  were  disposed  to  go  to 
one  extreme  or  the  other  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  support  the  views  of  my  noble 
Friend  rather  than  those  of  the  Eitualists, 
who  are  responsible  for  the  agitation  which 
has  been  excited.  But  the  noble  Earl  has 
had  the  opportunity  which  he  sought  of 
stating  his  views  and  calling  the  attention 
of  the  country  to  this  important  question. 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  it  would 
be  the  better  course  to  avoid  the  incon- 
venience of  a  division,  and  to  enable  that 
to  be  done  I  am  disposed  to  move  "  the 
previous  Question."  ["  Hear,  hear  !  "1 
I  beg  to  move  ''the  previous  Question. 

The  Eabl  op  SHAFTESBURY  :  1 
hope  your  Lordahips  will  allow  me  one  or 
two  words  in  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from 
noble  Lords  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
The  object  which  I  have  had  in  view  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
was  to  obtain  the  affirmation  of  its  principle, 
not  of  its  details,  so  that  it  might  go  to  the 
country  as  a  Bill  that  had  been  considered 
and  had  obtained  the  assent  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  I  understand  the  most  rev. 
Primate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
to  object  to  the  Bill  as  not  having  been 
brought  forward  with  the  assent  of  Convo- 
cation. I  should  like  to  obtain  the  ap- 
proval of  Convocation  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  I  am  bound,  or  that  any  Member  of 
Parliament  is  bound  to  wait  for  the  con- 
sent of  Convocation  in  any  course  we  may 
think  it  our  duty  to  take.  Then  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  said  he 
did  not  see  how  I  connected  the  extracts 
which  I  read  with  the  legislation  I  propose; 
but  I  read  the  extracts  because  I  saw  that 
the  statements  had  been  made  with  great 
skill,  and  circulated  through  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  and  had  caused  great 
irritation,  and  I  should  be  sorry  if  the 
great  mass  of  the  people,  knowing  and 
feeling  these  things,  saw  that  the  House 
of  Lords  did  not  reject  those  practices, 
which  were  so  repugnant  to  them.  I  con- 
fess I  am  greatly  astonished  at  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell), 
for  I  can  assure  the  House,  and  my  noble 
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Friend  himself  will  recolleot,  that  thsrs 
was  no  one  who  last  year  urged  me  mon 
than  he  did  to  go  on  with  the  Vestment 
Bill,  which  was  more  deficient  in  eeclesiii. 
tical  authority  and  other  authority  than  tin 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordships.  All  loi 
say  is  that  the  noble  Earl  may  be  qnlU 
right  to  judge  as  he  pleases,  but  never  ii 
long  as  I  live  will  I  repose  any  oonfideon 
in  him  agaio.  Nothing  puts  me  to  n 
much  pain  as  to  appear  to  be  wanting  in 
respect  to  the  noble  Earl  oppositCt  bat  I 
fear  there  is  no  other  course  open  to  dm 
than  to  put  your  Lordships  to  the  trooM 
of  a  division. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  if  the  Qsh- 
tion  went  to  a  division  (as  the  noble  Eiil 
opposite  had  decided  on  attempting  ti 
carry  the  Bill  no  farther  than  a  seoosi 
reading)  it  could  amount  to  nothing  num 
than  an  abstract  Resolution,  and  hi 
thought  it  very  objectionable  to  leal 
abroad  a  decision  that  would  carry  noii- 
thority  with  it. 

Then  a  Question  being  stated,  the  Qbn* 
tion  was  put,  Whether  the  said  Qoeitioi 
shall  be  now  put  ? 

Eesohed  in  the  Negative. 

compulsort  church  rates  ABOU- 

TION  BILL.-(No  211.) 

(7^  EarlRuisell.) 

REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  ti 
Order). 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  I  prspNi] 
at  the  end  of  Clause  7  to  re-insert  a  dMrtj 
which  was  in  the  Bill  when  it  cama 
from  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Bill  as  it  now  stands  will,  as  I  thiok«1 
productive  of  this  inconveniencei  that 
churchwardens  may  incur  expense 
the  faith  of  persons  undertaking  to 
their  church  rates,  who  may  afti 
make  default,  and  there  ia  no  powtr 
vided  in  the  Bill  by  which  those 
may  be  compelled  to  perform  the 
ment  they  have  made.  Now  the  ote* 
churchwarden  is  not  a  voluntary  oSi^] 
it  is  an  office  in  which  a  man  is  lisUi/^ 
serve  even  against  his  will,  and  from  vi 
he  cannot  withdraw— and  yon  may  f^ 
conscientious  man,  who  is  endeavonrbfj^ 
carry  out  the  duties  he  has  unviffii 
undertaken,  in  a  very  unpleasant  P<if<^*1] 
he  has  incurred  expense  on  the  faith  tW : 
he  will  be  repaid  by  persona  wbs  M> 
promised  to  pay  bat  have  aftenrsidiii'l 
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fbiad.    I  beg  to  moTe,  therefore,  at  the 
end  of  Clause  7,  to  iuBert  as  followa :— 

"  Nothing  in  this  Act  >hall  preTent  anj  Agree- 
ment to  make  any  sach  Pnjinent,  on  the  Faith 
of  which  any  Expenditure  ihall  have  been  made, 
or  anj  Liability  incurred,  from  being  enforced  in 
the  lame  Manner  as  other  Contracts  of  a  like 
natnrs  might  be  enforced  in  any  Court  of  Law  or 
Equity :  ProTided  that  in  any  Suit  or  Proceeding 
to  cnforoe  such  Agreement  as  last  aforesaid,  it 
shall  not  be  necessary  to  join  as  Parties  any 
other  Person  or  Persons  than  the  Party  to  be 
made  Defendant,  and  the  Churchwardens,  Chapel- 
wardens,  or  Treasurer  hereinafter  mentioned.  — 
( The  Lord  Biihop  of  Oxford,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  In  the 
Select  Committee  I  stated  the  ohjections 
which  I  felt  to  this  clause,  and  I  will  now 
shortly  repeat  those  objections.  It  is  not 
s  qoestion  npon  which  either  side  will 
wish  to  gain  any  triumph,  for  I  apprehend 
wfl  are  all  amicus  to  arrive  at  the  con- 
daiion  which  will  he  the  soundest  and 
safest.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  that 
practically  this  clause  will  be  of  very  little 
nse»  and  for  this  reason  —  The  Tarious 
soms  contributed  or  promised  by  indiTiduala 
will  be  so  small  that  I  cannot  belioYe  that 
aoy  churchwarden  would  bring  an  action 
it  law,  or  file  a  bill  in  Equity  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recoYering  them.  Moreover,  the 
difficolty  of  showing  any  agreement  to  pay 
would  be  so  great,  and  the  presumption  of 
such  agreement  arising  from  presence  at  a 
meeting  would  be  so  small,  and  so  difficult 
to  bring  home,  that  I  think  the  action  or 
suit  would  be  certain  to  fail.  My  next 
objection  is,  that  I  do  not  think  the  clause 
is  oecessary.  It  is  said  that  the  church- 
warden may  undertake  expenditure  on 
the  faith  of  promises  to  pay  the  rate;  that 
when  the  work  is  done  he  will  not  have 
the  money  to  pay  for  it ;  and  that  then 
he  will  be  personally  liable.  The  simple 
tnswer  is  that,  under  the  new  state  of 
things  which  this  Bill  will  produce,  the 
eharohwarden  must  get  in  his  money  be- 
fors  he  undertakes  expenditure,  and  then 
he  will  be  exposed  to  no  risk.  My  third 
objection  is  that,  while  the  clause  would 
be  of  little  use  and  is  unnecessary,  it  might 
on  the  other  band  have  a  seriously  deter- 
ring effect  upon  those  who  might  otherwise 
be  willing  to  contribute.  If  you  ask  a  man 
for  a  subscription  which  he  knows  is  to  be 
porely  voluntary,  you  may  hope  to  receive 
it ;  but  if  you  keep  a  rod  in  pickle  for  him 
behind  your  back — if  you  have  something 
in  reserve  in  the  shape  of  an  action  at  law 
or  suit  in  Equity — he  will  think  twice  be- 
fore he  makes  any  promise.      I  know  that 

TOL.  CZCm.    [xBOU)  esBixe.] 


many  persona  for  whose  opinion  I  have 
great  respect  attach  a  value  to  this  clause, 
but  I  cannot  subscribe  to  their  opinion. 

The  Earl  op  EIMBERLET  :  I  can- 
not  hope  to  add  anything  to  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord;  but,  aa  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  upon  this 
Bill,  I  feel  bound  to  support  his  view. 
Looking  simply  and  solely  at  the  interests 
of  the  Church,  I  can  scarcely  conceive  that 
any  person  should  desire  that  this  clause 
should  pass.  No  doubt  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late sincerely  believes  that  it  would  result 
in  larger  support  to  the  Church  ;  but  I 
think,  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
that  it  would  be  likely  to  have  just  a 
contrary  effect.  If  it  were  passed,  a  large 
number  of  peraons— -even  attached  mem- 
bers of  the  Church — would  never  consent 
to  make  themselves  liable  to  this  voluntary 
rate.  They  might  give  subscriptions,  but 
they  would  not  promise  to  pay  the  rate ; 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  on  the  grounds 
stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  your 
Lordships  will  reject  this  clause. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  that  if  a  man 
wrote  down  his  name  as  promising  to  pay  a 
church  rate,  he  might  easily  he  sued  in  a 
County  Court,  and  the  money  recovered  at 
a  very  trifling  expense. 

Clause  negatived, 

Tbb  Bishop  of  OXFORD :  I  have  an- 
other Amendment,  to  leave  out  Clause  8 
as  inserted  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
re-insert  the  clause  which  was  in  the  Bill 
when  it  came  up  to  ns  from  the  Commons. 
It  is  quite  contrary  to  all  the  principles  of 
English  law  to  commit  the  administration 
of  funds  and  the  general  power  of  deciding 
on  expenditure  to  parties  who  by  the  legis- 
lation of  Parliament  have  had  given  to 
them  the  power  of  withdrawing  altogether 
from  contributing  to  that  expenditure,  and 
who  have  exercised  that  power.  When 
partiea  in  the  parish  say,  "  We  will  give 
nothing  towards  the  maintenance  of  the 
Church,"  I  do  not  see  why  you  should 
allow  those  persons  to  attend  the  particular 
vestry  which  is  to  manage  the  funds  con- 
tributed for  that  purpose.  The  Bill,  as  it 
stands,  will  introduce  a  troublesome  ele- 
ment into  many  parishes.  It  is  said  that 
we  ought  to  be  generous  and  to  trust  these 
people.  My  Lords,  this  principle  seems 
to  have  not  the  slightest  relation  to  gene- 
rosity. It  is  simply  a  matter  of  business. 
Those  who  contribute  should  surely  have 
the  management  of  their  contributiona. 
Nor  ia  theroy  aa  far  aa  I  can  eeOi  any  ex« 
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elnsion  ;  for  thote  who,  after  deoliniog  to 
pay,  renew  their  contribotioni  return  to 
the  list  of  managera  of  the  ohnreh  funds 
by  the  act  of  oontributing.  Then  it  ia 
aaid  that  we  ought  to  keep  the  old  ma- 
chinery going,  and  that  there  will  be  a 
break  if  this  clause  ia  re-inserted.  But 
in  the  country  parishes  there  will  be  no 
break.  The  farmers  and  ratepayers  who 
are  willing  that  the  ohuroh  rate  should  be 
continued  as  a  foluntary  impost  will  vote 
for  it  and  pay.  The  new  vestry  will  there 
be  the  old  vestry,  because  the  old  vestry 
will  be  repeated  through  the  voluntary 
ratepayers.  In  the  towns,  where  the  rate 
has  ceased  to  be  enforced,  subscriptions 
must  always  fail,  because  there  are  always 
those  who  wish  to  be  on  the  list  of  con- 
tributors upon  the  cheapest  possible  terms 
and  who  give  an  insignificant  amount, 
others  will  not  give  more,  and  thus  the 
subscriptions  will  be  brought  down  to 
nothing.  I  think  that  the  management 
of  the  voluntary  rate  should  be  committed 
to  those  who  give  towards  the  voluntary 
rate  ;  and  while  freely  admitting  that  men 
may  honestly  take  different  views  on  the 
subject,  I  must  ask  your  Lordships  to  de- 
cide the  question  by  a  vote. 

Mov€d,io  strike  out  Clause  8  and  inaert— 

(No  one  to  vote  who  has  not  paid.) 
'*  No  Perion  shall  have  any  Right  to  vote  upon 
anf  (^aestiOQ  as  to  making  anj  such  Tolantary 
Rate,  or  to  vote  or  aot,  as  Gharohwarden  or 
Ohapelwarden  or  otherwise,  in  or  ai  to  the  Dii- 
posal  of  Fundi  raised  by  any  such  voluntary  Rate 
or  by  such  voluntary  Contributions  as  aforesaid 

itbe  Rector,  Vicar,  Perpetual  Curate,  or  other 
ncumbent  of  a  Parish  or  Ecclesiastical  District 
excepted),  who  shall  not  have  paid  up  hii  volun- 
tary Rate  for  the  last  preceding  Occasion  on 
which  such  a  voluntary  Rate  as  aforesaid  shall 
have  been  made,  or  paid  a  voluntary  Contribution 
in  aid  of  the  same  Fund  which  in  AmoonI  is  not 
less  than  that  of  his  volantory  Rate."  — (7%s 
Lord  Bithop  of  Oatford,) 

The  Arohbishop  ov  TORE:  Aa  the 
Bill  came  up  to  us  from  the  other  Honse, 
the  vestry  was  to  make  the  voluntary  rate. 
In  the  Select  Committee  it  was  shown  that 
Buch  a  clause  was  unworkable,  and  the 
Committee  therefore  reverted  to  the  old 
vestries.  That  ia  a  point  which  mainly 
influenced  my  own  opinion  ;  and,  aa  I  am 
authorised  to  say,  the  opinion  of  my  moat 
rev.  Brother  (the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
and  my  right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop  of 
London).  To  insert  therefore  the  clause 
now  proposed  would  be  to  destroy  the  old 
▼estry,  which  in  a  former  olanse  we  have 
established.  There  are  a  number  of  peo- 
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pie  in  almost  every  parish  who  are  ratW 
indifferent   to   their  connection  with  ths 
Church.     Tou  would  aay  to  them  in  the 
second  year,  when  they  had  ceased  to  eon- 
tribute  to  the  voluntary  rate,  "  You  mast 
not  come  into  the  vestry.'     Is  it  the  poliev 
of  the  national  Church,  which  says,  "  We 
are  the  ministers  of  all  for  godly  thingt, 
and  if  you  separate  yourselves  from  as  thit 
is  your  fault,  not  ours  ;  we  would  hate  yon 
if  we  could," — I  say  is  it  the  policy  of  the 
Church,  when  a  man  is  doubtful  and  wster* 
ing  in  his  allegiance,  and  from  some  molire 
or  other,  perhaps  from  sheer  inability,  bu 
contributed  nothing  towards  the  mainien- 
ance  of  the  Church,  to  aay  to  him,  "Too 
are  a  defaulter,  and  yon  shall  not  come 
in  ?  *'    I  have  no  doubt  that  the  clsoie 
sent  up  to  us  by  the  House  of  Commoni 
was  prepared  in  a  spirit  friendly  to  the 
Church ;  but  we  must  not  let  our  judgment 
be  biassed  by  that  fact.     I  think  we  ought 
not  rashly  to  change  the  existing  msehi- 
nery  of   the  Church,  and  as  no  one  bsi 
demanded  a  new  veatry  it  will  be  best  to 
give  up  the  compulaory  church  rate,  sad 
adhere  to  the  old  vestry. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  I  quite  concar  la 
the  statement  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate.  I 
believe  that,  instead  of  diaagreeable  oon* 
sequences  following  from  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  verjr  diia- 
greeable  consequences  would  follow  to  ths 
Church  from  the  clause  adopted  bj  ths 
House  of  Commons.  There  are  msnj 
Dissenters  who  will  be  quite  wiUtng  to 
subscribe  if  you  do  not  make  any  iori- 
dious  distinctions,  such  aa,  I  think,  srs 
made  by  the  plan  proposed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford.) 

On  Question,  That  the  Words  propoisd 
to  be  left  out  stand  Part  of  the  Bill! 
Their  Lordships  divided  :  —  Contents  46 ; 
Not-conteota  13 :  Majority  33. 
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B«^,  L. 
Cilthorpe,  L. 
Camojs,  L. 
GUndeboje,  L.  (L.  Duf'- 

fain  (md  Clcttub€y0,) 
ClintOB,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
G  no  worthy  L. 
Croftoo,  L. 
Foley,  L.  TTeUer.] 
GraDvd,  It,   {JE,  Orct' 
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Leigh,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
MoneoD,  L. 
Portman,  L.  [r«^.] 
Romillj,  L. 
Saje  and  Sele,  L. 
Silohetter,  L.  {E,  Long- 

ford.) 
Stanley  of  Alderle/,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
Yemon,  L. 


NOT^ONTENTS. 


Btth,M.  [Telier.] 
Saliiboiy,  M. 


Oxford,  Bp. 
Saliabtiry,  Bp. 


Derby,  £.  Chelmifbrd,  L. 

Nelfon,  E.  [TelUr,'}       Delamere,  L. 
Stndbroke,  E.  Denman,  L. 

Fitxwalter,  L. 
QUmoester  and  Brutol,    Foxford,  L.   {E,  Lime' 
Bp.  rick,) 


The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  proposed  to 

amend  Clause  8»  at  line  20,  by  inserting 

these  words :  — 

"If  any  oburchwarden  makes  default  in  paying 
a  ebareh  rate  for  whioh  be  is  rated,  a  treasurer 
vbo  shall  not  hate  made  sueb  de&ult  may  be 
sleeted  in  bis  stead,  and  shall  possess  all  the  pow- 
ers appertaining  to  snob  oburcbwarden  in  respect 
of  tbe  churoh  rate." 

He  said,  as  the  clause  stood,  a  man  who 
eoDseientiouslj  dissented  from  the  pay- 
ment of  the  ebnroh  rate,  might  be  called 
open  to  collect  and  administer  it,  because 
tbe  office  of  churchwarden  was  not  a  volun- 
tary one,  but  one  that  was  imposed  com* 
pslsorily.  The  Amendment  did  not  sub- 
Btitote  a  treasurer  for  him  unless  it  was 
found  expedient  to  do  so.  On  all  principles 
of  liberty  we  ought  to  allow  the  possibility 
of  a  treasurer  being  appointed  by  the  parish 
when  a  man  who  conscientiously  objected 
to  acting  in  this  matter  had  been  appoin- 
ted to  the  office  of  churchwarden. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  the 
Amendment  did  not  discriminate  between 
a  churchwarden  who  conscientiously  ob- 
jected to  pay  the  rate  and  one  who  did  not 
pay  it  for  any  other  reason.  In  either  case 
tbe  parish  was  to  appoint  a  treasurer,  but 
there  was  no  machinery  provided  by  which 
the  parish  could  meet  in  vestry  and  do 
this  ;  and,  supposing  that  difficulty  got 
over,  there  was  a  chance  that  the  treasurer 
io  elected  might  be  a  Dissenter  ;  and  so 
Dissenter  after  Dissenter  might  be  ap- 
pointed until  the  vestry  got  a  treasurer 
who  was  qualified  and  would  act. 


Amendment  n$ga^9id. 


The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said  the  office 
of  churchwarden  was  one  of  observation 
and  report,  but  not  of  original  power ;  but 
for  the  first  time  it  was  proposed  to  give 
the  churchwardens  absolute  power  to  settle 
matters  as  if  they  bad  direct  authority; 
which  was  an  entire  evasion  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical law  of  England.  The  churchwardens 
might  be  Dissenters,  and  yet  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  them  a  wholly  new  power  in 
regard  to  the  appropriation  of  a  fund  to 
which  they  might  refuse  to  contribute.  He 
therefore  proposed  an  Amendment,  the 
effect  of  whioh  was  to  make  the  clause 
provide  that  money  might  be  applied  to 
such  purposes  as  might  be  agreed  upon  by 
the  churchwardens  and  the  trustees. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
had  been  suggested  that  the  church  trus- 
tees, having  funds  in  their  hands,  might 
require  the  churchwardens  to  spend  them 
upon  ecclesiastical  purposes  whether  they 
wished  it  or  not,  and  that  it  was  therefore 
necessary  to  insert  a  provision  requiring 
the  churchwardens  to  be  consenting  par- 
ties to  any  expenditure  which  might  be 
made  upon  the  church.  He  believed  the 
words  in  the  clause  already  attained  that 
object.  The  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  that  tbe  trustees,  having  funds 
in  their  hands,  and  desiring  them  to  be 
applied  to  ecclesiastical  purposes,  would 
propose  that  the  churchwardens  should 
hand  a  certain  portion  of  their  funds  to  be 
applied  in  that  way  ;  and  it  was  not  at  all 
likely  that  the  churchwardens  would  refuse 
the  application.  Supposing,  however,  that 
they  did  so,  he  was  not  aware  of  any  ma- 
chinery which  could  be  devised  to  force 
them  to  make  such  expenditure  ;  and  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  wrong  to  allow 
the  church  trustees  to  interfere  with  the 
fabric.  On  the  whole,  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  suggest  any  other  machinery  than  that 
provided  by  the  BilL 

After  some  remarks  from  several  noble 
Lords  and  right  rev.  Prelates  which  were 
not  heard, 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
was  not  desirable  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  clause  with  undue  haste,  and  he 
would  therefore  re-consider  the  whole  mat- 
ter before  the  Bill  came  on  for  the  third 
reading. 

Amendment  wOKdrawn, 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  then  moved 
an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  should  not 
come  into  operation  till  a  fortnight  after 
Easter,  1869. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  pointed 
out  that  the  proposed  change  would  he 
produotive  of  practical  incontenienoe. 

Amendment  toithdraum. 

Bill  to  he  read  3*  on  ifonday  next. 


REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURT:  My 
Lorda,  to  pre? ent  such  miBanderstandings 
as  I  am  sorry  to  say  oconrred  last  week, 
I  think  it  right  to  interrupt  the  Business 
of  the  evening  for  the  purpose  of  stat- 
ing to  your  Lordships  that  it  has  come 
to  my  knowledge  that  a  very  important 
Amendment  in  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill 
has  been  carried  in  the  House  of  Commons 
against  the  Government.  I  will  in  a  few 
words  explain  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Tour  Lordships  are  aware  that  in 
Scotland  occupiers  of  houses  rated  at  a 
yearly  value  of  less  than  £4  do  not  pay 
poor  rates.  As  the  Bill  stood  when  it 
left  your  Lordships'  House  such  persons 
would  not  have  a  vote ;  but,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
carried  this  evening  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  that  all  persons  who  are 
otherwise  qualified  will  he  allowed  to 
claim  the  right  of  voting  as  if  they  had 
been  assessed  for  rates  and  had  paid  their 
rates.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  to 
add  a  very  large  number  of  voters  to  the 
lists.  My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  that, 
after  our  discussions  here  last  week,  both 
sides  came  to  the  decision  that  the  Bill 
should  be  regarded  as  settled,  and,  accord- 
ingly, we  refrained  from  making  any 
Amendments  in  it,  and  we  had  no  reason 
to  expect  that  further  Amendments  would 
be  made  in  it  when  it  went  back  to  the 
Commons.  Under  that  impression.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  resist  in  this 
House  the  Amendment  of  the  Commons, 
and  I  cannot  help  appealing  to  noble  Lords 
opposite  to  support  us  in  doing  so.  I  shall 
move  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill  as  the  first 
Order  to-morrow,  because  I  believe  it  is 
very  important  that  the  Bill  should  be  back 
in  the  Commons  by  nine  o'clock,  and  if  we 
take  it  up  at  five  o'clock  1  think  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  that. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  Of  course  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  is  not 
the  fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  Bill  should  come  back  to  this 
House  with  an  Amendment,  as  they  have 
Bupported  the  Bill  in  the  shape  it  left  this 

The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


House.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  is  quite 
right  in  fixing  the  Bill  for  the  first  Order 
to- morrow.  I  do  not  know  what  the  par- 
ticular Amendmeut  is,  but  I  shsll  endea- 
vour to  support  Her  Majesty's  GoverDtnent, 

Afterwards — 

Bill  rstamed  from  the  Oommons,  with  lennl 
of  the  Amendments  made  bj  the  Lords  agr«d  to ; 
certain  Amendments  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments ;  and  One  Amendment  dieagned  (o,  for 
which  they  assign  a  Reason :  The  said  Resion, 
and  Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  to  be  ptidtd; 
and  to  be  taken  into  Consideration  Jo-morroio. 
(No.  2U,) 


DISTRICT  CHT7B0H  TITHS8  AOT  AmSNDXin 

BUX    [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  District  Chnroh  TitiM 
Act,  1865,  and  to  secare  Uniformitj  of  DMlgns- 
tion  amongst  Inonmbents  in  certain  Cases— Wu 
preeented  bj  ^e  Lord  Bishop  of  Ozvobd;  md 
!•.  (No.  386.) 

House  a<yoQnied  at  a  qnarter  before  Nlnt 
o'olook,  till  To-morrow,  bslf  psit 

Ten  o'olook. 


^^^M^^i^i^^^^^M 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
TTwreday,  July  9,  1868. 

MINUTES.}- Supply— CMUuidf^  fa  OmMm 
— Abut  fismiATSS. 

BeeohUione  [July  T\  reported  ^^QvnL  Sitnei 
EsTocATBs — Class  IV. 

FuBuo  Bills  —  Second  Reading — Inland  Rs* 
Tenne*  [307]  ;  Registration  (Ireland)  •[91^: 
New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers  *  [S16] ;  Sasi- 
tarj  Act  (1866)  Amendment*  [322];  Land 
Drainage  Proyisional  Order  Confirmation* 
[223]  ;  Tain  Proyisional  Order  Confinnation* 
[224]. 

CommitUe  —  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  ko, 
[140] — R.P. ;  Colonial  Qovemors  Pensions  let 
Amendment*  [202]. 

Report — Colonial  GoTemors'  Pensions  Act  Amend* 
ment  •  [203]. 

Contidered  ae  amended  —  Portpatriok  and  B^* 
fast  and  County  Down  Railway  Companiflf' 
[201];  Promissory  Oaths*  [1181. 

Third  Reading  —  Portpatriok  and  Belfitft  aad 
County  Down  Railway  Companies*  [201] ;Ib- 
dorsingofWarranU*  [3081;  Lunatic  Atjlomi 
(Ireland)  Aoooonts  Audit*  [184] and faii«^ 

CASE  OF  STAMPER  AND  THE  OVER- 
SEERS   OF    SUNDERLAND. 
MOTION  FOR  ABJOUBNiaKT. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  that  he  had 
given  priTate  Notice  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  of  his  reaoWe  to  oali  the  at- 
tention of  the  Honae  to  the  importaDt  do- 
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etiion  whieb  had  been  deliyered  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  on  Saturday  last, 
lelttife  to  the  rating  clause  of  the  Repre- 
Bentatioa  of  the  People  Act.  He  should 
•^•hhoogh  he  was  exceedingly  nowilling 
to  do  so^condude  by  mo? iog  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  in  order  that  he  might 
be  enabled  to  enter  into  a  short  explana- 
tion of  the  circumstances  to  which  bis 
QoeftioD  related. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Perhaps  the  bon. 
Oeotleman  would  not  object  to  take  the 
more  legitimtte  course  of  bringing  on  the 
lobjeot  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supplj.  By  this  means  the  ne- 
cessity for  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  would  be  avoided. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  be  regretted  he 
eoold  not  comply  with  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman's suggestion,  as  several  Questions 
stood  for  discussion  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Supply:  and  as  there  were  several 
hoD.  Members  then  present  who  took  an 
Interest  in  the  subject  to  which  he  was 
about  to  invite  the  attention  of  the  House, 
vbo  might  not  find  it  convenient  to  be  in 
their  places  at  a  later  hour.     The  circum- 
stanees  of  the  case  were  these — Stamper 
was  rated  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  for  the 
borough  of  Sunderland — be  being  an  occu- 
pier of  a  house  with  five  other  persons — 
to  the  amount  of  £3  10«.     He  appealed 
against  being  so  rated,  and  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleaa  on  Saturday  last  sustained 
that  appeal.      That  decision   was   based 
on  the  construction  of  the  words  of  the 
7th  section   of  the  Act  of  last   Session, 
by  which    the  Court  held   that  with  re- 
•pact  to  tenements  let  out  in  apartments 
the  words  **  not  separately  rated  "  meant 
not  rated  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act.    The  result  of  that  decision  went  to 
show  that   persons  similarly  situated   to 
Stamper  were  by  the  7th  aection  of  the 
Beform  Act  debarred  from  rateability,  and 
M  a  conaequence  from  enfranchisement. 
The  extent  to  which  such  disfranchisement 
would  be  carried  was  exceedingly  serious. 
It  would,  he  believed,  affect  upwarda  of 
100^000  persons  throughout  the  country. 
Such,  at  all  events,  was  the  estimate  made 
by  gentlemen  well   qualified  to  judge  in 
the  matter.     He  could  ^  state  confidently 
that  in  five  boroughs  within  a  radius  of 
twelve  miles  in  the  North  of  England  no 
fewer  than  12,000  or  15,000  persons  would 
be  disfranchised  bj  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas.     The  extent  of  the  dis- 
franehiaement  would,  for  instance,  in  New- 
•aaUe  be  about  6,000;  in  the  borough  which 


he  represented  (Sunderland)  about  4,000; 
in  South  and  North  Shields  about  1,000; 
while  it  would  be  of  more  or  less  extent 
throughout  the  whole  country.  He  begfi:ed, 
under  those  circumstances,  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  decision  in  the  Court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas  on  Saturday  last,  in  the  case  of 
"  Stampers,  the  Churchwardens  and  Over- 
seers of  the  Parish  of  Sunderland,"  having 
the  effect  of  excluding  many  thousanda  in 
that  and  other  boroughs  from  the  franchise 
whom  Parliament,  by  the  Representation 
of  the  People  Act  of  last  year,  intended  to 
enfranchise,  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  this 
Session  to  amend  the  7th  section  of  that 
Act,  so  as  to  give  the  franchise  to  those 
occupiers  of  parts  of  houses  whom  that 
decision  excludes  from  its  possession  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — (Mr. 
Candlish). 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  By  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  so  far  as  the  franchise  of  bo- 
roughs was  concerned,  the  House  gave  it, 
and  intended  to  give  it,  to  every  house- 
holder rated  to  the  poor  who  paid  his  rate, 
and  to  every  lodger  who  lived  in  a  lodging 
of  the  clear  annual  value  of  £10  per  annum. 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  has  impugned 
either  of  these  qualifications,  which  are  the 
qualifications  of  the  new  suffrage.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  a  great  number 
of  persons  have  been  disfranchised  in  con- 
sequence of  a  section  of  the  Act  which 
provides  that  the  owner  of  all  tenements 
let  out  in  several  dwellings  should  be  rated. 
If  there  is  a  section,  and  no  doubt  there 
is,  to  that  effect  in  the  Act  of  last  year,  it 
is  not  the  7th,  which  was  not  at  all  passed 
in  reference  to  the  suffrage,  but  merely  in 
regard  to  rating;  nor  was  it  introduced  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  cannot  my- 
self say  what  number  of  persons  may  have 
been  deprived  of  the  vote  they  expected 
to  enjoy  in  consequence  of  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Common  Pleas.  I  should 
myself  imagine  that  the  original  estimate 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  been 
greatly  exaggerated  ;  but  there  is  no  rea- 
son whatever  why  those  persons  should  not 
claim  to  be  rated  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  last  year,  and  if  their  claim  is 
a  valid  claim  it  will  be  allowed.  There- 
fore I  do  not  clearly  understand  what  it  is 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  maintains,  and 
certainly  I  am  not  prepared  to  introduce 
any  measure  which  would  impugn  the  prin- 
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oiple  of  the  proTisions  of  the  Act  of  last 
yetr. 

Sib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
correct  when  he  said  that  those  persons 
ooald  claim  to  be  rated,  for,  so  far  as  be 
understood  the  deeision  of  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  it  was  to  the  effect  that 
they  could  not  be  rated.  He  did  not,  of 
oourse,  now  propose  to  impugn  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleas — it  would 
be  eitreroely  ineontenient  if  the  decisions 
of  the  Coarts  of  Common  Law  were  to  be 
impugned  or  canvassed  in  that  House;  nor 
did  he  think  the  Government  could  fairly 
be  called  upon  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  any  doubts  which  might 
have  been  the  consequence  of  that  deci- 
sion, considering  the  time  .of  the  Session 
at  which  they  were  arrived,  and  that  such 
a  Bill  would  necessarily  re-open  some 
questions  which  might  lead  to  considerable 
discussions.  But  he  would  merely  state 
that  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  although,  no  doubt,  it  was  a  correct 
decision  on  the  wording  of  the  statute,  did 
not  appear  to  express  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  when  it  passed  the  clause. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  was  that  the  owner  of 
every  separate  and  distinct  tenement  in  a 
house,  where  he  was  not  a  lodger  with  a 
resident  landlord,  should  be  entitled  to  the 
franchise,  and  thot  his  hon.  Friend  was 
right  in  saying  that  a  large  number  of 
persons  who  expected  to  be  enfranchised 
under  the  Act,  and  whom  the  majority  of 
the  House  expected  to  be  enfranchised, 
would  not  be  enfranchised.  However,  it 
was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  expect  Go- 
Ternment  to  bring  in  a  measure,  and  there- 
fore he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  answer  on  that  part  of 
the  case. 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Candlish),  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  under 
discussion  in  Committee  last  year,  applied 
not  to  the  definition  of  rating,  bat  to  the 
construction  of  the  word  dwelling-house. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  borough 
he  represented  there  were  a  large  number 
of  persons  occupying  parts  of  the  same 
house  who  were  separately  rated.  The 
question  decided  by  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  was,  that  where  the  owner  was  ac- 
tually rated,  and  not  the  occupier,  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act,  he  should 
so  continue  under  the  7th  section.  As 
regarded  the  number  of  persons  likely  to 
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be  disfimnehised,  he  had  reoeifed  Isttsn 
from  Manchester.  Birmingham,  and  vi^ 
rious  places  in  the  North  of  England, 
stating  that  they  had  accepted  the  iDte^ 
pretatioD  of  the  Reform  Act  thus  isid 
down,  and  had  in  all  those  places  rated 
the  owners,  and  not  the  ocoopien.  A 
letter  had  appeared  in  the  SundniaiU 
TtntM-— a  paper  which  upheld  the  ssms 
opinions  as  the  hon.  Member — stating  that 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Common  Fleu 
would  not  affect  the  register  very  mats- 
rially  one  way  or  the  othei?  as  the  eliN 
whom  it  was  said  the  decision  would  affeeft 
in  that  borough  consisted  of  persons  who 
occupied  rooms  or  tenements  for  whieh 
they  did  not  pay  more  than  3«.  a  week, 
who  were  constantly  moving  from  place  te 
place,  so  as  never  to  get  the  qualifieatios 
of  residence,  and  who  were  only  a  shsde 
removed  above  vagrants. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  he  had  recMVsd 
an  authentic  report  of  Mr.  Justice  Smikb'i 
judgment  from  Mr.  Scott,  the  official  re- 
porter of  the  Court  of  Common  Flesi, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  honse  to 
which  it  related  was  built  with  six  roomi 
for  one  family,  and  afterwards  let  in  se- 
parate rooms  to  six  persons,  there  being 
only  one  street  door  and  one  set  of  domes- 
tic offices  for  the  whole.  The  owner  did 
not  live  there,  or  exercise  any  supertiiion. 
The  effect  of  the  decision,  as  stated  bj  the 
Judge  himself  was,  that  by  the  operstion 
of  the  7th  section  of  the  Act  occupieri  of 
small  houses  and  separate  parts  of  houeei 
would  for  the  future  be  liable  to  be  rated, 
whatever  might  be  the  value  of  their  hold- 
ings, notwithstanding  the  Small  Tenements 
Act,  and  the  owners  would  no  longer  be 
rated.  Such  occupiers  would  be  quslified 
to  vote  on  the  occupation  franehiee ;  bot 
as  regarded  the  occupiers  of  lodgingiy 
where  the  house  was  separately  let  oot 
when  the  Act  was  passed,  the  owner  sad 
not  the  occupier  would  be  rated,  and  tb0 
occupants  might  claim  under  the  lodger 
franchise.  It  was  well  that  the  real  scope 
of  the  decision  should  be  known,  in  order 
that  overseers  might  not  attempt  to  strain 
it,  and  thus  exclude  from  the  franchise 
persons  whom  the  Court  did  not  intend  to 
disfranchise. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcUhdrawn, 

CATTLE  FROM  AFRIOA.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  BARNETT  said,  be  wished  to  m^ 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Wbe- 
ther  hii  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
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(lAt  that,  OD  ICondaj  laii,  three  or  four 
bQodred  head  of  Cattle,  imported  from 
Algeria,  were  ezpoaed  for  sale  at  the  Me 
tropolitan  Cattle  Market  ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  greater  part  of  theee  animah 
appeared  half-starved,  in  filthy  condition, 
and  more  or  less  diseased ;  and  whether 
there  is  reason  to  expect  any  further  im* 
portstion  of  a  similar  character  ? 

Loui  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  the  importation  was  not  from 
Algiers,  but  from  Tangier.  Last  May  the 
Oofemment  were  asked  for  permission  to 
land  cattle  from  that  locality,  and  they 
having  ascertained  that  neither  the  cattle 
piagos  Bor  any  other  contagious  disease 
eiisted  in  that  part  of  Africa,  gave  the  re- 
qoired  leave.  The  cattle  were  inspected  on 
arrival  by  Professor  Simmons  and  the  Cns- 
tom  House  authorities.  Only  a  very  few 
soffered  from  any  disease,  and  that  not  a 
eootagions  disease ;  hot  it  was  true  that 
ihey  were  all  starved  and  had  suffered  much 
from  the  voyage.  He  did  not  think  that 
there  would  be  any  other  such  importation, 
for  the  importer  could  obtain  no  sale  for 
the  cattle,  and  he  has  suffered  great  loes 
from  the  transaction. 

ARMY— MILITARY  EXPENDITURE. 
QUSSTI027. 

GAFTAur  VIVIAN  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Copies  of  Captain  Galton^s  Memo- 
randum on  the  Draft  Regulations  of  the 
Control  scheme,  with  the  Reply  by  the 
Controller  in  Chief  ;  and  of  the  Draft  Re- 
gulations for  an  independent  and  eflScient 
audit  of  Military  Expenditures,  as  prepared 
by  the  Controller  in  Chief  ? 

8iB  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  his  hou.  and 
gallant  Friend,  he  had  to  state  that  it  was 
true  Captain  Oalton,  the  Assistant  Under 
Secretary  in  the  War  Office,  had  written 
a  Memorandum  on  the  Draft  Regulations 
of  the  Control  scheme,  and  that  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  the  Controller  in  Chief,  had  written 
an  snswer  to  that  Memorandum.  Both  the 
Msmorandum  and  the  answer  referred  to 
ths  first  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations, 
which  had  been  superseded  by  the  Regu- 
lations on  the  table;  and  it  would  conduce 
to  no  good  end  to  lay  on  the  table  either 
the  Memorandum  or  the  answer ;  there- 
bre,  as  at  present  advised,  he  must  de- 
eline  to  produce  those  Papers.  With  re- 
brmoe  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question 


which  referred  to  Regulations  for  an  inde- 
pendent and  efficient  audit  of  Military  Ex- 
penditures he  had  laid  those  Regulations 
on  the  table  some  time  since  ;  and  they 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts.  Whether  they  had  been  ordered 
to  be  printed  he  could  not  say. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  they  had  been 
ordered  to  be  printed.  The  Paper  pur- 
porting to  be  an  answer  to  the  Memoran- 
dum, however,  did  not  appear  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Papers. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  anv  of  the  Papers  were 
wanting.  He  would,  however,  make  in- 
quiry. 


ARMY.— ARTILLERY  PRACTICE. 

aUESTIOV. 

Mb.  Serjeant G as E lee  said.he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  paragraph  in  the  "  Hanti  Tele- 
graph :" — 

"  The  iteamer  PHncesM  of  WaU$,  belonging 
to  the  Port  of  Portsmouth  and  Ryde  Steampaeket 
Company,  left  Soathiea  Pier  on  Thuradaj  morning 
at  half-past  nine  o'clock,  on  ber  passage  to  Rjde. 
Wben  opposite  Fort  Monekton  a  shot  passed  be* 
tween  the  foremast  and  jib  stay,  eausiog  consider- 
able consternation  among  the  passengers,  manj  of 
whom  were  so  frighten^  that  they  laid  down 
upon  the  deck.  This  ocourrenoe  will  serve  to 
show  the  immense  amount  of  danger  resulting 
from  the  shot  practice  at  this  fort,  for  if  the  shots 
had  struck  the  vessel  beneath  the  water* line,  the 
probability  is  that  she  would  have  sunk,  and  that 
many  lires  would  have  been  sacrificed." 

Similar  incautious  proceedings  had  occurred 
at  Dover.  He  wished  to  know,  whether 
measures  have  been  taken  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  a  proctice  so  dangerous  to  the 
lives  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINQTON  said,  he  had 
received  several  letters  relating  to  this 
matter.  He  was  afraid  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  both  at  Dover  and  at  Portsmouth 
there  had  been  considerable  want  of  proper 
and  due  care  in  the  practice  of  the  artillery  ; 
but  as  the  conduct  of  Officers  was  involved 
the  House  would  see  it  would  be  right  he 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  fullest  infor- 
mation before  he  was  called  upon  to  say 
more  on  the  subject.  He  must  decline  to 
give  any  final  answer  to  the  Question  till 
he  was  in  possession  of  the  whole  facts  of 
the  case.  He  had  not  yet  received  any 
information  from  Dover. 
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COLLECTION  AND  PAYMENT  OF  RATES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
GoTernment  to  take  anj  steps  this  Session 
to  give  effect  to  the  recommendation  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  subject  of  Bates,  particularly  with 
reference  to  the  payment  of  Rates  by  four 
quarterly  collections  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  desirable  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  on 
the  subject  of  Rates ;  but  the  overseers 
had  the  power  of  doing  voluntarily  that 
which  the  Committee  recommended  should 
be  compulsory — that  was  to  say,  they 
might  collect  by  instalments,  or  they  might 
make  quarterly  rates. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEERS  AT  WINDSOR. 

QUESTION. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  that  about  ten  days 
ago  he  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
institute  any  inquiry  as  to  the  rumours  of 
insubordination  of  Volunteers  after  the 
Windsor  Review,  and  with  the  view  of 
taking  steps  after  that  inquiry,  he  wished 
now  to  ask,  Whether  that  inquiry  has  taken 
place,  and  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  take  any  action  with  regard  to  the  result 
of  it? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKIN6T0N  said,  in  an- 
ewer  to  his  noble  Friend,  he  had  to  state 
that  since  he  answered  the  Question  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  had  communication 
with  General  Lindsay  on  the  subject,  and 
the  result  had  been  he  agreed  with  him 
that  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  one  Regi- 
ment a  Court  of  Inquiry  should  be  held. 
With  regard  to  another,  the  conduct  of  the 
commanding-  0£Scer  required  explanation  ; 
and  in  two  instances  it  had  been  found 
necessary  to  write  to  the  Lords  Lieutenant  of 
counties.  That  was  the  present  state  of 
his  information  ;  and,  until  further  infor- 
mation was  received,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  state  what  action  the  Gov^nment  would 
take  in  the  matter. 

ASSESSMENT   OF  RAILWAY  PROPERTY 
IN  SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYEES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advooatey  Whether  he  proposes 


to  take  action  on  the  Memorial  transmitted 
to  him  in  April  last  from  the  parochisl 
board  of  the  parish  of  Old  Maehar,  in  ths 
county  of  Aberdeen,  respecting  the  Ysloi- 
tion  of  Railway  Property  Act  for  aiseu- 
ment? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  in  reply, 
that  owing  to  the  pressure  of  the  Basineu  of 
the  Session  it  had  not  been  in  his  power  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question  between  the  paroehial 
board  and  the  railway  company,  snd  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  any  would  be 
passed  in  the  present  Session. 

REPORTS  OF  THE  OFFICERS  WITH  THE 
PRUSSIAN  AND  AUSTRIAN  ARMIES. 

QTTSSnOK. 

Mb.  OTWAT  said,  he  understood  that 
Reports  had  been  made  to  the  War  Office 
by  the  Officers  who  had  been  employed  bj 
this  Government  in  the  last  campaign  be- 
tween Prussia  and  Austria  as  to  the  nom- 
ber  of  rounds  per  gun  fiLred  during  the 
campaign.  He  wished  to  know.  Whether 
these  Reports  would  be  laid  on  the  Table? 

Sm  JOHN  PAEIN6T0N  said,  he 
thought  that  the  House  would  see  at  onoe 
that  he  ought  not  to  produce  the  Papen. 

IRELAND— REGULATION   OF  IRISH 
PRISONS.— (QUESTION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  at  so 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  he  had  pat 
a  Question  respecting*the  case  of  a  prisoner 
confined  in  Mountjoy  Prison,  near  Dabiioi 
who  had  been  put  on  penal  diet  and  under 
penal  regulation  for  refusing  to  state  bis 
religion.  He  now  begged  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  to 
the  House  what  new  rule,  if  any,  he  bti 
thought  it  advisable  to  lay  down  in  respect 
to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  Ireland 
who  are  neither  Catholics,  Anglicans,  or 
Presbyterians  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  eaid,  in  reply, 
that  he  had  made  careful  inquiries  into 
the  subject,  and  had  found  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  frame  any  general  rule  that 
was  applicable  to  all  cases.  In  the  case  of 
any  prisoner  refusing  to  state  what  his  re* 
ligion  was  directions  had  been  given  that 
the  Governor  of  the  Gaol  should  make  a 
Special  Report  to  the  GoTernment  upos 
the  subject,  when  full  inquiry  would  be 
made  into  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
It  would  not  do  to  permit  any  prisoner,  by 
declining  to  state  what  hia  rwigion  waiy 
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to  eietpe  from  all  the  roles  and  regula- 
tioiis  of  the  priion. 


PRIMARY  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  0*BEIRN£  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  18  true,  as  stated  in  the  Dublin  Free- 
man's  Journal,  that  the  Commissioners  for 
iorestigating  the  subject  of  Primary  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  Irishmen  are  not  competent  to  dis- 
charge the  dutiea  of  Assistant  Commis- 
BionerSy  and  have  appointed  seven  English- 
men and  three  Scotchmen  to  discharge 
those  duties  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  appointment  of  an  Assistant  Com- 
misaioner  did  not  rest  with  the  Govern- 
ment. He  had  had  a  communication  with 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  who  had 
informed  him  that,  with  the  unanimous 
concurrence  of  his  colleagues,  he  had 
•elected  a  gentleman  who  had  been  lately 
engaged  upon  an  ecclesiastical  inquiry 
similar  to  that  of  the  Royal  Commiasion 
in  different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
eapecially  in  Scotland,  and  they  were 
nnanimously  of  opinion  that  in  selecting 
that  gentleman  they  were  selecting  a  man 
who  was  best  able  to  perform  the  duties 
to  be  intrusted  to  him. 

PRINCESS  OF  WALES. 
ADDRESS    TO     THE     QUEEN. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  move 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  to  congratulate  Her  Majesty 
open  the  birth  of  a  Princess  to  the  Royal 
Consort  of  the  Heir  Apparent.  The  Prince 
and  Princess  of  Wales  live  so  much  among 
the  nation  that  on  an  occasion  like  the  pre- 
sent it  is  impossible  that  such  a  domestic 
event  should  not  excite  some  political  feel- 
ing. While  I  am  sure  that  we  shall  cor- 
dially and  unanimously  assure  Her  Majesty 
of  the  satisfaction  with  which  we  hear 
that  by  the  birth  of  another  member  of  the 
Royal  Family  there  is  an  additional  security 
for  the  continuance  of  the  dynasty  with 
which  are  so  indissolnbly  connected  the 
fiberties  of  the  country,  we  can,  at  the 
same  time,  express  our  feelings  of  gratifi- 
cation at  the  restored  health  of  the  Prin- 
eess  of  Wales — a  fact  which  I  am  certain 
most  be  to  the  people  of  this  country  a 
aouree  of  infinite  satisfaction.  I  move, 
therefore^  that  an  humble  Address  be  nre- 
mted  to  Her  Majesty  to  eongratmate 


Her  Majesty  upon  the  Princess  of  Wales 
having  happily  given  birth  to  a  Princess, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of  our  feelings 
of  devoted  loyalty  and  affection  to  Her 
Majesty's  person  and  family. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  rise  to  second 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  which  I  am  sure  that  this  House  will, 
as  on  former  occasions,  accede  with  unani- 
mity and  with  the  greatest  cordiality.  The 
domestic  relations  of  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  have  assumed,  to  the  great 
satisfaction  of  the  country,  a  position  in 
recent  times  which  is  almost  novel  with 
regard  to  the  degree  in  which  the  people 
of  the  country  are  permitted  to  become 
acquainted  with  them,  and  the  interest  of 
the  people  in  those  domestic  relations  is 
proportionately  enhanced.  All  that  tends 
to  exhibit  the  Royal  Family,  and  the  va- 
rious groups  of  the  Royal  Family,  in  the 
light  and  attitude  before  the  eyes  of  the 
nation  of  families  knit  together  by  mutual 
affection,  and  growing  and  prospering  in 
mutual  love,  gives  cordial  satisfaction  to 
the  country  in  all  classes  and  throughout 
all  parts.  It  is  undoubtedly  quite  true 
that  we  derive,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  an  additional  pleasure  from 
the  mercy  which  has  been  youohsafed  to 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  upon  the 
present  occasion,  from  observing  that  no 
new  strain  has  been  imposed  uponi  no  re- 
newed detriment  has  occurred  to  the  con- 
stitution of  one  whose  pure  and  lofty  cha- 
racter, and  whose  gracious  manners  have, 
not  less  than  her  high  station,  caused  her 
to  be  an  object  of  the  greatest  interest. 

Beiolved,  Nemine  Cowtradieente,  That  an 
humble  AddrsM  be  presented  to  Her  Majestj, 
to  congratulate  Her  Majesty  on  the  Prinoeu  of 
Wales  haying  happily  given  birth  to  a  Princess, 
and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  of  oar  feelings  of  de- 
voted loyalty  and  attachment  to  Her  Majesty's 
Person  and  Family.— (Mr.  Ditraeli,) 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPIER. 
MESaAGB  VBOM  THE    QUEBN. 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  hroughi  tip, 
and  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  (all  the  Members 
being  uncovered),  as  follows  :•— 

VICTORIA   JB. 

Str  Majesty 9  taking  into  eamideration 
the  important  Services  rendered  bjf  Sir 
Robert  Napier f  a  ZietUenant-Oeneral  in 
Her  Itt^esty*s  Army,  and  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Army  of  Bombay^  in  the  eon- 
dnoi  of  the  reeent  JSj^fedUion  iiUo  Aiye- 
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iinia,  and  heing  dmroui  to  canftr  90me 
signal  mark  of  Her  favour  for  theis  and 
other  dutinguiihed  merits  upon  the  said  Sir 
Robert  Napi$r^  reeommenda  it  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  make 
provision  for  securing  to  the  said  Sir  Robert 
Napier  and  th$  next  surviving  Heir  Male 
of  his  Bodg^  a  Pennon  of  Tm  Thousand 
Founds  per  Annum. 

Mb.  DISRA'ELI  :  I  shall  moTO  to- 
morrow that  the  House  take  into  oonsi- 
deration,  in  Committee,  Her  Majesty's 
most  gracioas  Message. 

Committee  thereupon  To-mcrrwo. 

ELECTION    PETITION    AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

MINISTEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dudley  (Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan)  asked 
me  some  short  time  ago  what  was  the 
course  whioh  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  take  with  reference  to  the 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill,  which 
stands  as  the  sixth  Order  upon  the  Paper 
for  to-day.  I  then  said  I  thought  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  reserve  my  reply 
until  I  had  the  opportunity  of  stating  to  the 
House  what  our  intentions  were  generally 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  The  important 
decision  at  which  the  Committee  upon  this 
Bill  arrived  the  other  night  virtually 
brought  back  the  Bill  to  the  scheme  origi- 
nally proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  so  far  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  concerned,  that  plan  has 
been  the  result  of  very  deep  deliberation. 
It  was  of  course  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Although  we  did  not  think  our- 
selves justified  in  adopting  the  course 
which  apparently  the  House  had  rejected 
aome  months  previously — or  at  least  the 
course  which  it  had  not  sufficiently  en- 
couraged Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
proceed  with— we  did  not  think,  consider- 
ing the  position  of  the  House  generally, 
and  the  approaching  termination  of  the 
Session,  that  we  ought  to  run  the  great 
risk  of  assenting  to  that  proposition.  We 
thought,  on  the  whole,  that  it  would  be 
more  prudent  to  adhere  to  the  Bill  as  it 
was  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Committe,  however,  having 
come  to  a  decision,  and  by  an  unequivocal 
majority  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the 
subject,  it  appears  to  me  it  would  be  a 
matter  very  deeply  to  be  Umeoted  if  we 
ahoold  allow  any  difficulties  to  prevent  ua 


from  carrying  out  the  proposed  legiilation) 
or  from  fulfilling  our  promises  on  this  sob- 
ject.  Therefore,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  considered  whether,  notwith- 
standing the  obstacles  that  apparently 
present  themselves,  it  will  not  be  possible 
to  legislate  upon  the  subject  this  Session, 
and  fully  enter  in  the  spirit  of  the  Resola* 
tion  of  the  Committee  which  was  the  other 
day  agreed  upon.  And  after  deliberattoa 
and  taking  such  steps  as  we  thought  would 
be  conducive  to  the  success  of  the  proposi- 
tion which  I  am  now  about  to  make,  I  will 
very  briefly  state  the  proposition  I  am 
authoriaed  by  my  Colleagues  to  submit  to 
the  House ;  and  I  will  take  care  in  the 
course  of  the  evening  to  lay  upon  the 
table  clauses  to  carry  out  this  propositioo. 
What  we  propose  is  the  following :— We 
propose  that  at  the  commencement  of  every 
Michaelmas  Term  each  of  the  Superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law  should  form  a  rots, 
and  by  the  decision  of  the  majority  one  of 
the  Judges  of  each  of  those  Courts  should 
be  selected  to  try  these  Election  Petitions. 
We  propose  that  each  of  the  Judges  so 
selected  should  receive  an  increase  of  in- 
come of  £500  per  annum,  but  that  sum  is 
not  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  cal- 
culating the  pension  to  which  he  would  be 
entitled  after  a  certain  duration  of  sernoe. 
We  propose  also  that  the  chief  of  each  of 
the  Superior  Courts  shall  be  exempted 
from  this  duty.  But  considering  the  very 
great  increase  of  business  in  the  three 
Superior  Courts,  and  the  great  pressure 
whioh  is  now  experienced  in  getting  throogb 
it,  we  propose  that  three  new  Judges 
shall  be  appointed  to  those  Courts,  aod 
we  shall  make  provision  that  the  servieei 
of  a  Judge  of  each  of  the  Superior  Courts 
shall  be  at  the  command  of  the  other 
Courts — such  as  the  Divorce  Court,  where 
occasionally  there  is  a  great  pressure 
of  business.  We  propoae  that  if  the 
three  Puisne  Judges  thua  selected  sod 
forming  a  rota  are  not  sufficient  to  trans- 
act the  business  of  the  Election  Commit- 
tees, which  after  a  General  Election  is  pecu- 
liarly heavy,  to  reserve  thia  power — thst 
if  the  three  Judges  on  the  rota  should 
make  a  requisition  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  other  officer  of  the  Govemmeott 
that  a  fourth  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  should  be  associated  with  them 
for  that  purpose.  I  must  aay,  however, 
I  cannot  doubt  without  this  provision  there 
would  be  ample  power  to  transact  this 
buaineas  of  Election  Petitiona.  I  have 
now  stated  one  provbioa  we  propose.   Tha 
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remaioin^  proTision  ib  this— After  all.  tbis 
meunre  most  be  eonsidered  but  an  experi- 
meot ;  aod  we  therefore  propose  that  if 
there  should  be  any  Tacancy  in  either  of 
the  Superior  Courts  of  Common   Law  it 
shall  not  be  filled  up  without  the  consent 
of  Fsrliament.      These  are  the  principal 
outlines  of  the  scheme  which  is  embodied 
in  the  cUuses  which  I  shall  lay  upon  the 
tsUeof  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
efening.     I  think  it  is  a  subject  which 
has  been  welKconsidered  ;  and,  as  time  is 
DOW  fery  pressing,   I  propose   that    the 
Hoase  shall  meet  at  two  o'clock  to-mor- 
row, when  it  may  not  be  impossible  that 
ve  may  get  into  Committee,  and  resume 
our  labours  upon  this  Bill.     I  therefore 
propoie  to  take  the  consideration  of  these 
daoses  to-morrow. 

Mr.  AYRTON  desired  to  know  how  it 
was  possible  that  hon.  Members  could  pro- 
pose aoy  Amendments  on  clauses  which  they 
voold  not  receive  till  to-morrow  morning. 
Hoo.  Members  would,  by  the  course  now 
proposed,  be  yirtually  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  proposing  any  Amendments ;  and 
he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  to-morrow  proceed  with 
the  other  portions  of  the  Bill  instead  of 
with  these  clauses. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  should  have  thought 
that  four  or  five  hours  devoted  uninter- 
rspiedly  to  the  Bill  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient for  all  purposes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  be  felt  that 
this  was  an  exceptional  matter ;  and  though 
hoo.  Members  had,  no  doubt,  a  right  to 
demand  at  the  hands  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  time  to  enable  them  to  pro- 
pose Amendments  which  they  desired  to 
luiog  forward,  he  could  not  but  acknow- 
ledge that  the  question  of  time  was  really 
s  pressing  one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
so  the  other  hand,  would  no  doubt  give 
dae  weight  to  any  suggestions  that  might 
he  made.  He  desired,  however,  to  ask  the 
l^ht  hon.  Gentleman— and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  give  an  answer 
^  present  he  might,  perhaps,  be  able  to 
do  so  t<Hmorrow<^wbat  it  was  proposed  to 
do  with  regard  to  a  point  of  considerable 
imporUnee— limiting  the  duration  of  a  Bill 
vhieh,  after  ally  was  of  an  experimental 
eharaetert 


PARLIAMENTARY  REFORM- 
REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL— [Bill  215.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,  Sir  James  Fergueeon.) 

LORDS*  AMENDMENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amendment 
in  page  24,  line  32,  agreed  to. 

Page  24,  line  32,  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  M'LARBN  said,   the  Lords  had 
made  an    Amendment   in  the  Definition 
Clause,   which  enabled   him  to  move  an 
Amendment  thereon,  within  the  rules  of 
this   House.      He  should   briefly  explain 
the  objects  of  the  Amendment.     It  was 
agreed,   when  the  Bill  was  in  the  House 
of  Commons,   that   all   the   words  about 
rating  should  be  struck  ont.     That  was 
done  in  all  the  other  clauses  ;  but  in  the 
Definition  Clanse,   bj   an  oversight,   the 
alteration  was  not  made.     The  Definition 
Clause  sajs  a  house  shall  "  include  any  part 
of  a  house  occupied  as  a  separate  dwelling, 
which  dwelling  is  separately  rated  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor,"  whereas  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  made  it  sufficient  that  a  house* 
holder  should  be  placed  on  the  Valuation 
Roll,  and  not  in  arrear  of  poor  rates,  to 
entitle  him  to  the   franchise.      In  Edin- 
burgh  this   definition   would   disfranchise 
4,500  persons  who  occupied  premises  of  a 
less  value  than  £4 — premises  which  were 
not  rated  and  which,  therefore,  could  not 
have  paid  the  rates  of  the  poor ;  and  he 
believed   there  were  other  burghs  which 
were  similarly  situated.     The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  to  propose,  would  be 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  rating  sen- 
tence in  the  clause  during  the  present  year  ; 
and  all  the  parties  affected  could  be  rated 
next  year.     Whst  he  now  proposed  was 
merely  to  add  the  words,  "  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  present  jear,  and,"  in  the 
place  pointed  out  after  the  word  "levied." 
In  the  city  he  represented  there  were  4,500 
householders  who  would  not  enjoy  the  fran- 
chise under  the   Amendment  during   the 
present  year,  because  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  lay 
on  and  collect  the  small  rate  they  might 
have  obtained  from  those  persons  ;  but  he 
apprehended    that  the   House   was  most 
anxious  that  every  man  who  was  a  house- 
holder should  be  placed  en  the  re^ster. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  add  to  the  laid 
Amendment  the  words  "  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  present  year  and." — {Mr, 
M'Laren,) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  one  of 
the  main  principles  of  the  Bill  was  that  no 
person  should  be  entitled  to  be  put  upon 
the  register  who  did  not  pay  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  In  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion, however,  it  was  agreed  that  the  test 
of  being  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor 
should  not  be  insisted  on  that  year ;  but 
the  Lords  have  made  an  alteration  in  the 
clause,  by  which  that  object  was  to  be 
effected  ;  and  the  result  was  that  certain 
parties  were  not  at  present  entitled  to  be 

Sut  on  the  register  because  they  had  not 
een  put  to  the  test  of  paying  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  There  was  no  doubt,  how- 
ever,  that  they  would  be  entitled  to  be  put 
on  the  register  in  future  years,  after  they 
had  been  put  to  the  test. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  had  done  good 
service  in  the  Amendment  he  had  brought 
forward,  because  the  clause  to  which  he 
had  drawn  attention  was  inconsistent  with 
the  Amendment  which  he  himself  pro- 
posed, and  which  was  carried  during  the 
earlier  part  of  the  discussions  on  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  matter  ought  to  be  passed  over  in 
quite  so  light  and  airy  a  manner  as  that  in 
which  it  bad  just  been  dealt  with  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  ;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  would 
persevere  in  the  Amendment  he  had  pro- 
posed, and  that  it  would  meet  with  the 
acceptance  of  the  House. 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  said, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  was  one  to  which  he  trusted  he 
might  express  a  hope  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  agree. 

Question  put,  '*  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  124  ;  Noes 
104:  Majority  20. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Several  other  Amendments  agreed  to. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  moved  that  the  House  should  dis- 
agree with  an  Amendment  made  by  the 

Mr»  M'Laren 


Lords  in  the  clause  relating  to  the  vofingsl 
University  elections  by  striking  oat  the 
words,  '*  who  is  personally  known  to  me.'* 
Those  words  made  the  magistrate  dedire 
that  he  was  personally  acquainted  with  the 
voter  who  came  before  him,  and  they  wodA 
therefore  operate  as  an  additional  sife- 
guard  against  personation.     As  the  oniiar 
sion  of  the  words  would  lessen  the  seesntj 
against  that  species  of  fraud,  he  hoped  tae 
House  would  retain  them. 

One  disagreed  to. 

Committee  appoinUd,  "  to  draw  up  ResMSS  t§ 
be  auigned  to  The  Lordi  for  disagreebg  to  tki 
Amendment  to  which  this  Houie  hath  diiafrMd.** 
— Mr.  Ghancxllor  of  the  Ezchsquir,  The  I49 
Adtooatx,  Mr.  Disbaxu,   Mr.    Seeretaiy  Gi* 
THoairs  Hardt,  Sur  Jaicm  Fibouuov,  and  Sk 
Gbaham   MoHTooiaRT :  —  To    withdraw  im^ 
diatelj ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Reason  for  disagreeing  to  Lords*  AiMs^ 
ment  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 


SUPPLY. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoial 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  nowleaTetbi 
Chair." 

ARMY— THE  HORSE  GUARDS. 
MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

Mr.    darby    GRIFFITH   ssid.  hi 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sliti 

for  War,  Whether  he  is  willing  to  proiMi 

a  Return  of  a  Copy  of  the  censure  pMMi 

by  the  Horse  Guards  upon  the  membtnlt 

the   Court  Martial  appointed   to  tr|  ■ 

acting  Sergeant  Major  of  the  Qreofbi 

Guards,  on  account  of  the  leniency  of  At 

sentence  they  had  passed  upon  him,  nA 

censure  having  since  been  virtually  sh^ 

doned,  but  without  any  explanation  or]* 

tification  of  the  grounds  of  such  eoM^ 

upon  the  members  of  that  Court  MsrtiA 

one  of  whom  is  a  Member  of  this  Hooss^v 

to  make  a  Motion.     The  hon.  MsriJ 

stated  that  in  or  about  the  month  of  A^ 

an  acting  Sergeant  Major  of  theOfii^l 

dier  Guards  was  sent  to  a  Volonteer  etff 

with  regard  to  a  quantity  of  amnmni^. 

on  which  occasion  the  Volunteers  pntf* 

on  him  their  hospitality,  the  result  of  wUA 

was  the  absence  of  the  acting  StKJ^ 

Major  for  six  hours  and  the  loss  of  psn'^ 

For  this  he  was  tried  and  sentenced  is  hi 

reduced  to  the  grade  of  a  simple  ssrgstf 

whereby  he  would  lose  lOd.  a  dsy.   Ai 
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eolooel  demnrred  to  this  finding,  on  the 
groand  that  he  could  have  punithed  the 
aeeused  to  that  extent  himielf,  and  that  a 
Conrt-martial  was  obliged  to  inflict  a  BCTerer 
peoilty  than  the  commanding  officer  could 
himaelf  do.  The  Court,  however,  ad- 
hered to  ita  decision ;  upon  which  the 
eolonel  appealed  to  the  Horse  Guards  ;  and 
thej  referred  the  point  to  the  Judge  Ad- 
toeate,  who  ruled  that  the  sentence  was 
perfectly  legal.  On  this  the  military  autho- 
rities quashed  the  sentence,  reason tenced 
the  man  to  exactly  the  sane  penalty,  and 
iioslly  sent  for  the  members  of  the  Court 
to  the  Horse  Guards,  where  a  censure  was 
read  to  them,  of  which  they  were  refused 
s  copy.  As  the  President  of  the  Court 
(Colonel  Sturt)  was  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith)  maintained 
that  he  had  a  right  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House,  and  he  submitted  that 
the  question  was  one  of  no  little  import- 
anee,  for  it  was  whether  Courts-martial 
were  to  be  independent  tribunals,  or  whe- 
ther they  were  to  be  subject  to  dictation. 
He  moTod  for  a  copy  of  the  censure. 

ARMT— PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  COLD- 
STREAM  GUARDS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sm  PATRICK  O'BEIEN,  in  rising  to 
eaQ  attention  to  the  late  promotions  in  the 
Coldstream  Regiment  of  Guards,  said,  the 
complaint  that  he  had  to  make  in  connec- 
tion with  them  was  that  the  well-known 
Warrant  and  rules  of  the  senriee  had  been 
completely  disregarded  by  the  military 
aQlhorities.  Some  two  or  three  months 
ago  yacanciea  had  occurred  in  the  regi- 
ment in  question  on  the  promotion  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  elite,  and  by  the  rules  of 
the  serf  ice  no  officer  could  be  appointed  to 
a  company  if  be  did  not  happen  to  have 
served  in  it  two  years,  it  being  also  neces- 
sary that  before  being  made  a  captain  he 
should  pass  an  examination.  At  the  time 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Clive'e  promotion 
there  were  aiz  or  scTon  of  the  senior  en- 
signs who  bad  not  complied  with  those 
conditions.  On  a  former  occasion  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  quoted  the  Warrant  of  the  3rd  of 
February,  1866,  setting  forth  that  the  va- 
cancies cauaed  by  officers  being  permitted 
to  retire,  ahonld  be  given  to  the  next 
senior  qualified  officers,  who  were  prepared 
to  purehaee*  onless  it  should  be  deemed 
expedient  by  the  Secretary  for  War  to  act 
otherwiaey  and  in  that  case  officera  of  the 
fame  rank  abonld  be  brought  in  from  half 


pay,  or  officers  of  the  same  rank  in  other 
regiments  might  be  allowed  to  purchase. 
These  latter  words  in  the  Warrant  were  not 
read  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he 
therefore  supposed  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  aware  of  them.  [Sir  Jobk 
Pakototoh  :  I  was  aware  of  them.]  He 
wished  to  know  why  the  Royal  Warrants, 
which  were  plain  in  their  language,  had  not 
been  complied  with? 

ARMY— OONTROLLEIUIN-CHIEF.— 
AUDIT  OP  ACCOUNTS.— RESOLUTION. 

Colonel  JERYIS  rose  to  put  a  Question 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  respect- 
ing the  proposed  position  and  duties  of 
the  Controller-in-Chief,  and  to  move  a 
Resolution  thereon.  In  consequence  of 
the  disasters  arising  out  of  the  defective 
military  organisation  during  the  Crimean 
War  inquiries  were  made  into  the  state  of 
various  War  Departments.  A  Tast  chaos 
seemed  to  exist.  Departments  being  with- 
out heads,  and  heads  without  control. 
That  came  out  most  clearly  in  the  Com- 
mittee of  1860  on  Organisation,  and  Lord 
Herbert  recommended  that  they  should 
most  seriously  consider  the  importance  of 
introducing  the  French  Intendance  sys- 
tem. Lord  Do  Grey,  when  at  the  head  of 
the  War  Office,  very  properly  brought  for- 
ward the  question,  and  recommended  that 
the  Administrative  Departmenta  of  the 
War  Office,  which  were  under  a  doaen 
different  heads,  should  be  brought  under 
the  control  of  one  chief.  They  could  not 
over-estimate  the  importance  of  such  a 
position.  In  fact,  the  officer  in  that  posi- 
tion would  bond  fide  have  the  control  of 
four-fifths  of  the  whole  army  expenditure  ; 
and  it  might  well  be  thought  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  regard  him  as 
his  right-hand  man,  his  chief  adviser. 
Such  certainly  waa  the  idea  of  Lord 
Strathnaim'aCommittee — such  also  seemed 
to  be  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Fakington)  himself  when  he 
wrote  his  letter  in  December  ;  but  between 
that  date  and  the  29th  of  June  a  yery 
extraordinary  change  of  feeling  seemed  to 
have  come  over  the  Treasury.  It  seemed 
then  to  have  been  thought  that  the  Con- 
troller-in-Chief was  by  far  too  important  a 
personage — that,  in  fact,  they  were  cre- 
ating a  new  and  great  power  in  the  War 
Office — a  sort  of  control  oyer  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Having  secured  one  of  the 
greatest  men  in  the  country,  Sir  Henry 
Storks— who  years  ago  waa  Under  Secre- 
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torj  for  War,  and  had  filled  the  most  im- 
portant  positions  —  having    got    him   to 
arrange  the  whole  scheme  as  perfectly  as 
it  could  he  done,  they  appeared  to  turn 
round  upon  him  and  say  they  did  not  want 
him    any    more      [''Hear,  hear!"    and 
"  No,  no  !*']  The  letter  from  the  Treasury 
of  the  29th  of  June  stated  that,  having 
re-considered  the  whole  matter,  their  Lord- 
ships were  of  opinion  that  the  Controller- 
in-Ghief  should  not  have  the  rank  of  per- 
manent Secretary  of  State,  that  he  should 
have  a  salary  of  £1 ,500  a  year,  and  that 
he  should  be  either  a  military  man  or 
civilian,  as  circumstances  shonid  determine. 
Whether  the  Controller    was  a   military 
man  or  not,  he  would  say  this,  unless  he  was 
to  be  master  over  the  Department  it  would 
be  better  not  to  have  him  at  all.     Their 
Lordships,  it  appeared,  were  also  of  opinion 
that    the  functions  of  the  Controller-in- 
Chief  should  be  kept  entirely  distinct  from 
those  of  the  Financial  Department.  If  that 
was  the  case  he  said  again,  better  not  have 
such  an  officer.      Then  it  was  added,  "  all 
expenditure  proposed  by  him  should  be  re- 
ferred    to     the   Financial    Department." 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what  were  the 
duties  of  a  Controller-in-Chief  if  they  were 
not  financial  duties ;  and  whether  it  was 
not  absurd,  after  selecting  a  man  like  Sir 
Henry  Storks  to  look  after  the  expenditure 
of   £13,000.000,   that  they  should  then 
appoint  another  high  official  to  look  after 
him  ?     There  could  be  no  question  that 
the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
yery  much  cramped  by  the  extreme  diffi- 
culty of  getting  the  heads  of  Departments 
to  coalesce,    because   although   each   was 
anxious  and  willing  to  give  the  Secretary 
of  State  all  the  assistance  in  his  power, 
they  entertained  considerable  jealousy  of 
each  other.    Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee 
was  composed  of  some  of  the  ablest  men 
connected  with  the  service,  and  they  re- 
commended  unanimously   that   the    Chief 
Controller  should  have  the  entire  control 
of   the  finances  under  the   Secretary   of 
State.     The  Marquess  of  Hartington  had 
stated  that  it  was  the  general  opinion  of 
the  War  Office  that  the  only  way  to  econo- 
mize was  to  bring  the  various  Departments 
under  one  head.     Earl  de  Grey  and  Ripon 
was  equally  strong  on  the  point — namely, 
that    there  should   only  be  one  head    to 
communicate  with  the  Secretary  of  State; 
and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  one  system  of  control.     If  the 
Controller  had  to  submit  the  Estimates  in 
the  first  instance  to  the  Financial  Secrotaijf 


it  was  obvioiis  that  he  most  possess  ibme 
kind  of  control  over  them  ;  whereas  ths 
only  real  financial   authorities  were  ths 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  Chsncellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Secretaries  of 
State,  and  it  was  for  them,  and  them  only, 
to  sanction  what  Estimates  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.     If  the  Seeretsrj 
of  State  for  War  was  to  have  a  fiosocisl 
as  well  as  a  military  wet-nurse  he  was  not 
in  the  position  in  which  he  ought  to  be. 
Having  had  twenty  years'  experience  of 
the    War  Office,  he  asserted  that  it  wsi 
in  the  most  complete  confusion  that  it  hsd 
been  in  for  years.  After  a  long  and  earefal 
inquiry,    the   War    Office   hid  been  em- 
powered to  seek  the  assistance  of  any  mui 
they  pleased  to  assist  in  its  re-organisstion ; 
and  that  ought  to  be  done.     If  it  were 
not,  he  warned  the  right  hon.  Baronet  thst 
a  new  Parliament  would  insist  on  such  s 
searching  inquiry  as  had  never  taken  plsee 
before.     He   hoped  that   the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  strength  of  mind  to 
carry     into     effect     the     well- considered 
changes  which  he  had  determined,  sfter 
eight  months'  consideration  of  the  subject, 
to  adopt.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
concloaed  by  moving  his  Resolution. 

CAPTAiir  VIVIAN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  agreed  with  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hs^ 
wich  (Major  Jervis)  that  for  the  last  ten 
or  twelve  years  the  War  Department  hsd 
been  remarkable  for  confusion,  extn- 
vagance,  and  blundering.  It  had  bees 
with  some  feeling  of  relief  that  those  ia* 
terested  in  the  subject  looked  forward  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  presided  over 
by  Lord  Strathnaim,  as  they  saw  ia  it 
germs  of  future  change,  which  would  alter 
not  only  the  regulation  of  thia  Departmsot, 
but  also  those  of  other  important  braoehes 
of  the  administration  of  the  army.  Tbs 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  by  showing  a  determios- 
tion  to  carry  the  reoomroendatioos  con- 
tained in  that  Report  into  effect,  hsd 
earned  the  gratitude  and  the  approbstioo 
of  all  parties.  There  waa  a  general  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  country  that  the  army 
should  be  more  economically  and  mors 
efficiently  administered.  While  the  present 
administration  of  the  War  Office  might 
appear  ludicrous  to  lookere-on  it  was  death 
to  the  army.  The  spirit  of  self-immolation 
upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
relied  for  effecting  improvementa  in  the 
administration  of  the  War  Department  was 
not  likely  to  ahow  itaelf  in  ad/  markad 
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Buulneri  beeause  eviry  elerk  in  the  D«« 
partmeDt  was  Bore  to  be  willing  to  Admit 
that  ohangea  ahoald  be  effected  in  e? er? 
Department  bat  his  own«  which,  in  hia  opi* 
Dion,  would  require  to  be  extended,  in- 
stead of  being  red  need.      It  waa  on  the 
lit  Janoarj  that  Sir  Henrj   Storka  had 
been  appointed  Controller- in-Chief,  to  in- 
trodoee  the  propoaed   reforma.     He  had 
been  told  that  he  waa  to  alter  the  weak, 
inefficient  adminiatration  of  the  Civil  De- 
partment of  the  army,  and  to  trj  and  re- 
TiM  the  organisation  of  the  War  Office 
Itielf.    Sir  Henry  Storka  had  ahown  the 
greatest  aptitude  for  the  poat  to  which  he 
bad  been  appointed,  and,  in  fact,  the  only 
objection  that  could  be  urged  againat  hia 
appointment  waa  that  he  waa  a  soldier. 
He  tboroughly  believed   that  Sir  Henry 
8torks,    Sir   Edward   Lagard,  and  other 
officers  of  high  military  rank  would  per- 
form their  duty  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
without  betraying  that  duty  for  their  own 
persona]  advancement.     The  theory  at  the 
War  Office  waa  that  they  could  not  serve 
God  and  Mammon  -—  that  they  eould  not 
serve  the  War  Office  without  a  breach  of 
allegiance  to   the   Horae  Guards.     It  waa 
true  that  the  intereata  of  the  War  Office 
were  antagoniatio  to  thoae  of  the  Horse 
Ootrds ;    the   aooner    they   were    reeon- 
eiled    the    better   it   would    be    for   the 
coQDtry.      He   waa  certain    that  a   roan 
like  Sir  Henry  Storka   would  never  ac- 
oept  any  office   under   the    Secretary  of 
State  and  neglect  that  duty  for  hia  own 
advancement.     He  could  not  believe  that 
the  intereat  of  military  men  and  thoae  of 
the  administration  of  the  army  were  an- 
tagoniatio.     Sir  Henry  Storka  had  been 
b  office  for  aix  montha,  and  it  waa  right 
the    Hooae   ahould  know  what  had  been 
done  in  tbeae  Departments,  and  what  the 
obstaelea  were  which  he  had  to  encounter. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  placed  on 
the  table  of  the  Houae  a  full  account  of 
the  propoaed  ehangea;  but,  without  wearj- 
tag  the  Hooae  with  detaila,  he  might  de> 
•cribe  them  aa  a  greater  concentration  of 
tesponsibility*  and  a  better  diviaion  of  la- 
bonr,  aa  oppoaed  to  the  present  ayatem  of 
a  great  concentration  of  labour  in  one  office 
and  A  greater  division  of    responsibility 
among  variooa  Departmenta.      Tbe  effect 
of  thoae  ehangea  out-of-doors  would  be  to 
place  tbe  various  Supply  Departmenta  under 
one  reaponaible  chief,  who  would  be  an- 
swerable to  tbe  officer  in  command  aa  far 
aa  diaeipline  waa  ooneemed,  but  who  would 
be  aaaweraUe  to  tiie  Secretary  of  State 


for  War  through  the  Controller* in-Chief  of 
hia  departmental  administration.  At  pre- 
sent there  were  four  departmental  officera 
at  Malta  and  Gibraltar— ^namely,  the  Sur- 
veyor General^  the  Purveyor  of  Stores, 
the  Commissary  General,  and  Barrack 
Master  ;  but  it  waa  proposed  to  place  one 
officer  over  these  four  Departments.  The 
result  of  such  a  change  would  necessarily 
lead  to  economy  of  time  and  money,  and 
be  a  material  check  upon  expenditure.  To 
prove  that  this  would  be  the  case  he  need 
only  point  to  the  fact  that  at  preaent  the 
correapondence  of  these  four  Departmenta 
waa  carried  on  quite  independently  of  one 
another.  But  it  waa  objected  by  the  Trea- 
aury  that  the  Control  Department  would 
interfere  with  the  preaent  constitutional 
financial  control.  For  hia  own  part,  he 
did  not  aee  how  the  Controller-in*Chief 
could  appropriate  one  farthing  from  one 
purpose  to  another.  He  certainly  had  no 
objection  to  the  detaila  of  the  Estimatea 
being  aubmitted  to  the  Finance  Depart- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  having  their  ac- 
curacy tested  ;  but  he  ohjected,  and  ob- 
jected very  strongly,  to  any  manipulation. 
He  had  no  objection  to  a  Financial  Secre- 
tary arranging  the  figurea  and  performing 
aimilar  dutiea  ;  but  if  he  were  once  per- 
mitted to  manipulate  the  details — to  say 
that  too  much  waa  being  spent  in  thia 
direction  and  too  much  in  another,  it  would 
be  utterly  impossible  that  they  could  se- 
cure the  aerTicea  of  any  one  who  could 
keep  these  large  l)epartment8  in  a  atate 
of  efficiency,  because  this  could  not  be 
done  unless  they  placed  aufficient  confi- 
dence in  the  officer  they  eelected,  and 
gave  him  an  uncontrolled  command.  With- 
out in  any  way  desiring  to  detract  from 
the  merita  of  Sir  Robert  Napier,  it  waa 
to  the  adoption  of  thia  principle  that  the 
sncceaa  of  the  Abyssinian  Expedition  waa 
in  a  great  meaaure  attributable.  There, 
perhapa,  waa  aome  danger  in  putting  two 
men  into  the  aame  position  at  the  War 
Office,  and  he  therefore  thought  that  the 
Controller-in- Chief  should  be  the  superior. 
If  the  Financial  Secretary  was  upon  the 
same  footing  it  might  lead  to  dispute  and 
to  discuasion.  He  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment would  persist  in  a  policy  to  which 
he  was  strongly  inclined,  and  that  he  would 
seixe  the  opportunity  which  waa  now  offered, 
and  which  might  not  apeedily  recur,  and 
carry  out  that  policy  undeterred  by  those 
who  sought  to  thwart  him  from  motivea  of 
obatinaoy  or  aelf-intereat 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  oat  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi  **  the 
Controller  in  Chief  should  be  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State ;  and  that  the  audit  of  the  War  OfiBce 
accounts  should  be  entirely  independent  of  the 
War  Office," — {Colonel  Jervit,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion." 

General  DUNNE  remarked  that  con- 
fusion had  not  always  existed  in  the  War 
Department ;  it  began  in  1852  and  1854, 
through  the  proceedings  of  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  and  his  successors, 
who  pulled  the  whole  system  to  pieces, 
and,  as  children  over  a  puzzle,  had  pulled 
the  Department  to  pieces^  and  had  been 
unable   to  put  it   in  any  sort  of  shape 
since.     He  was  glad  to  find  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had  begun 
to  try  his  hand  at  putting  this  Department 
in  order,  because,  if  for  no  other  reason, 
his  action  in  the  matter  acknowledged  the 
necessity  of  speedy  reform ;  and  the  nearer 
he  approached  the  system  of  the  old  Ord- 
nance Department,   which   the    Duke  of 
Wellington  and  so  many  other  high  autho- 
rities had  said  was  the  best  in  the  world, 
the  more  perfect  he  would  make  it.      It 
was  said  that  the  framing  of  the  Estimates 
and  the  Department  to  which  this  respon- 
sibility was  to  be  entrusted,  was  now  a 
subject  of  discussion,  but  as  to  the  framing 
of  the  Estimates,  nothing,  it  seemed  to 
him,  could  be  more  plain.     Whateter  sys- 
tem was  in  ?ogue,  the  Cabinet  must  always 
decide  on  the  amount  of  money  to  be  spent 
on  the   army,  and  the  heads  of  Depart- 
ments,   whatever  their    office,   would    be 
obliged  to  keep  their  expenditure  within 
that  limit.     But  when  the  sum  was  de- 
cided, the  Executive  should  alone  frame 
the  application  and  be  responsible  for  the 
expenditure.     In  his  opinion  it  would  be 
easy  to  form  a  Department  which  should 
work   harmoniously   under    one   or    more 
heads.     He  approved  the  proposal  to  keep 
the  Audit  Department  entirely   separate 
from  others,  and  trusted  special  attention 
would  be  given  to  surpluses  of  Votes  and 
transfers  in  future.     This  year  many  sums 
had  been  transferred  from  one  Department 
to  another,  but  no  account  of  them  had 
been  rendered  to  Parliament.  For  instance, 
the  House  voted  a  sum  for  the  Training  of 
the  Irish  Militia  ;  the  Government  of  that 
country  had  determined  not  to  call  them 
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out,  and  the  sum  Toied  for  Aal  wrpoN 
must  haye  been  saved,  but  nmtner  ^ 
amount  nor  the  purpose  to  which  it  wu 
transferred  had  been  stated.  He  hufA 
this  oversight  would  be  remedied  befon 
the  end  of  the  Session.  He  hoped  tte 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  proeeed  ta 
frame  a  system  which  would  relieve  tk 
War  Office  from  the  oomplaints  of  wbicb 
they  heard  so  frequently.  The  CominittN 
over  which  Lord  Strathnairn  presided  bid 
recommended  a  re-organization  of  the  Wir 
Department,  and  it  was  understood  thst  i 
distinguished  organizer.  Major  Gescnl 
Storks,  was  to  be  placed  at  its  head ;  Wt 
it  was  now  said  some  unseen  inflmaii 
had  been  exerted  within  the  Office  to  ate 
this  wise  determination,  and  it  was  to  phN 
the  new  Controller  in  a  position  which  thi 
Major  General  could  not  accept.  Ifli 
was  to  be  the  head  of  this  Department,  ll 
should  have  the  application  of  whatsnr 
sums  might  be  allotted  by  the  Cabinet  fa 
warlike  purposes  without  control  fromiq 
subordinate,  and  be  accountable  lor  tU 
application.  It  was  clear  something  Mri 
be  done,  if  we  wished  to  decrease  ^  tf 
pense  and  incompetence  of  former  Seert* 
taries  for  War. 

Colonel  NORTH  complimented  Ai 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolatiooii 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  introdMi' 
the  subject.  He  was  surprised  at  th 
delay  of  the  Government.  The  Secrtttt] 
of  State  had  promised  that  the  sjiM 
should  be  tried  on  the  1st  of  April  ioht 
land,  and  it  could  have  been  tried  vdi 
most  advantageous  circumstances  oidl 
Lord  Strathnairn,  who  was  not  only  Ghi* 
man  of  the  Committee,  but  CommaodeMi 
Chief  in  Ireland  as  well ;  but  it  seendi 
if  the  authorities  had  had  their  nighMf 
on  ever  since.  At  length,  however,  ^ 
had  a  scheme  produced  by  two  most  iH 
men  —  Sir  Henry  Storks  and  Gcsff 
Balfour  ;  but  the  whole  thing  seemed  ^ 
be  regarded  by  the  Treasury  frott  < 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence  point  of  viiK 
[The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequeb^ 
very  important  matter,]  He  bad  no  doff 
of  that ;  but  contended  that  poondi,  iw 
lings,  and  pence  should  not  be  alloweili 
interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  the  si^ 
and  the  proper  administration  of  its  9* 
partments.  The  Crimean  War  had  i^ 
what  expense  was  entailed  by  oiggs>P 
ness  in  time  of  peace.  He  was  vup0 
that  they  should  expect  the  Controtttff 
Chief  to  be  subordinate  to  the  KbsM* 
Secretary.     Now»  tho  Hinnte  propyl 


939       Army — Chnirolhr 


{Ji7Lr9,1868) 


in  Chief. 


930 


that  the  new  official  who  should  adftse  the 
Seeretary  of  State   for   War  ahoald   be 
either  a  military  man  or  a  eifilian  ;  bnt, 
excepting  Lord  Dalhoaeie   and  the  right 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Huntingdon 
(Qeneral  Peel),  every  Secretary  for  War 
had  been  a  oi?ilian  ;  and  what  would  hap- 
pen if  future  civilian  Secretaries  should 
hare  civilian  adviaers  on  military  matters  ? 
In  his  opinion,  the  military  adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  should   under  no  cir- 
cnmetances  be  a  civilian.     Then  the  Con- 
troller-in-Chief  was  to  be  without  the  rank 
of  Under  Secretary  of  State  and    have 
£1|500   a  year.      But    was    Sir   Henry 
Storks  to  be  set  aside  in  order  that  some- 
body else  might  be  put  over  him  ?     [Lord 
Elcho  :    Hear,  hear  ;   and  "  No,  no  !  *' 
yront  the  Truuury  Bench,]    Did  the  Se- 
cretary for  War  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    suppose    Sir    Henry    Storks 
wonld  submit  to  such  treatment?      The 
Oovemment  might  say  there  was  no  de- 
lire  to  get  rid  of  him  ;  but,  if  the  Minute 
meant  anything,  it  meant,  '*  We  will  get 
anyone  we  can  to  take  the  post,  and  we 
will  treat  Sir  Henry  Storks  as  an  occa- 
sional waiter.'*  [Lord  Eloho:  Hear.]    Sir 
Robert  Napier,  as  had   been   said,  owed 
much  of  his  success  to  the  absoluteness  of 
bis  control.     What  he  wanted  he  ordered, 
and  what  he    ordered  he   got;    but  the 
Treasury  set  out  with  two  Kings  of  Brent- 
ford, and  all  he  had  to  say  was.  Heaven 
help  them  from  confusion  !     He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   would    accept  the 
aeheme  of   Sir  Henry  Storks;    that  Sir 
Henry  Storks  would  not  be  set  aside  in 
order  that  some  other  person  might  carry 
out  his  scheme. 

Tbb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
though  under  no  obligation  to  defend  the 
recommendations  of  the  Treasury,  was 
bound  to  say  he  was  much  obliged  to  the 
Government  for  the  part  they  had  taken  in 
the  matter,  and  consequently  disagreed 
with  every  hon.  Member  who  had  as  yet 
spoken  on  the  subject.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Harwich  (Major  Jervis) 
had  correctly  described  the  duties  of  the 
Controller,  his  Motion  would  follow  as  a 
necessary  consequence.  If  they  gave  a 
man  the  control  of  an  expenditure  of 
£13.000,000,  and  decided  that  he  i^hould 
be  really  independent  and  nobody  should 
Have  a  right  to  call  in  question  his  notion, 
in  what  respect  would  his  powers  differ 
from  |hose  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  ex- 
cept that  the  latter  would  be  responsible 
to  that  House,  and  the  Controller  would  be 
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responsible  to  nobody  ?  Although  he  en- 
tirely disagreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich,  both  as  to  the  duties 
and  the  position  of  the  Con troUer-in- Chief, 
he  was  not  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  raised  the  question  in  that 
manner,  because  his  Motion  raiaed  with 
tolerable  distinctness  a  question  which  the 
House  would  sooner  or  later  have  to  con- 
aider — namely,  whether  there  was  to  be  a 
real  financial  control,  independently  of  all 
the  spending  and  executive  departments  of 
the  army,  whether  those  departments  were 
attached  to  the  Horse  Guards  or  to  the 
War  Office  itself.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  official  Correspondence  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  laid  on  the  table  was  not 
very  complete,  and  he  understood  it  had 
been  admitted  earlier  that  evening  that  a 
Letter  eontaining  the  Royal  Warrant  by 
which  that  Department  had  been  already 
constituted  had  been  inadvertently  omitted 
from  the  Papers  presented  to  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  was 
not  conscious  until  that  evening  of  that 
omission,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to  sup- 
ply it. 

The    Marquess   of    HARTINGTON 
said,  he  thought  it  very  important  to  have 
the  Letter,  not  only  as  showing  the  views 
of  the  Secretary  for  War,  but  also  in  order 
that  any  just  criticisms  might  be  passed 
upon  the  document.     It  had  been  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  out  of  doors — whether  with 
or  without  sufficient  foundation  he  did  not 
know — that  it  had  been  the  intention  of 
the  War  Office  to  establish  a  new  Depart- 
ment, with  such  powers  and  authority  that 
the  financial  control  of  which  he  had  spoken 
would  be,  if  not  altogether  destroyed,  at 
least  very  seriously  weakened.      If  any 
such  proposal  as  that  made  by  the  hon. 
and   gallant  Member  for    Harwich   were 
adopted,  the  financial  control  would  be  en- 
tirely done  away  with.     But,  even  abort  of 
the  re-organization  recommended  by  that 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  a  syatem  might 
be  adopted  which,  although  not  entirely 
doing  away  with  that  control,  would  yet 
very  seriously  impair  it.     Whatever  fault 
might  have  attached  to  the  War  Office — 
and  it  had  enjoyed  the  distinction  of  being 
about  the  beat  abuaed  Office  in  the  king- 
dom— there  had  always  existed  control  of 
a  civilian  character  perfectly  independent 
of  the  military  element.     As  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan's  letter  in   The   Timei  of  that 
day  showed,  there  had  existed  a  sort  of 
outpost  of  the  Treasury  to  control  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  army.     The  Board  of 
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Ordnance  had  oflScers  whose  duty  it  waa  to 
keep  a  watch  over  that  expenditure.  Ever 
since  the  conRtitution  of  the  present  War 
Office  there  had  always  heen  some  control 
of  that  sort,  which  was  at  one  time  more 

Sowerful,  and  at  another  less  so.  Every 
[inister,  he  believed,  who  had  filled  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
held  the  opinion  that  there  should  be  such 
a  financial  control  as  that.  It  was  evident 
from  his  correspondence  with  the  Treasury 
that  the  late  Lord  Herbert  held  that  opi- 
nion; and  it  had  also  been  shared  by  that 
noble  Lord's  official  successors.  In  the 
contemplated  re-organization  of  the  army 
was  there  anything  which  made  it  less  ne- 
cessary than  it  had  heretofore  been  to 
maintain  a  separate  financial  control  over 
the  Executive  Departments?  In  his  opi- 
nion the  answer  to  that  question  should 
be  given  in  the  negative.  He  thought  too 
much  fuss — if  he  might  be  allowed  the 
phrase — had  been  made  about  that  con- 
templated re-organization.  It  had  been 
written  and  talked  of  as  a  very  large  affair 
indeed.  It  was,  no  doubt,  an  important 
matter,  and,  if  properly  carried  out,  would 
be  very  useful.  But  he  did  not  think  the 
projected  changes  were  of  the  magnitude 
that  had  been  supposed.  On  what  was 
the  necessity  for  them  founded  ?  On  in- 
quiry it  was  found  that  the  supply  of 
food  to  the  army,  the  supply  of  hospital 
stores,  of  warlike  stores,  and  of  stores 
for  barrack  accommodation— it  was  found 
that  the  supply  of  all  those  articles 
for  the  army  was  the  duty  of  different 
departments  within  the  War  Office  itself, 
and  the  duty  of  different  departments  at 
every  station  and  with  every  army.  It 
appeared  also  that  the  local  head  of  each 
of  those  different  departments  had  to  cor- 
respond directly  with  the  head  of  his  own 
department  at  home,  and  that  althonffh 
there  migh  be  great  similarity  in  the 
duties  of  each  of  those  departments  ;  a 
great  deal  might  be  done  and  a  saving 
effected  for  the  pablic  by  a  proper  corre- 
spondence among  themselves,  and  by  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  one  department 
of  what  was  going  on  in  another,  they 
all  corresponded  separately  with  their  own 
chiefs  at  home,  and  there  was  a  greater 
subdivision  of  duties  than  was  at  all  neces- 
sary for  the  public  service.  It  appeared, 
moreover,  that  there  was  no  Department 
charged  with  the  duty  of  providing  trans- 
port for  each  of  those  different  services. 
Well,  the  obvious  remedy  that  occurred  to 
the  late  Lord  Herbert  seven  or  eight  years 
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ago  was  that  all  those  depairtmeiiti  i^tld 
be  merged  into  one  and  eombined  nndtt 
one  head.  That  idea  was  approved  by  the 
Treasury,  and  cireumataneea  onlj  pre* 
vented  it  being  carried  ont  before.  It  wu 
revived  by  Lord  de  Grey,  and  was  sabu- 
quently  matured  by  the  Committee  vhieii 
was  presided  over  by  Lord  Strathnsb. 
But  although  the  Supply  Department  wm 
a  great  and  powerful  Department  tlms 
was  no  necessity  for  making  it  a11*powerfi|l 
or  practically  supreme  in  the  War  Offiee^ 
which  had  many  other  dotiea  to  perfonn. 
The  War  Office  had  also  to  provide  srai 
for  the  army,  either  by  contract  or  throoil 
the  Government  manufaetaring  estaUijil- 
ments.  It  was  necessary  there  should  bofii- 
tinct  Departments  for  that  and  for  other d^ 
ties,  and  although  the  Supply  Departoal 
might  possibly  be  the  largest  and  Mit 
important,  he  did  not  see  why  it  slioay 
necessarily  be  raised  to  a  rank  altogethr 
superior  to  the  other  departments  wM 
likewise  performed  duties  under  the  Wv 
Office.  He  had  admitted  that  the  Cfli- 
trolIer-in-Chief  should  be  a  person  of  giMk 
power  and  authority  at  the  War  Old; 
but  he  saw  no  good  reason  why  he  iImmII 
be  more  than  the  head  of  any  of  tboseotlNf 
departments  which  he  had  mentioned,  IT 
why  he  should  be  exempted  from  all  aid* 
cisni.  No  one  proposed  that  the  Dimi* 
of  Works  should  be  authoriied  to  fityi 
what  Estimates  he  pleased,  without  hsnV 
his  acts  called  into  question  by  any  o(l|ff 
authority.  Nobody  proposed  that 
Director  of  Ordnance  should  be  an 
to  spend  in  the  manufacturing  dep 
whatever  sums  he  might  think  fit  for 
purpose  of  adding  to  the  bnildingi 
plant  of  those  establishments  witboot 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  SecretaiJ 
State.  And  if  such  propositions  wert 
made  with  regard  to  other  de 
he  could  not  conceive  on  what 
another  department  of  an  analogou 
racter  was  to  be  left  entirely  ff* 
financial  control.  In  the  letter  to 
he  had  already  referred,  and  wbieh 
peared  in  The  Tim€9  of  that  moraisgp 
Charles  Trevelyan  stated  that  it  a] 
to  be  deliberately  intended  to  creates 
dualism  at  the  War  Office.  Witk 
greatest  respect,  however,  for  the 
from  which  that  statement  emanatii 
must  be  allowed  to  expreaa  a  doubt  H 
its  correctness.  Nothing  of  the  sort* 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  intended  ;  mA 
his  opinion,  it  was  the  Secretary  of 
alone  who  would  be  the  reaponvUt  v^ 
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Director  of  Works  as  to  works ; 
f  was  he  to  be  advised  as  to  the 
loj  of  making  reductions  unless 
loial  head  of  the  Department  were 
in  a  position  to  know  what  was 
n,  to  make  his  recommendations, 

necessary,  to  secure  that  thej 
»e  acted  upon  ?  All  that  was  pro- 
as that  the  head  of  the  Financial 
sent  should  be  made  aware  con- 
of  what  was  going  on  ;  that  the 
M  should  pass  through  his  hands 
'  that  he  might  know  in  what  par- 
it  might  be  desirable  to  increase  or 

I  them  ;  and  that  if  he  thought  he 
not  out  any  respects  in  which  re- 
leot  might  easily  be  effected,  his 
should  go  before  the  Secretary  of 
rith  adequate  power  and  authority. 
cretary  of  State  would  in  that  way 

II  the  one  hand,  the  views  of  the 
representing  the  question  of  effici- 
hile,  on  the  other  hand,  the  econo- 
lew  would  be  presented  to  him  by 
leial  adviser.  It  was  all  very  well 
that  the  two  things  must  go  to- 

but  everybody  was  aware  that  the 
I  often  arose  as  to  whether  a  cer- 
penditure  would  conduce  to  effici- 
*  whether  the  extra  efficiency  which 
I  Meure  was  worth  the  outlay  which 
noposed  to  incur.  But  then  it  was 
ed  that  each  department  might 
tf  own  Estimate,  and  be  responsible 
ScMsretarj  of  State  not  only  for 
!j,  but  economy.  Now,  it  waa 
WSJ  to  make  the  head  of  a  depart- 


Secretary  of  State  would  concur  in  the 
Regulations  iaid  down  by  the  Treasury. 
In  what  he  had  said  he  hoped  not  a  single 
word  had  fallen  from  him  which  might  be 
regarded  as  disrespectful  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  the  present  ControUer-in- Chief. 
He  was  fuUj  sensible  of  the  high  reputation 
which  Sir  Henry  Storks  so  deservedly 
enjoyed,  and  the  re-organization  of  the 
Department  could  not  be  entrusted  to  abler 
hands  ;  but  he  was  at  the  same  time  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  that  any 
Department  of  the  War  Office  should  be 
raised  to  that  pitch  of  superior  power  over 
every  other  for  which  some  hon.  Members 
contended. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  although  many 
questions  of  importance  had  been  brought 
before  Parliament  in  the  present  Session, 
the  question  of  the  proper  control  of  our 
Army  Department  was  the  most  important 
administrative  question  of  the  day,  inas- 
much as  it  dealt  with  an  expenditure  of 
£13,000,000.  He  was,  afraid,  however, 
th^t  the  good  which  it  was  hoped  would 
arise  from  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Con- 
troller was  in  great  danger  of  being  obvi- 
ated, seeing  the  views  which  were  enter- 
tained on  the  subject  by  the  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  front  Opposition 
Benches.  His  noble  Friend  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
for  instance,  had  got  up,  and,  after  nearly 
every  previous  speaker  had  expressed  him- 
self strongly  against  the  existing  as  well 
as  against  the  proposed  system,  as  laid 
down  in  the  Papers  which  had  been  placed 
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to  take  the  matter,  in  a  great  measare,  into 
its  own  hands.  No  douht,  to  judge  hj 
the  appearance  of  its  Benches  during  the 
discnsHion,  the  suhject  was  one  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  seemed  to  take 
Tory  little  interest.  The  five  Benches  on  the 
Opposition  side  below  the  Gangway,  which 
were  usually  occupied  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who,  when  they  should  address  their  consti- 
tuents, would  be  likely  to  lay  the  greatest 
stress  upon  the  necessity  of  peace,  retrench- 
ment>  and  reform,  had  been  left  during  the 
progress  of  this  discussion  without  a  single 
Member,  though  within  the  last  half-hour 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster.  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill)  had  re-appeared  ;  but  it  was 
a  great  mistake  to  imagine  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  regarded  with  equal  apathy 
out-of-doors,  or  that  Secretaries  of  State 
in  esse  or  in  posse  would  be  allowed  to  have, 
in  dealing  with  it,  entirely  their  own  way. 
Knowing  the  unsatisfactory  state  of  things, 
he  brought  the  subject  before  the  House  a 
short  time  ago,  thinking  that  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  should  be  appointed,  and  he 
expected  to  be  told  that  a  Commission  was 
unnecessary,  as  the  attention  of  the  War 
Office  ond  two  able  officers  was  already 
engaged  on  the  matter.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Pakington),  however,  did 
not  give  that  answer,  and  perhaps  he  was 
right  in  not  doing  so;  for  it  did  not  seem 
that  the  organization  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment was  proceeding  with  that  success  and 
harmony  which  would  justify  the  hope  of 
a  good  result,  and  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther there  was  any  Controller  at  the  War 
Office  at  all.  Military  organization  meant 
a  sufficient  supply  of  men,  with  means  for 
renewing  the  supply;  a  sufficient  supply  of 
material  with  ready  means  of  renewal;  and 
an  organization  in  time  of  peace  so  econo- 
mically conducted  that  those  supplies  of 
men  and  material  could  be  efficiently  brought 
to  bear,  in  time  of  war,  in  any  direction 
and  at  the  shortest  notice.  Now,  as  regards 
men,  the  state  of  things  was  that  40,000 
men  could  not  be  brought  together  in  line 
in  this  country.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  War  stated  that  in  time 
the  country  would  have  a  Reserve  of  50.000 
men.  The  present  Reserve  was  15,000 
men,  and,  according  to  the  progress  at 
which  matters  advanced,  it  miglit  be  thirty 
or  forty  years  before  this  Reserve  of  50,000 
men  was  formed.  Moreover,  the  officers 
of  the  Militia,  from  which  source  the  Re- 
serve was  expected  to  be  derived,  were 
divided  in  opinion  as  to  whether  the  men 
could  be  obtained  from  that  force.  In  re- 
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spect  to  material  there  were,  no  dooU, 
abundant  supplies  and  stores.  Many  peo- 
ple thought  that  the  supplies  were  over 
abundant,  and  that  great  waste  prevtiled. 
Only  recently  an  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Anson)  brought  the  whole  qaestioB 
of  stores  before  the  House,  and  the  reiiiU 
was  that  the  Secretary  for  War  accepted  a 
practical  revolution  in  the  mode  of  eondoet* 
ing  the  War  Department  with  respect  to 
stores,  and  an  impression  had  gone  forth 
that  a  most  salutary  change  was  likely  to 
be  introduced  in  the  mode  of  keeping  the 
War  Office  accounts  with  regard  to  stom. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  endeavoured  to 
show  that  there  existed  no  organisation  Ik 
economically  and  efficiently  working  op  the 
men  and  material ;  and  no  answer  wti 
given  to  his  statement.  They  had  not  M 
a  foreign  army  landing  on  the  shores  of  thii 
country ;  but  there  had  been  something 
like  an  insurrection  in  Irelandi  and  ii 
March,  1867,  Lord  Strathnaim  wrote  to 
the  effect  that  the  action  of  the  milituj 
Depart  ments  under  his  command  during  the 
Fenian  insurrection  made  him  sensible  rf 
the  want  of  a  superior  military  offieer  to 
act  as  Controller,  in  order  to  insure  the 
efficient  execution  of  his  orders.  When  it 
was  understood  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
had  determined  to  act  on  the  Report  rf 
Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee,  and  to  if* 
point  a  Controller  Qeneral,  with  anothff 
distinguished  officer  as  an  assistant,  it  wil 
supposed  that  order  was  likely  to  come  ort 
of  chaos,  and  that,  instead  of  the  nsilittff 
Departments  of  this  country  being  the  v^ 
extravagant  and  inefficient  of  any  io  tkl 
world,  they  would,  by  the  superviikxi  i 
Sir  Henry  Storks,  assisted  by  that  A 
officer,  General  Balfonri  be  brought  vaikf 
proper  control.  All  these  hopes,  hoveNTi 
were  fated  to  be  dashed.  Instead  of  * 
Controller,  they  had  something  like  thetii 
Kings  of  Brentford,  and  those  two  oSi0^ 
were  wholly  powerless  to  carry  out  Ai 
system  which  they  thought  absolutely  ^ 
cessary.  He  could  not  understand  h0V 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  resp|^ 
sible  for  the  efficiency  of  the  army,  m' 
consent  to  submit  to  such  a  control  in  B* 
matter  of  finances  as  the  Treasniy  f^ 
posed  to  establish.  The  Treasury  ovp' 
only  to  have  the  power  of  simply  audM 
accounts,  and  seeing  that  they  were  f^ 
perly  kept  and  checked.  The  Seerettf}' 
State  for  War,  who  was  reaponsible  for  d* 
efficiency  of  the  army,  should  be  mH^ 
only  to  the  control  of  the  First  Lord  of  A* 
Treasury  and  the  ChaoceUOT  of  Ibe  Enhf 
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tor»  not  only  for  eflkienify,  bol  also  for 
economy.  [Sir  John  Pakington  :  Hear, 
bear  !  ]  But  how  wa«  it  proposed  that 
the  Soeretarj  of  State  alone  should  be 
thus  responsible  to  the  House  of  Commons 
if  the  means  were  taken  away  from  him  of 
knowing  how  economy  was  to  be  obtained  ? 
The  Chief  Controller  would  ad?ise  him  in 
reference  to  everything  connected  with  the 
supply  of  stores,  &,o»,  for  the  army,  the 
Director  of  Ordnance  with  respect  to  any- 
thing connected  with  the  manufacturing 
Department  and  tlie  supply  of  new  arms, 
and  the  Director  of  Works  as  to  works ; 
but  how  was  he  to  be  advised  as  to  the 
expediency  of  making  reductions  unless 
the  financial  head  of  the  Department  were 
placed  in  a  position  to  know  what  was 
going  on,  to  make  his  recommendations, 
and,  if  necessary,  to  secure  that  they 
should  be  acted  upon  ?  AH  that  was  pro- 
posed was  that  the  head  of  the  Financial 
Department  should  be  made  aware  con- 
stantly of  what  was  going  on  ;  that  the 
Estimates  should  pass  through  his  hands 
in  order  that  he  might  know  in  what  par- 
ticulars it  might  be  desirable  to  increase  or 
diminish  them  ;  and  that  if  he  thought  he 
eould  point  out  any  respects  in  which  re- 
trenchment might  easily  be  effected,  his 
opinion  should  go  before  the  Secretary  of 
State  with  adequate  power  and  authority. 
The  Secretary  of  State  would  in  that  way 
have,  on  the  one  hand,  the  views  of  the 
person  representing  the  question  of  effici- 
ency, while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  econo- 
mical view  would  be  presented  to  him  by 
his  financial  adviser.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  that  the  two  things  must  go  to- 
gether ;  but  everybody  was  aware  that  the 
question  often  arose  as  to  whether  a  cer- 
tain expenditure  would  conduce  to  effici- 
enoy,  or  whether  the  extra  efficiency  which 
it  would  secure  was  worth  the  outlay  which 
it  was  proposed  to  incur.  But  then  it  was 
suggested  that  each  department  might 
frame  its  own  Estimate,  and  be  responsible 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  not  only  for 
efficiency,  but  economy.  Now,  it  was 
▼ery  easy  to  make  the  head  of  a  depart- 
ment responsible  for  efficiency  ;  but  how 
be  could  be  made  responsible  for  the 
economy  of  bis  department  if  all  power  of 
ixiterference  were  taken  away  from  the 
Financial  Department,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand.  The  Secretary  of  State  could 
not,  without  assistance,  make  himself 
skCQoainted  with  all  the  details  of  economy, 
%ad  \i  was  only  by  such  aid  as  was  afforded 
by  inquiry  made  by  the  Aooonntant  Gene- 


ral's Department  that  it  was  possible  to 
know  whether  his  Department  was  con- 
d noted  economically  or  not.  The  proposed 
regulations  would,  he  hoped,  be  submitted 
to  further  revision,  and  if  necessary  be 
further  corrected ;  for,  as  the  Treasury  Let- 
ter was  dated  the  29th,  and  the  revised  Re- 
gulations had  been  sent  back  the  next  day, 
it  was  possible  that  they  might  not  in  all 
respects  carry  out  the  principles  which  the 
Treasury  had  laid  down.  He  must  ex- 
press his  gratitude  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  line  they  had  taken,  and  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  concur  in  the 
Regulations  iaid  down  by  the  Treasury. 
In  what  he  had  said  he  hoped  not  a  single 
word  had  fallen  from  him  which  might  be 
regarded  as  disrespectful  in  the  slightest 
degree  to  the  present  Controller-in-Chief. 
He  was  fully  sensible' of  the  high  reputation 
which  Sir  Henry  Storks  so  deservedly 
enjoyed,  and  the  re-organization  of  the 
Department  could  not  be  entrusted  to  abler 
hands  ;  but  he  was  at  the  same  time  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  desirable  that  any 
Department  of  the  War  Office  should  be 
raised  to  that  pitch  of  superior  power  over 
every  other  for  which  some  hon.  Members 
contended. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  although  many 
questions  of  importance  had  been  brought 
before  Parliament  in  the  present  Session, 
the  question  of  the  proper  control  of  our 
Army  Department  was  the  most  important 
administrative  question  of  the  day»  inas- 
much as  it  dealt  with  an  expenditure  of 
£13,000,000.  He  was,  afraid,  however, 
that  the  good  which  it  was  hoped  would 
arise  from  the  appointment  of  a  Chief  Con- 
troller was  in  great  danger  of  being  obvi- 
ated, seeing  the  views  which  were  enter- 
tained on  the  subject  by  the  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  front  Opposition 
Benches.  His  noble  Friend  the  late  Secre- 
tary for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
for  instance,  had  got  up,  and,  after  nearly 
every  previous  speaker  had  expressed  him- 
self strongly  against  the  existing  as  well 
as  against  the  proposed  system,  as  laid 
down  in  the  Papers  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  table,  argued  in  favour  of  a  check 
being  maintained  by  the  Treasury  over  the 
Controller — a  view  in  which  he  was  appa- 
rently supported  by  his  boo.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
cheered  him  at  the  close  of  his  speech. 
The  House,  nevertheless,  would  do  well,  he 
thought,  to  pause  before  it  acoepted  tho 
dicta  of  right  hou.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were,  or  who  had  been  in  Office,  and 
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him  to  require.  In  the  first  place  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Harwich  had  stated 
that  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had  asked 
Sir  Henry  Storks  to  accept  the  office  of 
Controller-iu-Chief  as  a  financial  and  not 
as  a  military  man.  Sir  Henry  Storks  was 
asked  to  undertake  this  important  office 
partly  because  he  had  discharged  with 
honour  to  himself  his  military  duties  wher- 
ever he  had  been  engaged,  but  also,  and  to 
a  great  extent,  no  doubt,  because  of  the 
Tory  great  change  which  it  was  hoped  he 
would  introduce  into  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  For  his  own  part  he  believed 
that  he  had  been  most  fortunate  in  the 
selection  of  Sir  Henry  Storks,  and  he 
hoped  and  fully  anticipitated  that  he  would 
have  the  good  fortune  to  see  him  for  a  long 
time  to  come  in  the  office  he  now  held. 
The  next  extraordinary  misapprehension 
and  mis-statement  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  who,  he 
regretted  hnd  not  returned  to  his  seat,  was 
that  having  selected  Sir  Henry  Storks  on 
account  of  his  high  character  and  distin- 
guished abilities,  and  a  confidence  that  he 
more  than  almost  any  other  man  was  the 
man  to  discharge  those  difficult  duties,  he 
had  now  turned  round  upon  him  and  de- 
clared that  the  Oovernment  did  not  want  him 
any  more.  He  could  not  understand  how  any 
hon.  Gentleman  having  such  long  experi- 
ence of  Parliament  as  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  could  use 
such  wild,  unfounded,  and  unjustifiable  lan- 
guage. There  was  not  a  shadow  or  pretence 
of  a  foundation  for  it,  and  he  was  only  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  was 
not  now  present  that  he  might  tell  him  so 
to  his  face.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
complaint  to  make  of  the  calm  and  dispas- 
sionate manner  in  which  his  hon.  and  gol- 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  (Captain 
Vivian)  had  spoken,  though  he  leant  some- 
what heavilj  upon  the  War  Office,  which  he 
imagined  to  be  a  mass  of  confusion,  extrava- 
gance, and  blundering.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (theMarquessof  Hartington)  stated 
with  great  truth  that  whatever  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  that  Department,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly the  best  abused  under  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  That  there  had  been 
difficulties  since  its  first  establishment 
everybody  must  know,  and  no  one  better 
than  the  noble  Lord  who  had  been  first 
Under  Secretary  and  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  Wor.  His  own  personal  experi- 
ence led  him  to  believe  that,  on  the  whole 
perhaps,  it  was  not  the  most  parsimonious 
Office  he  had  ever  acted  in  ;   but  great 
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alterations  and  improvementi  hid  len 
effected,  and  he  was  simple  enough  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  hereafter  work  mueh 
more  harmoniously.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  seemed  to 
apprehend  that  they  would  not  fulfil  their 
promise  of  reform  with  reference  to  tht 
Department ;  bat  he  most  tell  his  hon.  tsA 
gallant  Friend  that  his  belief  was  that  tbej 
would  effect  the  reform  which  they  had 
held  out,  and  his  confident  belief  was  that 
if  the  House  would  only  take  a  fair,  £i- 
passionate,  and  unprejudiced  riew  of  what 
had  been  done,  they  would  find  in  them  at 
least  the  germ  of  great  reforms  for  the 
better  working  and  administration  of  the 
army.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  thei 
adverted  to  Sir  Henry  Storks  being  i 
military  man  and  the  noble  Marquess  op* 
posite  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  alit 
made  some  remarks  in  that  direction,  aal 
complained  of  the  military  element  beiitf 
so  strong  as  it  now  was  at  the  Board.  He 
was  aware  that  the  subject  had  attraetel 
attention  out  of  doors,  and  that  some  fsfj 
unfair  comments  had  been  made  upon  it 
But  with  regard  to  Sir  Henry  Storks  being 
a  military  man  he  ventured  to  remind  the 
House  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  hia  ap- 
pointment was  that  he  was  a  military  aaa. 
His  selection  was  further  made  in  deference 
to  the  recommendation  of  Lord  Stralh- 
nairn's  Committee,  which,  nghtlj  of 
wrongly,  laid  it  down  that,  whatever  cooni 
might  be  taken  afterwards,  the  first  Ga* 
troller-in-Chief  ought  to  be  a  militai} 
man.  The  Committee  thought,  and  rightlj 
thought,  that  a  military  man  would  be  the 
most  competent  person  to  start  that  gfset 
change.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  thi 
Member  for  Truro  said  the  Controlhr 
ought  to  be  absolute;  but  he  ventured  IP 
think  that  was  a  doctrine  wholly  at  tari- 
ance  with  constitutional  principle.  If  tff 
one  were  to  be  absolute  in  a  Departmeili 
it  must  be  the  responsible  Secretaij  • 
State,  and  to  him  all  the  officers  in  their 
several  stations  ought  be  subordinate.  Hf 
never  conld  agree  that  the  Secretary  i 
State  was  not  absolute.  In  their  syili' 
of  government  he  must  work  in  hsnaeef 
with  the  Cabinet,  and  although  he  o^^ 
to  be  supreme  in  his  own  Departmenti  V 
must,  of  course,  be  subjeoted  to  tfajM 
checks  and  limits  which  the  Conetitntiii 
imposed  on  the  whole  of  their  sjitem  » 
government.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friev 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Colonel  Roftt) 
spoke  in  terms  he  was  sorry  to  bear  hiii 
use,  and  which  he  hardly  ezpeetad  to  faii' 
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qaer.wbo  sboold  hare  the  power  of  saying 
be  eoold  not  give  so  much  money  in  a  par- 
ticular year.    The  Seoretary  of  State  for 
War  woald,  therefore,  atill  be  reaponaible 
eTen  if  this  control-in-chief  were  carried 
oot.    When  they  all  hoped  that  e?erything 
was  going  pn  smoothly,  the  Gontroller-in- 
Chief  was  checkmated   by  the  Treasury. 
The  arrangement,  as  laid  down  in  the  last 
Treasory  Minute,  had  been  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;   but  had  it  been  ac- 
cepted by  Sir  Henry  Storks  ?     Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  General  Balfour  were  the  very 
best  men  that  could  be  selected  to  bring 
order  out  of  a  chaotic  Department ;  but  did 
tbey  approve  that  arrangement  ?     He  said 
deliberately  they  did  not.    He  believed  the 
resignation  of  Sir  Henry  Storks  was  written 
oot.  and  only  held  back  at  the  request  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War ;   and  Ge- 
neral Balfour,  when  he  (Lord  Elcho)  saw 
him  lately,  said  to  him,  '*  I  do  not  think 
we  can  stay  here,  because  it  is  impossible 
we  can  assent  to  the  system  proposed  to  be 
established."     His  answer  to  the  General 
was  that  he  hoped  he  would  resign,  as  it 
was  only  by  such  a  step  that  they  would 
have  any  hope  of  the  plan  recommended 
by  Lord  Strathnairn  being  adopted.     But 
if  they  did  resign,  if  hatever  Secretaries  of 
State  in  eae  or  posse  might  say,  the  coun- 
try, the  Press,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
would  insist  on  a  better  administration.    If 
Sir  Henry  Storks  and  General  Balfour  had 
bad  their  will  on  the  let  of  April  last  a 
perfect  system  of  control  would  have  been 
in  active  operation — not  in  this  country  but 
in  Ireland.     To  begin  with  he  would  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  testing  their 
opinions  on  this  project  in  the  most  practi- 
cal way.    On  the  next  Supply  day  he  should 
move— 

<*ThAt  it  U  the  opioion  of  this  House  that  the 
■yitem  of  oontrol  and  army  sapply  proposed  to  be 
istrodooed  into  IreUnd  oa  the  lat  of  April  last.aa 
SH  forth  in  the  letter  of  the  6th  of  March,  1868, 
sddretsed  to  the  Treaaury,  be  forthwith  pot  into 
operation." 

That  would  afford  a  clear  test  whether  the 
House  would  stand  by  the  Controller  Ge- 
neral as  regarded  the  new  system  which  it 
was  propoaed  to  establish,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  back  him  in  bringing  the 
Motion  forward. 

Sm  JOHN  PARINGTON  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire (Lord  Elcho)  in  regretting  that 
the  attendance  in  the  House  should  be  so 
thin  on  an  occasion  when  a  question  of 
*uoh  gr^ai  importance  to  the  interest  of 


the  country  was  being  discussed.    He  attri- 
buted the  non-attendance  of  hon.  Members 
at  that  period  of  the  evening  to  the  fact  that 
most  of  them  were  under  the  impression 
that  the  subject  would  not  come  on  for 
discussion  until  Vote  18  was  proposed  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  he  himself  was 
rather  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  (Major  Jervis)  should 
have  brought  the  matter  on  unexpectedly. 
He  further  ezpresaed  his  regret  that  hon. 
Members  should  come  down  to  that  House 
and  make  speeches  on  subjects  of  this  im- 
portance, and  then  run  away  without  stop- 
ping to  hear  the  answer  which  the  Minister 
bad  to  make  to  their  remarks.    He  begged 
the  House  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
he  stood  at  that  moment.     With  the  ex- 
ception of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire,  not  a  single  Member  who 
had  addressed  the  House  on  this  subject 
that  evening  was  present  to  hear  what  be 
had  to  say  in  answer  to  the  statements 
that  had  been  made.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  commenced  the  dis- 
cussion by  finding  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  course  they  had  taken 
upon  this  subject,  and  he  now  looked  round 
in  vain  for  that  hon.  Member.     He  bad 
listened  to  the  various  speeches  that  had 
been  delivered   with   an   interest  propor- 
tionate to  the  question  before  them,  and  he 
had  observed  with  pleasure  that  the  great 
characteristic  of  the  debate  had  been  an 
entire  absence  of  party  feeling.     It  was 
not  a  party  subject,  but  one  affecting  their 
finances   and   defences,  and  which   every 
one  ought  to  regard  with  anxiety  as  being 
connected  with  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.      Another  characteristic   of  the 
debate  was  the  extraordinary  amount  of 
misrepresentation   that  had   distinguished 
the  majority  of  the   speeches,  and  none 
more  remarkably  so  than  the  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire ;  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington]  hoped 
before  he  concluded  his  observations  that 
he  should  be  able  to  show  him  that  his 
alarms  had  really  no  foundation.     Another 
speech  singularly  remarkable  for  its  mis- 
apprehension was  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  the  Member  for  Harwich 
who  opened  the  debate.     As  the  subject 
had  been  discussed  without  party  feeling, 
he  wished  it  to  be  considered  without  pre- 
judice or  misunderstanding  ;  and  therefore 
the  best  course  he  could  adopt  was  to  take 
fcrtottm  the  remarks  that  had  been  made 
by  the  various  speakers,  and  to  offer  suoh 
observations  in  reply  as  they  teamed  to 
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North),  for  institnoe,  had  compared  the 
position  of  Sir  Henry  Storks  to  that  of  a 
waiter. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  had  not 
stated  that  the  position  of  Sir  Henry 
Storks  was  like  that  of  a  waiter.  What 
he  had  said  was  that  his  position  resemhied 
that  in  which  the  two  kings  of  Brentford 
found  themselves — that  there  was  another 
on  an  equality  with  himself,  and  that  it 
was  utterly  impossihle  that  such  distin- 
guished oflScers  as  Sir  Henry  Storks  could 
he  induced  to  submit  to  such  a  position. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  maintained  that  the 
Controller-in-Chief  was   in    that  position, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  that  was  not  his 
opinion.     His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  la- 
boured under   a   great    misapprehension, 
and  he,  for  onci  would  not  ha?e  been  a 
party    to  those   Regulations    if    he    had 
thought  for  one  moment  that  they  would 
ha?e  affected  the  high,  distinguished,  and 
powerful  position  which  the  Controller-in- 
Chief,  whether  that  ControlleHn-Chief  were 
Sir   Henry  Storks  or  any  one  else,  did 
and  ought  to  occupy  to  enable  him  to  carry 
out  the  important  duties  intrusted  to  him  ; 
but  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  the  view 
taken  by  his  hon.  Friend  behinfl  him  was  one 
which  tended  unduly  to  exaggerate  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Controller-in-Chief  ought 
constantly  to  be  placed.     When,  however, 
he  was  asked  if  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  not 
written  out  his  resignation,  and  whether 
that  resignation  had  only  been  withdrawn 
at  his  earnest  request,  all  he  could   say 
was  that  this  was  the  first  he  had  heard  of 
it,  and  he  did  not  belie?e  that  Sir  Henry 
Storks  would  at  this  moment  abandon  the 
▼ery  important  duty  which  he  had  under- 
taken, and  which  now  appeared  likely  to 
be  soon  brought  to  a  successful  comple- 
tion.     The  noble   Lord    the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire   (Lord    Elcho)    had    re- 
marked that  it  had  been  intended  to  in- 
troduce this  system  into    Ireland  on  the 
1st  of  April,  and  that  that  had  not  yet 
been  done.      That  was    so,  but  it  arose 
from  the  fact  that  before  they  could  at- 
tempt to  introduce  and  bring  into  actual 
operation  this  great  and  mighty  change  it 
was    necessary  to  consult   the   Treasury. 
There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  correspon- 
dence on  the  subject,  and    he  could  not 
think  that  it  was  a  matter  for  great  sur- 
prise that  in  so  great  and    important  a 
change  as  this  the  Departments    of  the 
State  interested  should  ha?e  time  for  con- 
sideration.    When,    however,     his    noble 

Sir  John  Fahington 


Friend  (Lord  Elcho)  aaid  that  on  the  Army 
Estimates  again  coming  before  the  House 
he  should  move  that  this  introdaction 
should  be  made  forthwith,  he  could  only 
tell  him  that  on  the  previous  day  Sir 
Henry  Storks  had  said  to  him,  '*I  sup- 
pose when  the  debates  in  the  House  of 
Commons  are  over  it  will  be  introdaeed 
immediately.'*  It  would,  he  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend,  be  introduced  as  soon  ai 
it  was  constitutionally  possible  to  do  so. 
He  would,  in  conclusion,  ask  the  House 
calmly  to  consider  whether  they  ought 
not  rather  to  look  at  the  great  magnitude 
of  the  change  they  were  now  seeking  to 
introduce,  than  be  too  apt,  as  some  of  hii 
hon.  Friends  had  been,  to  find  fault  with 
compare ti?ely  minute  and  petty  details  of 
the  scheme.  It  had  been  no  easy  matter 
to  take  five  different  departments,  hitherto 
under  five  separate  heads,  and  place  them 
under  one  person ;  and  though  such  a 
change  would,  he  fully  believed,  tend  to 
greater  efficiency  and  economy,  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  out  such  a  scheme  with- 
out some  of  the  details  being  ezpoied, 
with  more  or  less  justice,  to  the  criticisms 
of  these  who  felt  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject. The  great  object,  however,  was  to 
start  the  scheme,  and  if  the  House  would 
now  give  it  their  sanction,  as  he  trusted 
they  would,  a  great  improvement  would  in 
his  belief  have  heen  effected  in  our  system 
of  administration. 

Mr.    CHILDERS    said,   it    was  dis- 
heartening   to    one    who,     like    himself, 
thought  the  proposed   change   would  be 
conducive  to  good  administration,  to  find 
that  speeches  on  the  subject  had  been  de- 
livered to  an  audience  consisting  at  one 
time   of  only  thirteen    Members,  nine  of 
whom  were  soldiers,  two  oflBcials,  and  two 
independent  civilians.    But  however  dis- 
heartening this  might  be,  he  would  venture 
to  offer  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  And  io 
doing  so  he  was  speaking  under  consider- 
able disadvantage,  because,  in  one  senae, 
this  was  essentially  a  question  of  detail, 
and  some  of  the  most  important  Papen 
were  really  not  placed  before  the  House. 
The  Royal  Warrant  of  the  28th  of  April 
was   the   subject  of  a  long  Paper  by  the 
Treasury,  and  that  in^portant  Letter  wsa 
by  accident  omitted  to  be  published.    The 
other  Papers  did  not  touch  some  of  the 
questions  raised  by  the  Treasury ;  and  it 
was  very  embarrassing  not  to  have  the  resi 
facta  before  them,  but  to  have  to  dig  them 
out  from  letters  which  only  answered  the 
express  proposal  and  to  go  back  to  Lord 
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Stnthntiro's  Committee,  and  bj  that  pro- 
eeis  to  know  what  was  the  real  oontro- 
Tersj.    One  part  of  the  omission  had  been 
amusinf^ly  made   up   by  the  noble   Lord 
(Lord  Elcho),   who  told  the    House  of  a 
conversation  he  had  had  with  Members  of 
the  Government,   in   which    he  informed 
them  the  best  thing  they  could  do  was  to 
resign.    This  was  like  his  noble  Friend's 
itorj  in  the  Reform  debates  of  1866,  when 
he  described  his  own  proposal  to  resign 
with   the   right  hon.   Member  for  Calne 
on  Lord    Aberdeen's   Reform   Bill.     His 
noble  Friend  appeared  very  fond  of  these 
bsrmless    resigning   conspiracies.      Hav- 
ing, bowcTer,  a  sincere  respect  for  the 
two  gentlemen,  he  trusted  that  they  would 
persevere,  in  which   case  they  could  not 
isil  to   render   the   country  very  impor- 
tsnt  service.     In  this  case  he  did  not  look 
forward  to  the  disastrous  consequences  ap- 
prehended by  the  noble  Lord.     He  had  a 
right  to  take  some  interest  in  this  subject, 
becaute  the   original  appointment  of  Lord 
Strathnaim'a  Committee  was  made  on  the 
recommendation    of   the    Treasury   when 
lie  was   Secretary.      A  proposal  of  the 
War  OflSce  of  a  limited  kind  came  be- 
fore the  Treasury  ;  but,  instead  of  carry- 
ing out  the    inquiry  in  detail  in  a  par- 
ticular part    of   the  country,    the    Trea- 
sury,   feeling    the    deep    importance    of 
going  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  saw  that 
the  application  of  the  principle  in  question 
nittst  go  a  great  deal  further,  and  bring 
up  the  whole  question  of  the  re-organization 
of  the  army.     Accordingly,  on  the  6th  of 
January,  1866,  he  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
War  OflBce,  the  result  of  which  was  the 
appointment  of  Lord  Strathnaim'a  Com- 
mittee.    But  the  Instructions  to  that  Com- 
mittee, dated  the  29th  of  June,  1866,  dis- 
tinctly referred  only  to  the  arrangements 
in  regard  to  atores,  military  train,  and  trans- 
port.    The  great  object  of  the  Committee 
was  to  inquire  to  what  extent  a  combination 
of  the  oon-oombatant  Departments  in  re- 
gard   to    the   matters   referred   to   them 
conld  be  carried  out.     But  the  proposal  to 
swallow  ap,  in  the  new  Controller's  Depart- 
ment, all  the  financial  check  now  exercised 
by  ao  office,  subordinate  to  the  Secretary 
of    State    for    that    purpose,    was   made 
by   the   eminent  military  officers  on  the 
Comoiiaaion,   unasked.     With   regard    to 
the  detaila  of  the  financial  control  system 
as  Qoir  auggested  by  the  Treasury  he  con- 
feaaed  he  could  not  understand  the  precise 
difference    between  the  two  parties.     Of 
ooorae   he  did  not  treat  as  party  to  the 


controversy  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Elcho) 
whose  ideas  of  financial  regulation  were 
probably  shared  by  no  one,  in  or  out  of  the 
House.  It  was  impossible  to  argue  with 
with  anyone  who  imagined  seriously  that 
the  Treasury  was  simply  an  Office  for  audit- 
ing the  Public  Accounts.  As  to  the 
noble  Lord's  scheme,  if  they  wanted  to 
have  financial  confusion,  extravagance, 
and  bankruptcy,  the  best  way  of  securing 
it  was  to  lea?e  eyerything  to  the  Depart- 
ments, and  say  that. the  Treasury  should 
have  no  control  over  the  expenditure.  No 
one  who  had  any  knowledge  of  the  admi- 
nistration of  our  finances  would  deny  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  various  Departments 
should  be  checked  by  financial  officers 
independent  of  administrative  officers.  The 
House  would  entirely  throw  away  its 
power  over  its  public  Departments  if  it 
acceded  to  the  views  of  the  'noble  Lord. 
As  to  the  control  over  the  military 
expenditure,  and  to  the  confusion  being 
due  to  the  existence  of  too  many  checks, 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  during 
the  Peninsular  War  there  was  a  greater 
civilian  check  over  the  War  Office  expen- 
diture than  there  had  been  since,  and  that 
the  Minister  who  exercised  that  check. 
Lord  Palmerston,  was  a  civilian,  not  a 
Secretary  of  State,  or  even  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.  Whatever  faults  existed  in 
our  army  administration  at  that  period, 
the  check  on  the  expenditure  was  certainly 
satisfactory,  and  nobody  would  then  have 
thought  of  laying  down  the  doctrine  of  un- 
divided control  of  the  military  expenditure 
which  had  been  advanced  to-night.  As 
to  the  arrangements  of  France  and  India, 
they  pointed  in  a  direction  quite  opposite 
to  the  conclusions  of  those  who  resisted  a 
proper  check  on  military  expenditure.  In 
France  the  War  Office  was  divided  into 
several  Departments,  and  the  Depart- 
ment of  Finance  was  perfectly  distinct 
from  that  of  Administration,  and  embraced 
almost  exactly  the  duties  which  were  pro- 
posed to  be  assigned  to  the  Financial 
Under  Secretary.  With  regard  to  India, 
he  had  before  him  the  valuable  evidence 
given  before  Lord  Strathnairn's  Com- 
mittee by  Oeneral  Balfour,  to  whom,  with 
General  Jameson,  the  present  efficient  or- 
ganiiation  of  the  Indian  army  was  ao 
largely  owing.  At  first  there  was  a  Mili- 
tary Finance  Commission,  and  this  re- 
sulted in  a  Military  Financial  Department; 
General  Balfour  being  at  the  head  of  it. 
Ita  funotiona  were  to  examine   into  all 
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BODroei  of  mDitar;  eipenditare,  and  wotrol  relktioni  between  the  War  Ofiee  ul  b 
all  permanent  and  contingent  militarr  ei-  !  CommaDder-in-Cbiaf  were  of  a  luj  i&- 
j>enaei ;  while  at  the  tome  time  it  wag  not  I  cate  nature,  and  if  the  preMDt  orgaun- 
to  interfere  with  the  functions  oF  the  looal  tioo  of  the  former  waa  too  Tiolenllj  into- 
(roTemnientt,  of  the  eatablithed  militarj  fered  with  without  dealing  with  the  H«a 
'''*''  Ouarda  we  might  bring  npon  onndfB 
much  greater  difficalties  than  thoie  Dli 
oonfronting  u«.  Many  people  looked  Iw- 
B  Department  were  expressly  founded  '  ward  to  the  time  when  we  might  hati  t 


authorities,  or  the  executtTe  beads  of  the 
BBTernl  branches  of  the  lerrice.  The  Mili- 
tary Finance  Comnjiaaion  and  Military  Fi- 


on  the  principle  that  they  were  not  to  hai 


niform  syatem,  under  whi4 


eieculife  or  administrati*a  functions,  their  all  the  eieoutive    fnnetiona  of  the  Vu 

sole  duty  being   to  eiamiae,   oheck,  and  Office  and    the    Horaa  Quarda  wonld  bi 

oontrol  the  expenditure  and  the  arrange-  coDcentrated,  and,  those   functioiu  bw 

'     '  ~]  concentrated,  there  woold  be  no  w    , 


ments  made   by    the   responiibla 
"■  If  India,  therefore. 


rsbly,  and  i  the  best  that  could  he  oome  to  noder  A* 
'1  '      -     circumstances,  haring  regard  to  its  Mr* 
I  beyond  doubt  only  a  make-abift,  id  nn 


an  ei-  culty  in  orgsniaing  a  simple  financial  cM 
ample,  and  General  Balfour  an  authority,  upon  them.  The  decision  come  to  bytitt 
we   ought    to   follow    the    system    which  .  War  Office  and  Treasury  was,  on  the  wbobk 

had    there    succeeded    i         "        '  .  " 

hare   a    control    exercised    oter    the 

penditure  entirely  distinct  from  the  exeou- 

Utc  control.     He  did   not  wish   to  enter  I  far  more  important  ohangea. 

into  the  important  question  whether   the 

proposal  now  made  by  the  War  Office  and 

the  Treasury  could  be  deemed  a  final  one, 

and  whether  it  would  set  at  rest  all  the 

disadvantages  under  which  the  War  Office 

laboured.     Do  was  inclined  to  think  that 

the  War  Office  would  require  furthi  ..  ___  

gradual  improToments  be^re  it  was  brought    returning  home  from  Abyasinia  had  bM 


Amendment,  by  leave,  witAdrmDN. 

ARMT— TR&VELLma  ALLOWANOIS. 
OBaEKTATIOHa. 

Sir  ROBERT  AN8TRUTQEB  sui 
[  he  had  heard  with  surpriie  that 

into  ail  efficient  state.     He  entirely  agreed  ,  deprived  of  their  trafellicg  allawBoee.  Bi 
with  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  that  the  finan-  ,  had  given  Notice  to  move — 


cial  duties  of  the  War  Office  were  too 
fcreat  to  be  entrusted  to  an  Assistant 
Under  Secretary  ;  and  that  aa  now  pro-  | 
posed  the  nominal  Under  Secretarioa  would    JJ^yfn 

soon  have  nothing  to  do.     All  this  pointed    „     ,,,  .  ,  ,.     ,     „ 

to  questions  aa  to  the  Horse  Guards,  whioh  ^?  *'**'  -"?!  *'•'>  ^  "-ouble  the  H. 
he  should  not  now  touch.  As  to  the 
tiou  of  audit,  he  would  warn  bon.  Members 
against  supposing  that  an  external  audit 
was  a  very  simple  matter.  It  was  oiiite 
impossible  that  everything  could  be  audited 
by  a  dopartment  outside  the  Military  De- 
partment. There  must  be  a  certain  amount 
of  detailed  audit  inside  aa  well  as  aa  inde- 
pendent audit  outside,  and  our  policy  ought 

to  be  to  draw  the  line  between  the  two  at  1  Before  the  Secretary  for  War  repta  • 
the  proper  point.     He  beliered  it  was  not  i  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  joat  aat  ds«^ 


"  That,  in  tbe  opinion  of  Ibii  Hoosa,  it  w 

:pedieDt  tlut   otBoer*   reCuming  hooM  oa 

aoant  of  woaods  or  diietni   oontnctsd  is  I 

■hall  be  deprivsd  of  tb>  ■■ 

travalliDg  alJoir " 

He  did  not* 
_  I  a  formal  Motion  ;  but  be  hoped  he  shiJ. 
have  from  tbe  Secretary  for  War  a 
assurance  that  oSeera  Tetarniag  bsat 
should  no  longer  be  deprived  of  tf> 
allowance. 

ARUT  — INCREASE  OF   UIUTART  ■>• 

PENDITURE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Tbe   Mabqubbs  op   HARTII7GT0H: 


I  ahould  like 


10  drawn  now,  for  the  simple  appropi.^ 
tion  audit  to  which  the  Controller  and  i  ject  to  the 
Auditor  Qenersl  was  now  conSned  was  not 
aufficient,  and  it  must  be  carried  much  fur. 
ther  with  respect  to  voucher  and  autho- 
rity.     Still    he  was   sure  that  the 


I  trod  nee  one  other  n^ 

^  -     -         of  the  Committee,  as  tUl 

may  he  the  last  nppropriate  opportUDi^' 
doing  ao  this  Session.  Two  montht  ■!> 
the  Secretary  for  War  made  tome  elii^ 
Tations  regarding  the  expenditare  ■(  t^ 


nilitary  accounts  could  not  be  |  present  Oovernmeat,  and 
carried  out  efficiently  and  cheaply  by  a  i  them  by  an  attack  opon  the  admioistnti* 
department  outside  the  War  Office,  end  I  o^  t'>e  late  Government.  The  right  bNi 
he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House  would  j  Baronet   referred    prinenially   to  tba  i^ 

Sinse  before  adopting  such  a  Resolution,    creaaes  in   the  Votek    nr   ICen  tni  tf 
a  the  whole  he  would  repeat  that  tbe    Armamenta,  and  the  affeet  of  his  obMn** 
Mr.  Child*rt  ' 


M 
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tions  was  to  gi?e  enrreney  to  an  impres- 
BioD  that  the  increase  which  the  present 
GoTerament  found  it  necessary  to  propose 
bad  been  brought  ahout,  at  least  to  some 
extent,  by  the  negligence  and  parsimony 
of  the  late  Government.     Respecting  the 
first  item  the  right  hon.    Baronet   said, 
*'  Look  at  the  state  in  which  you  left  the 
ranks  and  look  at  their  state  now."     But 
I  deny  the  late  Government  was  negligent 
in  this  matter.      In   the  first  place   the 
Hoose  will  rememher  that    the   two   or 
three  years  before  the  late  Government 
left  Office  were  most  trying  to  the  recruit- 
ing staff.    Many  of  the  men  who  enlisted 
St  the  time  of   the  Crimean  War  were 
claiming  their  discharge,  so  that  a  great 
want  of  troops  suddenly  arose,  and   this 
Qofortunately   occurred   at  a    time   when 
employment  waa  plentiful,  and  when  men 
were  consequently  scarce.     The  Govern- 
ment considered  its  position  in  the  light  of 
this  extraordinary  combination  of  circum- 
itances,  and  concluded  it  would  not  be  wise 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  meet  the  diffi- 
enlty;  they  were  especially  unwilling  to 
resort  to  offers  of  increased  pay  or  larger 
lK)Qnty,  and  thinking  the  whole  subject  of 
tnfflcient  importance,  they  referred  it  to  a. 
Boyal  Commission.     These  being  the  facts 
of  the  case,  I  do  not  see  that  the  increased 
expenditure  which   has  been  incurred   by 
the  Oo?emmcnt  on   account  of  the  men 
can  fairly  be  attributed  to  the  negligence 
or  parsimony   of   the   late   Government. 
Now,  respecting  the  armament,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  said  on  one  or  two  occa- 
lions— and  he  has  been  supported  by  the 
fight  hon.  and  sallant  Member  for  Hunt- 
ingdon (General  Peel) — that  the  late  Go- 
vernment did  next  to  nothing  in  the  shape 
of  armaments.    I  have  explained  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  on  this  head  already; 
I  have  asserted  the  late  Government  pro- 
vided fortifications  only  for  those  forts  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  toarm,  and  I  main- 
tain the  late  Government  acted  wisely  in  this 
i^pect ;  indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
confesses  aa  much  himself  in  the  speech 
to  which  I  allude.     He  said  he  could  not 
give  the  late  Government  credit  for  know- 
ing what  waa  likely  to  occur,  and  he  held 
that   the  fortunate   result   was   perfectly 
^dental  and  could  not  be  put  down  to 
prescience.      But  is  it  possible  that  at  the 
time  when  the  controveray  between   Sir 
William   Armstrong  and  Mr.   Whitworth 
waa  going  on,  when  the  7-inch  gun  was 
^ing  tried  against  the  9.inch,  and  when 
the  beat  method  of  rifling  was  aa  yet  un- 


decided— is  it  possible  those  who  were 
superintending  those  inquiries  could  havo 
been  unaware  that  we  were  still  far  from 
perfection  in  the  construction  of  heavy 
armaments  ?  We  all  knew  in  those  days 
that  while  we  could  make  an  efficient  and 
expensive  gun  it  was  probable  that  in  the 
next  year  we  should  be  able  to  make  a 
better  gun  at  less  cost,  and  that  in  the  fol- 
lowirtg  year  greater  perfection  and  greater 
economy  would  most  probably  be  secured. 
We  have  been  told  it  would  be  necessary 
to  spend  £4,000,000  or  £5,000.000  on 
that  item.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear 
what  are  the  details  of  that  Estimate  ; 
but,  taking  the  calculations  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  impossible  to 
discover  how  that  estimate  has  been 
arrived  at.  He  says  it  will  be  necessary 
Co  provide  1,000  heavy  guns,  and  about 
3,000  guns  of  lighter  construction.  As- 
suming that  it  would  be  necessary  to  arm 
the  forts  with  1,000  large  guns,  I  think 
that  estimate  was  made  when  guns  were 
made  smaller  than  they  are  now,  and  that 
a  fewer  number  of  our  present  large  guns 
would  suffice.  I  presume  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  say  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  those  large  guns  to  be  on  an 
average  of  a  larger  calibre  than  nine  inches. 
I  suppose  that  sonfe  other  guns,  7-inch  or 
8-inch,  will  be  necessary  ;  but  I  think  we 
shall  not  be  wrong  in  taking  the  average 
as  9-inch.  Nine-inch  guns  could  be  made 
for  about  £800  each,  and  1,000  of  theiu 
would  therefore  cost  £800,000  ;  and 
doubling  that  sum  for  carriages  and  am- 
munition the  total  cost  would  be  £1,600,000. 
Afurthersum  of  £1,200.000  for  the  smaller 
guns  would  raise  that  total  to  £2,800,000, 
and  he  was  curious  to  know  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  doubled  that  already 
sufficiently  large  Estimate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  **  Look  at  the  atate 
in  which  you  left  the  breech-loaders.  The 
late  Government  have  done  nothing  with 
regard  to  breech-loaders."  I  think  that 
assertion  hardly  justified.  I  will  remind 
the  House  very  briefly  what  has  been 
done.  Two  years  before  the  accession  of 
the  present  Government  to  Office  the  late 
Government  appointed  a  Committee  which 
decided  in  the  first  place  that  breech- 
loaders onght  to  be  introduced  into  the 
army.  That  may  not  aeem  much  ;  but  at 
that  time  there  was  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject  among  military  men. 
That  Committee  having  decided  in  favour 
of  breeeh*loadera,  the  late  Government  in- 
stituted an  inquiry  as  to  the  beat  mode 
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of  oonTerting  muzile-loaders  into  breech- 
loaders. The  result  was  that  no  system  was 
presented  to  them  which  was  entirely  satis- 
factory.    But  experiments  were  conducted 
under  the  orders  of  the  late  Government 
which  resultedin  theadoptionofMr  Snider's 
method,  and  in  the  perfection  of  the  cart- 
ridge  which  bears  the  name   of   Colonel 
Boxer.     In  mo?ing  the  Estimates  of  1S66 
I  was  able  to  state  that  40,000  muzzle- 
loaders  would  be  converted  that  year.  Now, 
what  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ?  He  has  said,  if  reported  correctly, 
which  I  can  hardly  believe,  that  we  had 
only  converted  eighteen  or  nineteen,  but 
had    ordered    40,000    to    be    converted, 
whereas  my  successor  undertook  to  con- 
vert 200,000  by  machinery,  at  the  cost 
of  a  £1    apiece.      Now,  when  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  the  House  that 
circumstances  had  made  it  necessary  in  his 
opinion  that  conversion  should  go  on  faster 
than  we  had  intended,  he  stated  that  there 
was  nothing   in   the  conduct  of  the   late 
Government  which  he  could  find  fault  with. 
Now,  the   eighteen  or  nineteen   muzzle- 
loaders  that  were  converted  were  only  in- 
tended  as  samples  ;  we  had  resolved  to 
convert  40,000,   and  all   that   the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Huntingdon  did    was  to   increase  the 
number  that  was  to  be  converted  in  the 
Small  Arms  Factory  and  also  to  be  made 
by  the  trade.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  had  shown  that  it 
cost  £1,300  to  test  a  9-inch  gun  ;  but  that 
was  a  process  which  was  seldom  resorted 
to,  and  then  only  to  test  the  endurance  of 
any  new   gun    which   might  be  adopted. 
The  Estimates  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
moving  in  1866  amounted  to  £14,095,000; 
the    Estimates   of   this   year   amount    to 
£15.455,000,    showing    an    increase    of 
£1.360,000.     Vote  1,  which  is  the  Vote 
for  Pay  of  the  Men,  has  been  increased 
within    these   two  years    by    £387,000; 
Votes  12  and  13,  which  bear  the  whole 
expenditure  of  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments have  been  increased  by  £98,000  ; 
making  an  increase  under  these  heads  of 
£485,000.     Therefore,  on  a  total  increase 
of  £1,360,000,  only  £485,000  are  due  to 
the  increase  under  both  these  heads  ;  and 
therefore  the  total  expenditure  on  the  army 
in  two  years  has  been  increased  at  the  rate 
of  9  per  cent,  while  on  these  two  Votes 
the   increase    has   been  only  7  per  cent. 
Now,  it  is  impossible  for  me,  or  for  any 
independent  Member  of  Parliament,  to  go 
through  the  Votes  and   say  wha^  Votes 
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have  been  ondaly  increaaed.  On  the  an- 
trary,  1  think  that,  when  there  is  not  «• 
Vote  in  the  Army  Estimates  whieh  W 
not  been  increased,  it  is  for  the  right  hoi. 
Gentleman  to  come  down  and  show  tb 
House  what  the  necessity  was  for  tint 
increase.  I  say  it  ia  impossible  for  iod^ 
pendent  Members  to  criticize  the  Voteiii 
detail,  or  to  say  where  redactions  migk 
be  made,  because  we  have  not  got  tbs  !§• 
formation.  There  ia  only  one  Vote  is 
which  I  could  say  that  there  has  been  i 
perfectly  unnecessary  increase  and  tbst  ii 
the  Militia  Vote.  There  is  one  dn^ 
about  which  no  complaint  has  been  mA, 
and  that  ia  as  to  the  number  of  men  in  Ai 
Militia  and  Volunteers,  and  yet  there  kl 
been  a  very  large  increase  in  the  Mifitti 
Vote.  That  increase  has  been  due  to  tlMI 
two  circumstances — the  pay  of  the  Mill 
has  been  raised  2d.  a  day,  in  my  opiMj 
a  perfectly  unnecessary  and  wasteM  h 
crease  ;  and  in  the  next  place  the  iM 
hon.  Gentleman  haa  raised  the  Hinil 
establishment  from  two-thirds,  at  wkidi  ^ 
great  many  of  the  regiments  stood  fa 
some  years,  to  the  full  eatablishmeni  I 
think,  and  a  great  many  Militia  dNfl 
agree  with  me,  that  1 ,000  men  is  a  gmMj 
number  than  it  is  possible  to  train  witM 
a  period  of  eight  weeks.  If  they  wen  k 
garrison  it  would  be  a  different  thing.  1 
may  be  said  that  this  increase  of  ^^^ 
litia  establishment  is  part  of  the  BesMlj 
plan  ;  but  it  is  no  part  of  the  plan  of  iM 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  BmM, 
ingdon.  I  have  reason  to  beliefc 
whenever  an  emergency  arose  it  wooU^ 
easy  to  get  as  many  men  as  would  be 
quired;  and  therefore  I  say  thattbiil 
crease  of  the  Militia  establishment  is 
fectly  unnecessary.  Aa  I  have  said 
it  is  impossible  for  independent  M« 
to  go  through  every  Vote  in  detail ;  MM 
have  made  these  few  remarks  because 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemea 
led  to  the  impression  that  the  inereeHl 
the  expenditure  was  due  to  parsifflO^ 
the  late  Government. 

General  PEEL :  I  came  down  M 
with  great  curiosity  to  know  how  myaMJ 
Friend)  the  Marqueas  of  Hartington)  4 
to  justify  that  addresa  which  he  has  WM 
to  his  constituents — in  which  he  has  i4 
that  the  present  Government  have  gn^l 
raised  the  Army  Estimates  without  tt0t 
ing  increased  efficiency — while  he  is  frt 
pared  to  maintain  that  the  QoTeramMl^ 
which  he  belonged  maintained  the  anoff  i 
efficiency  with  an  expenditure  iniiA  « 
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tbtn  that  which  ii  now  inoarred.     Now. 
there  ean  be  no  graver  accoeaiion  brought 
igeinst  a  Govern na en t  than  an  increase  of 
Ettimates  without  a  corresponding  increase 
of  efficiency.     As  I  am  responsible  for 
much  that  has  been  done,  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words.    If  the  Army  was  in  that  state 
of  efficiency  which  my  noble  Friend  wishes 
08  to  belie?e,  why  was  it  necessary  in  1866, 
before  any  of  those  events  occurred  on  the 
Continent,   which    made  nations   look  to 
their  defences,  that  my  noble  Friend  should 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission — to  do  what  ? 
Why,  to  ascertain  how  it  was  that  they 
eoold  not  get  the  men  they  wanted.     If 
the  army  was  in  the  state  of  efficiency  he 
describes,  why  waa  the  late  Go?emment 
etUed  upon  to  appoint  a  Commission  ?    Of 
whom  did  that  Commission  consist  ?  There 
were  five  politicians  upon  it.     Among  the 
Members  were  Lord  Dalhousie,  Viscount 
Bfersley,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Major  O'Reilly)  sitting  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  the  subject  of 
recruiting  waa  not  the  only  point  on  which 
they  reported.   Another  question  referred  to 
them  was  how  we  were  to  obtain«an  Army 
of  Reserve.     Then,  again,  will  my  noble 
Friend  say  that  the  army  was  in  a  state  of 
efficiency  when  it  had  not  enough  men, 
when  it  had    no   Army   of  ReserTc,  and 
when  it  was  armed  with  muzile-Ioaders  ? 
Does  he  imagine  that  he  could  provide  the 
army  with  breech-loaders  without  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure  ?     As  to  the  ad- 
ditional 2d.  a  day  which  was  given  to  the 
troops,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in 
or  out  of  this  House  who  grudges  this 
addition.     The  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  in   1867,   in  addition   to   the  ordi- 
nary caaualtiea  amounting  to  more  than 
fiO.OOO,  there  were  22,000  men  entitled 
to  their  discharge  —  not,  as  my  noble 
Friend  supposes,  on  account  of  the  re- 
croiting  which  went  on  during  the  Crimean 
War,  but  of  the  second  battalions  raised 
dering  the  Indian  Mutiny.     I  can  tell  you 
that  these  men  were  waiting  to  know  what 
you  would  do  for  them;  and  if  you  had 
not  added  then  to  the  pay  of  the  army, 
every  one  of  them  would  have  taken  hie 
diseharge.  Do  not  therefore  let  it  go  forth, 
JQst  before  a  General  Election,  that  the 
present  Government  were  extravagant  in 
increaaing  the  Estimates,  whereas  the  late 
Government  reduced  their  Estimates,  at 
the  same  time  maintaining  the  efficiency 
of  the  army.     But  then  my  noble  Friend 
Myii    '*  Were  not   year  Batimatea   in- 
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creased  ?"  No  doubt  they  were,  and  why  ? 
Because  you  made  wrong  calculations  from 
beginning  to  end.  There  was  a  deficiency 
in  the  first  seven  of  your  Votes  to  the 
amount  of  no  less  than  £300,000.  Then, 
says  my  noble  Friend,  **  Why  increase  the 
number  of  the  Militia?"  Because  this  arose 
out  of  the  recommendation  of  your  own 
Royal  Commission.  Instead  of  40,000 
breech-loaders,  as  you  proposed,  the  sup- 

1y  to  the  troops  was  raised  to  200,000. 

f  this  had  not  been  done,  not  only  would 
you  not  have  been  able  to  send  them  to 
Canada,  but  I  doubt  whether  your  troops 
in  Abyssinia  would  have  been  supplied 
with  them.  If  the  Government  are  accused 
of  extravagance  on  account  of  this  extra 
expenditure,  I  question  whether  the  coun- 
try will  find  fault  with  it.  I  have  no  per- 
sonal interest  in  this  matter.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  go  into  Parliament  again ; 
but  I  warn  the  noble  Lord  that,  so  far 
from  finding  fault  with  increased  Esti- 
mates, if  he  comes  into  Office  again  he  will 
probably  have  to  increase  them  still  fur- 
ther. With  regard  to  the  fortifications  and 
their  armaments,  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
under  the  late  Administration  these  were 
proceeding  gradually.  Tes,  they  certainly 
were— very  gradually.  The  Fortification 
Vote  is  not  one  for  which  the  present  Go- 
vernment is  responsible.  Ton  had  planned 
the  fortifications,  and  you  did  not  provide 
a  single  gun  for  them.  Surely,  my  noble 
Friend  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  all  this 
can  be  done  without  an  increased  expendi- 
ture ?  At  any  rate,  when  he  declares 
that  the  late  Government  were  excessively 
economical,  and  the  present  Government 
excessively  extravagant,  I  agree  with  him, 
that  the  country  must  judge  between  us. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  I  am  sorry 
to  have  to  add  anything  to  the  not  very 
long,  but  very  effective  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (General  Peel). 
But  the  noble  Marquess  referred  so  directly 
to  me,  especially  in  connection  with  a 
speech  made  by  me  in  this  House,  that  I 
must  be  allowed  a  few  words  in  reply.  In 
addressing  his  constituents  the  noble  Lord 
says  that  under  the  present  Administra- 
tion the  Army  Estimates  have  been  largely 
increased,  and  he  is  prepared  to  maintain 
that,  while  under  their  predecessors  the 
military  expenditure  gradually  decreased, 
the  efficiency  of  the  army  waa  in  no 
degree  diminished.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  unfair  imputations  ;  but  it  ia 
difficult  to  read  this  extract  without  coming 
to  the  eonolosioQ  with  my  right  hon.  and 
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eallaDt  Friend  that  there  seema  to  be  some 
cfeaire  to  impresB  the  country  with  the 
idea  that,  while  the  late  Government  was 
extremely  careful,  the  present  Government 
was  extremely  extravagant.  In  justice  to 
the  present  Government  I  must  state  dis- 
tinctly that  I  do  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  it  in  his  power  to  justify  that  address. 
There  has  been  no  extravagance  on  the 
part  of  the  present  Government,  and, 
moreover,  I  maintain  there  has  been  no 
increase  of  Estimates  which  the  noble 
Lord  himself  would  not  have  been  obliged 
to  adopt  if  he  had  remained  in  Office,  and 
a  change  of  Government  had  not  occurred. 
He  says  to  his  constituents  that  under  the 
late  Government  the  efficiency  of  the  army 
was  in  no  degree  diminished.  Well,  but 
our  object  was  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
army  should  bo  increased,  and  that  effi- 
ciency could  not  be  increased  until,  in  some 
way  or  another,  breech-loaders  were  sup- 
plied to  the  army.  That  is,  in  fact,  the 
question  of  the  hour.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  criticized,  be 
was  unable  to  establish  anything  like  in- 
accuracy in  it  ;  and  he  admitted  the  truth 
of  my  statement  that  when  he  went  out  of 
Office  there  were  only  20,000  or  30,000 
breech-loaders,  made  by  hand,  at  a  large 
expense.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  he 
was  going  to  provide  the  whole  army  with 
them  at  that  rate  of  expenditure.  But 
that  was  the  state  of  things  which  com- 
pelled my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(General  Peel)  to  increase  our  expenditure 
upon  that  item.  The  noble  Lord  says  that 
I  accused  the  late  Government  of  negli- 
gence and  undue  parsimony.  I  made  no 
such  charge.  The  speech  to  which  he 
refers  was  not  made  as  an  attack  upon  the 
late  Government.  It  was  made  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
without  any  notice,  assailed  the  Estimates 
of  the  present  Government,  using  harsh 
language,  and  declaring  that  our  conduct 
respecting  the  Estimates  was  a  subject  of 
discredit  and  dispraise.  Surely,  the  House 
will  admit  that,  although  I  had  no  notice 
whatever  of  that  attack,  it  was  my  duty 
to  vindicate  the  Government  as  far  as  I 
could,  and  in  doing  so  I  referred  to  the 
fact  which  the  noble  Lord  has  entirely  ad- 
mitted, that  it  is  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  the  administration  of  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (General  Peel) 
that  the  credit  was  due  of  providing  the 
army  with  those  breech-loaders,  which 
were  indispensable  to  their  efficiency,  and 
which   of   course  could   not  be  proTided 
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without  an  inoretsed  oliargt.    But  let  om 
deal  with  the  statements  of  the  noUe  Url 
a  little  more  olosely ;  and  as  the  noble  Lord 
gave  me  nrivate  notice  of  his  intentiun  to 
mention  the  subject  I   am  able  to  do  iql 
Let  us  see  the  amount  of  the  Army  Eiti* 
mates  for  the  last  five  years.  In  1 863-4 tbsj 
had  risen  to  the  large  sum  of  £15,000,000. 
The   noble    Lord    boasts    that    the  hto 
Government    gradually   decreased   tlMOL 
Well,  in   1864-5  thej  were  decreased  by 
£200,000 — I  give  the  round  numben.  Is 
1865  6  there  was  a  further   deeresae  rf 
£500,000.     1866-7  was  the  ]aj«t  yesr  ii 
which  the  noble  Lord  prepared  tlieEiti* 
mates,  and  they  were  then  £14,340,000. 
In  the  summer  of  that  year  there  wu  % 
change  of  Government,  and  what  was  th 
first  act  of   my   right  hon.   and  galkift 
Friend  (General  Peel)  ?     It  was  to  asktU 
House   to    aasent  to  an  increased  exp«- 
diture  of  £245,000  in  order  to  effect  thik 
great  object  of  providing  the  army  wilk 
breech-loaders.  Including  that  expenditoia, 
the  Estimates  stood  at  £L4,340,OUO.   la 
1867-8  the  Estimates  were  preparsd  ^ 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  ;  bet  it 
devolved   upon  me  early  in  the  yssr  t« 
undertake  the  administration  of  this  D^ 
partment.      Well,  that  is  the  only  JMT 
in  which  there  was  an  increase  of  oAr 
mates.     And  what  was  it  ?     It  amoontiA 
to  £912,000,  and  I  can  account  to  witU» 
1$,  for  that  increase,  ao  as  to  sbov  tM 
the  present  Government  are  not  open  ts  to 
charge  of  extravagance.    The  main  umd 
the  increase  was  the  addition  of  2d  totki 
pay  of  the  Army,  wisely  proposed  hj  wf 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.     Hesdopiii 
this  plan  in  deference  to    the   Report  f. 
the  Royal  Commission,  which,  nodsr  Ai 
pressure  of  absolute  necessity,  from  wot 
of  men  and   difficulty  in    reorniting;  ^ 
.appointed  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.   A* 
Commiasion  advised  certain  modes  of  !■* 
proving  the  condition  of  the  soldier,  ft 
was  thought  advisable  to   improve  Alt 
rations,  to  give  them  certain  artioln  if 
clothing,    and    in    various   ways  inpioM 
their  condition.     But  mj  right  hon.  9d 
gallant  Friend  (General  Peel)  said,  "V 
you  want  to  improve  the  conditio!  of  tki 
soldier,  and  tempt  a  better  class  of  ■* 
into  the  Army,  give  more  money ; "  >* 
he  decided  on  giving  the  soldier  an  esO 
2d,  a  day.     What  would  have  beta  Ai 
financial  result  if  the  plan  of  the  Coooi*' 
si  on  had  been  carried  out  ?    Weald  A<* 
have  been  any  economy  ?     No.  Sirs  I 
beliCTO  that  if  mj  right  hon.  and  gsIM 
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Friends  instead  of  taking  tbe  oornree  he 
did.  had  carried  oat  the  recommendations  of 
the  CoQimission,  the  financial  resoU  would 
haTo  been  an  expenditure  far  larger  than 
that  occasioned  by  adding  2d.  a  day  to  the 
pay  of  the  soldier.     This  addition  of  2d. 
aeeoants  for  nearly  one-half  of  the  J&912.000 
increase  in  the  Estimates  of  that   yeari 
and  I  have  a  statement  of  th^  itemi  which 
eonititute  the  other  half,      ^hej  are  as 
follows:— Furlough    pay,    £20,000;    in- 
creased pay  to  medical  officers  under  the 
Medical  Warrant.  £18.000 ;  unavoidable 
expenses  caused  by  the  extent  to  which 
recruiting  was  resorted  to  on  account  of 
the  number  of  '*  expired  *'  men  which  fell 
within  the  year,  £69,500  ;  increased  cost 
of  provisions  and  forage,  £92,700 ;  the 
taking  over  of  tbe  Straits*  Settlements, 
£76,000 ;  additional  charges  in  connection 
with  Ceylon,  £32.000  ;  additional  charges 
for  Australia,  £20.000 ;    biennial    extra 
issues  of  clothing,  £67,000  ;   and  head- 
dresses of    Cavalry  and    Artillery  isfued 
JlQsdriennially,  £11,300,  making  a  total 
or  clothing   of    £79,100 ;    leap    year, 
£24,700  ;  Diiscellaneotts  charges  (including 
£14,800  for  rewards  to  inventors,  £19,600 
on  sccount    of   contagions  diseases,   and 
£13,000  for  the  hospiUl  ship  at  Hong 
Koog),    £47,400  ;    capitation    grant    to 
Volunteers,     £15,800;    retired    full  pay 
of  non-effective    infantry,    artillery,    and 
engineers,   £12,040 ;   and    out    pensions 
(higher    pensions    being   on  an   average 
grsnted  to  men  on  discharge),  £9,000 ; 
sit  these  items  making  a  grand  total  of 
£516,240.     These   items  and   the  extra 
2d.  give  an  inconsiderable  amonnt  beyond 
tbe  difference  between  the  Estimatea  of 
the  two  years.     I  hope  the  statement  will 
Mtisfy  the  House  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
so  right,  either  in  Lancashire  or  here,  to 
accuse  the  present  Government  of  havinff 
indulged    in   extravagant    Estimates.      I 
have  shown  that  the  Estimates  must  have 
been  submitted  by  himself  if  he  had  re- 
mained in  Office,  and  that  there  is  really 
no  ground  for  the  charge  he  haa  made. 
Beferring  to  the  Estimates  of  the  probable 
expenditure  to  which  the  country  sooner 
or  later  must  be  put  in  order  to  arm  our 
fortifications  with  proper  guns,  the  noble 
Lord  alluded  to  this  passage  in  my  speech — 

"  Aoeordiog  to  the  oaloolstion  of  soientiftc  men 
oompeteot  to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  it 
will  be  necessary,  in  order  to  arm  the  fortifloa- 
tioos  which  are  being  oonstmoted,  to  provide 
1,044  additional  guns  of  large  oalibrO'-lS-inoh, 
^ineh,  and  14ack  gons— and  also  9,500  guas  of  a 
Ughtarohaxacter.  The  right  hon.  6«itlenan  ssjs 


that  if  a  change  of  Government  oconrs  the  fhturo 
Government  most  effect  a  large  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure. Now  any  futare  Government  must  and 
ought  to  endoavour  to  eflbot  every  economj  con* 
sistent  with  the  e^oienoy  of  the  public  service:  bat 
I  presume  that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
prepared  to  contend  that  we  are  to  leave  the  fortifl- 
fications  of  this  country  without  guns  in  them.  It 
is  the  duty  of  tbe  Government  to  arm  these  forti* 
flcations ;  and  this  aggregste  number  of  3,500 
guns  of  large  and  small  calibre,  indispensable  as 
they  are  for  tbe  safety  and  protection  of  the 
country,  cannot  be  manufactured  under  an  ex- 
penditure of  from  £4,000,000  to  £5,000,000."^ 
[3  JSamardf  oxoi.  1755.] 

The  noble  Lord  says  this  is  an  exaggerated 
calculation.  Jn  his  Estimate  the  noble 
Lord  hrought  up  the  cost  of  these  guns  to 
£3,000,000.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the  noble  Lord  is  right 
or  I  am  ;  but  I  made  my  statement  a^er 
reference  to  the  most  competent  authori- 
ties. I  most  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
not  only  will  a  number  of  guns  be  required 
for  tbe  new  fortifications  lu  progress,  but 
a  number  of  guns  will  be  required  on  ae- 
count  of  the  changes  in  the  armament  of 
our  fortresses  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
With  regard  to  the  cost  of  testing  guns, 
about  which  my  statement  was  said  to  be 
inaccurate,  the  fact  is  my  figures  greatly 
understated  the  cost.  I  believe  they  were 
correct  as  to  the  9-inch  guns,  to  which  I 
referred,  and  the  testing  of  which  cost 
£1,300.  With  guns  of  a  large  calibre  the 
expense  is  much  greater ;  and  since  I 
made  my  speech  I  have  been  informed 
that  in  one  case  the  cost  was  between 
£2,000  and  £3,000  ;  but  that  applies  not 
to  every  gun,  but  to  new  patterns  as  they 
are  invented.  Therefore,  I  think  that  in 
that  speech  I  did  not  make  any  exagge- 
rated statements,  and  the  noble  Lord  waa 
not  justified  in  casting  the  imputation  he 
did  on  the  present  Government.  In  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devises  (Mr.  Darby  Griffith),  I  must  de- 
cline to  produce  a  oopy  of  the  censure 
passed  by  the  Horse  Guards  upon  an  officer 
of  the  Grenadier  Guards.  We  are  fortu- 
nate in  having  at  the  head  of  the  army  a 
most  efficient  Commander-in-Chief,  to 
whom  no  one  will  be  inclined  to  attribute 
undue  severity;  and  it  would  be  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  as  affecting  the  dis- 
cipline of  tbe  army  to  lay  on  the  table 
auch  a  document  as  that  referred  to.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'firien,)  who  haa 
brought  forward  a  case  of  promotion  in 
the  Coldstream  Guards,  I  have  to  state 
that  it  appears  to  mo  that  what  I  haye 
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already  said  on  that  sabjeot  it  oorreot,  and 
that  the  Commander-in-Chief  has  ezeroised 
a  Bound  discretion  with  regard  to  it.  With 
reference  to  the  Question  about  traTelling 
allowances  to  officers  on  sick  leave,  the 
House  will  naturally  suppose  that  there  is 
an  individual  case  in  point  of  an  officer 
who  came  home  on  sick  leave  ;  and  he 
was  not  in  strictness,  under  the  warrant, 
entitled  to  the  particular  allowances  that 
were  refused  him. 

Main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  inm,  not  ezoeeding  £1,291,400,  be 
granted  to  lier  Mnjestj  (in  addition  to  the  sum 
of  £200,000  already  voted  on  acooont),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  Military  Store  Depart- 
menta,  for  the  supply  and  repair  of  Warlike  and 
other  Stores,  including  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  1st  day  of  April  1868  to  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1869,  inclusive." 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  had  on  a  for- 
mer occasion  gone  into  this  question  at 
some  length,  and  therefore  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  farther  than  to  say  that 
they  had  no  information  whatever  how  this 
Vote  was  to  be  applied.  Much  had  been 
said  about  army  control  ;  but  the  fact  was 
that  the  House  had  no  control  whatever 
over  the  Manufacturing  Departments.  They 
had  no  information  before  them  as  to  what 
would  be  the  result  of  this  addition  to  the 
plant  of  the  Department.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  £43,442,  the  sum  required  for 
new  machinery.  He  would  divide  the  Com- 
mittee upon  his  Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  appealed  to 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  not  to  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  this  sum  of  £43,442 
was  required  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
the  operations  of  the  manufacturing  estab- 
lishments. These  operations  would  not  be 
extended,  and,  indeed,  he  shared  in  the 
opinion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
to  a  considerable  extent,  at  all  events,  we 
ought  to  obtain  our  supplies  of  stores  by 
contract  with  private  firms.  The  expla- 
nation of  the  increase  was  that  it  was 
caused  by  such  items  as  these — That  in 
the  Gun  Carriage  Department  iron  had 
been  substituted  for  wood  in  the  manufao- 
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tare  of  the  oarriaget ;  in  the  6im  Vutory 
a  new  forge  wai  wanted,  and  there  wen 
numerous  alterations  in  the  Royal  Labora- 
tory, in  the  Small  Arms  Department,  and 
in  the  Gunpowder  Department.  Aftir 
making  this  explanation,  be  hoped  bis  boo. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  preM  \k 
Motion. 

General  DUNNE  inquired  whetbsr  i 
gun  of  any  heavy  calibre  had  been  ixad 
on  for  arming  the  fortifications  now  it 
course  of  construction  ;  and  whether  say 
changes  in  the  field  gun  now  in  use  Ini 
been  adopted  for  the  army?  The  liii 
military  Government — if  it  could  be  termod 
a  Government— did  nothing  in  regird  to 
this  matter ;  they  bad  left  the  serriii 
practically  unarmed,  while  other  Enropsn 
nations  were  adopting  improvements ;  uk 
he  wished  to  know  whether  we  were  itil  ' 
in  a  state  of  transition,  or  whether  ny 
definite  conclusion  had  been  at  length 
arrived  at  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  hewM 
not  aware  that  any  change  had  been  wM 
with  respect  to  field  guns.  Fortifiestiot 
guns  were  of  various  sisea,  including  sons 
very  large  ones.  The  question  of  smfl 
arms  was  still  under  the  consideratioo  of  a 
Committee,  which  he  hoped  would  premi 
its  Report  before  the  dose  of  the  year. 

Colonel  BARTTELOT  said,  he  bil 
always  been  opposed  to  the  increase  of  oa 
manufacturing  establishments,  as  he  bt* 
lieved  that  they  checked  private  enterpriMb 
which  would  supply  the  country  better  tin 
these  public  departments.  The  qaeste 
he  wished  now  to  press  upon  his  right  hiL 
Friend  was  this — Had  he  yet  eome  It  a 
definite  conclusion  with  respect  to  the  gfll 
that  were  to  be  adopted  ?  If  not,  h  ^ 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Hentar  ] 
(Major  Anson)  would  do  right  to  prcMUi  , 
Amendment,  because  they  might  sooe  tl  \ 
called  upon  to  vote  money  for  a  diisiMt 
article  than  that  they  were  now  using. 

Mb.  AYTOUN  said,  it  was  dear  tM 
if  this  sum  of  £43,000  were  granted  ftr 
improved  machinery,  the  result  most  hi . 
an  extension  of  the  manufaetnriog  ootsk* 
lishments,  unless,  indeed,  a  correspond 
quantity  of  the  old  machinery  were  throvB 
out  of  use. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  expUii]J 
that,  although  the  Government  had  oo  ii* 
tention  of  extending  the  operations  of  tki 
manufacturing  establishments,  yet  they^ 
sired  to  render  them  aa  eflioient  aa  poaJAh 
by  the  introduction  of  new  maehiBeiT.  ^  b 
anawer  to  bia  hon.  and  gaUani  Fmri 
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(Colonel  Barttelot)  he  had  already  ex- 
plained that  thej  were  now  mannfaoturing 
guns  for  fortifications  of  various  calibres 
end  sites. 

Major  ANSON  said,  the  articles  ma- 
nufactured in  the  public  Departments 
amounted  to  £200,000,  while  those  fur- 
nished by  private  enterprise  amounted 
onlj  to  £10,000.  This  was  not  sufficient 
inducement  to  the  private  manufacturers 
to  cause  a  competition.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  only  way  to  stop  the  Government 
making  such  an  unaccountable  expenditure 
as  that  proposed  in  this  Vote  was  by  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  by  a  vote  on  the 
subject. 

General  PEEL  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  persevere  in 
dividing  the  Committee,  because  if  he  did 
so  he  would  fail  in  securing  the  object  he 
had  in  view.  It  had  been  distinctly  stated 
that  the  money  was  only  required  to  alter 
and  improve,  and  not  to  extend  the  ma- 
chinery establishments  of  the  Government. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Amendment. 

H&.  M<LAKEN  said,  that  if  the  Go- 
Temment  establishments  were  conducted 
on  the  same  principles  as  those  on  which 
private  workshops  were  managed,  the  keep- 
ing up  of  existing  machinery  would  come 
into  the  profit  and  loss  of  the  year.  He 
thought  that  the  present  discussion  showed 
how  deceptive  were  all  the  statements  made 
respecting  Government  manufactures,  and 
the  sooner  these  establishments  were 
dropped  the  better. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  that  if  his  hon. 
Triend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
McLaren)  had  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  on  this  question  sat  two  years 
ago,  he  would  have  seen  that  a  very  minute 
investigation  was  made  by  that  Committee, 
and  that  very  careful  calculations  then 
•bowed  that  ordnance  was  manufactured 
at  Woolwich  at  considerably  less  cost  than 
in  the  works  of  private  manufacturers,  for 
this  reason  —  that  private  manufacturers 
would  not  turn  their  attention  to  making 
breech- loading  guns  and  other  articles  only 
used  for  military  purposes  without  having 
a  reasonable  certainty  that  there  would  be 
a  continued  demand  for  them.  Now,  the 
Government  could  give  no  guarantee  on  the 
aabject,  because  they  could  not  anticipate 
what  might  be  required  at  a  future  time. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  had  studied 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  referred  to 
bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  all  he 
could  derive  from   it  was  the  conclusion 

TOL.  OXOUI.  [zHZBD  anna.] 


that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  make  out 
whether  there  was  a  profit  or  a  loss,  so 
badly  were  the  accounts  of  the  Manufac- 
turing Departments  kept  under  the  existing 
system.  With  regard  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  private  trade  not  turning 
their  attention  to  the  manufacture  of  guns 
and  gun-carriages,  he  thought  that  fact 
was  to  be  attributed  to  our  keeping  up 
those  establishments.  Why  was  it  that 
ours  was  the  only  Government  which  did 
not  go  to  the  private  trade  for  such  arti- 
cles? If  we  went  to  them  they  would 
turn  their  attention  to  the  manufacture  of 
guns  and  gun-carriages  suited  for  the  ar- 
tillery. Sir  Benjamin  Hawes  stated,  in 
his  evidence,  that  the  private  trade  of  the 
country  had  never  had  a  fair  chance,  in 
consequence  of  the  large  establishments 
being  provided. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

"That  a  ram,  not  ezoeediog  £1,247,958,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty  (in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£200,000  already  voted  on  account),  towards  de- 
fraying the  Charge  for  Military  Store  Depart- 
ments, for  the  supply  and  repair  of  Warlike  and 
other  Stores,  including  Manufiusturing  Depart- 
ments, which  will  oome  in  course  of  payment  from 
the  1st  day  of  April  1868  to  the  31st  day  of 
March  1869,  inolusiye." — (Major  Anton,) 

The  Committee  dtvuied :  —  Ayes  31  ; 

Noes  100  :  Majority  69. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £119,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Military  Education. 

(3.)  £93,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Surveys. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  doubted  the  necessity 
of  increasing  the  sum  annually  voted  for 
this  purpose. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  wished  to  know 
how  long  the  survey  was  to  continue  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINQTON  said,  that  it 
was  so  steadily  going  on  that  it  would  take 
sixteen  years  to  complete  it. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  also  depre- 
cated any  increase,  remarking  that  it  was 
a  practice  on  the  part  of  Governments  al- 
ways to  increase  the  Votes,  though,  when 
not  in  power,  they  were  fond  of  complaining 
that  their  opponents  were  not  economical 
in  their  proposals. 

General  DUNNE  observed,  that  the 
increase  was  principally  for  civil  assistants, 
and  preparation  of  maps  for  civil  purposes. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  this  Department, 
though  originally  established  for  a  tem- 
porary purpose,  figured  year  after  year  in 
the  Estimates  for  a  very  large  anm»  and 
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much  monej  had  been  wasted  in  this  anr- 
yej,  inasmuch  as  the  results  it  had  pro- 
duced might  have  been  attained  at  a  much 
smflllcr  outlftv.  It  had  already  cost  some- 
thing like  £2,000,000 ;  an  amount  enor- 
mously exceeding  what  the  French  paid 
for  their  surveyi  which  was  as  good  or 
better.  It  was,  perhaps,  too  late  in  the 
Session  to  propose  to  dwell  at  any  length 
on  the  subject  ;  but  a  neir  Parliament 
would,  he  trusted,  see  that  the  public 
money  was  not  expended  in  so  ill-considered 
and  extravatzant  a  manner  as  it  was  at 
present.  He  thought  that  the  Estimate 
should  not  form  part  of  the  Army  Votes, 
but  should  be  placed  to  a  separate  account, 
and  then  proper  attention  would  be  gifen 
to  it.  In  his  opinion  the  increase  proposed 
was  unnecessary.  The  cost  of  engraving 
the  survey  was  excessive ;  and  if  a  Com- 
mittee were  granted  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  Department — though 
it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  now  to  hope 
for  such  a  thing — he  believed  it  would  be 
found  that  at  least  half  the  present  cost  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey  could  be  saved.  In 
fact,  the  surveying,  the  engraving,  and  the 
commercial  parts  of  the  business  were  all 
ill-managed,  while  the  Director  General 
also  had  the  most  unlimited  and  uncon- 
trolled power. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  vindicated 
the  Department  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Wyld)  had  impugned,  and 
also  the  distinguished  man  at  its  head, 
who,  he  said,  was  carrying  out  an  import- 
ant work  in  a  manner  which  everyone 
ought  to  approve. 

Lord  ELCEIO  said,  he  was  glad  if  the 
advanced  period  of  the  Session  had  pre- 
vented the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Wyld)  from 
moving  for  another  Committee,  because 
that  question  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  bad 
suffered  (i^reatly  through  the  alternate  hot 
and  cold  fits  which  that  House  had  ex- 
hibited on  the  subject.  In  consequence  of 
an  objection  taken  some  years  ago  to  the 
scale  of  the  survey  by  the  late  Mr.  Ellice, 
a  full  inquiry  was  instituted,  and  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  deliberate  conclusion 
that  the  survey  was  both  based  on  sound 
principles  and  was  being  admirably  con- 
ducted. The  survey  was  executed  not  only 
most  accurately,  but  economically  ;  and  he 
was  told  that  at  the  present  moment  a 
Prussian  officer,  a  good  authority  on  such 
a  subject,  who  had  come  to  this  country, 
was  surprised  to  find  that  so  perfect  a 
survey  had  been  carried  out  so  cheaply. 

Mr.  knight  complained  that  the  maps 
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of  certain  oonnties  were  fUlamoiii  udii- 
trustworthy.  They  ought  to  have  a  comet 
map  which,  if  they  wanted  to  lay  out  i 
road,  would  be  of  some  use  to  them,  whiek 
was  not  the  case  at  present.  He  hoped 
there  would  be  no  atinginesa  or  any  irndQe 
I  delay  in  supplying  that  deitideratwn^ 

General  DUNNE  bore  testimony  totbe 
general  accuracy  of  the  maps  of  Ireliid 
produced  by  the  Ordnance  Department. 
He  himself  did  not  see  the  great  advsntife 
of  the  very  large  survey,  exeepi  for  the 
towns.  It  was  maps  on  this  large  scale  thit 
would  answer  for  plana  for  railways  pro- 
jected, and  ordinary  mapa  for  the  purposes 
of  owners  of  property ;  but  it  most  be  re- 
collected that  for  the  former  more  aeearatt 
levels  than  those  given  on  the  Isrgeei 
Ordnance  maps  were  requisite,  and  in  ths 
latter  that  changes  of  boundary  and  other 
objects  were  so  frequent  that  even  oo  (ha 
Irish  maps,  not  many  yeara  published,  gresi 
changes  in  the  face  of  the  oonntry  woiU 
be  seen ;  but  of  course,  if  one  part  of  tha 
country  was  surveyed  upon  the  large  seil^ 
they  could  hardly  avoid  executing  the  i*- 
mainder  of  the  work  in  the  aame  unifbni 
manner.  The  delay,  however,  had  arie« 
very  much  from  the  adoption  of  the  Isi|e 
scale. 

Lord  ELCHO  testified  to  the  fpssi 
accuracy  of  the  Ordnance  maps  of  Seo^ 
land  ;  and  pointed  out  that  the  length  ft 
time  occupied  in  completing  the  survof  e( 
the  whole  kingdom  depended  on  theamoak 
of  money  which  Parliament  was  readjll 
vote  for  the  purpose.  The  calculation,  hs 
believed,  had  been  that  the  entire  woikii 
England  and  Scotland  would  be  exeeilei 
in  fifteen  years  with  a  grant  of  £100,001 
a  year. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  thought  that  if  hya 
additional  outlay  the  result  would  U  i^ 
tained  of  having  the  work  thoroughly  fal 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  osa^ 
try.  He  had  himself  known  lai|[e  eetiM 
to  be  transferred  by  means  of  those  mxfk 
the  map  of  the  district  being  attaebsd  M 
the  transfer. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  that « 
false  economy  would  stand  in  the  wsj  e( 
the  extensive  circulation  of  these  BMpi 
They  would  become  a  aoaree  of  nstieiil 
wealth. 

Colonel  W.  STUART  asked  for  eeai 
explanation  as  to  the  medical  Bills  Mt* 
tioned  in  the  Vote. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  never  heaid  if  • 
man  denying  that  an  Ordnanee  SiivV 
was  a  good  thing.    U  apptand  to  Ub 
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that  thertwas  no  qaestion  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sib  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  with 
respect  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and 
gtllaot  Member  (Colonel  W.  Stoart),  that 
it  was  scarcely  matter  for  surprise,  eon* 
lideriog  how  the  officers  and  men  engaged 
in  the  sonrey  were  dispersed  o?er  the  coun- 
try, that  they  ahould  sometimes  want  a 
doctor. 

Ma.  WTLD  complained  that  at  the 
present  moment  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
a  complete  set  of  these  maps  in  London, 
sod  he  suggested  that  the  publication  of  the 
maps  should  be  transferred  to  the  Stationery 
0£Bee  instead  of  their  having  to  be  got  from 
Southampton. 

Tote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £102,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Serfices. 

Mb.  M  on  sell  said,  it  had  been  the 
practice  of  the  War  Department  to  reward 
officers  for  meritorious  inventions.  In  1856 
Colooel  Boxer  received  £5,000  for  some 
inventions  of  his,  and  lately  Mr.  Fraser  had 
received  £5,000.  Since  1856  Colonel 
Boxer  had  distinguished  himself  by  seven 
or  eight  other  inventions,  and  several  of 
them,  including  the  invention  of  a  lubrica- 
tor for  the  Armstrong  gun,  had  been  found 
of  great  aervioe.  He  wished  to  know, 
vhether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  his  case  into  consideration, 
with  the  vievr  of  conferring  on  him  some 
additional  reward  ? 

Si&  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  that 
it  was  not  hia  intention  to  give  any  further 
money  reward  to  Colonel  Boxer.  He  doubted 
the  policy  of  conferring  large  money  re- 
wards on  men  in  the  Government  employ- 
ment for  discoveries  made  in   their  own 
particular  line,  and  thought  they  should 
rather  look  to  some  honorary  distinction, 
or    increased  emolument  in   their  office. 
When  the  Government  selected  an  officer 
on  account  of  hia  peculiar  personal  fitness 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  situation  to 
which  he  waa  appointed,   they   were,   he 
thought,  entitled  to  the  full  exercise  of  his 
professional  talents,  although  he  would  not 
go  the  length  of  saying  that  in  no  ease 
sboold  a  grant  of  money  be  made.     He 
Ihooght  he  had  taken  the  last  oourse  when 
he  lately  offered  Colonel  Boxer  a  greatly 
increased  salary. 

Gbhibal  DUNNE  expressed  his  conour- 
renee  with  what  had  fallen  from  hia  right 
Hon.  Friend  as  to  the  impoliey  of  giving 
large  money  rewarda  in  uiese  eaaea  aa  e 


general  rale,  and  he  felt  sure  that  he  also 
spoke  the  feelings  of  the  corps  of  Artillery 
and  Engineers  in  saying  so.  They  felt 
that  when  an  officer  of  a  scientific  corps 
waa  employed  in  the  arsenal  or  laboratory 
his  talents  and  inventions  were  due  to  the 
service ;  the  latter  he  tried  and  perfected 
at  the  public  expense — what  could  not  be 
done  by  a  private  inventor — and  the  credit 
he  waa  sure  to  receive,  and  such  profes- 
sional advancement  aa  would  follow,  were 
the  rewards  a  soldier  should  look  to.  The 
inventions  of  private  manufacturers  came 
under  the  knowledge  of  the  Government 
officers,  and  of  rival  inventions  they  had 
the  opportunity  for  pirating  from  the  in- 
ventions they  were  called  on  to  examine, 
and  as  a  fact  such  accusations  had  been 
made,  but  aa  it  was  desirable  that  the  lat- 
ter should  be  above  suspicion  he  thought 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  had  wisely  de- 
termined to  give  them  promotion  and  en- 
couragement in  the  way  of  their  profession 
rather  than  money  rewards. 

Tee  Marquess  of  H ARTINGTON  said, 
he  had  heard  with  regret  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  with  reference  to  rewarding  the  inven- 
tors. The  principle  had  never  before  been 
laid  down  that  officers  of  the  Government 
were  not  to  be  rewarded  for  inventiona,  and 
it  was  not  fair  that  this  new  principle 
should  be  applied  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Boxer  without  warning.  Mr  Fraser  had 
been  rewarded  with  the  sum  of  £5,000. 
He  understood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  offered  Colonel  Boxer  an  increase 
of  salary  to  the  amount  of  £200  or  £300 ; 
but  as  Colonel  Boxer'a  appointment  would 
only  last  two  years  longer,  he  would  receive 
no  more  than  £600  from  his  additional  pay 
if  he  had  accepted  the  offer.  He  thought 
Colonel  Boxer  had  done  right  in  refusing  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that  be 
had  lately  refused  an  application  for  another 
reward  made  by  Mr.  Fraser. 

Colonel  JBRVIS  congratulated  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  his  sudden  conversion,  for 
last  year  he  was  not  able  to  convince  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  it  was  not  right  to 
allow  officers  to  take  out  patents  for  inven- 
tions of  a  similar  character  to  those  on  the 
merits  of  which  they  might  have  to  decide. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £154,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Administration  of  the  Army. 

Loud  BLCHO  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  postpone  the  Vote,  in 
2  12 
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order  that  he  might  sahmit  a  Motion  to  the 
Committee  upon  the  suhject. 

Major  JERVIS  complained  that  the 
salaries  of  the  Controller  General  and  the 
General  in  charge  of  the  Reserve  Armj  were 
not  included  in  this  Vote. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire would  throw  no  obstacle  in  the  waj 
of  proceeding  with  the  Vote.  The  subject 
alluded  to  by  his  noble  Friend  had  been 
Yery  fully  and  ably  discussed,  and  although 
the  House  was  not  very  full  at  the  time, 
still  those  who  were  present  were  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  wero  most  competent  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  He  was  most  anxious 
not  only  that  the  Vote  should  be  taken,  but 
acted  upon,  in  the  first  instance  in  Ireland. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Harwich  (Major  JerTis)  that  the  salary 
of  the  Commander  of  the  Reserve  Army  was 
not  included  in  the  Vote,  he  said  it  was 
because  it  would  give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of 
discussion,  and  it  was  thought  better  to 
take  it  separately. 

Major  JERVIS  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  Controller  General  was  to 
rank  as  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  replied  in 
the  affirmative. 

Grneral  DUNNE  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  system  of  control 
should  be  tried  first  in  Ireland — a  subor- 
dinate branch — and  not  at  once  in  the  Head 
Department  in  Fall  Mall.  The  organiza- 
tion of  the  Irish  Department  would  not 
serve  as  any  test  of  the  success  of  the 
system  proposed,  and  if  anything  effectual 
was  to  be  done  there  must  be  a  complete 
and  radical  change  in  the  present  system, 
which  rendered  every  military  Department 
inefficient. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £13,700,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Rewards  for  Distinguished  Service. 

(7.)  £36,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pay  of  General  Officers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £389,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  (in  addition  to  the  sum 
of  £81,000  already  Toted  on  account),  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced 
and  Retired  Officers,  and  Half  Pay,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  from  the  first  day 
of  April  1808  to  the  dlst  day  of  March  1809,  in- 
clusive." 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdraum, 

(8.)  £98,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Widows'  Pensions,  &c 

Zord£leho 


(9.)  £11,800,  to  complete  the  stnn  for 
Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £15.600,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  Hospitals. 

(11.)  £839,600,  to  complete  the  sum  lor 
Out  Pensions. 

(12.)  £97,200,  to  complete  the  sno  for 
Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £8,700,  to  complete  the  son  for 
Militia,  Yeomanry,  Ca?afry,  and  Yolanteor 
Corps. 

On  Motion  for  reporting  the  Retolntiooi 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  hoped  theiMxt 
Parliament  would  takejnp  the  question  •£ 
the  constitution  of  the  War  Department  of 
the  country,  because  if  such  were  done  it 
would  be  found  to  be  the  worst  admioiitanS 
and  the  most  expensif  e  part  of  the 
serrice.     The  question,   moreover,  of 
relationship  between  the  Secretary  at  Wi 
and  the  Commander-in-Chief  also  reqw 
serious  consideration. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  it  would  be  in 
recollection  of  the  House  that  at  an  osil^ 
period  of  the  Session  the  questioa  wi^ 
raised  as  to  whether  the  Capitation  6ruA 
was  or  was  not  sufficient.  An  impreiHi^ 
then  prevailed  that  before  the  close  of  thiiV 
Session  a  Commission  would  be  appoiatoA 
to  decide  the  question.  Ho  had  asked 
Secretary  of  State  whether  he  would 
point  a  Special  Commission  to 
who  was  right  on  the  question. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  M 
not  intend  to  refer  the  question  ofinereiitug 
the  Capitation  Grant  to  the  YoluntoMM 
a  Commission  ;  but  the  question  wooU  b# 
considered  by  the  Oofornment  frooitiM 
to  time  with  reference  to  its  Taryiogii'^ 
oumstanoes. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-meff9^' 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 


TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCB;  *» 
BILL— [Box  149.] 
{Sir  JaiMS  Fer^^uuson,  Mr.  Secretary  G,BfiH 
*      COiailTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pi^V^; 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  lesieW 
Chair."— (Ifr.  Oathome  Sard^,) 

Colonel  W.  STUART  laid,  AatM 
trust  which  was  in  debt  was  not  aDi** 
to  be  renewed  for  more  than  one  or  ft 
years,  he  waa  oonTinoed  then  wooU  ti< 
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more  Mtisfaetory  state  of  things  than  at 
present  As  long  as  the  present  system 
was  continued  they  would  ne?er  get  rid  of 
the  Turnpike  Act.  He  suggested  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  cer- 
tain persons  to  be  heard  with  regard  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  <'That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Queition,  in  order  to  ftdd  the  words 
•'the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Seleot  Oommittee/' 
-^CoUmtl  WiUiam  Stuart,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
QaesUon." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  doubted  whether 
any  benefit  would  arise  from  referring  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  at  this  period 
of  the  year ;  otherwise,  he  thought  it 
might  be  ad? isable  to  do  so.  The  practice 
into  which  the  House  had  gradually  fallen 
upon  this  subject  was  very  objectionable. 
Persons  had  lent  money  for  making  turn- 
pike roads,  and  obtained  a  lien  o?er  the 
tolls  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  He 
could  not  conceiTO  anything  more  clear  in 
principle  than  that  those  persons  were 
bound  by  their  bargain  for  a  term  of  years, 
and  that  that  bargain  affected  no  other 
persons  whatoTor.  If  they  had  had  to  deal 
with  indiTiduals,  did  anyone  think  that  an 
indi?idual  standing  in  the  place  of  the 
trust  who  had  entered  into  a  coTcnant  of 
that  kind  would  haTO  allowed  the  term  to 
be  renewed  and  the  tolls  to  be  continued 
for  the  benefit  of  the  other  party  to  the 
contract  who  had  entered  into  a  wrong 
bargain  ?  But  here  the  bargain  was  be- 
tween an  indifidual,  on  the  one  side,  and 
that  patient  animal  the  public,  on  the 
other.  When  indifidual  claims  came  into 
contact  with  public  rights,  they  obtained  a 
aanetion  to  which  they  were  not  entitled, 
and  the  public  went  to  the  wall.  They 
had  thus  got  into  a  difficulty  with  respect 
to  a  series  of  facts  for  which  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  was  no  more  responsible  than 
others  who  had  gone  before  him ;  but 
abases  so  gross  deri?ed  a  certain  amount 
of  authority  from  the  long  lapse  of  time 
and  the  repetition  of  the  offence.  Any 
proceeding  adopted  on  the  impulse  of  the 
moment  would  probably  substitute  a  prac* 
tical  injustice  for  what  was  a  gross  injus- 
tice in  principle  ;  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  prepared,  when  there  was  time 
for  consideration  of  the  subject,  to  take 
•ome  seriona  proceeding  for  the  settlement 


of  the  whole  question.  He  knew  that  the  tolls 
in  Lancashire,  for  instance,  were  not  main- 
tained for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  cre- 
ditors who  had  ndvanced  their  money  upon 
a  security  which  had  expired.  If  there 
was  a  case  which  deserTcd  the  application 
of  such  epithets  as  monstrous,  it  was  a 
case  like  this.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
there  would  be  a  consensus  amongst  official 
men  for  the  practical  examination  of  these 
matters,  and  to  consider  what,  on  the 
whole,  was  the  course  that  ought  to  he 
adopted  ;  and  that  thus  the  practice  into 
which  the  House  had  probably  slidden 
imperceptibly  would  be  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion, as  soon  as  any  fair  and  legitimate 
plan  for  the  purpose  could  be  dcTised. 

Mr.  GOLDNEY  said,  that  all  who,  like 
himself,  took  an  interest  in  the  state  of  turn- 
pike trusts  would  be  happy  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  explanation  he  had 
gifen  of  his  views  on  the  subject.  The 
Turnpike  Continuance  Act  had  grown  to 
be  considered  a  matter  of  course ;  and  at 
preseut  no  less  a  sum  than  £400,000  was 
paid  annually  under  it.  A  certain  indefi- 
nite time  might  be  fixed  for  its  termina- 
tion, and  a  Schedule  of  particulars  an- 
nexed, so  that  parties  connected  with  the 
trusts  would  know  at  what  time  they  would 
expire;  and  he  hoped  that  a  measure  for 
this  purpose  would  be  introduced  next 
Session. 

Mb.  KE  ate  thought  that  the  statement 
of  the  case  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Lancashire  a  very 
unjust  one.  He  contended  that  a  limit 
was  fixed  in  the  first  instance,  not  with  a 
view  to  the  discontinuance  of  the  tolls  at 
the  end  of  the  period,  but  in  order  to  giro 
Parliament  a  power  of  re? ision  where  that 
might  be  necessary. 

Mb.  LOCKE  remarked  that  the  invari- 
able plea  urged  by  turnpikes  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  period  allowed  them  was  that 
they  were  in  debt.  In  all  cases  where 
this  was  alleged  strict  inquiry  ought  to  be 
made,  because  in  several  instances  an  in- 
vestigation had  shown  that  turnpikes 
which  pleaded  indebtedness  were  perfectly 
solvent. 

Mb.  knight  reminded  the  House  that 
£20,000  per  annum,  which  was  formerly 
expended  in  Private  Bills  for  renewing 
turnpike  trusts,  was  saved  by  the  present 
procedure.  He  hoped  that  if  a  Select 
Committee  was  appointed  all  the  trusts  in 
the  kingdom  would  be  referred  to  it,  and 
that  some  solution  of  the  question  other 
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than  thai  of  throwing  the  roads  on  the 
parisheB  would  be  arrived  at. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  explained 
that  his  object  in  framing  the  present 
measure  had  been  to  facilitate  a  settlement 
of  this  controversy.  He  admitted  the 
force  of  the  objection  to  what  was  called 
the  secret  examination  into  the  trusts  at 
the  Home  Office,  and  he  had  added  the 
Schedules  to  the  Bill  with  the  view  of 
referring  them  next  SoBsiou  to  a  Commit- 
tee, so  that  the  real  condition  of  the  trusts 
might  be  ascertained,  and  inquiry  might 
be  made  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done. 
There  would  be  great  hardship  in  throw- 
ing the  maintenance  of  the  roads  on  small 
parishes,  some  of  which  had  comparatively 
little  interest  in  them.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  go  into  Committee,  and  he 
should  then  consent  to  reporting  Progress. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mihdravm. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eonndered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clook. 


HOUSE   OF  LOKDS, 
Friday,  July  10,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  SiLioT  CoMiami  —  Report^ 
Construction  of  the  House. 

Public  Bills— First  Reading — Portjpatrick  ^d 
Belfast  and  County  Down  Railwaj  Companies  * 
(238);  Indorsing  of  Warrants*  (240)  ;  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit*  (287); 
Land  Drainage  ProTisiooal  Order  Confirmation* 
(241);  Tain  Proyisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(242) ;  Hudson's  Bay  Company  *  (244) ;  Co- 
lonial GoTernors'  Pensions  Act  Amendment* 
(239). 

Second  Reading  —  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)  (201);  Libel  (Ireland)*  (209); 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  (206) ;  Bail- 
ways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment*  (177). 

Committee  —  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion 
(Ireland)  Act  Extension*  (18^);  Consular 
Marriages*  (198). 

Report — Curragh  of  Kildare  *  (195);  Renew- 
able Leasehold  Conversion  (Ireland)  Act  Ex- 
tension* (184);  Consular  Marriages  *  (198); 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  (228). 

Tfiird  Reading  —  Petroleum  Act  Amendment  * 
(178) :  Prisons  (Scotland)  Administration  Acts 
(Lanarkshire)  Amendment*  (202);  Dew  Zea- 
land (Legislative  Council)*  (197);  Admiralty 
Suits*  {182),  find  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  (229) ;  Lodgera'  Property  Protec- 
tion (186);  ChUdren,^.  Protection*  (187). 

Mr.  Knight 
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IRISH  CHURCH  COMMISSION. 

QUESTION. 

Lo&D  DUFFEEIN,  seeing  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  in  his  place,  wished 
to  be  permitted,  without  proper  NotioOi  to 
ask  him,  Whether  the  Report  of  the  Irish 
Church  Commission  was  likely  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  before  the  proroga- 
tion ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  was  likely 
to  be  circulated  before  the  dissolution  ? 

Eabl  stanhope  :  ULj  noble  Friend 
would  more  properly  have  addressed  hit 
Question  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of 
Meath,  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission ; 
but.  Lord  Meath  being  now  absent  from 
town,  I  will  very  readily  give  the  infor- 
mation the  noble  Lord  seeks.  I  haTe^ 
then,  to  state  that  the  CoramissionerB  on 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  hare 
agreed  to  their  recommendations,  and  hsTS 
settled  even  the  very  terms  of  their  Be- 
port.  There  is  only  one  reason  why  they 
have  not  been  able  to  present  their  Beporti 
and  that  is  that  it  has  reference  to  certain 
statistics,  the  entire  accuracy  of  which 
can  only  be  determined  by  a  Schedule  to 
the  Beport,  which  is  not  yet  oomplete. 
Your  Lordships  will  agree  that  we  ought 
not  to  present  any  Report  on  this  import- 
ant subject  without  being  entirely  satisfied 
of  the  aocuracy  of  the  statistics  contained 
in  it.  We  have,  therefore,  delayed  the 
signatures  until  the  Schedule  has  been  ob- 
tained. One  of  our  number  is  at  present 
in  Dublin  to  expedite  that  Schedule  as 
much  as  possible ;  and  we  have  every 
reason  to  believo  that  in  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks  the  Report  wiU  be  signed  and 
presented,  and  that  very  soon  after  it  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  your  Lordships.  The 
noble  Lord  properly  forbore  to  ask  informa- 
tion as  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
missioners ;  but  there  is  one  point  which 
it  will  not  be  a  breaoh  of  confidence  to 
refer  to,  and  it  is  that  whatever  our  re- 
oommendations  may  be  they  will  be  unani- 
mous, and  that  the  Report  will  receive  the 
signatures  of  everyone  of  the  Conmifl^ 
sioners.  This  is  no  unimportant  result  to 
have  attained  when  it  was  remembered 
that  the  Commission  was  oomposed  of  men 
of  very  different  politics,  some  of  whom 
sit  on  opposite  sides  of  your  Lordships 
House.  I  Uierefore  hope  that  the  unani- 
mity which  attends  our  recommendations, 
whatever  they  may  be,  will  bespeak  st  the 
hands  of  your  Lordships  and  of  the  ooon* 
try  a  respectful  consideration.  Without 
imputing  that  the  questioa  has  been  a 
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little  toQ  much  in  the  don^tiu  of  party 
politics,  and  that  it  has  sometimes  heen 
aii^ued  on  that  ground,  we  shall  leave  our 
Eeport  to  the  dispassionate  consideration 
of  the  Government  and  country,  upon 
these  two  grounds — that  it  will  contain 
much  authentic  information  not  at  present 
known  or  accessible,  and  \hat  it  will  bring 
forth  some  practical  and  useful  recommen- 
dations. 

SIR  ROBERT  NAPJER. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Consideration 
of  the  Queen's  Message  of  Yesterday  read. 

Message  read. 

Hovid,  That  a  hgmble  Address  be  presented  to 

Her  Unw9tj  to  retam  Her  Majesty  the  Thanks 

of  thu  House  for  Her  Majesty^  roost  gracious 

Heistge  informing  this  House  ''That  Her  Ma- 

jsslf,  taking  into   consideration    the  important 

Serfieee  rendered  by  Sir  Robert  Napier,  a  Lien- 

tenant-General  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  and  Com- 

naader-in-Cbief  of  the  Army  of  Bombay,  in  the 

Condoot  of  the  recent  Expedition  into  Abyssinia, 

tad  i>eing  deeiroas  to  eonfer  some  signal  Hark  of 

Her  Favour  for  these  and   other  distinguished 

Herits  upon  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier,  reoom- 

Bwpds  it  to  the  House  of  Lords  to  concur  in  en- 

tbiipi;  Her  Maieaty  to  make  Proviiion  for  secor- 

log  to  the  said  Sir  Robert  Napier  and  the  next 

•OTTiTing  Heir  Male  of  his  Body  a  Pension  of 

Two  thousand   Pounds  per    Annum;"   and    to 

usare  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will  cheer- 

iuily  concur  in  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  make 

woh  ProTision .— (  The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

LoBD  KELYILLE  said,  he  could  not 
withhold  the  expression  of  his  opinion 
that  in  granting  this  pension  to  Sir  Kobert 
Ifspier  for  two  lives  only  their  Lordships 
were  establishing  a  bad  precedent  instead 
of  following  a  good  one.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  pension  hayiog  been  granted 
for  such  distinguished  services  for  less  than 
tliree  lives.  Taking  into  account  the  dis- 
tinguished character  of  the  operationi,  the 
obstacles  which  had  been  overcome  in  the 
campaign,  and  the  signal  ability  displayed 
by  this  distinguished  officer,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  re-consider  their  de- 
termination^  and  grant  the  pension  on  the 
terms  which  had  been  invariably  followed 
heretofore — namely,  for  three  lives. 

Ea&l  BUSSELL  expressed  his  entire 
concurrence  in  the  Address  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  noble  Earl. 

Address  agrnd  to  Nemtne  Conirad^ 
cmU,  and  Ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Uajetty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Representation  of  the 
People  (Scotland)  Bill  and  the  Bills  ap- 
pointed for  Third  Beading  be  taken  before 
the  Kotioes  and  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day. 

FARLUMENTART  REFORM— 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL— (No.  235.) 
(  The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

COIOCONS'    AMENDMENTS. 

Commons'  Amendments  to  Lords'  Amend- 
ments and  Commons'  Reason  for  disagreeing 
to  One  of  the  Amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  eonstdered  (according  to  Order) ;  One 
disagreed  to. 

The  Earl  op  MALMESBTJBY:  My 
Lords,  I  interrupted  the  Business  of  the 
House  last  night,  thinking  it  my  duty  to 
inform  noble  Lords  on  ^th  sides  of  the 
House  that  it  had  come  to  my  knowledge 
that  a  very  important  Amendment  had 
been  made  in  this  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  object  was  that  nothing 
should  occur  which  would  appear  to  be 
either  inconvenient  or  unfair  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  that  Amendment,  which  we  thought  it 
our  duty  to  oppose.  It  was  the  impression 
of  the  Government,  and  probably  of  most 
if  not  all  your  Lordships,  that  when  we 
sent  down  the  Bill  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons it  was  finally  settled,  as  far  as  any 
impostant  alteration  was  eoncemed.  We 
did  not  expect  that  an  Amendment,  affect- 
ing, in  our  opinion,  the  principle,  not 
only  of  this  Bill,  but  of  the  three  Bills 
forming  the  great  scheme  of  Parliamentary 
Beform,  would  have  been  brought  forward 
and  carried.  The  principle  of  this  Bill, 
as  of  the  other  Bills,  has  always  been  that 
the  payment  of  rates  should  be  a  eine  qud 
nan  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  franchise: 
but  the  Commons'  Amendment  would 
strike  at  the  very  root  of  that  principle, 
for  it  proposes  to  enable  persons  to  vote 
without  having  been  assessed  to  the  poor 
rates,  and  therefore  without  having  bond 
fide  paid  their  rates.  In  Edinburgh  the 
effect  would  be  to  enable  a  very  large 
nvmber  of  persons  to  be  placed  on  the 
register  this  year,  and  therefore  to  vote  in 
the  election  next  November,  who  after- 
wards might  very  likely  not  pay  rates  at 
all.  The  probability  is  that  nine  out  of 
ten  would  be  in  tiie  category  of  those 
exempted  on  the  ground  of  poyerty  {  and 
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therefore  a  very  large  number  of  what  I 
maj  call  factitiouB  voters  would  take  part 
in  the  election,  and  would  afterwards 
virtually  cheat  the  constituencies  by  not 
paying  any  rate.  The  proposal  was  not 
brought  forward  when  the  Bill  was  ori- 
ginally discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  is  a  new  attempt  to  change 
one  of  its  great  principles  ;  and  with  all 
respect  to  that  House  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  that  it  should  have  been  adopted 
by  them  on  this  occasion.  I  therefore 
move  that  this  House  disagree  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  Ilouse  of  Commons  in 
the  interpretation  clause,  and  I  trust  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  will  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  course. 

Moved,  '*That  this  House  do  disagree 
to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in 
page  24,  line  32."— (2%tf  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  :  I  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  quite  entitled  to 
ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  this  Amend- 
ment, and  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  do 
not  in  the  least  oppose  the  Motion.  I  do  not 
think  the  Amendment  would  have  quite  so 
important  an  effect  as  the  noble  Earl  appre- 
hends ;  but  still  it  is  no  doubt  one  of  some 
importance.  It  would  appear  from  the  Re- 
ports of  the  proceedings  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  it  was  represented  that 
Amendments  had  been  made  in  this  House 
by  your  Lordships  in  a  restrictive  sense,  and 
that  this  Amendment  was  described  as  hav- 
ing for  its  object  the  removal  of  those  re- 
strictions. Now,  I  am  sure  the  noble  Earl 
and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
no  Amendment  was  made  here  in  a  re- 
strictive sense  ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  few  words  proposed  by  me  and  assented 
to  by  the  Government  were  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  one  or  two  towns  where 
there  are  no  poor  rates,  and  were  therefore, 
of  an  enfranchising  character.  In  reject- 
ing the  Amendment  we  are,  in  fact,  ad- 
hering to  the  Bill  as  it  came  up  to  us  from 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  he  should  cor- 
dially support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl.  Had  the  Bill  come  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships originally  with  this  provision  in  it, 
there  might,  no  doubt,  have  been  much 
argument  in  favour  of  it ;  but,  introduced 
at  this  period,  when  they  were  all  agreed 
that  no  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  impossible 
for  their  Lordships  to  assent  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  Matmeelury 


The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  The  soUe 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  is  perfectly 
accurate  in  what  he  has  stated.  When  tlie 
Bill  originally  came  up  to  ns  it  providel 
that  a  dwelling  house  should  include  any 
part  of  a  house  occupied  as  a  sepante 
dwelling  house  and  the  occupier  of  whifih 
was  separately  rated  to  the  relief  of  die 
poor.  It  was  pointed  out — I  thiok  \j 
the  noble  Duke — that  there  are  eerail 
parishes  in  Scotland  where  no  poorntn 
are  levied,  and  that  consequently  penoM 
who  would  be  otherwise  entitled  to  voto 
in  those  parishes  would  lose  their  voieai 
the  clause  stood.  It  was,  therefore,  vift 
the  object  of  enfranchising  a  large  nmnte 
of  persons  who  otherwise  would  not  nb 
that  your  Lordships  made  an  AmendmeBt 
It  was  an  enlarging  and  not  a  restrictnt 
Amendment ;  and  having  been  msde  hj 
this  House,  the  House  of  Commons  liil 
last  night  the  opportunity  of  consideriig 
it,  and  then  they  introduced  the  very  ob* 
jectionable  words  to  which  my  mUb 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Malmeabury;  his  in- 
ferred. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Other  of  the  Commons'  AmendmeDti  aareeik^  • 
and  Lordi'  Amendment  to  which  the  Comi 
disagree  not  insist^  on;  and  a  Committot 
pointed  to  prepare  Reasons  to  be  oflsred  to 
Ck>mmons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  One  of  tk* 
Amendments  made    by    the    Commons  to  ib0 
Amendments  made  bj  the  Lords  to  the  said  KB  > 
the  Committee  to  meet  forthwith :  Report  fioi^ 
Committee  of  a  Reason  prepared  hj  theaB,na' 
and  agreed  to :  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Ce^^ 
mens  to  return  the  said  BiU  with  the  BesiOi. 

LODGERS'  PROPERTY  PROTECTIW 

BILL. 
(The  Marquesi  Town^endJ) 
(no.  186,)       BILL  WITHDBAWV. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Beii' 
ing  read. 

The  Mahquess    TOWNSHEND  ^ 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  which  he  wodd 
ask  their  Lordships  to  read  a  second  tai^ 
was  to  protect  the  property  of  lodgtf* 
against  unjnst  seizure  on  the  part  of  A* 
landlord,  and  he  trusted  their  Lordiliip' 
would  assent  to  his  Motion  and  then^ 
affirm  the  principle.     The  present  f^^ 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  property  ^ 
lodgers  was  veiy  unsatis&otory,  vai  *»* 
queutly  gave  nse  to  great  haiddi^  ^ 
large  numbers  of  poor  but  desernngl**' 
pie.  Lodgers  were  liable  to  hare  t^F?[ 
perty  seized  for  the  debts  of  their  liadkn 
without  any  reason  bebg  giten  te  ^ 
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idinm^  and  without  the  snudlest  hope  of 
reeorering  what  was  taken  away.  A  land- 
lord let  hia  house,  not  upon  the  security 
c^  his  tenant's  lodgers,  but  upon  their  be- 
Ihf  of  the  tenant's  solvency,  and  it  was 
?wy  unjust  that  lodgers  should  be  made 
to  nfibr  for  debts  with  which  they  had 
Boflifaig  to  do.  The  present  Bill  would 
ranoTe  many  of  the  eyils  of  the  existing 
hw  without  interfering  in  any  way  with 
file  equitable  rights  of  the  landlord.  That 
mne  such  measure  was  needed  could  be 
Aimdantly  proved.  Scarcely  a  day  passed 
.  without  applications  being  made  at  the  me- 
toopolitan  police  courts  for  protection  against 
,-lft6lity  to  the  seizure  of  goods  belonging 
'  ^lodgers.    The  very  clothes  of  the  lodger 

a  liable  to  seizure.   He  proposed  by  this 
bo  give  the  Justices  power,  where  the 
appeared  to  call  for  it,  to  grant  an 
protecting  the  properly  of  lodgers, 
he  hoped  that  what  he  had  said  would 
held  to  be  a  sufficient  justification  for 
png  upon  the  House  uie  propriety  of 
jiMiig  a  simple,  just,  and  properly  de- 
md  measure  for  the  protection  of  people, 
^nij  numerous  and  very  poor,  who  were 
^  sol  able  to  protect  themselves. 

J&Mi,  •«  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
^'"^^n^  Ma/rqwii  Towruhend,) 

Ikb  lord  chancellor  said,  that 
if  tile  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  protect 
Mgen  against  the  general  creditors  or 
^iieeution  creditors  of  the  owner  of  the 
kose  it  was  quite  useless,  because  those 
anditors  had  no  right  whatever  to  seize 
tts  goods  of  the  lodger.  But  if,  on  the 
_  oftorhand,  the  object  was  to  protect  the 
b  lodger  against  distress  levied  by  the  su- 
[  pvior  landlord,  then  the  noble  Marquess 
'  ftopoeed  to  alter  the  whole  law  of  distress 
■  fa  Uie  country.  The  way  that  should  be 
tae  was  not  by  arming  the  Justices  with 
P^er  to  give  protection  to  the  beds,  tables, 
.:.  J*d  chairs  of  the  lodger  against  distraint, 
^^nt  to  say  once  for  all  that  no  landlord 
'^  aoold  have  the  right  to  distrain  anything 
i  j?  &e  preinises  except  what  belonged  to 
li«  own  tenant. 

,     Ibb  Marquess  op  WESTME ATH  said, 

^  yt  whatever  Amendments  it  might  be 

9  «>rin^)le  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  it  was 

jy^mary  that  something  should  be  done. 

At  Was  himself  personally  acquainted  with 

*^ie  of  great  hardship,  in  which  a  lady 

^  taken  unfurnished  lodgings  iu  Bel- 

'C?^  and  had  not  only  paid  her  rent, 

^  had  given  money  out  of  her  pocket  to 

'Anre  the  distress  of  her  landlord,  and  yet 
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the  furniture  was  seized  by  the  superior 
landlord,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  baiMs 
for  sale.  8ome  effort  ought  to  be  made  to 
remedy  so  great  an  injustice.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  might  not  be  the  best  for  the 
purpose,  but  it  might  be  altered  so  as  to 
afford  some  remedy.  He  hoped  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  allow  the  BUI  to 
be  read  a  second  time,  and  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  some  progress  might 
be  made  with  the  questiou. 

The  Mabquess  TOWNSHEND  said, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  he  would  not  persevere  with 
the  Motion. 

Order  discharged, 

BiU,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 

HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT— THE 
STATUES  IN  WESTMINSTER  HALL. 

QTTXSTIOlf. 

Viscount  HARDINGE  asked.  Whether 
the  Statues  now  in  Westminster  Hall  were 
permanently  placed  there?  He  believed 
he  spoke  the  opinions  of  many  most  com- 
petent judges  when  he  said  that  these  mo- 
dem statues  were  not  in  harmony  with 
the  ancient  character  of  the  Hall.  But 
he  objected  to  the  statues  on  other  grounds 
— he  thought  they  were  inferior  works  of 
art.  He  would  not  wish  to  say  anything 
offensive  to  the  artists  who  had  executed 
them ;  ho  did  not  even  know  the  names  of 
any,  except  one ;  nor  would  he  say  that 
they  were  '*  vulgar  productions  "  as  was 
said  in  "  another  place;  "  but  he  did  not 
think  they  were  creditable  to  the  artists 
to  whom  they  had  been  entrusted.  These 
statues  had  been  shifted  about  from  place 
to  place,  and  it  would  seem  that  those  who 
had  charge  of  them  were  glad  to  find  a 
place  for  them  anywhere.  They  were 
first  placed  in  the  Eoyal  Corridor,  but 
were  found  too  large  for  that  passage,  and 
then  the  question  arose  what  was  to  be 
done  with  them.  A  council  of  war  was 
held,  and  some  one  suggested  that  they 
should  be  removed  to  Westminster  Hall ; 
but  he  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  judge 
for  themselves  what  were  their  merits 
from  an  artistic  point  of  view  in  that  po- 
sition, No  doubt  it  would  be  said  that 
a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
approved  of  the  statues  being  placed 
where  they  were,  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  their  Lordships  should  be  prevented 
from  expressing  their  opinion  against  their 
being  continued  to  be  kept  there.   A  deoi- 
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non  of  the  House  of  Commomi  was  sot 
neoessarily  final,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  accepted  as  absolute  arbiters 
in  matters  of  art.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Privy  Seal,  Whether  any 
definite  and  final  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  with  regard  to  these  statues  and 
their  ultimate  destination  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MALMEBBTJBY:  It  is 
not  my  duty  nor  my  intention  to  defend 
in  an  artistic  point  of  yiew  the  statues 
which  haye  been  placed  in  Westminster 
Hall.  When  my  noble  Friend  (Yiscount 
Hardinge)  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject  I  was  in  hopes  that  he  was  going 
to  suggest  a  better  site  for  them,  seeing  he 
considers  that  the  present  one  is  unsuit- 
able and  undesirable.  It  might  bare  re- 
moved a  difficulty  had  he  done  so«  The 
noble  Viscount  has  informed  your  Lord- 
ships of  the  history  of  these  statues.  They 
have  led  rather  a  wandering  life.  They 
were  in  the  first  instance  placed  in  the 
Euyal  Corridor ;  but  they  looked  so  gigan- 
tic that  they  had  to  be  removed.  Mr. 
Barry  suggested  that  they  should  be  placed 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  that  proposition 
was  approved  of  both  by  Mr.  Oowper  and 
Lord  John  Manners,  and  ratified  by  a 
majority  of  157  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  opinion  of  those  two  Gen- 
tlemen,  who  have  had  great  experience  in 
such  matters,  is  one  to  which  deference 
should  be  paid ;  and  as  that  opinion  has, 
as  I  have  said,  been  backed  up  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  statues  will  be  removed  from 
their  present  position.  I  do  not  see  where 
else  we  can  put  them  except  into  the 
street — where,  at  all  events,  they  would 
not  be  in  keeping  with  their  surroundings. 
I  believe^  that  the  only  suggestion  which 
has  been  made  by  way  of  improving  the 
appearance  of  the  statues  is  that  the 
wall  behind  them  should  be  made  of  a 
darker  colour.  I  hope  that  when  this 
has  been  done  that  they  will  be  placed  in 
chronological  order. 

Loan  BEDESDALE  hoped  that  if  the 
statues  remained  in  their  present  position 
they  would  at  least  be  dusted  once  a  week. 
The  effect  of  the  dust  which  had  lodged 
upon  them  was,  to  destroy  all  the  finer 
outlines. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  said,  that  in  their 
present  position  the  statues  were  very 
incongruous  and  out  of  keeping  with  the 
Hall.  Waiving  altogether  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  statues,  no  one  could  differ 
from  this  opinion ;  but  he  did  not  think 

Viicount  Harding^ 


that  those  who  expressed  it  should  be 
bound  to  find  another  site.  He  did  not 
understand  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  finally  determined  in  favour  of  the 
pres<)nt  site,  and  he  hoped  that  during 
the  Becess  some  attempt  would  be  made  to 
find  one  where  the  statues  would  be  more 
in  harmony  with  what  was  around  them. 

COASTING  TRADE  OF  FRANCE. 
▲nnsBss  FOB  a  papeb. 

Thx  Marquess  of  CLANEICABDB 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  exclusion  of 
British  ships  ft-om  the  French  coasting 
trade,  and  to  move  an  Address  for  Corre- 
spondence relating  thereto.  As  the  mat- 
ter now  stood  when  our  ships  discharged  a 
cargo  at  a  French  port  they  oould  not  load 
another  cargo  for  any  other  French  port. 
Last  year  an  application  was  made  to  the 
French  Government  on  the  subject.  How- 
ever favourable  personally  the  French 
Emperor  might  be  to  the  objects  of  the 
deputation,  he  could  only,  of  course,  re&r 
the  deputation  to  the  Minister  of  Com- 
merce, who  said  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  relax  the  existing  laws  in  favour  of 
British  vessels,  and  that  the  exclanon 
must  be  strictly  maintained.  He  begged 
to  ask  what  had  been  done  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  hoped  that  whatever  documents 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Foreign  Office 
would  be  produced,  in  order  to  enable  their 
Lordships  to  form  a  judgment  on  the  mat- 
ter. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  praseatad 
to  Her  Majestj  for,  Copiei  or  aoy  CorrespoodenM 
that  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Foreifu 
OfBce  and  Her  Majesty's  AmJ^assador  at  Paris, 
and  of  any  Communications  from  British  Sbi^ 
owDtrs,  in  reforence  to  the  Exclusion  of  Britidi 
Vessels  from  the  Coasting  Trade  of  France,  sad 
to  the  existing  Treaties  between  Franoe  and  Spsia 
or  any  other  Country  relating  to  that  Trade.— 
( The  Mdrqueis  of  Clamicarde,) 

Thb  £abl  07  MALMESBUBY  ssid, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Goyermnent  had  for 
some  time  directed  their  attention  to  the 
important  subject  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  brought  under  their  Lordships' 
noticci  and  LonL  Lyons  had  been  reqassted 
to  avail  himself  of  every  opportuoity  of 
endeavouring  to  induce  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  take  a  more  liberal  course  opoa 
this  subject.  There  was,  however,  oo 
treaty  to  bind  the  French  Government  to 
do  so,  and  we  must  continue  to  hope  that 
they  would  consider  the  subject  in  the 
libera^  spiiit  in  which  they  n^otiated  the 
commercial  treaty.    In  the  present  stats 
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tfttuMgottBtioniitwoaldiiotbedeBirablel  — although  he  liad  no  knowledge  of  tho 
to  pnbliih  the  Fapen  which  the  noble  roter — that  he  heliared  the  votiag  paper 
Xki^ium  asked  for  ;  hat  he  might  rest  to  be  signed  by  him ;  and  this  seemed  to 
■MDred  that  the  Oorernment  was  not  in~  o^^er  facilities  to  agents  for  obtaining  voting 
■ctire  on  the  lahjeot,  and  maintained  com-  j  paperg  by  tcorei.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
B  with  the  French  GoTemment  this  was  one  of  those  checks  which  were 
I  necessary  oil  the  voting  paper  system,  and 
L(»S  TAUNTON  did  not  quite  agree  I  therefore  he  thought  the  Sill  proposed  an 
viththenobleUarqaesainthewayhehad  experiment  of  a  doubtful  character.  Still, 
pt  the  case.  No  doubt  we  had  no  direct  as  a  similar  method  had  been  adopted  in 
tratj  claim  on  the  French  Qorerament  oo    the  Scotch  Reform  Bill,  and  it  had  received 


sponit 


Uis  aabject ;   bat  he  thought  we   had 

pod  groand  of  appeal  to  tiiem  under  the 

"DHt  favoured  nation  clause,"    which 

■titled  OS  to  claim  that  we  should  be 

alieed  od  an  equal  footing  with  the  most 

nwied  nation;  end  we  were,  he  thought, 
:  mix  that  entiUed  to  the  same  privileges 
I  ftltliid  been  conceded  to  Spain. 
I     TU    Vamuess   or    CLANRICAEDE 

ribnd  a  few  words  in  explanation,  and 
■;  idihe  would  not  press  his  Motiob. 
Xotimt  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with- 

\    larTERsiTr  elections  (vorfflc 

:  FAPERS)  BILL.— (No.  301.) 

{The  Lord  ClinUm.) 
SECOND  nEADDia. 

:    lou  CLINTON,  in  moving  that  the  ,  w  -.       ., 

1  Wbe  now  read  the  second  time,  said  that  |  T^I'^i^y^r^!^, 

r  Ik  only  object  was  to  extend  to  thi 


the  sanction  of  Her  Hajesty's  Government, 
he  wouldjiot  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  measure. 

LoHD  STANLEY  op  ALDBRLBT 
said,  that  if  the  security  were  neceesary 
it  ought  to  be  taken  in  the  Scotch  Bill. 

LoBD  CLINTON  said,  the  Bill  put  the 
English  Universities  on  the  same  footing 
as  Uie  Scotch  Universities  were  left  by  the 
Scotch  Eeform  BUI. 

The  EiBL  or  ElMBEBLEY  said,  the 
Aet  by  which  voting  papers  were  intra- 
duced  at  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uni- 
verrities  was  applied  to  the  University  of 
London  by  the  Reform  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion ;  but  it  was  thought  desirable  in  the 
latter  case  to  relax  the  provision  which 
required  personal  knowledge  of  the  voter 
in  the  person  who  presented  the  voting 
laper.  The  circumstances  of  the  London 
itorially  different  from 
those  of  the  other  Universities.     In  the 


:  l«.lm  of  Oxford  .nd  C.mbridge  Ihe  ..no  I  l-'t"  Ik™  "»'•  ■  l.^«  »™b.j  of  r-idoot 
^»-lil».  in   tie  emplorneut   of    „,i„g    "•»'«■  wt«  wore  Mqu.mted  genonlly, 


d  to  the  Scotch  Universities  and  the 
1  University, 

M»Mi.  '•  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2'." 
-{Jb  Lord  Clinlon.) 

la  EiBL  ov  DERBY  said,  he  doubted 
■*  propriety  of  the  relaxation  proposed. 
p<  mbject  of  voting  papers  in  relation 
*fli8  two  Univereities  had  been  largely 


"•rtsd  hy  which  two  checks  against  per- 
*^Mtion  were  retained — which  were  that 
^  toter  should  be  personally  known  to 
4»  Bagiatrata  in  whose  presence  thi 
^ti^  paper  was  signed,  and  that  thi 
~"r  should  be  farther  identified  by  the 
W  who  presented  his  proxy.  Now, 
■•  UuieTBtood  that  the  object  of  the  BUI 
J^to  do  away  with  the  second  security. 
^dir  the  plan  now  proposed  it  was  quite 
|W  that  any  man  who  had  no  reason  to 
Nwn  the  oontniy  ooold  solemnly  declare 


™'  voters  were  scattered  all  over  the  country. 

If  in  their  case  the  same  restrictions  were 
imposed  as  existed  in  the  case  of  the  older 
Universities,  so  few  Members  of  the  Lon- 
t  University  would  be  able  to  vote  that 
ire  could  scarcely  be  said  to  be  a  fair 
representation  of  the  University.     It  was 
this  diffioulty  with  respect  to  London  which 
was  really  the  cause  of  the  Bill  being  intro- 
duced ;    and  then  it  was  represented  that 
_  _         to  avoid  distinution  the  other  Univereilies 

Q  were  relaiued — which  were  that  [  must  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing, 
■      "  ■  "     ■  I   .  Thb  LOHD  CHANCELLOR;  It  is  de- 

sirable that  your  Lordships  should  exactly 
understand  the  position    in    which  this 

J question   stands    with    reference    to    the 

^^m  who  presented  his  proxy.     Now,    Scotch  Bill,     In  the  Scotch  Reform  Bill, 

"*  UuieTBt4M>d  that  the  object  of  the  Bill    which  has  passed  the  House  of  Commons 

!^ to  do  away  with  the  second  security,  land    baa    also    passed    your    Lordships' 

""       '  '  ■■  House,  you  have  already  provided  that 

the  Act  regulating  the  elections  ibr  the 

English  Universities  shall,  with  reapeet  to 
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voting  papers,  be  applied  to  the  Scotch 
TJniverBities  ;  but  with  this  exception — 

*'  Except  BO  much  of  that  Act  as  requires  that 
the  person  delivering  the  voting  paper  shall  make 
attestation  of  his  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
Toter." 

You  have  therefore  already  enacted  in  the 
Scotch  Bill  that  a  University  voting  paper 
may  be  handed  in  without  the  attestation 
of  the  person  handing  it  in  that  he  is 
personally  acquainted  with  the  voter.  I 
have  no  doubt  there  is  a  good  reason  for 
making  that  exception  in  the  case  of  the 
Scotch  Universities,  and  no  doubt  there 
is  equally  good  reason  for  extending  it  to 
the  case  of  the  London  University.  Then 
the  question  you  have  to  consider  is  this 
— if  you  make  exceptions  for  the  Scotch 
and  London  Universities,  can  you  possibly 
maintain  different  regulations  for  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  ?  It  was  the  feeling  that 
that  could  not  be  done  which  led  to  the 
introduction  of  this  measure.  A  little 
misapprehension  has  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  Scotch  Bill, 
which  at  first  sight  seems  connected  with 
this,  but  is  really  quite  different.  In  the 
Scotch  Reform  Bill  as  it  came  up  from  the 
other  House  there  was  in  the  Schedule  a 
form  of  attestation  to  be  signed  by  the 
magistrate  who  received  the  voting  paper, 
and  who  had  to  declare  that  he  was  per- 
sonally acquainted  with  the  voter,  who 
signed  it  in  his  presence.  Your  Lordships 
struck  out  the  words  which  made  the 
magistrate  declare  his  personal  acquaint- 
ance with  the  voter,  and  the  words  so 
struck  out  have  been  re-inserted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  With  that  Amend- 
mebt  your  Lordships  to-night  have  agreed ; 
but  this  is  quite  a  different  matter  from 
the  Bill,  which  will  apply  to  the  English 
Universities,  and  assimilate  them  to  the 
others. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  Scotch  Universities 
were  different  from  those  of  the  English 
Universities.  There  was  a  comparatively 
small  resident  body,  and  it  would  disfran- 
chise a  large  number  of  voters  if  they 
could  not  transfer  their  voting  papers 
except  to  personal  friends — a  restriction 
which,  it  seemed  to  him,  did  not  provide 
much  security  against  personation. 

LoBi)  REDESBALE  approved  the  re- 
laxation on  the  ground  that  it  offered  a 
precedent  for  introducing  voting  papers 
generally.  He  did  not  see  why  any  voter, 
as  well  as  a  member  of  a  Univex^iity, 
should   not  go  before  a  magistrate  who 

The  Lord  Okmcelhr 


knows  him,  and  fill  up  a  voting  paper, 
which  might  be  tendered  in  the  same  way 
as  a  graduate's  voting  paper. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  eommUUi 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  HouBe  on 
Tueiday  next. 

ARTIZANS'  AND   LABOURERS*  DWELL- 
INGS   BILL.— (No.  228.) 
( The  Lord  Chelmsford) 

SEFOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lonn  CHELMSFOBJ)  said,  he  desired 
to  explain  to  their  Lordships  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  introduced  into  the 
Bill  by  the  Select  Committee  to  which  it 
had  been  referred.  The  Members  of  the 
CommittjBe  had  given  their  most  careful 
consideration  to  the  whole  subject,  and 
every  point  underwent  the  closest  and 
most  minute  examination,  no  alteration 
having  been  made  without  the  fullest  dis- 
cussion. But  although  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  introduced  had,  on  eveiy 
occasion,  received  the  unanimous  approrsl 
of  the  Committee^  the  House  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  place  such  confidence  as  to 
take  upon  trust  all  the  alterations  which 
they  had  recommended.  The  changes 
proposed  were  certainly  Tery  considerable 
— and  indeed  the  features  of  the  Bill  were 
so  altered  that  on  its  returning  to  the  Honse 
of  Commons  it  would  be  haridly  recogniza- 
ble. The  difficulty  of  devising  a  proper 
remedy  for  the  evils  against  which  this 
Bill  was  directed  could  only  be  properly 
estimated  by  those  who  had  dosel]^  con- 
sidered the  subject  from  every  point  of 
view.  It  was  quite  clear,  however,  that 
no  Bill  could  be  of  any  avail  unless  it  were 
compulsory.  Permissive  Bills  had  been 
tried  and  had  signally  failed.  On  the 
whole  he  believed  the  Coaimittee  had  sa^ 
ceeded  in  framing  a  measure  which  was 
sufficient  to  attain  the  end  in  view,  hating 
a  due  regard  to  the  rights  of  property. 
The  first  subject  to  which  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  was  directed  was  tiie  Au- 
thority in  the  metropolis  to  which  the 
powers  of  the  Act  ought  to  be  intrufltedj 
The  Local  Authority  proposed  by  the  Bill 
as  it  was  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons,  was  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  Petitions,  however,  had  been  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships'  House  fit>m  tbe 
vestries  of  many  of  the  great  parishes  xn 
London,  compluning  of  that  arnuigem^^^^ 
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^  flit  Bill  origixiany  itood  most  important 
^rods  would   probaby  have  had  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  Board,  and  provision 
was  made  to  raiae  the  sums  required  for 
noh  works  by  means  of  a  local  rate.    It 
irsB  objected  to  this  arrangement  that  it 
would  be  a  Tery  hard  thing  to  make  per- 
Kmi  lending  at  a  distance  from  the  place 
where  the  nuisance  existed  contribute  to  a 
rate  raiaed  for  apurpose  in  which  apparently 
thej  had  no  interest  at  all.  Now,  perhaps, 
on  principle  it  might  be  said  that  the  whole 
of  the  metropolis  was  interested  in  pre- 
Yeatmg  disease  and  infection  in  any  part 
of  it;  bat  the  Committee  had  deemed  it 
Qght  to  alter  the  Bill,  so  as  to  obviate  the 
ikjeetion.    They  came  to  the  conclusion 
ttaii  tinder  all  tne  circumstances,  it  would 
le  hotter  to  impose  the  duty  of  carrying 
fte  Act  into  execution  on  the  vestries  and 
Aftrict  Boards  in  the  metropolis,  as  being 
closely  and  immediately  interested 
\h  the  matter  than  the  Board  of  Works. 
fSbo  next  point  considered  by  the  Corn- 
was  as  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Officer — a  most  important  agent 
tiie  carrying  of  the  Bill  into  effect,  as 
his  report  all  the  subsequent  proceed- 
rdepended.   It  was  originally  proposed 
he  should  be  appointed  by  the  Metro- 
Board  of  Works  ;  but  as  the  Local 
rity  had  been  since  changed  it  was 
~  desirable  by  the  Committee  that 
testries  and  district  Boards  should  not 
the  power  of  appointing  and  remov- 
rfag  the  Medical  Officer  without  some  check 
yiftd  oontrol.     The  Committee,  therefore, 
hod  that  the  appointment  and  the  re* 
of  the  Medical  Officer  should  only 
made  with  the  sanction  of  the  Poor 
lilt  Board.     The  next  point  the  Commit- 
flM  had  to  consider  was  what  should  be 
;ioae  in  cases  where  structural  alterations 
■  iniB  necessary.     As  the  Bill  stood  origi- 
iMly  it  was  provided  that  on  the  Local 
^^Bftority  receiving   the  Beport  of  the 
[liedieal  Officer  they  should  send  it  to 
^Irir  Engineer  or  Surveyor,  whose  duty 
Jk  would  be  to  take  it  into  his  consi- 
faition,  and  to  state  what  alterations 
^  'WOiild,  in  his  opinion,  be  necessary.  Now, 
l^fte  Committee  thought  it  most  desirable 
^  the  Local  Authority  should  be  re- 
Vbied  to  appoint  a  Surveyor  to  examine 
'  J^  premises    after  the    Report  of   the 
jbdioal  Officer  had  been  sent  in,  and  to 
v^termine  and  report  whether  the  defects 
V>iiB  such  as  required  to  be  remedied  by 
J^aetmal  alterations,  or  whether  it  would 
N  nsflaaMinr  fhat  the  prenuses,  or  any 
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part  of  them,  should  be  demolished.  The 
Dill  only  provided  for  the  sending  of  the 
Report  of  the  Medical  Officer  to  the  owner 
of  the  premises ;  but  the  Committee  had 
thought  it  right  that  the  latter  should  also 
receive  the  Report  of  the  Engineer  or 
Surveyor,  and  diould  further  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  appearing  before  the 
Local  Authority  and  objecting  to  any  Or- 
der being  made.  In  the  original  Bill  no 
provision  was  made  to  meet  a  state  of 
things  which  was  very  likely  indeed  to 
arise— the  event  of  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty alleging  that  its  condition  did  not 
arise  from  any  defS&ult  on  his  part,  but  was 
owinff  to  some  defect  in  his  neighbour's 
premises,  or  some  drain  which  the  parish 
were  bound  to  keep  in  repair.  To  meet 
such  a  case  the  Committee  had  recom- 
mended if  the  Local  Authority  decided 
against  the  objection  the  party  aggrieved 
might  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions 
against  the  decision,  giving  notice  to  the 
person  or  persons  whom  he  had  alleged  to 
be  in  default.  From  the  decision  of  the 
Quarter  Sessions  there  would  be  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  Another 
point  of  very  material  importance,  in  which 
the  Committee  found  it  necessary  to  make 
considerable  change  in  the  Bill,  was  this — 
As  the  Bill  stood  when  it  came  before  the 
Committee,  suppose  the  owner  should  not 
like  to  make  the  necessary  repairs  or  al- 
terations, power  was  given  to  the  Local 
Authority  to  either  shut  up  the  premises 
or  purchase  them,  and  provision  was  made 
in  the  Bill  as  to  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  to  the  owner,  and  for 
intrusting  to  a  building  society  the  works 
undertaken  by  the  Local  Authority.  The 
Committee  deemed  it  objectionable  that 
the  Local  Authority  should  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  purchase  of  such  property. 
They  therefore  introduced  a  provision  to 
confine  the  operations  of  the  Local  Au- 
thority to  either  such  demolition  or  such 
building  as  ought  to  be  done  by  the  owner, 
at  the  same  time  making  the  owner  re- 
sponsible for  the  cost.  In  the  Bill  as  it 
originally  stood  there  was  no  provision 
giving  persons,  and  particularly  nominal 
owners,  the  expenses  of  such  improve- 
ments as  it  was  desirable  to  have  made. 
The  Committee  had,  however,  introduced 
a  clause  providing  that  when  alterations 
had  been  made  under  the  order  of  the 
Local  Authority,  and  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  superintending  Surveyor,  the  owner 
might  get  from  the  latter  a  certificate,  and 
proceeding  to  the  Local  Authority  might 
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obtain  %  ohat^g  order  for  the  outlay  he 
had  made.  That  eertifioate  was  to  be  filed 
and  recorded  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  ; 
and  that  having  been  done  the  owner  was 
to  have  a  charge  on  the  premises  of  6  per 
cent  on  the  outlay  for  thirty  years.  The 
Committee  had  also  provided  that  under 
similar  circumstances  the  Local  Authority 
might  proceed  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  with 
the  certificate  and  vouchers,  and  that  certi- 
ficate having  been  filed  the  Local  Authority 
should  have  a  charge,  by  way  of  mortgage 
on  the  premises,  for  the  outlay  which  had 
been  incurred.  He  believed  he  had  now 
put  their  Lordships  in  possession  of  the 
alterations  which  the  Committee  had  made 
in  the  Bill,  and  which  he  thought  had 
effected  very  great  improvement  in  it. 

Lonn  POETACAN  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Bill  had  been  very  materially  improved 
by  the  Select  Committee,  and  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed the  House,  and  to  Lord  Westbury, 
their  Lordships  were  deeply  indebted  for 
the  care  and  pains  they  had  bestowed 
upon  it.  Under  the  guidance  of  those 
two  noble  and  learned  Lords  the  legal 
portions  of  the  clauses  had  been  carefully 
framed.  The  Bill  was  now  one  which 
might  be  made  to  work.  All  that  was 
unworkable  in  it  when  it  came  from  the 
Commons  had  been  struck  out.  If  they 
compared  the  Bill  as*  it  stood  now  with 
the  Bill  as  it  left  the  Commons,  the  compa- 
rison would  satisfy  their  Lordships  that  it 
was  wise  to  examine  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Bills  coming  up  irom  the  Commons, 
even  though  they  might  have  been  in 
the  House  of  Commons  more  Sessions  than 
one.  He  thought  it  was  right  to  have 
determined  to  prevent  vestries  from  pur- 
chasing house  property,  and  to  have  struck 
out  the  clauses  for  giving  powers  to  build- 
ing companies  to  speculate  through  the 
aid  of  vestries,  but  above  all  to  have 
given  to  the  vestry  the  powers  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  proposed  to  give 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  He 
believed  that  the  only  value  which  this 
Bill  possessed  over  the  Nuisance  Removal 
and  other  Acts  consisted  in  its  giving 
power  to  the  Local  Authority  to  demolish 
buildings  that  ought  to  be  removed. 

The  Eabl  op  SHAFTESBURY  quite 
agreed  that  the  alterations  effected  in  this 
Bill  by  the  Committee  were  good  ones, 
and  he  desired  to  express  his  thanks  to 
the  two  noble  and  learned  ex-Chancellors 
who  had  been  alluded  to  for  the  time  and 
attention  they  had  given  to  the  measure 
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in  the  Seleot  Oommittae.  He  felt  assund 
that  if  the  House  of  Commons  accepted 
the  Bill  it  would  produce  very  beneficial 
results.  What  had  been  done  with  it  ia 
their  Lordships'  House  would  show  the 
country  that  their  Lordships  were  always 
ready  to  do  what  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  working  classes. 

Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Monday  next. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT 
WINDSOR.— QUESTION. 

Easl  SPENCER,  on  rising  to  pat  a 
Question  to  the  Under  Secretary  for  War 
on  the  subject  of  certain  occurrences  in 
connection  with  the  recent  Review  at 
Windsor,  said  the  subject  was  one  of  great 
importance  to  the  Yolunteers,  more  es- 
pecially just  now,  because  it  was  expected 
that  another  Yolunteer  Review  would  he 
held  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  weeks. 
The  circumstances'  of  the  case  which 
formed  the  subject  of  his  Question  were 
as  follows.  Her  Majesty  had  recently 
held  a  Review  of  Volunteers  at  Windsor, 
At  that  Review  there  was,  he  believed. 
a  larger  attendance  of  Yolunteers  from  all 
parts  of  the  country  than  there  had  been 
on  any  previous  occasion  of  a  similar 
character.  The  Yolunteers  marched  past 
before  Her  Majesty,  and  afterwards  went 
through  some  manoeuvres  with  which  the 
illustrious  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  army 
had  found  himself  able  to  express  hu 
satisfaction.  But  that  satisfaction,  so 
gratifying  to  all  Yolunteers,  had  been  very 
much  clouded,  in  consequenoe  of  some  eir* 
cnmstances  which  were  reported  to  have 
occurred  affcer  the  Review.  It  was  in  re* 
ference  to  those  circumstances  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words.  There  were  two 
routes  by  which  it  had  been  arranged  that 
the  Yolunteers  were  to  return  from  the 
Review — one  the  Great  Western  line,  from 
Windsor;  the  other  the  South  Western, 
from  Datchet.  He  believed  he  was  right 
in  saying  that  no  difficulty  had  been  ex- 
perienced on  the  part  of  those  who  returned 
by  the  former  route.  By  eleven  o'dock, 
he  believed,  there  was  not  a  Yolunteer 
about  the  Windsor  Station  of  the  Great 
Western  line;  but  he  was  sorry  to  eay 
that  a  very  different  state  of  things  had 
been  experienced  at  the  Datchet  Station 
of  the  other  line.  A  noble  Priend  of  his 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  stated  in  "another 
place"  that  he  and  his  Yolunteers  were 
from  ten  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening  till 
two  o'clock  on  Sunday  morning  obliged 
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to  remain  by  the  banks  of  the  Thames 
before  they  conld  be  sent  away.    He  re- 
gretted to  think  that  the  cironmstanee 
stated  by  hia  noble  Friend  showed  what 
might  be  regarded  aa  almost  a  breakdown 
in  the    railway    arrangements    between 
Datohet  and  London.    No  donbt,  on  the 
occaaion  in  queation  there  were  causes  of 
coofnaion.    He  should  refer  to  theae ;  but 
he  hardly  thought  they  were  sufficient  to 
account  for  the  delay  which  actually  oo- 
cnrred  in  the  conveyance  of  the  Yolun- 
teera  on  their  return  to  town.     He  there- 
fore wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  what 
manner  that  delay  was  really  to  be  ac- 
eoanted  for  f    He  did  not  know  whether 
there  had  been  anything  wrong  in   the 
arrangements  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Volunteers ;    but  certainly   no  such 
occurrence  had  happened  on  the  occasion 
of  any  previous  Review  of  Volunteers.  He 
now  came  to  another  subject.    At  Datchet 
the  greatest  possible  confusion  existed  ;  a 
large  number  of  stragglers  from  different 
corps  were  wandering  about  without  offl- 
cera  and  naturally  in  a  state  of  complete 
disorder.    He  was  aorry  to  say  that  still 
graver  charges  were  brought  against  them 
—they  were  accused  of  insulting  the  In- 
spector General  and  hia  Staff,  and  com- 
mitting other  acts  of  insubordination.    He 
had  done  all  he  could  to  ascertain  the  facts 
with  accuracy,  and  he  believed,  aa  for  as 
his  information  went,  it  was  correct.     It 
would  seem  that  the  disorder  commenced 
immediately  after  the  Review.  It  was  very 
natural  that  on  such  a  hot  day  the  Volun- 
teera  should  fall  out  of  the  ranks  with  a 
Tiew  of  getting  some  refreshment,  which 
they   very   much    needed;    but    having 
done  so,   thev  ought  to  have  returned 
to  their   ranks,    and    this,    he    feared, 
they  had  failed  to  do.     But  further,  he 
believed,  some  regiments  left  the  ground 
without  any  order  whatever.     Now,  on 
this  point  the  regulations  issued  by  the 
War  Office  were  very  distinct.     Brigadiers 
commanding  upon  such    occasions  were 
directed  not  to  leave  their  command  till 
thejr  had  seen  the  various  regiments  of 
which  it  was  composed,  so  to  speak,  em- 
barked in  the  railway  train.     But  if  a 
regiment  left  the  ground  without  any  order 
to  do  ao,  it  was  clear  that  thia  injunction 
could  not  be  carried  out.    Under  any  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  assured  it  would  have 
been  very  difficult  for  some  brigadiers  to 
carry  the  order  into  effect,  for  the  regi- 
ments under  their  oommand  were  so  ar- 


ranged that  thev  had  to  go,  perhaps,  to 
three  or  four  di£rerent  places.  He  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  would  be  prepared  to  state 
that  in  future  arrangements  would  be  made 
which  would  obviate  any  such  inconveni- 
ence in  returning  by  the  trains,  and  at  the 
same  time  would  be  prepared  to  state 
whether  in  those  brigades  which  kept  to* 
gether  there  were  any  corps  which  left 
the  ranks  in  opposition  to  the  orders  given. 
He  was  told  that,  among  those  who  re- 
turned by  way  of  Datchet  several  corps 
almost  raced  to  the  river  in  order  to  get 
first  to  the  pontoon-bridge,  and  some  of 
those  corps,  he  was  informed,  in  doing  so, 
were  left  almost  without  any  officers. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  no  won- 
der that  disorder  should  have  been  occa- 
sioned. He  asked,  in  the  name  of  the 
Volunteers,  that  this  matter  should  be 
fully  investigated.  The  Volunteers  of  this 
country  were  proud,  notonly  of  performing 
their  manoeuvres  creditably,  but  of  being 
efficient  and  soldierlike  in  their  bearing 
whenever  they  were  under  arms.  And  he 
fully  believed  that  upon  this  occasion  the 
great  majority  of  the  regiments  did  beha? e 
in  a  soldierlike  manner.  Although  the 
circumstances  to  which  they  were  exposed 
were  very  trying,  and  although  their  pa- 
tience was  much  exhausted  by  the  delay, 
they  remained  steadily  under  arms,  en- 
deavouring to  assist  their  officers,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  stop  the  stragglers,  and  it 
was  only  due  to  them  that  their  services 
should  be  pointed  out  and  recognized.  He 
was  aware  that  inquiry  had  been  made  to 
some  extent  into  the  circumstances ;  and 
therefore  he  was  anxious  to  ascertain  from 
his  noble  Friend  the  nature  of  that  in- 
quiry. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
go  into  the  matter  fully  and  thoroughly  ; 
and  speaking  for  the  Volunteers  and  Uie 
country,  he  was  sure  that  whatever  might 
be  the  decision  of  the  authorities,  they 
would  be  supported  in  carrying  it  into 
effect  firmly,  and  even  sharply,  if  neces- 
sary. The  Question  he  had  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was, 
Whether  any  inquiry  had  been  made  into 
the  causes  of  the  confusion  reported  to 
have  taken  place  at  Datchet  on  the  return 
of  the  Volunteers  from  the  Review  held 
by  Her  Majesty  at  Windsor ;  and,  if  ao, 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  such  disorder  at 
future  Reviews  ? 

LoBD  TRURO  said,  he  thought  the 
Volunteers  must  feel  greatly  indebted  to 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  for  the 
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Qaestion  whioh  he  had  put  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>Teniment,  and  for  the  temperate 
manner  in  whioh  the  matter  had  been  dealt 
with.     It  was  quite  possible  that  under  a 
feeling  of  irritation  some  hasty  action  might 
have  been  taken,  for  the  offence  given  to  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Eeserve  Forces  was 
one  which  had  rendered  the  whole  Volun- 
teer force  justly  indignant.    It  must,  how- 
ever, be  evident  that  in  organising  such 
a  force  as  was  hastily  got  together  at  Wind- 
sor,  great    difficulties   necessarily  arose. 
The  War  Office  possibly  was  to  blame,  in 
some  respects,  for  the  want  of  arrange- 
ment whioh  was  observable  ;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral was  comparatively  new  to  the  duties  of 
his  position,  and  had  a  great  deal  to  learn 
in   connection  with  the  Volunteer  force, 
although  during  the  period  which  he  had 
held  office  he  had  displayed  an  urbanity, 
kindness,  and  ability  calculated  to  exercise 
the  very  best  effects  upon  the  organization 
and  efficiency  of  the  force.     There  had 
been  an  error,  he  thought,  in  not  dividing 
more  equally  the  force  wliioh  was  to  pro- 
ceed from   either  railway   station;    and 
their  Lordships  also  might  possibly  enter- 
tain  the  opinion   that  where  so  large  a 
body  of  country  and  metropolitan  Volun- 
teers were  brought  together  it  would  have 
been  advisable  to  keep  them  in  check  by 
a  larger  number  of  officers  of  the  regular 
service.  As  regarded  one  suggestion  which 
had  been  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  give  practical  information 
upon  the  subject.    The  men  in  the  bri- 
gade whioh  he  had  the  honour  of  com- 
manding had  been  under  arms  from  four 
or   ffve   in   the   morning,  and   he  heard 
many  of  them  say  that  they  had  hardly 
broken  their  fast  during  the  day.     What 
happened  was  this  —  After  the  Review 
was  over  these  corps,   having  provided 
themselves  with  tents  and  commissariat  in 
different  parts  of  the  ground,  asked  to  be 
broken  off  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  an 
hour  in  order  to  recruit  themselves.     The 
difficulty  of  keeping  brigades  together  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  the  brigade  which 
he   commanded  was  composed   of   corps 
coming  from  four  counties,  and  therefore 
being  unable  to  accompany  them  all  to 
their  respective  stations,  he  was  obliged  to 
break  up  the  brigade  upon  the  ground. 
It  was  obvious  that  the  difficulties  which 
were  experienced  could  not  be  attributed 
wholly,  or  even  mainly,  to  any  neglect  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities,  but  was  the 
natural  consequence  of  assembling  Volun- 
Lord  Truro 


teers  in  indh  numbers  ai  20.000  or 
30,000  men,  thereby  putting  a  gmft 
strain  upon  the  railway  service.  The 
present,  however,  was  not  the  time  fat 
discussing  that  question ;  but  he  hoped 
that  if  Volunteers  were  again  brongU 
together  in  such  large  numbers  it  w<»ld 
not  be  without  the  valuable  assistance  of 
a  sufficient  number  of  officers  belonging  to 
the  regular  army. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGPORD  said,  that 
the  case  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl  vas 
one  in  whioh  the  War  Office  would  have 
been  fully  justified  in  acting  with  eone 
severity.     An  inquiry  had  been  direeted 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  three  ooipi 
in  which  irregularities  had  been  spedallf 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  authorities.  It 
was  possible  that  more  than  three  ooifi 
might  have  been  properly  the  subjeetitf 
inquiry ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State  tboogU 
that  the  case  would  be  sufficiently  met  lif 
a  circular   addressed   to  the  Volonteen 
generally,  and  by  come  stringent  mleiti 
be  observed  upon  the  occasion  of  their  w 
sembling  in  large  bodies  hereafter.  In  thi 
case  of  the  Windsor  Review  the  regnia* 
tions  were  quite  adequate  for  the  parpoM^ 
had   they  been  attended  to.     The  noble 
Earl  opposite  had  mentioned  some  of  thca^ 
relating  to  the  order  of  distribution  vi 
the  order  of  march  upon  the  railway  it 
tions ;  these  regulations  were  such  as  U 
proved  successful  in  keeping  order  npn 
former  occasions ;  and  it  was  very  moch  ti 
be  regretted  that  the  conduct  of  a  portioi 
of  the  Volunteer  force  had  tended  np« 
this  occasion  to  bring  discredit  upon  tki 
body  at  large.    The  noble  Earl  asked  wU 
had  been  the  cause  of  all  this  confiuMS. 
He  himself  had  mentioned  the  cauie-i 
frequent  source  of  military  disorder—wlNl 
he  used  the  word  "straggling."    In  III 
old  wars  this  had  been  a  frequent  aouii 
of  military  disaster.     During  the  PeoB* 
sular  War  many  soldiers  had  been  ham*' 
by  the  Provost  Marshal  for  crimes  ww 
had  originated  in  "  straggling."    In  M 
when  once  a  soldier  left  his  place  in  ^ 
ranks  without  permission  he  seemed  to  t^ 
get  all  laws,  human  and  divine,  and  gaiv 
himself  over  to  the  Devil  and  oil  hia  worb 
The  same  cause  to  which  the  ezeontioDiii 
the  Peninsula  were  traceable  was  the  ^ 
ginning  of  the  disorder  at  Windsor.  U* 
noble  Earl  had  correctly  described  maaf  if 
the  irregularities  ;   but  even  before  A* 
Review  commenced  there  were  manyiMi 
who  left  the  ranks  and  mixed  witliAi 
spectators,  while  during  the  Review  fl^ 


998 


ne  VbhmUir  Bmmo     {July  10, 1868} 


^i  Windsor, 


994 


were  many  more  who  quitted  their  plaoee, 
lome  without  orders,  and  some  expressly 
contrary  to  orders.  He  had  heen  farther 
informed  that  there  were  many  men  who 
left  the  ranks  upon  the  march  from  the 
Beriew  ground,  in  their  impatience  to 
reach  the  hridge  ;  and  thus  a  large  body 
of  stragglers  was  collected  in  the  Ticinity 
of  the  river,  blocking  up  the  approaches 
to  the  bridge,  and  preventing  those  corps 
from  crossing  which  had  retained  their 
formation.  The  blame  must  be  laid  in 
the  first  place  upon  every  individual  Vo- 
lunteer who  left  the  ranks  without  per- 
mission; next,  upon  those  officers  who 
did  not  keep  them  in  their  places ;  and 
likewise,  according  to  reports  which  can- 
not be  doubted,  upon  those  officers  who 
did  not  remain  with  their  regiments.  There 
were  defects  in  the  railway  management 
which  of  course  contributed  to  the  delay ; 
though  it  is  obvious  that  if  all  had  re- 
mained in  the  ranks  the  delay  and  conse- 
qnent  disorder  would  not  have  been  any- 
thing like  the  discreditable  scene  which 
actaally  occurred.  Hitherto  the  control 
of  the  Volunteer  force  had  been  left  in  a 
great  degree— and  very  properly — to  the 
Yolnoteers  themselves.  But  he  might 
Buggest  that  if,  instead  of  the  usual  com- 
plimentary notice  of  the  Beview  an  Order 
were  issued  regimentally  stating  that  Pri- 
vate A,  B,  and  C  had  left  the  ranks,  and 
for  that  breach  of  discipline  were  dis- 
charged summarily  from  the  service,  under 
the  section  applicable  in  that  case,  the 
measure  would  hate  a  better  effect  than 
any  official  answer  which  might  be  given 
by  the  Secretary  of  State.  It  was  sup- 
posed that  the  War  Office  could  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  disorderly  scenes. 
Undoubtedly,  if  there  was  reason  to  sup- 

Cthat  such  disorders  would  be  repeated 
-after,  it  might  be  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  advising  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve  the 
corps ;  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  take  so 
extreme  a  course  on  account  of  one  defect. 
This  occurrence  would  show  to  all  ranks 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  exact  disci- 
pline under  all  circumstances,  and  how  a 
small  neglect  might  become  a  great  dis- 
order. And  the  Secretary  of  State  hoped — 
and  in  that  hope  he  entirely  concurred — 
that  the  same  spirit  which  had  produced 
and  maintained  the  Yolunteer  force  would 
induce  them  to  cultivate  and  observe  the 
military  virtues  of  steadiness  and  silence 
in  the  ranks,  and  of  patient  obedience  to 
orders,  without  which  the  Yolunteer  force 
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would  be  an  incumbrance  rather  than  a 
support  to  the  military  power  of  the 
country. 

Tee  Dukb  of  C  AMBBIDGE  :  My  Lords, 
although  individually  I  had  no  sort  of 
concern  in  the  arrangements  for  the  Beview, 
yet  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  matter 
is  one  of  great  importance  in  a  military 
point  of  view.  I  think  that  everyone 
here  and  elsewhere  must  have  regretted 
that  anything  such  as  we  have  heard 
described  to-night  should  have  occurred  in 
Windsor  Park.  But  I  must  candidly  say 
that  I  had  not  the  least  idea  that  it  was  a 
growing  habit  on  the  part  of  the  Yolun- 
teers  to  fall  out  of  the  ranks  without  per- 
mission. There  can,  however,  be  no  doubt 
that  on  this  occasion  a  number  of  isolated 
men  were  straggling  about  with  arms  in 
their  hands,  which  showed  that  they  must 
have  gone  down  with  their  corps  to  this 
Review.  The  very  first  characteristic  of  a 
Yolunteer  force  is  to  be  ready  and  willing 
to  obey  orders,  and  stick  to  their  ranks 
as  long  as  their  regiment  is  under  arms. 
They  enter  freely,  they  oome  of  their  own 
accord,  their  names  are  registered  at  their 
own  request,  and  there  is  no  sort  of  compul- 
sion. But  if  they  agree  to  appear  they  are 
bound  to  be  orderly,  and  from  the  moment 
they  enter  the  ranks  of  their  corps  to  the 
moment  when  they  are  either  dismissed  or 
have  permission  from  their  commanding 
officer  to  leave  the  ranks,  they  are  bound 
to  remain  exactly  in  the  same  way  as  any 
soldier  in  the  army.  If  that  rule  is  strictly 
obeyed,  as  it  ought  to  be,  no  sort  of  irregu- 
larity such  as  that  complained  of  can 
possibly  happen.  I  was  not  present,  but 
I  believe  the  whole  arose  from  that  laxity 
of  discipline  in  leaving  the  ranks  which  is 
so  serious  a  drawback  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Yolunteer  force  that  I  cannot  point  out 
too  strongly  that  such  laxity  should  not  be 
tolerated  for  a  moment.  All  Yolunteer 
officers  ought  to  agree  that  if  any  Yolun- 
teer leaves  the  ranJcs  without  permission, 
or  without  some  good  reason,  he  should  be 
struck  off  the  rolls  of  the  regiment.  If 
that  were  carried  out  in  all  cases  straggling 
would,  be  put  an  end  to.  I  have  been  told, 
but  I  cannot  vouch  for  the  fact,  that  it  is 
the  custom  for  many  officers  to  leave  the 
ranks  the  moment  a  review  is  over.  If 
there  is  a  moment  when  it  is  important 
that  the  officers  should  remain  in  the  ranks 
it  is  after  a  review  is  over.  It  is  far  more 
important  that  they  should  remain  in  the 
ranks  i^er  the  review  than  before  it,  for  it 
is  mvLoh  easier  to  get  the  men  to  the  review 
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than  to  get  them  away.  There  are  always 
a  number  of  Btrangers  and  aightseers  who 
mix  with  the  troops,  and  it  is  jnst  then 
that  the  officers  are  wanted.     It  should  be 
laid  down  as  a  rnle  that  no  officer  should 
leave  the  ranks  unless  with  the  sanction  of 
the  commandingofficer;  but  this  permission 
should  be  extremely  rare,  and  should  not 
be  given  without  some  good  and  sufficient 
reason.     I  sincerely  concur  in  the  opinion 
that  the  Staff  of  the  army  ought  to  be  called 
upon  to  assist  on  these  occasions  more  than 
it  has  hitherto  done.     I  do  not  think  this 
is  necessary  on  ordinary  occasions  ;  but 
when  you  have  25,000  men  under  review 
the  caso  is  very  different.     It  is  desirable 
that  the  Staff  should  go  with  the  Volun- 
teers to  the  place  of  debarkation  on  the 
railroad,  where  their  services  are  far  more 
necessary  even  than  on  the  field.     I  un- 
derstand, with  respect  to  the  railway  ar- 
rangements, that  the  trains  were  not  to  be 
filled  by  the  Volunteers  as  they  arrived, 
but  that  each  corps  was  to  be  carried  on 
separately  by  its  own  train.     The  result 
would  naturally  be  that  the  troops  belong- 
ing to  that  train  would  possibly  be  the 
last  regiment  on  the  line  of  march,  and 
would  have  to  pass  along  narrow  lanes 
through  the  other  troops  while  the  train 
was  waiting  their  arrival,  and  stopped  the 
way.     Of  all  the  extraordinary  arrange- 
ments I  have  ever  heard  of  that  is  the 
strangest.   Each  train  ought  to  have  taken 
the  first  body  of  men  that  came  ;  but  to 
say  that  one  particular  train  was  to  be  kept 
waiting  till  a  particular  regiment  arrived, 
which  might,  perhaps,  be  at  a  distance  of 
about  a  mile  and  a  half,  was  so  preposte- 
rous that  I  hope  we  shall  never  hear  of 
such  a  thing  again.     I  regret  that  such  an 
event  should  have  occurred,  but  I  am  not 
sorry  that  your  Lordships'  attention  has 
been  called  to  it,  and  to  the  important  sub- 
ject of  the  movement  of  troops.  I  think  the 
railways  ought  to  adapt  themselves  to  the 
requirements  of  the  military  service,  and 
what  has  occurred  ought  to  be  a  good  lesson 
to  them  as  well  as  to  us  to  consider  how 
large  bodies  of  troops  can  be  easily  and 
rapidly  moved  from  one  place  to  another. 
1  am  glad  that  there  is  to  be  an  inquiry ; 
but  I  feel  that  great  excuses  may  be  made 
for  the  Volunteers,  and  I  trust  the  result 
will  be  to  prove  that  they  are  ready  to 
correct  little  errors,  and  that  the  railway 
authorities  will  assist  the  War  Office  in 
making  such  arrangements  for  the  future 
as  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  de* 
plorable  irregularities. 

I7ie  Duke  of  CmWidge 


Bail  SE  GRET  Ain>  RIPOK  wA,  it 
Was  very  desirable  that  what  had  occiimd 
at  the  Windsor  Review  shimld  be  My 
discussed  and  inquired  into,  and  that  tlie 
Government  should  show  every  dispoaitioiL 
to  bring  the  facte  to  light.    The  practiee 
of  straggling  among  the  Volunteers  was 
very  objectionable,  and  likely  to  lead  to 
the  greatest  confusion.    The  law  bad  pro- 
vided very  effectual  means  for  repressing 
disorders  that  might  occur  in  the  field ; 
because,  although  there  was  no  military 
discipline  capable  of  being  exercised  wi^ 
regard  to  the  Volunteers  in  time  of  peaoe, 
yet  the  law  provided  that  the  command- 
ing officer  should    have    the   power  of 
placing  under  arrest  any  officers  or  men 
who  might  misconduct  themselves.     He 
did   not   know  whether   this  regulation 
had  ever  been  put  in  force ;  but  it  afforded 
an  effectual  means  of  striking  at  sach 
irregularities.    He  trusted  that  when  the 
Government  had  investigated  the  matter 
they  would  not  hesitate  to  take  such  steps 
as  might  appear  necessary  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of   evils  of   this  description. 
There  was  no  want  of  power  if  they  chose 
to   exercise   it.     With    regard  to  errors 
committed  by  officers  in   charge  of  bri- 
gades, there  was  the  simple  method  of  not 
intrusting  brigades  again  to   any  officer 
who  had  proved  himself  unfit.     In  case  of 
more  serious  delinquency,  the  Secretary 
of  State  could  advise  Her  Majesty  to  de- 
prive the  officer  misbehaving  of  his  com- 
mission, and  in  still  *  more  serious  oases 
there  was  the  power,  which  it  was  onee 
his  painful  duty  to  exercise,  of  disbanding 
a  corps.     He  could  conceive  nothing  more 
unjust  than  to  blame  the  whole  of  the 
force  for  what  occurred  on  this  occasion  \ 
but  with   respect  to  any  individuals  or 
corps  that  were  to  blame,  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  hesitation  in  exercising  the 
authority  possessed  by  the  Government. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  Volunteen 
were  placed  in  a  trying  position,  for  ho 
believed  there  was  no  doubt  that  while 
the  Great  Western  Railway  did  its  duty 
well  the  South  Western   performed  its 
duty  very  ill,  and  that  no  disorders  bad 
been  spoken  of  in  respect  to  troops  taken 
away   by  the  former  line.     The  blame 
must  be  fairly  shared  between  the  Volan- 
teers  and  the   railway;    and  it  must  be 
admitted  that  when  men  who  had  left 
London,  or  a  more  distant  place,  at  a  very 
early  hour,   with  defective   commissanat 
arrangements,  were  kept  waiting  many 
hours  alter  a  long  and  fatiguing  day  Vf 
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the  xaisoonduct  of  the  railway  oompany,  it 
was  very  imtatiog  and  would  try  the 
temper  of  any  body  of  men.  He  would 
suggest  that  in  future  the  War  Office 
should  so  arrange  the  brigades  as  to  put 
together  those  which  were  to  arrive  and 
return  by  the  same  route,  and  so  that  the 
orders  to  brigadiers  to  remain  with  their 
brigades  until  they  returned  might  be 
capable  of  being  strictly  carried  out. 
When  such  arrangements  were  made  the 
War  Office  could  insist  on  the  orders  being 
strictly  obeyed.  He  believed  great  good 
would  result  from  this  discussion,  and  he 
hoped  the  public,  bearing  in  mind  that 
the  number  of  corps  affected  was  not 
really  yery  large,  would  not  hastily  and 
UDJustly  conclude  that  more  than  a  tem- 
porary slur  had  been  cast  upon  the  Volun- 
teer force. 

YisoouNT  HABDINGE  said,  he  thought 
the  officers  should  be  made  responsible 
for  the  good  conduct  of  their  men.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  the 
power  of  dismissing  men  on  the  spot,  and 
he  onoe  saw  that  power  exercised.  He 
was  in  command  of  his  regiment  at  a 
county  review,  and  some  men  in  a  parti- 
enlar  corps  refused  to  be  told  off  for  the 
purpose  of  having  their  files  equalized. 
The  captain  of  the  company  at  once  struck 
off  the  roll  every  man  who  had  so  refused, 
and  their  rifles  were  taken  away,  and  the 
result  was  that  at  the  close  of  the  review 
they  said  they  were  very  much  ashamed 
of  the  disgrace  they  had  brought  on  their 
corps,  and  begged  to  be  re-attested.  Now, 
if  Yolanteer  officers  gave  strict  warning 
to  their  battalions  that  stragglers  would 
be  thus  summarily  dealt  with,  the  evil,  he 
believed,  would  be  checked.  Yolunteer 
offioers  did  not  sufficiently  understand  the 
powers  vested  in  them ;  but  if  those  powers 
were  explained,  and  if  an  appeal  were 
made  to  the  public  spirit  of  the  men,  there 
would  be  no  recurrence  of  the  scenes  so 
much  complained  of.  He  was  glad  to 
learn  that  the  straggling  and  want  of  dis- 
cipline were  confined  to  four  or  five  regi- 
ments. The  whole  force  ought  not  to  be 
blamed  for  the  misconduct  of  a  small  por- 
tion of  it. 

£^RL  GRANYILLE  remarked  that  the 
evil  of  straggling,  whether  on  the  part  of 
officers  or  men,  was  obvious  even  to  a 
civilian ;  but  if  it  were  true  that  some  of 
the  Yolunteers  had  started  at  4  a.m.,  and 
had  been  kept  twelve  or  fifteen  hours 
without  food,  the  temptation  to  straggle 
in  such  a  locality  as  Windsor  must  have 


been  enormous.  Some  regulations,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  should  be  made  to  prevent 
the  men  from  suffering  from  starvation. 

YiscouNT  MELYILLE  said,  that  the 
hissing  and  hooting  to  which  General 
Lindsay  was  exposed  on  his  placing  men 
to  guard  the  pontoon  bridge  and  prevent 
confasion  was  most  unjustifiable.  The  mis- 
management of  the  railway  company  was  no 
justification  for  sucb  conduct  towards  a 
distinguished  officer.  There  was  a  regular 
and  military  way  in  which  complaints 
against  the  railway  should  have  been  re- 
presented. It  had  been  stated  that  the 
officers  did  not  pay  sufficient  attention  to 
their  duties,  and  he  feared  they  were  the 
weakest  part  of  the  force.  If  there  was 
some  regulation  by  which  they  underwent 
an  examination,  or  otherwise  proved  their 
efficiency,  irregularities  of  this  kind  would 
not  occur.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  should  issue  an  order 
pointing  out  what  the  consequences  would 
be  if  such  scenes  ever  occurred  again. 

Thb  Eabl  op  LONQFOBD  said,  there 
was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  War 
Office  to  limit  the  inquiry  to  three  corps 
if  a  more  comprehensive  investigation  was 
required  ;  but  in  the  confusion  which  oc- 
curred only  three  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 


Hudson's  bat  cohpant  bill  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  accept  a 
Snrreoder  upon  Termi  of  the  Lands,  PriTileges, 
and  Rights  of  "  The  Governor  and  Company  of 
Adventurers  of  England  trading  into  Hudson's 
Bay/'  and  for  admitting  the  same  into  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  —  Was  pretenUd  by  The 
Duke  of  BuoxiHosAM  and  Chahdob  ;  read  1*. 
(No.  944.) 

Home  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  Twelre  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
FHday,  July  10,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— SuppLT—cofindiffred  in  dmmiUee 
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Danube  Works  Loan. 
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Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 

Supplemental  (No.  $)*;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's 
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First  Reading  —  Militia  Pay  * ;  Danube  Works 
Loan  *  [227]  ;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church, 
London*  [228];  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  8)* 
[229]. 

Second  Reading — Tithe  Commutation,  &o.  Acts 
Amendment*  [218];  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments* [212];  Vaccination  (Ireland)*  [217]; 
Liquidation*  [220]. 

Committee  —  Land  Drainage  ProTisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [223] ;  Tain  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  *  [224] ;  Election  Petitions  and 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  (re-comm.) 
[63] — R.p. ;  Court  of  Sessions  (Scotland)  (ir- 
comm,)^  [21^^]  i  General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [206]  ;  New 
Zealand  Assembly's  Powers  *  [216] ;  Sanitary 
Act  (1866)  Amendment*  [222];  Sale  of 
Poisons    and    Pharmacy    Act    Amendment* 

[181]— R.P. 

Report  —  Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation *  [223]  ;  Tain  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation* [224]  ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland) 
(re-comm.)^  [214];  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [206- 
226]  ;  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers*  [216] ; 
Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amendment*  [222]. 

Considered  as  amended — Larceny  and  Embexzle- 
ment  *  [167]. 

Third  Reading  —  Land  Drainage  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  *  [223]  ;  Tain  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation*  [224];  Colonial  Go- 
vernors' Pensions  Act  Amendment  *  [202]  ; 
Promissory  Oaths  *  [113]  ;  Larceny  and  Em- 
bezzlement* [Ib'l'],  Knd  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Tiro  of  the  dock. 

POOR   RATE  ASSESSMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  white  said,  be  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partmenty  Whether  it  is  the  iotention  of 
Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  or 
next  Session  to  give  effect  to  the  Recom- 
mendations agreed  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  a  majority  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Poor  Rate  Assessment — 
namely,  that  so  much  of  any  Public  or 
Local  Act  as  permits  composition  for  Rates 
in  other  than  Parliamentary  Boroughs 
should  be  repealed,  and  that  all  Local  Rates 
should  be  merged  into  one  (Consolidated) 
Rate,  to  be  assessed  and  collected  together, 
80  as  to  make  the  future  Parliamentary 
Francbise  for  Boroughs  dependent  upon 
the  payment  of  all  or  any  Local  Rate  other 
than  the  Poor  Rate,  as  is  now  the  statu- 
tory qualification  by  the  Reform  Act  of 
1867? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  scarcely  in  a  position,  so 
recently  after  the  Committee  had  made 
their  Report,  to  gi?e  any  intimation  as  to 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Goyernment 
might  be  on  that  subject.    For  himself 


personally,  howeyer,  aa  %  Member  of  dut 
Committee,  he  conld  state  that  he  eoi- 
curred  in  the  recommendation  that  iD 
those  rates  should  be  combined  and  shoaU 
be  collected  by  instalments  as  the  beit 
mode  of  procedure.  But  how  the  plu 
should  be  carried  out  must  be  a  matter  for 
future  consideration. 

BATTLE   OF  K0NI6RATZ. 

QUE8TI0K. 

Mr.  OT  W  at  said,  he  would  beg  to  iik 
the  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War,  Whetto 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Hoosa  toy 
Reports  or  Extracts  from  Reports  made  If 
our  Military  Attaches  at  Vienna  and  Berlii^ 
relating  to  the  quantity  of  ammuuition  vnA 
by  the  armies  in  Bohemia  in  the  campiigB 
of  1866,  and  especially  of  the  namberrf 
rounds  per  gun  fired  at  the  battle  i 
EonigratE  ? 

SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  replj, 
said,  that  he  had  made  inquiries  in  td 
Department  that  morning  with  the  fiew  il 
answering  the  Question  of  the  hoo.  ui 
j  gallant  Member,  and  be  found  that  (Inj 
had  no  statements  of  that  nature  whiehW 
could  lay  on  the  table  with  any  oonBdM 
in  their  possessing  official  aathority.  Tbi 
subject  was,  indeed,  mentioned  by  d* 
military  correspondents  in  some  of  tUr 
letters,  bat  he  was  told  there  were  M 
documents  in  the  Office  which  ooold  ki 
presented  to  the  House  aa  affording  aoth** 
ritatiye  information  which  they  eonld  nlf 
upon. 

HOUSE  OF  OOMMONS  ARRANGEXEHlS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  he  would bM«i 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Wbl' 
ther  the  Go? emment  will  undertake  tW 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  tti 
House  of  Commons  Arrangements  shaD  ki 
carefully  considered  during  the  ReosMb  >* 
that  proyision  according  to  the  yiewsof  tti 
Goyernment  may  be  made  in  the  EitifflSlH 
for  next  year  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  lud,  tkt 
though  the  Question  was  addressed  to  lb 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  it  might  kl 
desirahle,  he  apprehended,  for  him  to  0f* 
an  answer.  During  the  Receaa  Her  Mi- 
jesty'a  Goyernment  would  giye  their  w/A 
careful  consideration,  not  only  to  the  Bt* 
port  of  the  Committee  oyer  whiek  t^s 
right  hon.  Gentleman  presided,  bvt  d* 
to  the  Report  which  he  understood  fiiB 
the  right  hon.  and  gallaot  Uenber  te 
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BoMommoD  (Colonel  Frenob)  was  to  be 
presented  bj  the  Kitcben  Committee,  witb 
the  fiew  of  propoeing  euoh  alterations  as 
night  be  deemed  neoesBary  in  the  next 
SeMion  of  Parliament. 


ELECTION   PETITIONS   AND   CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  (re- 
eommiUed)  BILL— [Bill  68.] 

{Mr,  ChanceUer  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Seeretary 
Oaihome  Eardy,  Sir  SU^crd  NortheoU) 

coKmrrBE.    ^Progress,  6th  July,] 

Bill  caniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clfttties  10, 11, 12,  and  13,  struck  out 

Clause  14  (Mode  of  Trial  of  Eleotion 
Petitions). 

Ha.  DISRAELI  moved,  in  page  6, 
line  12,  after  the  word  <<  Aot,"  to  insert  a 
daase  consisting  of  nine  sections  regulating 
the  mode  of  trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
embodjing  the  decision  arrived  at  on  Mon- 
day lut  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ayrton  as  to 
the  mode  of  trying  Election  Petitions. 

First  Section  read,  as  follows  :•— > 

"  1.  The  trial  of  eyerjr  Eleotion  Petition  9hh\\ 
be  ooDdncted  before  a  puisne  judge  of  one  of  Her 
Kftjefty'i  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law  at 
WMtminster,  to  be  selected  from  a  rota  to  be 
fbnufld  as  herein-after  mentioned." 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  England, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  question 
he  begged  to  move  that  the  words  '*  or 
Dublin**  be  inserted  sfter  the  word  "West- 
minster." It  was  perfectly  obvious  that 
there  should  be  the  same  law  on  the  sub- 
ject for  England  and  Ireland. 

Sm  ROBERT  ANSTRQTHER  said, 
he  was  desirous  that  the  Bill  would  be 
made  to  apply  to  Scotland  also.  Eleotion 
Petitions  were  very  rare  in  that  country, 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  provide 
for  the  contingency. 

Mb.  GOLDNE  Y  observed  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  would  necessitate 
an  alteraUonof  the  whole  framework  of  the 
BUI. 

Sa  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  took 
the  same  view.  If  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
pass  the  Bill  in  the  present  Session,  for  it 
would  have  to  be  sent  back  to  the  drafts- 
man to  be  re-cast.  A  better  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding would  be  to  have  separate  short 
Bills  for  Scotland  and  Ireland. 


Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  Amendment, 
if  Irish  Members  on  both  sides  were  satis- 
fied that  the  fulfilment  of  those  duties 
could  be  intrusted  to  Irish  Judges,  who, 
he  thought,  would  require  no  addition  to 
their  staff  for  the  purpose.  Supposing 
that  they  legislated  for  Ireland  on  this 
point,  they  must  also  legislate  for  Scot- 
land, and  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  the  Scotch  Judges  for  the  fulfil- 
ment of  such  duties.  But  he  feared  that 
in  adopting  the  Amendment  the  Committee 
would  be  embarking  on  a  sea  of  troubles, 
and  would  not  be  able  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill  as  at  present  framed,  and,  therefore, 
if  they  legislated  for  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
they  must  do  so,  he  apprehended,  by  sepa- 
rate measures.  However,  after  the  Bill 
as  it  stood  was  considered  in  Committee, 
it  might  be  found  possible  to  introduce  a 
clause  in  respect  to  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  the  Government  would  consider  that 
point. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  distinctly  whether,  if  the  present 
Bill  passed,  the  Government  would  intro- 
duce similar  measures  for  Ireland  and 
Scotland?  If  they  did  not,  the  result  would 
be  that  as  regards  those  countries  the  trial 
of  Eleotion  Petitions  would  still  be  con- 
ducted by  a  tribunal  which  the  House  de- 
clared to  be  incompetent  in  reference  to 
England.  And  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown) 
might,  perhaps,  say  in  the  end  that  the 
function  of  trying  Election  Petitions  could 
not  be  entrusted  to  a  single  Irish  Judge, 
who  might  have  been,  before  his  elevation 
to  the  Bench,  noted  for  being  of  a  different 
party  complexion  from  the  man  whose  seat 
he  had  to  aecide  on. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  said,  that  the  Irish 
Bench  was  composed  of  men  who  in  many 
instances  had  been  Members  of  that  House, 
and  had  discharged  their  duties  on  Election 
Committees  with  impartiality,  and  was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  on  being  made  Judges 
they  become  incapable  of  properly  discharg- 
ing the  same  functions  ?  On  the  contrary, 
hon.  Members,  when  transferred  to  the 
Bench,  lost  their  politics.  Mr.  Whiteside 
was  a  strong  partisan  when  in  that  House, 
but,  by  the  consent  of  all  men  in  Ireland, 
he  was  declared  to  be  a  conscientious  and 
impartial  Judge. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUOESSEN 
said,  be  thought  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   (the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury)  was  perfectly  fair  and  satisfae- 
tory. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  the  asfiamption 
was  tbat  this  Bill  voold  be  a  good  measure 
Ab  against  corruption.  Now,  in  some  of 
the  Irish  boroughs  corruption  bad  pre- 
vailed to  a  very  great  extent.  He  desired 
the  same  legislation  should  extend  to  the 
whole  kingdom.  He  did  not  want  to 
impede  the  Bill.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  giTe  a  pledge  that  if  this 
Bill  passed  for  England  he  would  introduce 
another  Bill  for  Ireland  and  Scotland,  he 
would  be  satisfied.  He  did  not  care  how 
the  thing  was  done;  all  he  wanted  was  a 
distinct  understanding  that  the  same  legis- 
lation should  be  applied  to  the  three  king- 
doms. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  did  not  think 
this  was  dealing  fairly  and  honourably  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  who  had  distinctly  stated 
what  he  should  do.  It  was  childish  to  go 
on  as  they  were  doing.  The  real  object 
was  to  obstruct  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  misunderstood.  He  had  not  said  he 
would  proceed  by  separate  legislation  for 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  but  he  did  pledge 
himself  to  this— that  when  this  Bill  was 
carried  through  they  might  introduce  some 
clause  that  might  apply  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland.  So  far  he  would  pledge  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  said  first  that 
it  was  impossible  to  apply  this  legislation 
to  Ireland;  and,  second,  that  he  would 
never  consent  to  this  legislation  for  Eng- 
land unless  it  should  be  applied  to  Ireland. 
What  was  the  inevitable  inference  from 
the  two  propositions  but  that  the  attempt 
to  apply  it  to  Ireland  was  a  side-wind  at- 
tack on  the  Bill  itself? 

Amendment,  by  leafe,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  rota.     The  Govern- 
ment in  this  clause  seemed  to  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
meet  two  entirely  different  classes  of  cases. 
The  first  embraced  Election  Petitions  that 
would  result  from  the  General  Election, 
and  the  second  the  more  casual  Election 
Petitions  arising  during  the  continuance  of 
Parliament,     There  was  no   real  resem- 
blance between  those  two  classes  of  cases. 
The  Petitions  arising  out  of  the  General 
Election    would    all    be    presented     and 
brought  into  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
on  the  same  day  or  within  a  week.     Of 
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these  there  might  be  forty ;  the  casnsl 
Election  Petitions  did  not  exceed  two  ia 
the  course  of  a  six  months*  Session.  Nov, 
they  were  attempting  to  deal  by  the  ssme 
machinery  with    both   sets   of  Petitions. 
They  proposed  to  select   three  Judges, 
and  if  they  thought  they  were  not  suffici- 
ent to  deal  with  the  number  of  Petition) 
within  a  convenient  time,  to  appoint  new 
Judges  to  the  Courts  at  Westminster,  the 
reason  of  whose  appointment  would  expire 
whenever  these   forty  Election  Petitions 
were  disposed  of.     Was  that  a  reasonable 
mode  of  treating  the  question  ?  There  was  a 
defect  in  the  claose  which  should  at  onee 
be  remedied.  They  left  it  to  the  Judges  to 
say  what  time  was  reasonable — whether 
one  or  two  months — within    which   the 
Petitions  should  be  determined,  whereas 
they  ought  to  insist  on  a  guarantee  that 
the  Petitions  presented  should  be  deter- 
mined within  a  reasonable  time.  He  would 
suggest  an  arrangement  under  which  all 
difficulties  would  vaniah.      The  Election 
would  be  about  the  beginning  of  the  No- 
vember term.      Petitions    would   not  be 
presented  within  forty  days  after  the  Elec- 
tion, or  forty-fife  days  when  the  recog- 
nisances  were  questioned.      That  would 
bring  them  to  the  middle  of  December, 
when  the  Judges  were  abont  to  go  all  over 
the  country  to  hold  their  winter  critninal 
assize.     Why,  then,  should  they  not  avail 
themseWes    of   this    arrangement    which 
Providence  placed  in  their  way,  when  the 
Judges  and  the  Bar  were  in  the  county, 
to  dispose  of  these  Petitions  ?     They  weriB 
entitled  to  have  an  eflTort  made  at  that 
time  for  the  trial  of  the  Petitions,  and,  if 
necessary,   that  other  business  should  be 
postponed.      The    rota     would    interpose 
unnecessary  diflSculties  in  the  way  of  the 
accomplishment  of  their  object.    But,  to 
go  further,  it  was  extremely  ineonvenieirt 
that  three  particular  Judges   should  be 
selected  to  discharge  this  duty.     It  woohl 
be  much  better  for  the    whole    of  the 
Judges  to  meet  together  when  the  Election 
Petition  list  was  complete  and  decide  bov 
they  should  all  distribute  themselves  about 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  trying  these 
Petitions,  just  in  the  same  way  as  they 
distributed  themselves  at  the  spring,  anm- 
mer,  and  the  winter  assizes.     Of  coanSi 
if  it  were  thought   desirable,  the  Chief 
Justices  of  the  three  Common  Law  Courts 
could  remain  in  London.     It  was  absurd 
to  appoint  a  rota  of  three  Judges  to  txy 
casual  Petitions,  of  which  only  two  or  thrsS 
might  be  presented  in  the  coum  of  a 
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twrifwoiith.  Another  objeetion  to  the 
rota  wu  that  the  partionlar  Judge  whoBe 
ivn  it  was  to  trj  an  Eleetion  Petition 
■igbtbe  particolarlj  required  to  disoharge 
Mtte  of  the  ordinary  business  of  the  Courts 
J«t  at  the  time  he  was  taken  away  to  try 
IIm  Petition.  It  would  be  far  better  to 
|lMe  hi  the  hands  of  the  Jadges  the  power 
ti  determine  which  of  their  number  should 
try  any  particular  Election  Petition.  He 
hej^  that  the  Government  would  consent 
to  the  omission  of  the  words  relating  to 
lbs  rota.  He  begged  to  move  to  leave  out 
Iki  words  '*  to  be  selected  from  a  rota  to 
loforflied  as  hereinafter  mentioned." 

Tn  SOLICITOR  GENERAX  said,  he 
Mod  to  see  any  practical  objection  in  the 
ifsseb  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
fnyosslthat  the  Judges  should  elect  three  of 
MrDnmber  to  try  Eleetion  Petitions.  The 
Ml** rota*'  was  well  known  to  the  Judges, 
llOiQse  they  attended  by  "  rota"  to  try 
jkboaers  at  the  Old  Bailey.  The  "  rota  " 
ilr  Election  Petitions  was  ordinarily  to 
Mill  of  three  Judges,  hot  in  case  of  a 

bsial  Election  power  was  to  be  given 

Eint  other  Judges.     When  the  hon. 
rned  Member  proposed  that  all  the 
jli^  should  be  liable  to  discharge  this 
pfhrtioilar  doty,  did  he  mean  that  they  were 
to  have  an  increase  of  £500  per  annum 
tbeir  incomes  ?     The  hon.  and  learned 
could  not  have  attended  the  Bar 
Ihlf  lately,   or   he   would   scarcely   have 
Mtted  that  all  the  Judges  went  the  winter 
MKmt.   The  fact  was  that  but  few  of  them 
1M  the  circuit.    Did  the  hon.  Member  seri- 
My  propose  that  a  Judge  should  '*  turn 
«"  and  try  first  a  prisoner  and  then  an 
Ihotion  Petition  alternately?  The  idea  was 

Csetly  preposterous.  The  hon.  Member 
further  said  that  the  Bar  went  the 
ri  MAer  eircnit,  but  he  must  have  forgotten 
Am  only  the  junior  portion  of  the  Bar, 
Mm  were  just  beginning  to  learn  their 
'MiMsion,  went  that  circuit.  He  hoped 
wtbe  words  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
tt  oimt  woold  be  retained. 

41a.  Serjbakt  G  A  SB  LEE  said,  he  was 

tartly  sarprised  by  the  flippancy  of  the 

Kiinrations  of  the  Solicitor  General  upon 

tkftmeeh  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

w  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton).     In 

lb  (Mr.  Seijeaut  Gaselee's)  opinion,  the 

Mfea  to  try  these  Petitions  should  be 

pheted  by  ballot,  and  not  by  rota.     As 

m  nderatood,  the  selected  Judges  were 

ll  be  on  the  rota  for  the  whole  year,  or 

iMr  would  they  get  the  extra  £500  ?     He 

'      BO  objeotioD  to  an  increase  in  the 


M 


salaries  of  the  Judges  generally,  aa  ho 
thought  they  were  underpaid ;  but  he  ob- 
jected to  this  £500  a  year  being  paid 
them  as  a  sort  of  bribe  to  induce  them  to 
undertake  the  duty.  He  saw  no  reason 
why  a  Judge  should  not  try  a  prisoner  one 
day  and  an  Election  Petition  the  next, 
in  the  same  way  as  a  Judge  on  Circuit 
tried  a  prisoner  one  day  and  a  civil  cause 
the  next.  He  objected,  in  the  first  place, 
to  the  Judges  being  appointed  to  try  Elec- 
tion Petitions  by  rota  ;  secondly,  to  those 
Judges  being  appointed  for  a  year  ;  and, 
thirdly,  to  its  being  known  beforehand 
which  of  the  Judges  would  have  to  try  the 
ease.  He  should  support  the  Amendment 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  carry  out  more 
fully  the  original  plan,  which  unquestion- 
ably agreed  with  the  opinion  of  tho  ma- 
jority of  the  House — namely,  that  the 
Judges  trying  Election  Petitions  should 
oceupy  the  position  more  of  Jurors  than 
of  Judges. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  an  objection  to  the  appointment 
by  rota  of  the  Judges  to  try  the  Election 
Petitions,  which  had  apparently  escaped  the 
learned  Solicitor  General ;  which  was  that 
each  of  three  Judges  might  have  to  try  ten 
or  twelve  of  these  Petitions,  instead  of  the 
whole  of  the  Judges  dividing  the  responsi- 
bility of  deciding  these  cases  among  them. 
He  thought  they  were  running  a  risk  of 
placing  the  Judges  in  a  very  invidious 
position.  The  greatest  lawyer  in  tho 
House  had  pointed  out  in  a  previous  debate 
that  one  Judge  might  be  more  or  less  ob- 
jected to  than  another,  hut  here  they  were 
to  have  the  same  Judges  over  nnd  over 
Again.  He  wished  to  know  why  these  three 
Judges  should  have  £500  per  annum  more 
that  the  rest  of  the  Judges  for  deciding  a 
few  of  these  oases  once  in  every  six  years 
— because  if  was  impossible  to  take  the 
casual  Petitions  into  consideration.  Was 
the  £500  intended  as  an  equivalent  for 
travelling  expenses  ?  He  hoped  that  there 
would  be  some  further  explanation  of  the 
matter  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  monk  said,  it  would  be  more  satis- 
factory if  instead  of  appointing  a  rota  of 
three  Judges  the  whole  of  the  Judges  were 
to  take  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in 
turn.  He  wished  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  the  £5Q0 
a  year  which  was  to  bo  paid  to  the  Judges 
appointed  for  the  purpose  of  trying  Peti- 
tions was  intended  by  way  of  extra  salary 
and  not  in  lieu  of  expenses,  which,  by 
another  provision,  were  to  be  defrayed  oat 
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of  the  Treasury.  He  certainly  eould  not 
see  any  reason  for  paying  an  additional 
£500  a  year  to  the  three  Judges  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  trial  of  these  Petitions. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  the 
proposal  to  select  Judges  from  a  rota  was 
in  accordance  with  the  plan  adopted  at  the 
trial  of  criminals  at  the  Old  Bailey.  In 
the  course  of  three  or  four  years  all  the 
Judges  went  through  that  work.  They 
ought  to  trust  the  Judges  and  consult  their 
conyenience.  He  believed  that  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Government  would  be 
the  most  convenient  for  the  Judges,  for  the 
Bar  and  also  for  the  public. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  they  were  not 
now  discussing  the  question  of  an  addi- 
tional £500  a -year  being  given  to  the 
Judges  appointed  for  the  trial  of  these 
Petitions.  The  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  as  to  the  selection  from  a  rota, 
and  it  would  bo  better  perhaps  if  the  Com- 
mittee adhered  to  the  plan  usually  followed, 
and  to  discuss  only  that  portion  of  the 
measure  which  was  immediately  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  permit  the  appoint- 
ment of  as  many  Puisne  Judges  as  the 
pressure  of  Election  Petitions  might  re- 
quire, instead  of  determining  at  once  on 
the  selection  of  a  certain  number  for  a  rota. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  England  had  written  a  letter  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment upon  this  subject.  That  letter  con- 
tained the  following  passages  : — 

"  In  conformity  with  your  wishes,  I  have  con- 
sulted the  Judges,  and  I  am  charged  by  them,  one 
and  all,  to  convey  to  you  their  strong  and  unani- 
mous feeling  of  insuperablo  repugnance  to  having 
these  new  and  objectionable  duties  thrust  upon 
them.  We  are  unanimously  of  opinion  that  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  putting  Judges  to  try 
Election  Petitions  will  be  to  lower  and  degrade 
the  Judicial  office,  and  to  destroy,  or,  at  all  events, 
materially  impair  the  confidence  of  the  public  in 
the  thorough  impartiality  and  inflexible  integrity 
of  the  Judges  when,  in  the  course  of  their  ordinary 
duties,  political  matters  come  incidentally  before 
them.  ...  I  have  only,  in  conclusion,  to  protest 
in  the  name  of  all  the  Judges  and  my  own,  most 
earnestly  and  emphatically,  against  the  proposed 
soheme,  as  one  which,  besides  being  unconstitu- 
tional and  unjust  towards  the  Judges,  is  calculated 
to  degrade  the  character  of  the  Bench,  to  impair 
the  confidence  and  esteem  now  happily  enter- 
tained for  the  Judges,  as  well  as  their  influence 
and  utility,  and  most  seriously  to  interfere  with 
the  administration  of  justice." 

Mr.  Monk 


He  now  desired  to  ask  the  right  turn.  Qea- 
tleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crova 
whether  he  had  had  any  fresh  eommoDiet- 
tion  with  the  Judges,  and  whether  at  thi 
scheme  now  proposed  to  the  Conunittea 
^  was  practically  the  same  as  that  of  whiek 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  written  as 
strongly,  he  had  received  any  retraete 
of  the  opinions  which  he  bad  just  read,  or 
whether,  indeed,  the  fact  was  that  the 
scheme,  in  its  present  form,  had  never  bees 
submitted  to  the  Judges  at  all  i 

Mb.  DISRAELI :   I  will  obserrt  only 
that  the  opinion  referred  to  was  expreiiei 
a  considerable  time  ago,  and  that  it  ii 
now  generally  admitted  that  time  infloeusoi 
even   unanimous   opinions.     That  opioisi 
was,  moreover,  expressed  at  a  harsh  peri 
of  the  year,  when  people  are  not  saognisi 
in  their  temperament.     I  have,  thercl(Of% 
every  hope  that  her  Majesty's  Judges  wl 
now  take  a  larger    and    more  expanan 
view  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case  tai 
of  their  duties  ;  and  if  the  Hoase  wiU  M 
agree  to  the  Bill  we  have  introdoced,  Hff 
Majesty's  Judges  will,  I  have  little  doil^ 
carry  out  its  provisions  to  the  ntmoitrf 
their  ability. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE  :  I  must  remark  M 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  lai- 
wered  my  Question. 

Mb.  ALLEN  pointed  out  that  prtBti- 
cally  the  House  was  saying  to  every  oil 
of  its  Members,  including  the  AttonQ 
General  and  all  Members  of  the  Btf 
among  them,  that  they  were  incompstNt 
to  try  an  Election  Petition  as  long  as  tkf 
were  Members  of  the  House,  but  that  M 
soon  as  any  learned  Member  was  nun' 
to  the  Bench  he  immediately  becaoM  at* 
dowed  with  superior  ability. 

Sib  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  uU,* 
must  not  be  lost  sight  of  that  they  ffH* 
giving  the  Judges  power  to  provide  osi 
of  their  number  with  an  extra  £500 1 
year.  He  presumed  there  would  be  sotti 
sort  of  canvassing  among  the  Judges  to 
the  post,  though  he  did  not  suppose  tbtf 
would  issue  election  addresses.  He  eosB 
not,  therefore,  refrain  from  expresaiB|* 
hope  that  the  House  would  not  heiesnic 
hear  of  Election  Petitiona  agabit  thi 
Judges  themselves. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  said,  he  thought  tks 
Committee  ought  to  consider  that  the  G^ 
vernment  were  placed  in  oonaideraUe  M* 
culty  in  this  matter,  and  that  they  dcssrvi' 
credit  for  touching  this  question  at  alL  Ht 
looked  upon  the  Bill  aa  an  ezperioNrili 
and,  although  he  did  not  approve  all  Hi 


lOM 


Pra&tiCdiiit 


(Ttyz.T  10|  1868} 


Bleetum  BUI. 


1010 


proYiiions,  be  would  rote  for  it»  because  it 
would  enable  tbe  House  to  escape  from 
one  of  the  verj  worst  systems  with  which 
it  had  erer  been  hampered.  Bat  an  un- 
necessary difficulty  had  been  imported  into 
the  scheme  in  the  shape  of  the  iSSOO  a 
year  proposal.  He  recommended  the  Go- 
remment  to  get  rid  of  that  proposal,  and 
all  woald  go  smoothly.  There  was  no 
necessity  for  it ;  the  work  of  the  Judges 
would  be  made  much  lighter  by  the  Bill, 
and  they  could  arrange  for  this  extra  work 
smong  themselves  as  they  arranged  for 
for  the  transaction  of  all  other  business ; 
the  Judges  would,  at  the  same  time,  be 
rid  of  tbe  odium  which  might  possibly  at- 
tach to  their  voting  £500  a  year  to  one  of 
their  number.  No  doubt  the  increase  of 
pay  would  induce  the  Bench  to  look  with 
more  favour  on  the  Bill ;  but  the  House 
bsd  but  one  duty  before  it,  and  that  was 
to  put  an  end  to  bribery.  His  own  opinion 
was  that  a  Judge  going  down  to  a  borough 
would  strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the 
corrupt,  and  do  great  things  for  enforcing 
purity  of  elections. 

Mr.  BOEBUGK  said,  he  thought  that 
the  question  before  the  Committee  should 
he  decided  before  other  matten  were  dis- 
cussed. 

Question,  **  That  Section  1  stand  part  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  "put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  last  Amendment,  to  add  the 
words  *'  2.  The  members  of  each  of  the  Courts  of 
Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Ezcheqner, 
•hall,  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  Michaelmas 
Tsnn  in  every  year  select,  by  a  majority  of  votes, 
0D6  of  the  puisne  judges  of  such  Conrt,  not  being 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to  be  plaeed  on 
tbe  rote  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  during 
Um  snsoing  year."— <ifr.  DiirasU.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  AYRTON  mofed  an  Amendment, 
profiding  that  the  Judges  should  meet 
from  time  to  time  to  arrange  among  them- 
seUes  for  the  trial  of  all  Election  Petitions 
within  two  months  after  issue  should  have 
been  joined.  He  proposed  to  supplement 
this  by  moving  that,  instead  of  naying  the 
Judges  appointed  an  extra  salary,  they 
should  hafe  a  certain  allowance  on  ae- 
sount  of  expenses  for  each  Petition  tried, 
io  the  same  way  as  was  formerly  done  in 
the  matter  of  Assiie.  He  saw  no  just 
ground  for  gifing  additional  salary,  be- 
Mttse  the  Judge  engaged  in  the  country  on 


an  Election  Petition  would  be  secure  from 
work  in  town,  so  that  he  would  not,  in  con- 
sequence of  being  elected  Bribery  Judge, 
be  saddled  with  extra  work.  The  object 
of  his  present  Amendment  was  to  limit  as 
much  as  possible  the  time  occupied  in  the 
trial  of  Petitions. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro* 
posed  Amendment, 

By  leaving  out  from  the  word  **  Ezoheqner,"  to 
the  end  of  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  shall  meet  together  from  time 
to  time  to  arrange  amongst  themselves  a  rota  for 
the  trial  of  all  Election  Petitions  within  two 
months  after  the  same  shall  be  at  issne,"— (JKfr. 
Ayrton,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  general  said,  the 
Amendment  divided  itself  into  two  parts. 
First,  the  Judges  were  to  meet  on  receipt 
of  a  Petition,  and  arrange  who  should  try 
it;  secondly,  the  trial  was  to  terminate 
within  two  months.  The  first  point  was 
practically  decided  on  the  last  section, 
when  the  House  decided  there  should  be 
a  rota ;  and  as  to  the  second,  he  had  to 
say  only  that  a  proposal  to  legislate  that  a 
trial  should  be  completed  within  two  months 
had  never  before  been  entertained  in  any 
civilized  country. 

Lord  HENLEY  said,  he  preferred  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton). 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  to 
intend,  not  that  all  the  trials  should  be 
completed  within  two  months,  but  that 
they  should  be  commenced  within  that 
period. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  his  proposition  was 
that  they  should  fix  a  term  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  trial.  If  two  months 
were  too  short  they  could  alter  the  period, 
or  insert  the  woras — well  known  to  the 
law — **  within  a  reasonable  time." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  148; 
Noes  83 :  Migority  65. 

Then  the  following  Sections  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  read,  and  agreed  to. 

"  8.  If  in  any  ease  the  Members  of  the  said 
Conrt  are  equally  divided  in  their  choioe  of  a 
puisne  judge  to  be  placed  on  the  rota,  the  Chief 
Justice  of  snoh  Court  (including  under  that  ex- 
pression the  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer), 
shall  have  a  second  or  casting  vote. 
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"  4.  Any  judge  placed  on  the  rota  shall  be  re- 
eligible  in  the  succeeding  or  any  subsequent 
year. 

"  5.  In  the  event  of  the  death  or  Illness  of  any 
judge  for  the  time  being  on  the  rota,  or  his  inability 
to  act  for  any  re<i8onabTo  cause,  the  Court  to  which 
he  belongs  sliall  fill  up  the  yacancy  by  placing  on 
the  rota  another  puisne  judge  of  the  same  Court. 

"  6.  The  judges  for  the  time  being  on  the  rota 
shall,  according  to  their  seniority,  respectively 
try  the  Election  Petitions  standing  for  trial  under 
this  Act  unless  they  otherwise  agree  among  them- 
selves, in  which  case  the  trial  of  each  Election 
Petition  shall  be  taken  in  manner  provided  by 
such  agreement/' 

Section  7, 

'*  Where  it  appears  to  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  upon  a  certificate 
under  the  hands  of^^the  judges  on  the  rota,  after 
due  consideration  of  the  list  of  Petitions  un- 
der this  Act  for  the  time  being  at  issue,  that 
the  trial  of  such  Election  Petitioni  will  be  inoon- 
veniently  delayed  unless  an  additional  judge  or 
judges  be  appointed  to  assist  the  judges  on  the 
rota,  each  of  the  said  Courts  (that  is  to  say) 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  in  the  order 
named,  shall,  on  and  according  to  the  requisition 
of  such  Secretary  of  State,  appoint  one  of  the 
puisne  judges  of  the  Court  to  try  Election  Peti- 
tions for  the  ensuing  year  ;  and  any  judge  so  ap- 
pointed shall,  during  that  year,  be  deemed  to  be 
on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions — " 

read. 

Mil.  AYRTON  Bald,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  way  in  which  the  section 
was  framed.  Its  effect  would  be  to  pnt 
Election  Petitions  under  the  control  of  an 
Officer  of  tlie  Grown.  Any  Secretary  of 
State  was  to  have  power  to  regulate  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions.  In  certain 
cases,  if  ther«  was  no  interference  by  any 
such  officer,  the  Petition  could  not  be  tried. 
If  hon.  Members  accepted  efery thing  that 
was  proposed  to  be  put  into  the  Bill  be- 
cause it  was  called  a  Bill  for  the  Prefen- 
tion  of  Corrupt  Proctices  at  Elections, 
they  would  deserve  to  be  compared  to 
those  animals  who  swallow  bait  which, 
though  smeared  with  something  saTOury, 
contains  poison.  In  his  opinion,  the  inter- 
position of  a  Secretary  of  State  was 
wholly  unnecessary,  and  the  natural  coarse 
of  proceedings  would  be  to  leave  the  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Justice,  who 
could  ask  the  members  of  his  Court  to 
make  proper  arrangements.  lie  proposed 
as  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  one  of  Her  Majesty's  principal  Secreta- 
ries of  State,''  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
••  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court." 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  still  that  the  matter  shonld 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Judges  on  the 


rota,  and  suggested  that  the  words  "Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court"  should  be  stuck 
out  of  the  Amendment. 

Words  '*  Chief  Justice  of  the  Cosrt" 
itruck  out :  Amendment  amended  by  the 
insertion  of  other  words. 

Section,  as  amended,  put,  and  o^rMdto. 

Section  8, 

"  ner  Majesty  may,  in  manner  heretofora  ii 
use,  appoint  an  additional  puisne  judge  to  esefa  if 
the  Courts  of  Queen's  Bench,  the  Common  PkM, 
and  the  Exchequer ;  but  no  judge  appointsd  ii 
pursuance  of  or  after  the  passmg  of  this  Actilali 
be  placed  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of  Eleetios 
Petitions  until  the  expiration  of  two  years  fivi 
the  date  of  his  appointmeat— -" 

read. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  theprofiioii 
this  section  was  a  roost  unhappy  one.   It 
was  proposed  to  enact  that  Judges  sboiU 
sit  in  the  Superior  Courts  with  the  stiga* 
of   Parliament  upon   them,  to  the  effoei 
that  they  conld  not  be  trusted  to  do  soin^ 
of  their  duties.     Anything  more  offeosifS 
to  a  Judge  it  was  difficult  to  conceive.    I^ 
seemed  that  they  were  to  have  two  yetf* 
of  purification  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ayrton)  neve' 
before  heard  of  any  system  of  purificatioo 
which  extended  over  so  long  a  period  M 
two    years.     In    converting    a  wretehel 
Hindoo  into  a  Brahmin  it  was  only  neeei' 
sary  that  ho  should  be  steeped  in  a  jar  of 
oil  for  nine  days,  and  at  the  end  of  thst 
period  he  came  forth  a  Brahmin.     S  oral  J 
some  shorter  mode  of  purifying  a  Z^Agfi 
might  be  found  ;  but,  in  his  opinioOi  ^ 
would  he  better  to  leave  out  the  latter  psri 
of  the  section  altogether,  and  he  thereM 
moved  to  omit  the  proviso. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  no  objie* 
tion  to  omit  the  words  objeoted  to. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  that  tbedufir 
which  it  was  intended  to  guard  against  vii 
that  of  having  partiians  acting  at  JndlfV* 
A  Gentleman  who  had  taken  part  in  Ai 
heated  confiiots  of  that  Hoose  might  be 
transplanted  to  the  Bench,  and  might,  bit 
for  some  such  provision  as  this  be  at  oust 
engaged  in  trying  Election  Petitions.  Wh^ 
ther  he  had  to  try  the  case  of  an  oppoosat 
or  that  of  a  political  friend  the  reuut  vsi 
sure  to  be  that  there  would  be  a  ebip 
of  partiality  brought  against  the  Besebi 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that  sodi  i 
man  was  to  be  distrusted  as  one  of  a  Coo- 
mittee ;  but  the  moment  he  got  npoo  Aft 
Bench  he  was  to  have  foil  oonfidiM^ 
placed  in  him. 

Mr.  ROBBUCfK  toggeated  that  ^ 
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right  hoD.  Oentleman  bad  better  more  that 
no  Member  of  Parliament  should  be  made 

a  Judge. 

ProTiso  strueh  out. 

Section,  oi  amended,  agreed  to. 

Section  9, 

"Hie  expression  <*the  Goart"  shAll,  ibr  the 
parpeses  of  this  Act,  mean  the  Conrt  of  Common 
Pleat,  aod  saoh  Court  shall,  suljeot  to  the  j^roTi- 
aioDi  of  this  Act,  hare  the  same  powers,  jurlsdic- 
tioD,  and  aathority  with  referenoe  to  an  Election 
Petition  and  the  proeeedings  thereon  as  it  would 
have  if  such  Petition  were  an  ordioarj  pause 
within  their  jurisdiction—  " 

read. 

Ma.  ATRTON  aaid,  thej  had  now  ar* 
rived  at  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  pro- 
vided that  the  Petition  should  be  tried  not 
before  the  Judge,  but  bj  the  Judge  with- 
oot  the  aaaistance  of  a  jury.     It  was  pro- 
posed that  he  should  not  only  without  the 
interfention  of  a  jury  determine  questions 
of  fact,  but  also  decfde  questions  of  law 
affscting  the  seat  of  a  Member,  his  capacity 
to  sit  in  Parliament  for  seven  years,  and 
the  qualifioations  of  electors.     This  was 
an  enormous  power  to  give  to  a  single 
Jodge.     If  an  act  of  eorruption  was  to  be 
tried,    involving    a    comparatively    small 
ponishment,  the  question  of  faot  must  be 
decided  by  a  jury ;  but  where  the  act  of 
bribery  was  to  effect  the  validity  of   the 
Election  and  deprive  a  Member  of  his  seat, 
the  Judge  alone  was  to  determine  it.     In 
fact,  the  person  tried  for  bribery — it  might 
be  in  the  same  Court,  if  not  at  the  same 
sitting — might  be  acquitted  by  the  jury,  so 
that  there  would  be  an  absolute  reversal  of 
the  decision  of  the  Judge  by  the  verdict  of 
the  jury.     That  was  a  very  unfortunate 
position  in  which  to  place  a  Judge.  Would 
it  be  competent  in  such  a  case  to  sue  out  a 
pardon  from  the  Crown  against  the  deci- 
sion of  a  Judge  in  these  circumstances  ? 
Looking  at  the  penal  consequences  of  a 
conviction   under   theso  petitions,  it  was 
necessary  that  the  case  should  be  tried,  as 
ID  other  criminal  cases,  by  a  jury.     The 
consciences  of  twelve  men  afforded  a  better 
guarantee  for  impartiality  than  that  of  a 
•iogle  Judge  did.     If  the  Committee  as- 
sented to  the  proposition  that  all  matters 
of  fact  were  to  be  tried  by  a  jury,  it  would 
be  easy  enough  to  adopt  a  course  which 
would  secure  a  jury  whose  minds  were  un- 
biassed with  reference  to  the  matter  under 
inquiry.  He  begged  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  all  the  words  in  the 
clause  after  the  word  "  tried  '*  in  line  15, 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the  words 


*'  by  a  jury  to  be  selected  as  heremafter 
provided."  If  that  Amendment  were 
adopted,  all  matters  of  law  relating  to 
these  Election  Petitions  would  be  tried  by 
a  Judge,  while  all  questions  of  fact  would 
be  decided  by  a  Jury  of  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  roebuck  pointed  out  a  more 
convenient  method  by  which  the  questions 
before  the  Committee  could  be  put,  and 
concluded  by  observing  that  in  the  multi- 
tude of  words  there  was  not  much  wisdom. 

The  chairman  said,  possibly  the 
course  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  was 
a  more  convenient  one  than  that  which 
had  been  taken.  Still  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  a 
right  to  put  his  Amendment  in  the  way 
he  had  done. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ajrton)  could  be 
carried  out  practically.  A  jury  might 
decide  one  or  two  issues  of  fact  easily 
enough;  but  it  was  too  much  to  expect 
them  to  come  to  a  unanimous  decision 
upon  questions  of  the  complicated  charac- 
ter that  were  sure  to  arise  at  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions,  where  they  would  have 
to  agree  upon  not  one,  but  perhaps  twenty 
issues  of  fsct.  The  result  would  be  that 
in  every  ease  the  jury  would  have  to  be 
discharged  without  giving  a  verdict. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  OOLDNEY  moved  in  line  22,  after 
**  Petition,"  to  insert,  **  in  which  Corrupt 
Practices  are  charged  or  alleged  shall.*' 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  these  words  would  confine  the  trial 
on  the  spot  to  cases  in  which  oerrupt  prac- 
tices were  charged ;  but  he  thought  that 
in  other  cases— -for  instance,  in  the  case 
of  a  serutiny«>tliere  should  be  a  local  pio- 
eeeding. 

Amendment  withdrawn, 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
move  an  Amendment  binding  the  Judges 
in  their  procedure  to  respect  the  decisions 
and  judgments  of  the  House.  The  inqui- 
ries of  Election  Committees  were  various 
in  their  character,  and  there  was  only  one 
way  by  which  proper  relations  between  the 
House  and  the  new  tribunal  could  be  pre- 
served, and  that  was  that  the  authority  of 
the  House  should  be  fully  recognised,  and 
that  the  new  tribtmal  should  Im  guided  ih 
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bj  the  Hoaae,  irhelher  th&t  oonrie  were  |  vindicAtioa  of  a  plan  which  wu  emlw&l 

right  OT  wrong.     It  was  quite  clear  that 

unless  tbey  did  that  there   would  at  no 

verj  diataut  date  be  a  oontinual  oonfliot 

between  the  House  and  the  Court  they 

were  now  setting  up. 

AmendmeDt  proposed , 

At  the  end  of  the  Cl>us«,  to  add  tb«  wordi 
"  PraTided  xlwafa,  Tbat  do  ooart  or  judge  ilutll 
ciU  in  question,  or  suffer  to  be  allied  iu  qusstiop, 
In  uij  proceedings  under  tliis  Act,  an;  resolut 


or  order  of  the  House  of  Commons  touching  tbe 
privileges  of  the  House,  or  of  an;  Member  thereof, 
or  tho  duties  of  »nj  returning  olBoer,  or  of  any 
offloer  of  the  House  of  Commons  ;  and  a  printad 
oop7  of  the  Journals  of  the  lit 


three  pages  of  Amendment*  tlut  ittgi 
on  the  Notice  Paper  in  hii  name.  Ai  tb« 
Committee  had,  however,  alreadj  Tiitullj 
deoided  agaiiist  his  plaiii  he  woold  not  no* 
press  his  Amendmeots. 

ClBDse  agreed  (o. 


Claose  15  (House  of  Commons  to  tiirf 
out  Report). 

Mb.  BOnVERIE  said,  he  hopi|d  di« 
House,  oat  of  regard  for  its  own  dignity 
and  character,  would  reject  that  claue, 
which  was  without  parallel  in  the  tuitery 
of  their  legislation.      Surely,  when  tb« 


retolulioD  or  order  printed  br  tba  printer  of  the  I  ,        i_    i  i.  ^      i     '  i    i.  .'-l        i 

House,  .hall  be  snffloient  oTidenoe  thereof;  and  '  '""  had  been  declared  by  a  tnhimal  ofOT 
such  order  or  resolution  shall  be  bindiEg  and  eon-  '  which  the  Honsa  was  to  have  DO  eonlnrf, 
cluaiTB  onsuchoourt  or  Judge,  and  all  parties  ap-  it  was  Hot  to  be  BDpposed  that  the  Hoiac 
pearing  in  anj  snob  proceedings."— (3fr.  AyHoa.}  „oold  break  the  law.  It  shoald  he  left 
The  solicitor  GENERALobj acted  j  entirely  to  the  House  itself  to  say  iriiat  it 
to  the  Amendment,  becanae  he  regarded  it  i  «houtd  or  should  not  enter  on  its  on 
as  unnecessary,  and  feared  that  it  would    Journals. 


be  dangerous.     Indeed,  he  looked  upon 


Tbk  solicitor  general  poiny 


as  the  last  effort  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  i  out — as  a  precedent  for  that  clause— iM 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham-  i  by  the  S6th  section  of  the  U  dc  12  FA 
lets  (Mr.  Ayrton]  to  retain  the  jurisdiction  I  o.  98  it  was  enacted  that  the  deciNomtf 
in  the  House  of  Commons  by  making  the  I  Election  Committee*  should  be  entered  « 
House  0.  kind  of  Court  of  Appeal  to  the  j  the  Journals  of  the  House. 


tribunal  they  were  now  establishing.  There 
was  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  gave  tbe 
decision  of  the  Judge  any  greater  effect 
than  tho  decision  of  an  Election  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  therefore,  if  any  danger 
would  exist  after  this  Bill  was  passed,  it 
had  existed  a  long  time.  The  Amend- 
ment scried  no  good  purpose,  and  could 
lead  to  nothing  but  ill. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said,  that  the  House 
had  had  control  over  Committees,  but  the 
Judges  might  treat  tbe  Orders  and  ResO' 
lutions  of  the  House  as  waste  paper.  There 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "TU 
the  Qaose  sUnd  part  of  the  Bill" 

The  Committee  divided  ;—  Aye*  IHi 
Noea54;  Majority  120. 
Clau(«  agreed  to. 
Clause  16  agreed  to. 

Clnnse  17  (Report  of  the  Judge  ii  * 
Corrupt  Practices]. 

Mb.  SANDFORD  mored  to  lesnlil 
the  clause,  and  insert  a  new  claaie 


lutions  of  the  House  as  waste  paper.  There     .     i      -rr-     i.-    .  .  -j  ,l  <■ 

,,,  .         ,    c  .'L.  .Stead.     Hia  obi  eat  was  to  provide  tnal  a 

had  been  a  strugg  e  for  centuries  between         •      l-  i     »«      l  ,,iU 

.1.,  u„ .1  fk.  n u    „.j jjj^  I  every  case  in  which  a  Member  was  OBiesIlt 


'  existence  ol 


the  House  and   the  Bench,  and  now  tho    .      '         .    „  .■  n         ■    •      vJt 

TT  .1.  II.  ■  -       .     for  corrupt  practices  a  Comraistioo  sMV 

House  with  their  eyes  open  were  going  to  ; ,     .        /.*^-  •  .    .v        .    .  ..f  4k 

...  .    _;.T,    n,~;.   —■-■I-  ..       Tu™  2 I  bo  issued  to  inqmre  into  the  exUet  of  W 

part    with    their   privileges.      They  were  ^ 

about  to  rush  with  haste  into  what  those 
who  came  after  them  would  repent  al 
leisure.  He  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment as  calculated  to  mitigate  the  evils  thi 
Bill  would  entail. 


"  That   those  words  he 
-  Aye*  53  : 


The  Committee  divided 
Noes  186:  Majority  132. 

On   Question,    "That   tbe   Clause,   as 
amended,  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill," 

Mr.  j.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  had  , 
intended,    before  the   clauie   was    finally  j  *■"  ""  ■■***•■ 
Mr,  Ayrtm 


inquire 
tence  of  corrupt  influences  on  ths^i 
as    matters  now  stood  it  was  sfW 
the  wish  even  of  the  PeUtioner  to  n< 
the  circumstance  of  their  extensivdy  [It- 
vailing,  in  order  that  a   new  irrit  bi^ 
be  issued.     The  beat  way,  he  migbl  Wi 
to  put  a  stop  to  bribery  was  in  his  opiM* 
make  it  the  interest  of  the  iDbsUtu* 


of  a  locality  to  put  it  down,  and  a 
data  would  no  longer  be  looked  npoa  ■ 
,  popular,  but  rather  a*  a  peat,  if  hii  M^ 
duct  in  promoting  corruption  should )■■ 
to  the  imposition  of  ftn  addittunl  M* 
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Amendment  proposed, 


At  the  end  of  the  Clanse,  to  add  the  words 
*<  And  in  every  case  where  a  Member  for  a  Coantj 
or  a  Borough  may  be  nnaeated  for  oormpt  prao- 
lieef,  then  and  in  every  luoh  case  a  Gommiiiion 
•ball  be  inaed  aooording  to  the  proritioni  of  the 
Act  of  the  Session  of  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth 
years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Bfajesty,  intituled 
*Aq  Aet  to  provide  for  more  effective  inqniry 
into  the  existence  of  Cormpt  Practices  at  Elec- 
tions of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament,  for  the 
porpoM  of  inqairing  into  the  prevalence  of  Cor- 
rupt Praotices  in  such  County  or  Boroogb ;  and 
the  expenses  of  such  Commission  and  snch  in- 
quiry shall  be  defrayed  by  the  County  or  Borough 
to  whioh  such  Commission  shall  be  issued. " — 
(Iff.  Smdford.) 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  the  latter 
portion  of  the  daase  oat  two  wajB,  and 
would  be  likely  to  do  more  harm  than  good. 
If,  in  the  ease  of  cormpt  praotices,  all  the 
inhabitants  of  the  locality  were  to  be  fined 
by  paying  the  expenses  of  a  Commission, 
the  result  would  be  that  everyone  of  them 
would  be  interested  in  pre? enting  oorropt 
practices  being  prored.  The  real  danger 
of  the  Bill  already  was  that  it  tended  to 
prerent  the  discovery  of  cormpt  practices, 
sod  this  provision  would  add  another  mo- 
tire  to  thoae  which  already  prevailed  to 
iodnee  persons  to  refrain  from  giving  evi- 
dence. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Valdon  (Mr.  Sandford)  would  leave  out  that 
portion  of  the  clause  whioh  threw  the  ez- 
peoses  of  Commissions  on  the  locality. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said. 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee^ 
which  sat  on  the  subject  last  year,  that 
the  object  to  be  kept  in  view  was  rather 
the  prevention  of  cormpt  practices  in  the 
first  instance  than  the  disclosure  of  such 
praotices  when  they  had  taken  place.  They 
thought  that  to  throw  the  expenses  of  the 
inquiry  upon  the  locality,  where  it  was 
proved  that  corrupt  practices  had  pre- 
vailed, would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
those  corrupt  practices  being  committed. 
It  appeared,  however,  to  him  that  the  ad- 
dition moved  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
Inflict  iigastice  in  certain  oases. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought  the 
most  effectual  way  of  preventing  cormpt 
practices  was  by  charging  the  expense  of 
the  inquiry  upon  the  locality. 

Sn  FRANCIS  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
objected  to  the  eipense  being  thrown  upon 
the  whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  a  locality, 
M  it  would  be  making  the  innocent  suffer 
with  the  guilty.  He  feared  that  such  a  pro- 
vision would  render  it  the  interest  of  the 
ishabitants  of  a  borough  where  bribery  had 
prevailed  to  have  no  petition  presented. 


Mb.  Sbrjbakt  GASBLEE  said,  he 
was  happy  to  be  able,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, to  vote  with  the  Government. 

Mb.  HENLBY  said,  that  if  the  object 
was  to  prevent  bribery,  they  had  better  not 
throw  the  expense  of  checking  it  on  the 
offending  locality,  or  they  never  would  be 
able  to  discover  the  commission  of  corrupt 
practices,  as  people  would  bsnd  together 
in  order  to  keep  them  from  becoming 
known. 

Mb.  LABOTTCHERE  asked  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  carry  the  delusion  fur- 
ther, that  the  respectable  inhabitants  of  a 
borough  knew  nothing  about  the  corruption 
which  took  place  in  their  midst  ?  In  some 
boroughs  it  was  necessary  to  settle  the 
"  difficulty  "  which  arose  with  regard  to 
the  voters  who  objected  to  bribery  and 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  it  before  a 
candidate  could  be  chosen.  He  believed 
that  the  imposition  of  a  fine  on  a  borough 
for  corruption  would  tend  to  lessen  the  evil. 

Thb  attorney  general  pointed 
out  that  the  proposed  Amendment  would 
make  the  issue  of  a  Commission  impera- 
tive when  a  single  esse  of  bribery  had  been 
committed,  although  the  Judge  might  be 
of  opinion  that  bribery  had  not  extensively 
prevailed.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  hard- 
ship to  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  or 
borough  to  issue  a  Commission  in  cases 
where  the  Judge  was  of  opinion  there  were 
only  one  or  two  cases  of  bribery. 

Mb.  AYRTON  observed  that  a  Com- 
mission would  issue  under  the  clause  as  it 
stood  only  on  the  Address  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  He  thought  a  Commission 
should  issue  unless  the  Judge  should  certify 
that  no  further  acts  of  bribery  had  occurred 
beyond  those  he  had  already  inquired  into. 

Mb.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  reminded 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mc.  Ayrton)  that 
the  Judge  was,  under  a  previous  clausOi 
bound  to  report  in  writing  to  the  Speaker 
whether  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre* 
vailed. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  contended  that  it 
should  be  imperative  to  issue  a  Commis- 
sion where  corrupt  practices  had  extensively 
prevailed ;  and  therefore  it  was  necessary 
to  consider  by  whom  the  proceedings  were 
to  be  carried  out  after  the  Judge  had  de- 
cided that  corrupt  practices  had  prevailed. 
He  remembered  a  case  which  had  come 
before  an  Election  Committee,  of  whioh  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter) 
was  Chairman.    The  Comnuttee  reporto 
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that  corrupt  praoticea  had  eztensi? elj  pre- 
vailed ;  hut,  aa  the  Chairman  declined  to 
moTO  an  Addreaa,  no  inquiry  had  taken 
place  from  that  day  to  thia. 

Thb  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUE  R  :  If  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  ahoold  aaj  "  No  "  to 
the  clause,  and  hring  up  a  new  clauae  him- 
aelf. 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  aaid,  he 
thought  that  the  meaning  of  the  worda 
"  extensive  bribery  "  ought  to  be  defined. 
Did  they  mean  corruption  to  the  extent  of 
5  or  10  per  cent  of  the  conatituency  ? 

Mr.  M.  chambers  maintained  that 
on  receipt  of  a  Report  from  the  Judge  that 
bribery  and  corruption  prevailed,  a  Com- 
mission should  issue  forthwith. 

Mr.  LOWTHER  said,  he  waa  surprised 
at  the  mistake  into  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Russell  Gumey)  had  fallen 
when  he  said  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Judge  to  inquire  whether  corruption  had 
been  prevalent.  All  that  would  devolve 
on  the  Judge  would  be  to  take  auch  evi- 
dence as  would  decide  the  question  of  the 
aeat. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  oh- 
aerved  that,  in  auch  a  case  at  present,  a 
Commission  issued  for  the  purpose  of  legis- 
lation, on  the  Address  of  the  two  Houses, 
to  enable  them  to  know  whether  the  place 
ahould  be  disfranchised.  A  shorthand 
writer  would  attend  the  inquiry  before  the 
Judges,  and  his  Report  would  be  sent  to 
the  House,  so  that  they  would  have  the 
means  of  knowing  everything  that  oc- 
curred. 

Mr.  AYRTON  :  By  whom  will  the  Ad- 
dress be  moved  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  answer 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  by  aaking 
who  moved  the  Addresa  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at  present  ? 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  they  were  not 
legislating  for  the  Houae  of  Lorda  ;  they 
were  legislating  for  the  House  of  CommonSi 
and  it  was  sufficient  for  him  to  have  to  do 
with  the  House  of  Commons.  At  present, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Election  Committeea 
who  made  the  Report  was  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  could  be  brought  to  the  table, 
but  it  surely  was  not  intended  that  the 
Judge  should  bo  ordered  to  attend  at  the 
Bar,  and  explain  what  took  place  on  the 
inquiry.  After  the  Judge  sent  the  certifi- 
cate with  regard  to  the  prevalence  of  cor- 
rupt practices  to  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  whom 
would  devolve  the  duty  of  moving  the  Ad- 
dresa ?  Unless  they  knew  who  waa  to  move 


for  the  Commiuion  in  that  Honae  it  i«U 
be  better  that  the  Commiaaion  ahoaU  go  u 
a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  aud,  that  U  thi 
Amendment  were  carried  a  atop  woaU  \t 
put  to  corrupt  praotioea,  aa  the  inkalntuti 
would  exert  themaelvea  to  prevent  iiek 
practicea  being  carried  on. 

Question  pat,  ''  That  thoae  words  bi 
there  added 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  AjesTI; 
Noea  126  :  Majority  54. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  aaid,  that  m 
he  had  an  important  Amendment  to  pn- 
pose,  and  there  waa  not  time  for  the  dii- 
cussion,  he  would  beg  to  move  that  thi 
Committee  report  Progreaa. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  aaid,  he  wished  k 
some  more  explicit  underatanding  as  to  tk 
moving  of  theae  Addreaaea.  He  sboiii 
otherwise  feel  it  neceaaary  to  raise  tk 
question  again.  Waa  the  duty  to  M  « 
the  Government,  or  would  it  devolve  upM 
any  hon.  Member  who  ohose  to  vni 
through  the  ahort-hand  notea?  UnlcMbi 
had  a  diatinct  understanding  on  that  potrt 
he  should  move  the  rejection  of  the  olsoN 
with  the  view  to  bringing  up  a  fresh  ona 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  If  the  rigLt  hoii. 
Gentleman  is  desirous  of  preserving  tbi 
privileges  of  thia  House,  why  does  hi 
grudge  hon.  Members  the  privilege  of 
moving  these  Addresses  ? 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  objected  ti 
the  performance  of  the  duty  being  left  tl 
the  inclination  of  any  private  Member. 

Houae  reiumed. 

Committee  report  Progreaa ;  to  sit  sftii 
To-morrow, 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  propoMi 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  Ai 
Chair." 

WORKHOUSE  DIETARIES  IN  IREUHIl 

RESOLUnOK. 

Mr.  BLAKE  roae  to  call  attentiaa  |i 
the  deficiency  of  Workhouae  dietaries  ii 
Ireland,  and  to  move  That,  in  the  opiaitf 
of  this  House,  the  Poor  Law  CommisuoaMl 
of  Ireland  should  eatabliah  a  miaioifla 
aoale  of  dietary  for  the  Paupers  ia  thi 
Union  Workhonsea  not  leaa  than  that  niV 
in  exiatence  in  the  Irish  County  Gaoli«  aii 
which  waa  recommended  by  the  ComB** 
aion  appointed  to  report  on  the  CcodQ 
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PriMm  Dieteriet,  ''m  neoeatary  for  the  pre* 
Mfratfon  of  the  health  of  the  prisonere," 
A  year  ago  be  brought  under  the  notiee 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  the  defioieney  of  the  gaol  dietariea 
in  Ireland.     The  noble  Earl  gave  an  aa- 
anrance  that  the  aubject  woald  be  inquired 
into,  and  aoon  after  a  Commiaaion  waa 
iaioed  for  the  purpoae  eonaiating  of  three 
gentlemen  moat  eminent  in  their  profea- 
aion.    They  recommended  that  the  dietary 
ahoold  be  inoreaaed   by  a  aopper  of  aiz 
ouncea  of  bread  and  half  a  pint  of  milk. 
The  county  priaon  dietary  now  conaiated 
of  28  ouncea  of  aolid  food  a  day,  or  196 
ooneea   per  week.     He   would  take  the 
Waterford  Union  aa  an  illuatration  of  the 
workbooae  dietary,  aa  it  waa  quite  aa  good 
there  aa  almoat  anywhere  elae.     The  able 
men  had  about  170  ouncea  of  aolid  food 
in  the  week,  or  26  ouncea  leaa  than  the 
priaooera  confined    for    terma  beyond    a 
month,  ao  that  the  latter    got    more  in 
acfen  daya  than  the  paupera  got  in  eight 
daya.    In  Clonmel  and  other  uniona  the 
condition  of  the  pauper  waa  even  worae. 
Some  unions  gaje  a  anpper  ;  but,  although 
that  waa  an  improTcment,  atilli  with  very 
few  ezceptiona,   there   waa  no  actual  in- 
creaae  in  the  quantity  of  food,  aa  the  anp- 
per waa  uaually  made  up  of  reduotiona 
from  the  breakfaat  and  dinner.      When 
three  competent  gentlemen  had  laid  down 
a  certain  amount  of  food  aa  eaaential  to 
keep  county  priaonera  in  health,  the  aame 
rule  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  paupera. 
Except  for  the  aeclusion  the  condition  of 
the  priaoner  waa  better  than  that  of  the 
workhouae  pauper.    He  had  a  better  bed, 
a  nicer  aleeping    apartment,   a  pleaaant 
temperatnre  kept  up,  and  not  harder  work 
to  do,  on  the  whole,  than  the  pauper.  Aa 
the  Oaol  Commiaaionera  had  recommended 
in  the  event  of  the  aame  hard  labour  being 
introduced  in  the  Iriah  county  priaona  aa 
eziated  in  England,  that  meat  ahould  be 
added  to  the  dietary,  it  waa  aa  impolitic 
aa  it  waa  unjuat  to  place  the  peraon  eom- 
polled,  aa  waa  often  the  caae,  to  enter  a 
workhouae  for  no  fault  of  hia  own,  in  a 
worae  poaition  aa  regarded  the  neceaaariea 
of  life  than  the  priaoner  expiating  a  crime; 
indeed,  it  offered  a  direct  incentive  to  the 
violation  of  the  law.     Beaidei,  aa  a  matter 
of  economy,  it  waa  better  for  the  rate- 
payera  to  maintain  the  able-bodied  pauper 
m  a  atate  of  health  that  would  enable  him 
to  gain  a  livelihood  outaide.     A  Return, 
ordered   at  the  inatance  of  Mr.  Gogan, 
ahowed  aome  enrioaa  facta  with  regard  to 


workhouae  dietariea.  There  were  164 
uniona.  In  91,  there  were  only  2  meala  ; 
in  73,  there  were  3  meala  given.  Forty 
excluded  the  old  and  infirm  from  the  third 
meal.  Three  uniona  excluded  women  only 
from  the  third  meal,  and  three  more  re- 
foaed  a  aupper  to  infanta.  The  excluaion 
of  the  old  and  infirm  waa  moat  inhuman  ; 
far  better  initead  of  killing  them  by  inchea 
would  it  be  to  do  aa  waa  done  in  India  with 
old  people— put  them  on  a  raft  and  aend 
them  off  to  aea.  Humanity,  independent 
of  everything  elae,  required  that  the  State 
ahould  aee  that  thoae  whom  it  undertook 
to  protect  ahould  have  their  health  and 
atrength  .maintained  at  a  fair  atandard. 
From  the  aucceaa  which  attended  hia  ap- 
peal to  the  Chief  Secretary  on  behalf  of 
priaonera,  he  had  every  hope  that  with  hia 
characteriitic  humanity  he  would  take  mea* 
aurea  to  have  the  poor  people  obliged  to 
reaort  to  the  aad  alternative  of  entering  a 
poorhouae  placed  in  at  leaat  aa  good  a  po- 
aition aa  thoae  who  did  not  merit  the  aame 
aympathy. 
Mr.  O'BEIRNE  aeconded  the  Motion. 

Amendment  propoaed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners of  Ireland  should  establish  a  minimum 
scale  of  dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the  Union 
Workhouses  not  less  than  that  now  in  existenoo 
in  the  Irish  County  Gaols,  and  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  appointed  to  report  on 
the  County  Prison  Dietaries,  'as  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  health  of  the  prisoners/  " 
— (Jlr.  Biake,) 

— inatead  thereof. 

Queation  propoaed,    "  That  the  worda 

propoaed  to  be  left  out  atand  part  of  the 

Queation." 

Thx  Earl  of  MATO  aaid,  that  the 
queation  raiaed  by  the  hon.  Member  waa 
one  of  eonaiderable  importance ;  but  he 
thought  the  Motion  waa  baaed  on  a  miaap- 
prehenaion  aa  to  the  acale  of  diet  recom- 
mended by  the  Commiaaionera  who  inquired 
laat  year  into  the  queation  of  the  dietary 
in  county  gaola.  They  recommended  four 
daaaea  of  diet,  proportioned  to  terma  of 
impriaonment,  for  thoae  who  were  reapeo- 
tively  impriaoned  one  week,  one  month, 
three  montha,  and  more  than  three  montha; 
and  the  reaaon  waa  that  thoae  undergoing 
the  longer  terma  of  impriaonment  evidently 
required  the  more  generoua  diet,  particu- 
larly if  their  impriaonment  waa  accompanied 
with  hard  labour.  The  aoale  for  one-week 
prieooera  waa  preoiaely  the  aame  aa  the 
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minimom  workhouse  scale.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  say  with  what  particular  class 
of  gaol  diet  he  wished  workhouse  diet  to 
be  assimilated,  hut  it  was  to  be  presumed 
he  would  say  the  one-month  scale,  which 
was  somewhat  more  generous  than  work- 
house diet  and  was  accompanied  by  some 
advantages,  three  meals  a  day  being  al- 
lowed.  In  no  single  instance  did  the  Com- 
missioners, who  inquired  minutely  into  the 
diet  of  many  workhouses,  say  that  it  was 
insufficient  to   maintain   the   health   and 
strength  of  the  paupers;  but,  in  instituting 
a  comparison  between  workhouse  and  gaol 
dietaries,  they  remark  that  whereas  many 
of  the  paupers  admitted  into  unions  had 
been  accustomed  to  a  life  of  depriTation, 
many  of  the  persons  sent  to  prison  had 
been  used  to  liberal  fare,  and  were,  there- 
fore, less  capable  of  submitting  to  a  Tery 
low  diet ;  and  they  were  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  prisoners  did  require  a  higher 
scale  of  dietary  than  paupers.  The  ayersge 
stay  of  the  individual  pauper  in  the  Irish 
workhouse  was  seventy-one  days,  and  that 
of  the  able-bodied  pauper  was  much  shorter, 
being  a  month  or  less,  and  on  the  principle 
of  the  Commissioners,  the  able-bodied  pau- 
pers  would  have  pretty  nearly  the  same 
scale  of  diet  as  was  recommended  for  the 
first-class  prisoners  who  were  confined  for 
the  shortest  time.      The  question  was  a 
difficult  one,  and  ought  to  be  left  to  be 
decided  very  much  by  local  circumstances 
and  local  knowledge,  and  it  would  not  be 
wise  in  the  Poor  Law  Commission  to  exer- 
cise their  powers  indiscriminately  in  forcing 
Guardians  to  increase  the  diet,  particularly 
as  it  had  been  proved  by  the  researches  of 
Sir  John  Forbes  in  1852,  that  the  dietary 
in    Irish   workhouses,    paradoxical    as    it 
might  seem,  was  more  nutritious  and  pa- 
latable than   that   in  the   English   work- 
houses in  consequence  of  the  greater  quan- 
tity of  milk  allowed.     If  an  attempt  was 
made  to  enforce  a  certain   scale  on  the 
Guardians,  the  price  and   quality  of  the 
provisions  would  still  be  under  their  con- 
trol.    At  present  the  greatest  care  was 
taken  that  everything  should   be  of  the 
best  quality.     The  efforts  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  induce  Guardians  in  some  cases 
to  give  a  more  liberal  diet  had  generally 
been  successful.     The  first  point  pressed 
upon  the  Guardians  by  the  Commissioners 
was  that  they  should  allow  three  meals  a 
day,  instead  of  two.    The  next  recommen- 
dation of  the  Commissioners,  which  had 
been  adopted  in  a  great  many  cases,  was 
that  a  small  portion  of  meat  should  be  put 
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into  the  vegetable  soup  for  the  purpoBs  of 
rendering  it  more  palatable.  Another  re- 
commendation was  that  in  the  case  of  aged 
and  infirm  persons  bread  and  tea  should 
be  substituted  for  "  stirabout  *'  and  milk. 
It  had  been  also  recommended  that  a  con- 
siderable addition  should  be  made  to  the 
meat  portion  of  the  dietary :  but,  looking 
at  the  state  of  the  country,  he  thought  the 
reasons  against  adopting  this  recommenda- 
tion were  perfectly  conclusive.  In  the  first 
place  the  present  dietary  in  Ireland  was 
much  more  nutritious  and  wholesome,  con- 
taining a  greater  quantity  of  animal  food, 
than  the  English  dietary.  It  should  be 
remembered,  moreover,  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  those  who  had  the  management  of 
these  institutions  was  to  put  the  inmatei 
in  a  position  to  obtain  their  livelihood  by 
industry;  but  if  in  regard  to  young  persons 
a  scale  of  dietary  were  established  superior 
to  th^  ordinary  diet  of  the  country,  no  io- 
ducement  would  be  ofiered  to  such  persons 
to  earn  their  livelihood  by  industry.  There 
were  good  reasons,  therefore,  for  the  course 
which  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had 
thought  proper  to  adopt.  It  would  be  found 
from  the  Returns  that  the  mortality  in  the 
Irish  workhouses  was  very  low;  and  under 
all  the  circumstances,  although  it  might 
be  desirable  to  make  minor  alterations  in 
the  scale  of  dietary,  it  would  be  unwise  to 
make  any  considerable  addition  to  the  meat 
portion  of  the  dietary. 

Mb.  BLAEE  said,  he  would  withdraw 
bis  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leaTe,  wiikdravm. 

CONSULAR  COURTS  IN  TURKEY  AND 
EGYPT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  LATARD:  Sir,  if  the  subject  to 
which    I   desire    to   draw    the   attention 
of  the  House  were  not  one  of  very  con- 
siderable importance,    I  should  not  bare 
ventured  to  bring  it  forward  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session.     It  is  important  be- 
cause it  concerns  the  interests  of  a  large 
number  of  British  subjects  residing  in  the 
East,  because  it  has  a  direct  bearing  npon 
the  extensive  commercial  relations  now  ex- 
isting between  England  and  the  Tarkish 
Empire,  and  because  it  affects  the  cha- 
racter and   reputation    not    only  of  this 
country,  but  of  other   European  nations. 
The  House  may  probably  be  aware  that 
Nubar  Pasha,  the  principal  Minister  of  his 
Highness  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  hss  re- 
cently visited  England,  in  order  to  obtam 
from  Her  Majesty's  Goremment  some  mo* 


1025 


Consular  dmrti  in         [JvhJ  10|  1868J  Turkijf  and  Egypt 


1026 


difieation  of  the  state  of  things  which  now 
exists  in  Egypt  connected  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  under  Consular 
jorisdictiony  and  the  relations  between 
British  subjects  and  the  subjects  of  the 
Viceroy.  Nubar  Pasha  has  also  visited 
Prance  for  the  same  purpose.  As  the  whole 
object  of  our  treaty  relations  with  Turkey, 
and  of  the  rights  and  privileges  claimed 
under  them,  has  been  greatly  misunderstood 
and  misrepresented  both  in  tliis  country 
and  in  the  East,  1  will  endeavour  to  explain 
to  the  House  how  the  matter  really  stands. 
England  entered  into  her  first  treaty  with 
Turkey  as  early  as  the  year  1578.  This 
treaty  was  followed  by  others  in  1606, 
1648  and  1675.  They  were  termed,  in  the 
diplomatic  language  of  the  time,  "  capitu- 
lations.*' All  these  treaties  were  confirmed 
by  the  general  treaty  of  peace  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war  with  Turkey  in  1809. 
The  capitulations  consist  of  a  large  number 
of  articles  ;  but  there  are  only  three  or 
four  of  them  which  bear  directly  on  the 
present  question,  and  I  will  quote  them. 
The  15th  Article  states— 

'*  That  in  all  litipitions  ooonrring  between  the 
EDglish  or  sabjeots  of  Engluid,  and  any  other 
perwm,  the  Judge  shall  not  proceed  to  hear  the 
eiiue  without  the  presence  of  an  interpreter  or 
one  of  his  deputies." 

The  16th  Artich 


**  That  if  there  happens  any  suit  or  difforence  or 
diipnte  among  the  English  themselves,  the  de- 
eiiion  thereof  shall  he  left  to  their  own  Ambas- 
sador or  Consul,  according  to  their  custom,  with- 
out the  Judge  or  other  Governors,  our  slaves, 
intermeddling  therein." 

The  24th  Article  declares — 

**  That  if  an  Englishman  or  other  subject  of 
that  nation  shall  be  involved  in  any  lawsuit,  or 
other  afBdr  connected  with  law,  the  Judge  shall 
not  hear  or  decide  thereon  until  the  Ambassador, 
Consul,  or  interpreter  shall  be  present ;  and  all 
soiU  exceeding  the  value  of  4,000  aspers  shall  be 
heard  al  the  Sublime  Porte." 

The  42nd  Article  that— 

"  In  oases  of  manslaughter  or  other  crime,  the 
Governors  shall  not  proceed  in  the  oause  until 
the  Ambassador  or  Consul  shall  be  present." 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  there  are 
articles  in  the  capitulations  entered  into 
between  Turkey  and  other  nations  giving 
still  more  extended  privileges  to  the  sub- 
jects of  those  nations  ;  and  that,  as  our 
capitulations  contain  what  is  called  "the 
most  favoured  nation  clause,"  we  have  a 
right  to  insist  on  the  same  privileges  which 
have  been  accorded  to  other  countries. 
When  the  capitulations  were  entered  into 
our  relations  with  Turkey  were  very  dif- 
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ferent  from  what  they  are  at  the  present 
time.  The  commerce  between  the  two 
countries  was  carried  on  by  a  privileged 
eompany,  enjoying  rights  somewhat  similar 
to  those  which  were  then  possessed  by  the 
East  India  Company.  This  company, 
which  was  called  the  Levant  Company^ 
was  abolished  in  the  year  1825.  The  com* 
merce  of  France  with  Turkey  was  carried 
on  by  a  similar  company,  having  a  mono- 
poly. The  seat  of  that  company  was  at 
Marseilles,  and  it  was  not  abolished  until 
1835.  Formerly,  no  British  or  French  sub- 
ject could  trade  with  Turkey  who  was  not 
a  member  of  one  of  the  privileged  com- 
panies. Every  member  was  compelled  to 
deposit  caution  money,  or  to  give  security 
for  his  good  behaviour,  and  was  entirely 
under  the  control  of  the  Consul,  who  was 
paid  by  the  company  itself,  and  who  ad- 
ministered the  law  according  to  the  articles 
of  the  various  capitulations.  The  mer- 
chants resided  in  distinct  establishmenti 
called  "  factories,"  which  were  usually  sur- 
rounded by  walls,  enclosing  shops,  churches^ 
chapels,  and  all  the  requirements  for  a 
small  colony.  The  administration  of  jus- 
tice by  the  Consuls  being  thus  confined  to 
these  small  communities  was  originally  a 
very  small  and  insignificant  matter.  The 
Sultans  of  Turkey  made  no  difficulty  in 
conceding  the  rights  and  privileges  in  this 
respect  which  the  treaties  had  conferred, 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
admitted  that  owing  to  the  exceptional 
position  of  foreigners  in  the  midst  of  a 
fanatical  Mahommedan  population  they 
were  entitled  to  exceptional  protection  from 
their  own  authorities ;  and  secondly,  be- 
cause it  has  always  been  in  accordance 
with  the  principle?  of  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  allow  non-Mahommedan  sects  to 
administer  their  own  concerns  without  the 
intervention  of  the  Turkish  authorities,  a 
principle  which  has  been  acted  upon  in  the 
case  of  the  Greeks,  Armenians,  Jews,  and 
other  sects  inhabiting  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
No  one,  however,  can  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  great  Sultans,  the  con- 
querors of  a  large  portion  of  Europe  and 
Africa,  had  any  intention  of  renouncing  the 
smallest  portion  of  that  authority  over  their 
own  subjects  which  they  must  have  con- 
sidered the  essential  prerogative  and  right 
of  a  ruler.  The  House  will  observe  that 
the  articles  which  I  have  read  apply  solely 
to  quarrels  and  lawsuits  between  foreigners 
resident  in  Turkey,  and  do  not  in  any  way 
affect  Turkish  subjects.  The  law  ap- 
pears to  have  beea  administered  in  a  rude 
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kind  of   way  by  onr  Consuls,  and  when 
Complicated  questions  of  commercial  law 
arose,   the  principal  merchants  formed  a 
body  of  assessors,  who.  with  the  Consul, 
settled  the  matter  in  dispute.     The  Con- 
suls themselves    had  very  slight  relations 
with  the  outer  world,  and  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  the  people  in  the  midst  of  which 
they  lived.     Indeed,  I   remember  one  of 
them,  who  had  been  in  the  service  of  the 
Levant  Company  for  fifty  years,  and  who 
was    a    much    respected    and    intelligent 
officer,  shortly  before  his  death  boasting  that 
he  could  not  speak  a  word  of  the  nasty  lan- 
guages of  the  country.     After  the  end  of 
the  great   war,  and  the   abolition  of  the 
Levant  Company,  our  relations  with  Turkey 
and  other  parts  of  the  East  underwent  a 
great  change.      Owing   to   the   improved 
means  of  communication   with   the  East, 
to  the  development  of  the  vast  resources 
of   the    Ottoman   Empire,    and    the    re- 
forms which  were  taking  place  in  its  in- 
ternal administration,  a  large  number  of 
foreigners   were   attracted  to   Turkey   as 
traderB,  merchants,  and  residents.  A  totally 
new   state   of  affairs   now  arose,  as   this 
foreign  population,  no  longer  confined  to 
the  **  factories,"  scattered  itself  over  the 
country.     It    was  very  doubtful  whether, 
after  the  abolition  of  the  Levant  Company, 
our  Consuls,  appointed  and  paid   by  the 
Foreign  Office,  still  enjoyed   the  favours 
and  could   exercise   the  jurisdiction   over 
British  subjects  which  had  been  previously 
claimed  by  the  officers  of  the  Company.   In 
order  to  remove  all  doubts  upon  the  sub- 
ject, the  Act,  6  <b  7  Vict  c.  94,  commonly 
called  "  the  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act,"  was 
passed  in  1843.     This  Act  conferred  upon 
Her   Majesty's  Consuls   in   the  East   the 
powers   formerly   enjoyed   by  the  officers 
of  the  Levant  Company,  and  enabled  them 
to  exercise  jurisdiction  over  British  subjects 
residing  within   the  Turkish  Empire,  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  capitulations. 
Since  that  time  the  foreign  population  has 
risen  in  Constantinople  to  50,000,  and  in 
the  Turkish  provinces  to  about  100,000, 
and   in   Egypt  from   9,000  (in  1848)  to 
200,000.     A  very  largo  addition  was  made 
to   British   subjects    by   the   lonians   and 
Maltese,  who  swarmed  to  Turkey  to  obtain 
a  livelihood.     These  formed  probably  the 
most  dangerous  part  of  the  foreign  popula- 
tion in  the  Turkish  dominions.  They  defied 
both  the  Turkish  and  British  authorities^ 
committing  murders,  robberies,  and  every 
manner  of   crime  with    impunity.      They 
claimed  protection  from  the  British  Consuls, 
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and  exemption  from  the  TarkUh  lawt,  vnder 
the  capitulations,  and  oar  Consuls  wereqniit 
unable  to  deal  with  them.  In  eootequeiiei^ 
to  a  great  extent,  of  the  state  of  things 
which  had  arisen  under  British  proteetioi, 
life  and  property  became  rery  insecure  ii 
many  parts  of  the  East.     At  length,  is 
order  to  place  some  check  upon  the  aril, 
Consular  Courts  were  established  at  G» 
stantinople,  Smyrna,  and  Alexandria,  airf 
were  presided  over  by  professional  lawym 
sent  out  from  this  country,  instead  of  If 
the  Consul.     Now,  in  any  observitiom  I 
may  make,  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  rele^ 
tion  on  the  persons  who  have  presided  ow 
these  Consular  Courts.      They  have  bss^ 
in  most  cases,  men  of  high  character,  wk 
have  been  brought  op  in  England  and  bill 
studied  the  law  here ;  and  I  believe  thil; 
without  exception,  they  have  discharge! 
their  duties  with  satisfaction  to  the  Foreigi 
Office  and  to  British  subjects  in  the  Eart. 
The  remarks  that  I  am  about  to  makes|fij 
to  the  system,  and  not  to  either  theFore^ 
Office  or  to  the  Courts.     The  exampls  rf 
England  in  establishing  Consular  Coorti 
was  followed  by  France.     The  first  Jsdgi 
sent  by  the  Foreign  Office  to  ConstiDti* 
Uople   was   Sir  E.  Hornby,  a  gentleant 
of    much    experience   and    of    high  dM- 
racter.     Regular  Courts,  such  as  are  im 
in  Westminster  Hall,  were  established, ui 
all  the  horrors  of  the  law  were  witnenil 
at  Constantinople  and  Alexandria— eves  to 
barristers  in  wig  and  gown.     In  the  ote 
cities  of  Turkey   and  Egypt  the  Comri 
still  remains  the  Judge,  and  administoi 
the  law  to  British  subjects,   assisted,  ii 
certain  oases,  by  assessors  taken  from  thi 
principal  British  merchants.     Not  ooly  ^ 
the  Judges  and  Consuls  deal  with  esM 
which  come  within  the  capitulations,  W 
in  consequence  of  various  abuses  wUik 
have   sprung   up   in  the  coarse  ef  tifl% 
they  now  take  cognisance  of  matters  ill 
claim  jurisdiction  in  cases  which  are  ill 
only  not   recognised  by  the  treaties,  W 
which  are,  in  manj  instances,  direetly  ip* 
posed  to  their  spirit.     This  state  of  tbioj^ 
has  given  rise  to  the  most  seriooscompliiiN 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  GovemmMli 
which    has  seen  foreigners  gradnsllj  w* 
croaching  upon  its  rights,  and  exerni^K 
powers  most  dangerous  to  its  authority,  sM 
to  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the  eoofltrj- 
It  has  made  urgent  representations  on  lbs 
subject  to  the  European  Powers^  poifltivl 
out  not  only  the  danger  which  most  siin 
to   Turkey,  from  the  fact  of  there  behg 
Consular  Courts  and    Consnb   of 
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mtf  Afferent  nations,  ezeroiiing  inde- 
udent  and  eoflflidting  jurisdiotiou  within 
I  Turkish  Empire,  but  the  serious  incon- 
ii«nee  whioh  such  a  state  of  things  must 
tail  upon  foreigners  themselves  resident 
Tvrkej.  It  has  shown  that  murders, 
bberiea,  and  other  erimes  are  constantly 
mmitted  with  impunity,  because,  whilst 
m  Turkish  anthorities  have  no  power  to 
nI  with  the  offenders,  these  offenders, 
eiog  subjects  of  foreign  Powers,  were 
llher  not  punished  at  all,  or  only  re- 
•sved  for  a  time,  returning  to  Turkey 
•  commit  again  the  same  crimes.  Espe- 
UDy  in  the  case  of  British  subjects  it 
Its  ihown  that  the  power  of  the  Consul 
liyiioisb  and  remove  them  from  Turkey 
Ml  ID  limited  that  they  virtually  escaped 
iMi  impunity.  This  state  of  things  had 
Msoie  so  serious  that  it  was  considered 
IfeNSBsry  to  bring  it  before  the  Congress 

^at  Paris  at  the  end  of  the  war  in 
.  Lord  Clarendon  was,  I  believe,  the 
felt  to  introduce  the  subject.  He  was 
lliired  by  other  Plenipotentiaries,  who 
lUttsd  the  evils  that  had  arisen  from 
lb  exercise  of  a  foreign  jurisdiction  in 

BIsst,  unwarranted  by  the  capitulations. 
Pasha,  the  Turkish  Plenipotentiary, 
ifeiMigly  urged  the  necessity  of  dealing 
tMk  the  matter,  and  the  following  decla- 
MoB  was  solemnly  recorded   in  a  Pro- 

*'Ali  Paaba  attributes  all  the  difficulties  which 
the  commercial  relations  of  Turkey  and  the 
1  of  the  Ottoman  Govemment  to  stipulations 

are  obsolete.    He  enters  into  details  tend' 

if  tosstablish  that  the  priyileges  which  Euro- 
MM  have  acquired  by  the  capitulation  are  inju- 
iisito  their  own  security  and  to  the  development 
if  Mr  trassactions  by  limiting  the  interference 
If  Ihi  loeal  administration  ;  that  the  jurisdiction 
lyvlieb  foreign  agents  protect  their  country- 
jim  soDstitutes  a  multiplicity  of  Governments 
ritVa  the  Govemment,  and,  consequently,  an 
itolpiiable  obstacle  to  all  improvements.  Baron 
hviMney,  and  the  other  Plenipotentiaries  with 
Mb^Sflknowledge  that  the  capitulations  apply  to 
S. tfliatien  to  whioh  the  Treaty  of  Peace  will  ne- 
■HMilly  tend  to  pat  an  end,  and  that  the  privi- 
k^H  which  they  confer  upon  individuals  circum- 
Mb  ths  authority  of  the  Porte  within  limits  to 
Mligittted  ;  that  it  is  opportune  to  devise  modi- 
ealenlated  to  bring  all  things  into  bar- 
The  Plenipotentiaries,  then,  unani- 
^  recognize  the  necessity  of  revising  the 
^MatioBs,  and  decide  upon  recording  in  the 
IHmImoI  their  wish  that  a  deliberation  should  be 
at  Constantinople  for  the  purpose  after  the 
of  peace." 

were  several  reasons  which  induced 
|b  Plenipotentiaries  at  the  Cunference  of 
iMs  to  consent  to  this  declaration  as  to 
Ai tstiiioti  of  the  capitulations  ;  the  prin- 
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cipal  one  being,  that  at  that  time  Foreign 
Powers  were  anxious  to  obtain  for  their 
subjects  the  right  of  holding  land  in  Tur- 
key ;  and  the  Turkish  Government  could 
not  consent  to  grant  any  such  privilege  to 
foreigners  so  long  as  they  refused  to  sub- 
mit to  its  laws.  Now,  the  question  of  the 
right  of  foreigners  to  possess  land  in  Tur- 
key has  been  very  much  misunderstood. 
It  is  often  asserted  that  no  Christian  can 
hold  land  in  Turkey.-  That  is  a  mistake. 
A  Christian  can  do  so  if  he  is  a  subject  of 
the  Porte.  In  fact,  the  laws  relating  to 
real  property  are  the  same  in  Turkey  as 
in  this  country.  An  alien  cannot  hold 
it.  In  consequence  of  the  declaration  con- 
tained in  the  Protocol  which  I  have  quoted, 
the  Turkish  Government,  relying  upon  the 
promise  there  made  that  the  capitulations 
should  be  modified,  proceeded  to  take  mea- 
sures for  the  alteration  of  the  law  regard- 
ing the  possession  of  land  by  foreigners. 
In  the  so-called  "  Hatti-Humayoun,"  or 
'*  Charter  of  rightB,'*  issued  by  the  Sultan 
in  1856,  it  was  declared,  that — 

"It  shall  be  lawful  for  foreigners  to  possess 
landed  property  in  my  dominions,  conforming 
themselves  to  the  laws  and  police  regulations, 
and  bearing  the  same  charges  as  the  Native  in- 
habitants, and  after  arrangements  have  been  come 
to  with  foreign  Powers." 

This  declaration  was  made  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  promise  entered  into  by 
the  Plenipotentiaries  at  the  Congress  of 
Paris  would  be  carried  out ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, it  has  not  been.  England  and 
France  have  been  continually  calling  on 
the  Turkish  Government  to  grant  to  fo- 
reigners the  right  to  hold  land  in  Turkey. 
They  have  made  it  a  grievance  that  such 
a  concession  has  not  been  granted  to  their 
subjects ;  but  as  they  have  not  fulfilled 
their  part  of  the  agreement,  they  can 
scarcely,  with  justice,  condemn  the  Porte. 
I  believe  that  negotiations  on  this  subject 
are  still  going  on.  I  do  not  know  in  what 
state  they  now  are  ;  but  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  have  the  kindness  to  give  the 
House  some  information  on  that  point. 

I  will  now  explain  how  justice  is  adminis- 
tered in  Turkey  when  foreigners  are  con- 
cerned. When  the  crime,  or  the  matter  in 
dispute,  is  of  a  mixed  character — that  is  to 
Bay,  when  a  Turkish  subject  and  a  foreigner 
are  parties  to  it — it  must  be  tried  in  a 
Turkish  Court ;  the  capitulations  merely 
giving  jurisdiction  to  the  foreign  authori- 
ties when  foreigners  alone  are  concerned. 
Under  the  capitulations  an  interpreter,  or 
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gome  person  ooDoeoted  with  the  Embassj,  | 
or  CoDBulate,  of  the  nation  to  which  the 
foreigner  in  a  suit  belonged,  has  a  right 
to  attend  to  see  that  justice  is  properly 
administered.  Of  late  years  the  Turkish 
Govern ment  has  established  a  special 
Court,  called  the  '*  Tidjaret,"  for  the  de- 
cision of  commercial  cases,  at  which  mer- 
chants, as  well  as  Native  Judges,  pre- 
side, and  which  deal  with  cases  in  regard 
to  evidence  in  othef  matters  very  much 
after  the  fashion  of  European  Courts.  Na- 
tive Judges  preside  over  the  Criminal 
Courts  ;  but  when  foreigners  are  concerned, 
an  interpreter  from  the  Embassy  of  the 
country  to  wliich  the  foreigner  belongs 
takes  his  seat  by  the  Native  Judge,  and  is 
consulted  by  him  as  to  the  verdict.  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  Mr. 
Simmons,  who  for  many  years  has  acted 
as  one  of  the  interpreters  to  the  British 
Embassy  at  Constantinople,  and  to  whom 
has  been  confided  the  duty  of  attending 
these  tribunals.  That  gentleman  assures 
me  that  during  his  very  long  experience — 
and  1  believe  that  Mr.  Simmons*  expe- 
rience has  been  as  great  as  that  of  any 
other  European  in  Turkey — he  has  scarcely 
ever  known  a  case  of  injustice.  On  the 
whole,  justice  has  been  very  fairly  ad- 
ministered, and  it  is  very  seldom  that  any 
complaiuts  have  been  addressed  to  the 
British  Embassy.  So  much  for  cases 
between  Natives  and  foreigners ;  but  in 
cases  between  foreigners  it  sometimes 
happens  that  very  considerable  confusion 
and  delay  arise.  According  to  the  old 
legal  maxim,  Actio  sequitur  forum  rei,  the 
person  against  whom  a  charge  is  made 
is  brought  into  the  Court  of  his  own 
Consul.  When  several  foreigners  of  dif- 
ferent nationalities  have  to  be  proceeded- 
against  each  has  to  be  brought  into  his 
own  Court,  and,  in  cases  of  appeal,  the 
appeals  must  be  made  to  separate  tribu- 
nals, one,  perhaps,  sitting  at  Trieste, 
another  in  London,  another  at  Aix,  in 
France,  and  another  at  New  York.  Under 
such  a  system  it  is  evident  that  there 
must  be  in  many  cases  an  entire  miscar- 
riage of  justice.  We  formerly  sent  crimi- 
nals to  Malta  and  the  Ionian  Islands  to  be 
tried,  and  often  it  was  impossible  to  get  a 
verdict  against  them.  The  result  was 
that  they  returned  to  Turkey  to  repeat 
their  offences.  In  order  to  justify  the  pro- 
tection thus  afforded  to  foreign  criminals, 
the  Turkish  police  are  said  to  be  fre- 
quently cruel  and  arbitrary  in  dealing  with 
strangers  ;  but  it  is  scarcely  to  be  won- 
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dered  at  that,  exasperated  at  being  eon- 
stantly  bearded  in  their  own  capitu,  tad 
seeing  crimes  committed  upon  them  witk 
impunity,  they  should  have  been  drim 
to  deal  somewhat  severely  with  ssek 
criminals  as  they  could  lay  their  hssdi 
upon.  At  one  time  it  was  detennised 
that  after  a  British  sobjeot  bad  ben 
twice  convicted  of  crime  British  pn> 
tection  should  be  withdrawn  from  bii; 
but  that  innovation  caused  so  many  eos- 
plaints,  and  gave  rise  to  so  msny  sen 
dais,  that  the  British  authorities  wm 
obliged  to  withdraw  it.  I  will  mentioi  i 
case,  showing  the  operation  of  these  ()•• 
sular  Courts,  and  the  nature  of  the  iodi' 
pendent  jurisdiction  which  they  claim,  i 
very  eminent  British  naval  officer  6» 
ployed  by  the  Turkish  Govemmeot,  Al- 
miral  Slade,  was  raised  to  the  rank  of  • 
Turkish  Pasha,  and  for  a  long  time  wuii 
command  of  the  port  of  ConstsntiiiMK 
rendering  important  services  to  the  Tarul 
Goveniment.  Acting  within  his  itMl 
rij^hts,  he  one  day  removed  some  MtltMl 
from  a  ship  which  they  had,  it  wu  W* 
lieved,  piratically  seized  in  the  barben 
They  at  once  brought  an  action  sgtiHt 
the  Pasha  in  the  English  Consular  Go«( 
and  as  he  naturally  refused  to  sppfltfi 
not  recognizing  its  jurisdiction  over  liia 
for  acts  performed  in  the  discharge  of  li 
duty  as  a  Turkish  Admiral,  judgment woi 
against  him  by  default.  They  were  W 
tually  going  to  arrest  him  under  a  warrtft 
issued  by  the  Court,  when  the  FaAl 
threatened  to  take  some  very  somBfl} 
proceedings  if  they  attempted  to  do  is 
The  case  was  then  referred  to  thiscooBtrji 
and  having  been  examined  by  the  U$ 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  was  felt  to  be  > 
monstrous  in  its  character  that  it  vsiil^ 
mediately  given  up.  Such  was  tbeiMli 
of  things  in  the  Turkish  cities  that  a  a* 
who  was  seen  to  commit  a  murder  m 
had  entered  a  foreigner's  house  could  ^ 
be  arrested  unless  the  officers  of  jorfM 
were  accompanied  by  the  Consul,  or  rsfit* 
sentative  of  the  Consul,  of  the  nstioi  l9 
which  the  offender  and  the  person  id  wbMi 
house  he  had  taken  refuge  belonged.  Vtt^ 
if  a  Greek  were  seen  to  commit  s  msiM 
by  merely  walking  into  the  next  hooe  k 
might  defy  the  authorities  to  arrest  U^ 
unless  accompanied  by  the  Greek  Oooi4 
for  whom  it  might  be  necessary  to  li^ 
a  distance  of  twenty  miles.  If  a  TiM 
outrage  were  committed  by  a  bssl  a 
brigands,  it  might  become  necssssij  ^ 
the  Consuls  of  the  nations  to  wfaieh  A4 
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respectirelj  belonged  must  be  summoned 
before  one  of  the  number  could  be  touehed. 
It  followed  from  this  state  of  the  law  that 
the  most  atrocious  crimes  were  often  com- 
mitted with  impunity.  Many  other  abuses 
hare  arisen  under  the  capitulations,  which 
reader  attempts  on  the  part  of  the  Turkish 
Oorernroent  to  improve  and  reform  their 
loeal  administration  almost  impossible.  I 
will  mention  one  or  two  of  them.  Complaints 
are  constantly  made  of  the  state  of  the 
harbour  of  Constantinople.  It  is  alleged 
that,  owing  to  the  mismanagement  and 
confasion  that  exist  there,  the  interests  of 
British  merchants  and  of  British  commerce 
are  seriously  affected,  and  that  British 
shipping  is  exposed  to  damage  and  loss, 
and  the  Turks  are  held  responsible.  Now, 
from  what  does  this  state  of  things  arise  ? 
Is  it  solely  on  account  of  the  misconduct 
or  negligence  of  the  Turkish  authorities  ? 
Allow  me  to  quote  from  the  yery  interest- 
ing work  of  Admiral  Slade  upon  Turkey, 
published  last  year.  No  one  has  more  ex- 
perience of  Turkey  than  that  distinguished 
officer,  and,  baring  himself  held  com- 
mand of  the  port  of  Constantinople,  he 
esD  speak  with  authority.     He  writes — 


"European  vessels  pay  no  port  or  anchorage 
dnw  in  any  proyincial  harbour  of  the  Turkish 
Empire.  At  Constantinople,  they  pay,  without 
refersDoe  .to  tonnage  or  length  of  sojourn,  dues 
Tirying  from  one  to  two  shiUings  per  vessel,  ao- 
oording  to  her  flag.  For  example,  the  Great 
Extern  might  lie  in  the  Golden  Horn  for  a  year, 
SDd  her  anchorage  due  would  be  twelve  piastres. 
Twelve  piastres,  once  representing  as  many  dol- 
buv,  now  represent  two  shillings.  In  1864  the 
Porte,  at  the  instance  of  its  Admiralty,  proposed 
to  iniproye  the  harbour  accommodation  on  consi- 
deration of  a  graduated  moderate  scale  of  ancbo- 
>i^  dues,  and,  in  expectation  of  assent,  suitable 
iHioys  with  mooring  chains  were  brought  from 
England.  The  European  Legations  declined  the 
proposition.  .  .  .  The  English  have  made 
their  harbour  master  out  of  a  servant  in  search  of 
a  place,  out  of  a  ^ipchandler  in  difficulties,  out  of 
a  hydropathic  doctor  in  want  of  patients,  but  never 
oat  of  a  sailor." 

There  is  no  control  hy  the  Turkish 
authorities  over  the  captains  of  British 
fessels.  In  time  of  war  a  British  ship,  or 
a  ship  belonging  to  an  enemy  and  hoisting 
the  British  flag,  might  place  herself  along- 
side a  Turkish  ship  of  war.  She  might 
be  laden  with  gunpowder,  and  might  he 
intended  aa  a  fire*  ship.  The  commander 
of  the  Turkish  man-of-war  would  not  dare 
to  interfere  with  her.  Such  a  state  of 
things  would  seem  incredible  unless  we  had 
the  statement  from  Admiral  Slade.  He 
iAySy  in  the  work  which  I  have  quoted^ 


"The  Turkish  captains  were  restrained  from 
exercising  the  right  of  keeping  dear  water  around 
them — exercised  by  men-of-war  in  every  part  of 
the  world,  exercised  afterwards  freely  by  the  allied 
fleets  in  Beikos  Bay — by  fear  of  misrepresentation. 
The  naval  reader  will  exclaim  indignantly,  'Why 
did  not  Hassan  Bey  or  All  Bey  weigh  Captain 
Tomkins  or  Captain  Lefevre's  anchor,  and  let  him 
drift  to  the  devil,  if  he  pleased  ? '  I  wUl  tell  him 
why.  Captain  Tomkins  or  Captain  Lefevre  would 
have  made  a  report  to  his  Consul,  who  would  have 
forwarded  it  with  elucidatory  remarks  to  his  Am- 
bassador, who  in  his  turn  would  have  sent  a  dra- 
goman to  the  Porte  with  a  demand  for  pecuniary 
compensation  to  Captain  Tomkins  or  to  Captain 
Lefevre  for  the  anxiety  and  ill-usage  he  had  suf- 
fered by  his  own  statement,  and  a  request  for  the 
dismisttl  of  Hassan  Bey  or  All  Bey  ffom  his  ship 
for  over-xeal." 

With  such  a  state  of  things  existing  in 
Constantinople,  is  it  possible  that  the 
Turkish  administration  can  be  satisfac- 
tory? Foreign  ships  become  the  refuge 
of  every  villain ;  under  the  capitulations  no 
Turkish  officer  has  a  right  to  board  them ; 
they  claim  complete  immunity  under  a 
foreign  flag.  Admiral  Slade  wished  to 
obtain  some  control  over  the  harbour  by 
making  regulations  affecting  foreign  boat- 
men. The  British  Government  were  quite 
willing  that  he  should  do  so;  but  the  French 
Government,  rather  than  consent,  issued 
an  order  prohibiting  any  French  subjects 
from  acting  as  boatmen  in  the  Golden 
Horn.  Again,  under  the  capitulations, 
Consuls  claim  exemption  from  the  payment 
of  Custom  House  dues.  The  Consuls  of 
this  country  are  for  the  most  part  highly 
honourable  men,  and  would  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  this  privilege.  But  1  am 
afraid  that  there  aro  Consuls  of  other 
nations  who  do  not  bear  so  high  a  cha- 
racter, and  who  are  not  so  scrupulous. 
Moreover,  most  of  the  Consuls  in  the^ 
Levant  are  either  merchants  themselves) 
or  are  closely  connected  with  merchants.  / 
It  may  be  easily  conceived  how  such  a 
privilege  may  be  used  to  defraud  the  Turk- 
ish Customs  to  an  enormous  extent,  and 
it  is  a  well  known  fact  that,  in  consequence 
of  its  existence,  the  Turkish  revenue  suffers 
most  seriously.  Under  the  capitulations 
foreigners  again  claim  exemption  from 
various  taxes.  A  short  time  ago  the  Turk- 
ish Government  placed  a  tax  upon  horses; 
but  this  was  at  once  protested  against  by 
the  Russian  and  French  Embassies  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  personal  tax,  from 
which  they  were  exempted  by  the  capitu- 
lations, and  the  Government  were  obliged 
to  give  it  up,  because  they  could  not  levy 
a  tax  upon  their  own  subjects  which 
foreigners  had   refused   to  pay.    It  waa 
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only  after  some  years'  discusBion  that 
foreigners  were  induced  to  pay  the  com- 
mon house  dues,  and  e?en  now  they  oh- 
jeot  to  pay  the  licence  tax,  to  which  a 
Turkish  subject  keeping  a  shop  is  liable. 

The  evils  arising  from  this  state  of  things 
do  not  end  here.  The  exceptional  position 
of  foreigners  under  the  capitulations  gives 
rise  to  constant  claims,  many  of  them  of 
the  most  unjust  and  outrageous  nature, 
upon  the  Turkish  GoYernment.  When  a 
foreigner  conceives  that  he  has  been  inter- 
fered with,  or  that  he  has  not  received  the 
protection  he  considers  himself  entitled  to 
under  the  capitulations,  he  appeals  to  his 
Embassy,  and  the  affair  is  at  once  made  a 
diplomatic  question.  A  claim  for  indemnity 
is  put  forward,  and  urged  with  all  the  weight, 
I  will  not  say  the  violence,  of  foreign  diplo- 
macy. The  Turkish  Government  appeals 
in  vain  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  the 
Power  concerned,  and  asks  for  a  fair  judi- 
cial investigation.  The  Embassy  consi- 
ders its  reputation  at  stake  unless  it  can 
summarily  enforce  the  claim  of  its  pro- 
tected subject,  and  the  Porte  is  compelled 
to  give  way  rather  than  have  a  disagree- 
able quarrel.  These  demands  for  indem- 
nities involve  some  shameful  frauds,  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment has  been  frequently  treated  in  regard 
to  them  is  altogether  disgraceful.  When  I 
was  attached  to  the  Embassy  at  Constan- 
tinople, I  often  felt  a  sense  of  shame 
when  directed  to  support  claims  of  this 
nature,  and  blushed  for  the  honour  of  my 
countrymen.  Enormous  sums  of  money 
liave  thus  been  extorted  from  the  Turkish 
Government,  and  the  embarrassment  in 
which  the  Turkish  finances  are  now  placed 
may  be  partly  traced  to  this  cause.  In 
the  case  of  the  British  Government,  I  am 
convinced  that  there  is  a  desire  to  deal 
honestly  and  justly  with  the  Porte ;  but  I 
am  not  so  sure  that  this  is  the  case  with 
some  other  countries.  In  speaking  of 
Egypt  I  shall  have  to  return  to  this  ques- 
tion of  indemnities,  and  to  point  out  a  still 
greater  abuse  of  the  system.  But,  be- 
fore leaving  this  part  of  the  subject,  let 
me  ask  how  we  can  expect  the  Sultan  to 
encourage  the  settlement  of  foreigners  in 
his  dominions,  and  the  investment  of 
European  capital  in  enterprises  which 
might  prove  beneficial  to  his  country, 
when  every  stranger  who  settles  in  Tur- 
key is  an  additional  source  of  trouble  and 
danger  to  the  Turkish  Government,  renders 
all  well-ordered  administration  impossible, 
and  only  looks  to  the  means  whereby  be 
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can  plunder  the  Turkish  Trwsaiyf    Bat 
bad  as  the  condition  of  things  arising  oak 
of  the  capitulations  is  in    Tnrkey,  it  ii 
infinitely  worse  in  Egypt.     In  Turkey  thi 
European  Powers  have  confined  themselvei 
generally  to  the  privileges  granted  to  thai 
by  the  capitulations,  and  only  eases  be- 
tween  foreigners  in   which    no  Native  it 
concerned  have  been   dealt  with   by  the 
Consuls   and    Consular   Courts.     Bot  ii 
Egypt^  owing  to   gradual   enoroaohmeati 
made  of  late  years  upon  the   nndoubtsd 
rights  of  the  Viceroy,  the  pretensioas  o( 
the  European  Powers  are  carried  far  bt- 
yond  these;  and  they  insist  that  all  esNi 
in  which  a  foreigner  is  defendant,  wbethv 
the  accuser  or  plaintiff  be  a  foreigner  « 
Native  Egyptian,  should  be  tried  m  thi 
Court  of  the  Consul  of  the  nation  to  whidi 
the  foreigner  belongs ;  thus  transfeniflg 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Viceroy  over  bis  oil 
subjects  to  a  foreign  tribunal.     M onslrMf 
as  this  claim  is,  still  it  might  be  ezpoetei 
that,  following  the  legal  maxim  ana  tbor 
own    practice  in   other   cases,  foreigoM 
would   submit    to   the    Native   tribonsK 
where  a  Native  was  the  defendant.     Bil 
even  in  such  cases   means  are  found  Is 
evade  the  express  stipulations  of  thecspits* 
lations,  and  to  frustrate  the  ends  of  jostiea 
This  can  be,  and  is,  done  in  one  of  two  wsfa 
Either  the  case  is  taken  away  from  tbeji- 
risdiction  of  the  Native  Courts  altogethfTi 
and   placed    in  the  hands  of  the  Cosisl 
who  makes   a   diplomatic  question  of% 
and  demands  a  direct  and  summary  settb* 
ment,  not  according  to  the  law,  or  the^ 
cision  of  a  competent  Judge,  but  aeoorAf 
to  the  view  which  he  may  himself  tskia 
it ;  or,  availing  himself  of  his  right  to  liM* 
an  interpreter    from    the    Consulate  f^ 
sent  at  the  trial,  the  plaintiff  takes  etf* 
that  that  officer  shall  never  be  fortheoaiii|f 
and  the  necessary  formalities  not  hsff 
been  complied  with,  he  refuses  to 
the  decision  of  the  Court  if  not  favoi 
to  him,  or  he  prevents  any  decision  frs^ 
being  given,  and  then  addresses  his  eo^' 
plaint  to  his  Consul.     Thus  almost  eftf/ 
case  in  which  a  European  and  a  NaUf* 
are  concerned  is  mado  a  diplomatie  fsst' 
tion,  and  a  claim  not  only  for  the  aoioif'  1 
which  it  is  sure  is  put  forward,  bot  a  Isijf* 
additional   sum  by    way  of  indemoity  i* 
usually  added.     A  short   time  ago  M* 
Italian  claims,  which  had  been  ineresiis 
to  an  enormous  extent  by  demands  for  i^  : 
demnities,  were  urged  upon  the  S0P^  i 
Government.      Instead  of  allowug  ibi** 
claims  to  be  fairly  investigated  beforssk|<i 
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tribuBAl,  th«  Italiftn  Contol,  ftfter  failing  to 
Moed  tb«  Egyptian   OoTernroent  to  re- 
aognUe  them,  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Italian  Ooyemment.      Upon  the  faith  of 
hia  representations  two  armour-clad   ves- 
tela  of  war  were  sent  to  Alexandria  to  en* 
ibree  the  claims.     When  the  Consul  an- 
naaoeed  the  arrival  of  these  vessels  to  the 
Yieeroj  and    read   a  peremptory  demand 
for  the  payment  of  the  claims  upon  him, 
I  am   informed   that  the   Viceroy   asked 
hiiDt  **  Whether  the  Italian  GoTcrnment 
wialied  him  to  hecome  a  tributary  to  Italy, 
er  whether  this  was  the  method  adopted 
In  Italy  to  settle  legal  questions  ?  "     The 
Coninl  had  no  answer  to  give.  ^  However, 
tlie  Viceroy  deemed  it  more  prudent  to 
paCUe  the  matter  by  paying  what  was  de- 
Mftoded  of  him  than  to  expose  himself  to 
Iha  oonsequences  of  a  bombardment  or  block- 
ado  of  Alexandria.     And  yet  everyone  ac- 
Mainted  with  the  matter  is  convinced  that 
iM    greater  part  of  these  Italian   claims 
vara    absolutely    fraudulent.      I   do  not 
VMilare   to  say  that   they   were  so ;   but 
4bis  I  will  state,  tbst  the  manner  in  which 
Acrf  were  enforced  naturally  leads  to  the 
Werenee  that  they  were  so,  and  that  those 
who  put  them  forward  did  not  dare  to  sub- 
Bit  them  to  the  investigation  of  a  proper 
triboDal.      But  suppose  the  Viceroy  had 
lafiised  to  pay  these  indemnities,  a  number 
ef  vessels  would  probably  have  been  seized, 
•r  the  port   would  have  been  blockaded, 
aad  in   the   end    he  would    have  had  to 
pay  in  addition  a   bill    of   many  millions 
if  francs    for  losses   inflicted   upon   mer- 
^  shants,  shipowners,  and  others  of  different 
'^  Wtioos.     Of   course,  under  such  circum- 

•tanees,  the  Viceroy  thought  it  prudent  to 
■  psy  at  once.  Such  cases  show  that  it  is 
,  iieessary    to    remove    questions    of   this 

lad  from  the  region  of  diplomacy ;  for, 
K.  Iidtrthe  existing  system,  they  can  lead 
\  is  nothing    but    misunderstandings,    and 

Mft  eonstantly    endanger   the   peace    of 

larope.     It  is  especially,  I  contend,  the 

■tmst  of  this  country  to  put  an  end  to 

iHh  a  state  of  things,  and  to  assist  the 

IgTplisn   Government    in   introducing   a 

kstter  system  under  which  claims  of  this 
^  Mere  can  be  settled  in  a  just  and  judi- 

iU  nanner.    No  less  than  sixteen  Consuls 

if  as  many  different  nations  are  at  present 

inident  in    Alexandria    and   Coiro,  with 
\  Oboiiilar   Courts  wherein    cases    between 
I   JNeigners  and  subjects  of  the  Viceroy  are 

liard.  Even  the  Persian  Consul  claims 
Afa  right  to  an  independent  jurisdiction. 
Tho  poaitioD  of  foreigners  in  Egypt  and 


the  scandals  to  which  it  gives  rise  are  so 
well  summed  up  in  an  article  in  TAa 
T%m€»  that  I  cannot  do  better  than  read 
an  extract  from  it— 

"To  illuitrate  the  confusion  fomented,  it  is 
pointed  out  that  there  is  scarcely  a  single  depart- 
ment of  the  national  Administration  free  from 
interference.  Even  a  murderer,  if  he  be  a 
foreigner,  cannot  be  arrested  by  the  police  unless 
they  be  accompanied  by  a  Consular  delegate  ; 
wbUe  every  minor  police  regulation — such  as  the 
control  of  drivers  of  public  vehicles,  Ac. — is  set 
at  naught ;  because,  if  a  foreigner,  the  man  knows 
he  can  appeal  to  his  Consul,  and  if  a  Native  he 
complains  of  the  immunity  allowed  to  his  alien 
competitor.  So  with  questions  of  ordinary  taxa* 
tion.  Bach  Native  trader  is  required  to  pay  a 
licence  duty ;  the  foreigner  refuses,  and  thus  one 
is  weighted  against  the  other,  and  the  worst  ani- 
mosities of  race  are  created.  In  the  same  way 
all  the  most  important  industries  of  the  country 
are  impeded.  For  the  welfare  and  development 
of  commerce  and  agriculture  a  sound  mortgage 
law  is  essential.  No  such  law  is  possible  in  Kgypt. 
If  a  fellah  grants  a  mortgage  to  a  European,  he 
knows  that  in  case  of  any  question  the  decision 
will  be  made  by  the  Consul  of  his  creditor,  and 
this  not  according  to  any  uniform  practice,  but 
according  to  the  mortgage  law  of  the  nation  to 
which  the  creditor  may  happen  to  belong.  Hence 
the  agriculturist  is  driven  to  the  Native  money- 
lender, and  usury  becomes  inevitable.  Similar 
considerations  influence  the  Viceroy  in  guarding 
against  any  steps  that  might  tend  to  throw  land 

into  the  hands  of  Europeans The 

crowning  evil  still  remains.  In  Egypt,  as  in  all 
other  Eastern  countries,  rulers  and  people  are 
alike  ignorant  of  the  true  principles  of  trade  and 
finance.  Hence  the  Viceroy  becomes  the  prey  of 
specious  adventurers,  and  these  adventurers,  re- 
lying ou  their  nationality,  constantly  lead  him 
into  the  most  injurious  commitments,  and  then 
trust  to  the  threats  of  their  Consul  either  to  en- 
force fulfilment  or  to  obtain  preposterous  indem- 
nities. Such  cases  can  always  be  reserved  as 
political  weapons,  and,  of  course,  those  Powers 
contrive  to  obtain  the  most  whose  representatives 
are  the  least  scrupulous." 

I  could  mention  a  number  of  cases  to  il- 
lustrate this  statement  to  the  House,  but 
I  will  confine  myself  to  one.  Two  foreign- 
ers of  different  nations  come  to  Egypt  with 
machinery  for  a  watermill.  They  erect 
it  upon  a  stream  to  which  they  have  no 
right  whatever,  and  which  irrigates  some 
neighbouring  lands.  The  owners  of  the 
stream  and  lands  appeal  to  the  authori- 
ties. The  owners  of  the  mill  can  only  be 
proceeded  against  in  their  own  Consular 
Courts.  After  a  long  lawsuit  it  is  de- 
cided that  the  foreigners  had  no  right  to 
erect  the  mill.  They  then  put  forward 
claims  upon  the  Government  for  loss  of 
money  on  account  of  having  had  to  aban- 
don their  mill,  the  machinery  of  which 
they  declare  has  been  destroyed,  and 
they  succeed    by   diplomatic    pressure   in 
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obtaining  a  large  payment  from  tbe  Vice- 
roy by  way  of  indemnity.  I  will  read 
from  an  official  Report  to  the  Viceroy  one 
or  two  oases  in  which  names  are  men- 
tioned, and  which  I  should  consequently 
Dot  have  ventured  to  bring  before  the 
House  had  thev  not  been  thus  authenti- 
cated — 

**  A  Consulate-General  of  Brazil  exists,  al- 
though there  is  no  Brazilian  settled  in  Egypt. 
The  Consul  General,  an  Italian,  has  been  obliged, 
in  order  to  constitute  for  himself  a  nation,  to 
take  all  the  members  of  his  family  under  the  pro- 
tection of  his  flag.  Ilis  nephew,  Abd- Allah-el- 
Athem,  an  attache  to  the  Consulate,  became 
bankrupt.  The  disputes  arising  out  of  this  bank- 
ruptcy have  been  adjudicated  against  the  will  of 
the  creditors  by  the  uncle  of  the  bankrupt,  who 
has  oyerruled  all  exceptions  to  the  bankrupt's 
transactions.  The  refusals  of  justice  on  the  part 
of  the  Consul  General  of  Greece  haye  been  so 
flagrant  that  one  day,  in  full  session  of  the  French 
tribunal,  on  appeal  in  action  brought  by  a  Greek 
against  a  Frenchman,  the  president,  M.  Tricou, 
sent  for  the  plaintiff  and  addressed  him,  verbatim, 
in  these  words — '  Your  suit  is  struck  off  the  list. 
Go  and  tell  your  Consul  that  when  he  shall  render 
justice  to  Frenchmen,  I  will  myself  render  justice 
to  his  countrymen.' " 

Now,  I  would  ask  tbe  House  whether  it  be 
possible  for  a  subject  of  the  Viceroy  or 
for  tbe  Viceroy  himself  to  obtain  justice 
when  such  a  state  of  things  exists  ?  Nubar 
Pasha,  in  an  official  note,  has  stated  that 
an  Egyptian  who  has  let  his  house  to  a 
foreigner  would  in  most  cases,  in  the  event 
of  the  tenant  refusing  to  pay  the  rent, 
rather  abandon  the  house  altogether  than 
seek  redress  in  a  Consular  Court.  Let 
the  House  consider  the  position  of  an  un- 
fortunate Native  who  has  to  bring  an  ac- 
tion for  a  just  debt  against  an  association 
of  three  or  more  persons  of  different  na- 
tions. He  would  have  to  pursue  each  one 
in  a  separate  Consular  Court.  In  one 
Court  he  might  obtain  a  verdict  in  his  fa- 
Tour,  in  the  others  he  might  fail  to 
obtain  justice.  If  he  appealed  from  the 
Consular  Courts  in  Egypt  he  might  have 
to  go,  according  to  the  nationality  of  each 
defendant,  to  Aix,  to  New  York,  and  to 
Bio  Janeiro.  It  would  be  absurd  to  ima- 
gine that  the  unfortunate  Native  could  hope 
to  get  justice  in  such  a  case,  even  if  he 
ventured  upon,  or  could  bear  the  cost  of, 
such  appeals.  A  still  more  absurd  case 
might  be  imagined,  and  might,  indeed, 
occur,  and  has  indeed  been  instanced  by 
Nubar  Pasha.  Suppose  a  band  of  ma- 
rauders, including  Englishmen,  Spaniards, 
Frenchmen,  Italians,  and  Greeks,  were  to 
attack  an  Egyptian  village,  to  sack  it,  and 
to  murder  its  inhabitants.     The  Egyptian 
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authorities  would  be  utterly  poweileai  to 
punish — perhaps  even  to  arrest — the  eri- 
minals.  They  would  have  to  prosecute  esek 
individual  in  his  own  Consular  Court,  sad 
it  may  be  easily  imagined  how  maeh  yuSm 
they  would  be  likely  to  get  in  some  of 
those  Courts.  I  need  scarcely  point  ook 
the  monstrous  character  of  such  a  stats  of 
things,  which  would  not  be  tolerated  fcr 
one  moment  in  any  other  country  of  tho 
world.  Supposing,  again,  that  a  nin 
were  wounded  and  robbed  in  the  strset, 
he  might,  by  the  intervention  of  the  Gos- 
sul,  succeed  in  arresting  the  robber;  bit 
he  could  not  compel  a  single  witness  to 
attend  who  did  not  belong  to  the  oiM 
nation  as  the  robber,  and,  consequentlj, 
he  would  probably  fail  to  obtain  justiea 
It  must  be  remembered  that  this  queitiis 
of  Consular  jurisdiction  and  tbe  abases  li 
which  it  has  given  rise,  may  very  seriouilf 
affect  the  position  of  this  country  in  Egypt^ 
as  well  as  the  independence  of  that  con* 
try.  Thousands  of  French  subjects  in 
now  employed  on  the  Suez  Canal,  and  mtj 
ultimately  form  a  kind  of  permanent  colosy 
in  Egypt.  They  would  all  claim  to  N 
under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  tbeir 
own  Consular  Courts.  No  action  could  W 
brought  against  them,  no  redress  obtained 
except  by  appeal  to  the  French  Cootd. 
Under  such  circumstances,  the  pretendel 
neutralization  of  the  Suez  Canal  would  bo 
simply  an  absurdity.  The  Company,  oriiy 
of  its  officers,  might  close  the  canal  ibj 
day  against  a  British  or  other  ship,  andrSi 
dress  could  only  be  obtained  by  an  appeil 
to  a  French  Consular  Court.  I  need  not 
dwell  longer  upon  this  subject — the  dangtr 
will  be  evident  to  the  House — nor  need  I 
point  out  the  very  serious  source  of  uneta- 
ness  to  the  Egyptian  Government  which 
arises  from  the  presence  of  a  large  pops- 
lation  of  foreigners  in  Egypt  not  amensUo 
to  the  laws  and  authorities  of  the  couotry. 
The  question  of  indemnities  is  one  wortbf 
of  the  consideration  of  this  country,  on  mois 
than  one  account.  The  Viceroy  has  bsos 
compelled  to  pay  within  the  space  of  Ibv 
years  no  less  a  sum  than  72,000,000  frsncii 
or  nearly  £3,000,000  sterling,  as  inden- 
nities  to  foreigners,  without  ineludiag  tko 
vast  sums  which  have  been  shameleaiij 
wrung  from  him  by  the  projectors  of  tko 
Suez  Canal.  How  much  of  that  sum  vis 
fraudulently  obtained  I  will  not  irentnrs  ts 
inquire.  The  result  has  been  that  tho 
finances  of  Egypt  have  been  seriously  on- 
barrassed,  and  that  the  Viceroy  has  hid 
great  difficulty  in  finding  the  means  of  psf- 
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ing  the  annual  interesta  upon  the  Egyptian 
loans,  which  are  held  for  the  most  part  in 
this  country.     The  Viceroy  is  denounced 
for  his  cruelty  towards  the  unhappy  culti- 
TStors  of  the   soil,  from  whom  the   last 
farthing  is  wrung,  and  who  are  home  down 
by  the  weight  of  taxes  and  imposts.     I 
have  no  douht  that  these  unfortunate  crea- 
tures are  exposed  to  great  hardships  and 
distress ;  hut  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  European  Powers,  by  supporting  mon- 
strous and  fraudulent  claims  for  indemnities, 
and  by  compelling  the  Viceroy  to  satisfy 
tbem  without  reference  to  their  justice  or 
injustice,  are  to  a  great  extent  responsible 
for  the  oppression  which  may  exist,  and 
which  arises  in  a  great  measure  from  the 
necessity  of  finding  the  means  of  paying 
these  claims.     At  one  time  Mehemet  Ali 
Pasha  was  anxious  to  give  encouragement 
to  foreigners  to  settle  in  Egypt,  and  to  give 
the  country  the  advantage  of  European 
industry,   intelligence,    and   capital.      He 
could  not  then  anticipate  the  result  of  his 
enlightened  efforts.     He   had  a  right   to 
expect  fairer  and  juster  treatment  from 
the  nations  who  boasted  of  their  ciTilixa* 
tion.   He  gave  foreignera  the  right  to  hold 
land  in  Egypt,  but  on  the  express  condi- 
tion that   they   should  be  subject  to  the 
Egyptian  laws  as  regarded  that  land,  and 
that  they  ahould  pay  the  taxes  and  do  all 
that  Egyptian  landholders  would  do.    Con- 
ditions to  that  effect  were  inserted  in  the 
title-deeda  of  land  sold  to  foreigners  ;  but 
the  foreign  landowners  now  neither  obeyed 
the  laws  nor  paid  the  taxes,  and  in  this 
they  were   uniformly  supported   by  their 
Consuls.     Nubar  Pasha  has  laid  all  these 
facts  before  the  French  and  English  Go- 
vernments, and  the  answer  he  has  received 
from  the  noble  Lord  haa  been  placed  on 
the  table  of  the  House.     All  Nubar  Pasha 
proposes  as  some  remedy  to  this  state  of 
thinga  is  a  return  to  the  capitulations,  and 
that   instead    of    Consular  Courts    there 
sfaoold  be  established  in  Egypt  Egyptian 
Courts,  presided  over  partly  by  European 
and  partly  by  Native  Judges,  to  adjudicate 
on  subjects  in  which  Natives  may  be  con- 
cerned.    He  does  not  wish  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  the  Consular  Courts  where 
foreigners  alone  are  concerned  ;   he  only 
proposes  one  departure  from  the  capitula- 
tions.   It  is  this— According  to  the  capitu- 
lations,   an    interpreter  must   always  be 
present  in  Court  in  cases  where  foreigners 
are  eoncemed,  io  order  to  see  that  justice 
if  done.     Nubar  Pasha  desires  to  do  away 
with  this  condition,  and,  instead,  he  pro* 


poses  to  constitute  the  Egyptian  Courts 
upon  the  most  liberal  principles.  He  pro- 
poses that  they  should  be  composed  of 
three  Native  and  three  European  Judges  i 
and  in  the  event  of  this  being  objected  to, 
he  is  even  willing  to  agree  that  the  Euro- 
peans should  form  the  majority.  All  that 
he  stipulates  for  is  that  the  President  of 
the  Court  should  be  a  subject  of  the  Vice- 
roy. Instead  of  the  presence  of  the  drago- 
man or  interpreter,  he  proposes  that  the 
utmost  publicity  should  be  given  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Court,  that  counsel 
should  attend,  and  that  a  superior  Court 
of  Appeal  should  be  instituted,  composed, 
if  insisted  upon,  of  a  majority  of  European 
Judges,  and  that  justice  should  be  admi- 
nistered as  it  is  in  European  countries. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  at  present 
the  proceedings  of  the  Turkish  Courts  are 
not  public.  Moreover,  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Viceroy  to  train  up  a  certain 
number  of  young  Egyptians  to  the  profes- 
sion of  the  law,  and  to  educate  them  for 
the  administration  of  justice.  If  this 
scheme  were  carried  out,  instead  of  there 
being,  as  now,  sixteen  different  jurisdic- 
tions to  which  the  subiects  of  the  Viceroy 
are  liable,  there  would  be  but  one,  pre- 
sided over  by  European  and  Native  Judges. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  a  just,  reasonable, 
and  practical  proposal ;  even  the  noble 
Lord  admits  that  there  is  nothing  what- 
ever in  it  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the 
capitulations,  or  even  to  their  letter.  I 
might  almost  say  that  the  Viceroy  has  not 
gone  far  enough ;  but  even  this  very  mo- 
derate and  just  proposal  has  excited  a 
great  outcry  amongst  the  foreign  residents 
in  Egypt.  The  British  Al^d^jialteae  mer- 
chantSj  in  an  indignant  memorial  addressed 
to  Hie  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  which 
has  been  recently  published  in  The  2Vme<, 
declare  that—  ^^^        ^' 

"  The  GoTernment  of  the  Vioaroy  hM  submitted 
to  Her  Miyesty'i  Gtoverament  a  proposition  to 
abolish  the  jurisdiction  of  the  British  Consular 
Law  Courts  in  Egypt." 

But  this  statement  is  entirely  opposed  to 
the  truth.  All  that  the  Viceroy  asks  is 
that  the  jurisdiction  of  those  Courts  should 
be  limited,  according  to  the  express  terms 
of  the  capitulations,  to  cases  in  which 
foreigners  alone  are  concerned,  and  that 
they  be  not  permitted  to  interfere  with  his 
undoubted  rights  and  prerogative  of  dealing 
with  his  own  subjects.  A  letter,  signed  by 
a  ^(rc^ell^who  appears  to  speak  in  the 
nameofthe  British  community  in  Egypt, 
has  appeared  in  The  rtmei,  together  with 
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the  memorial.  Amongst  the  reaiona  which 
it  gives  why  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
should  decline  to  accept  the  Viceroy's  pro- 
posal,  there  is  one  which  will  hest  show 
the  pretensions  of  foreigners  established 
in  Egypt,  and  how  ridiculous  and  utterly 
untenable  they  are.  Mr.  Bell  states,  in 
justification  of  the  action  of  the  British 
Consular  Court  over  the  Viceroy  and  his 
subjects,  that  in  one  case  the  payment  of 
bills  accepted  by  the  manager  of  the  Vice- 
roy's private  estatCt  and  protested,  could 
only  be  obtained — 

"  By  a  formal  demand  addreued  to  the  British 
Consular  Court,  that  the  Vioeroy,  having  fiijled 
to  meet  bis  engagements,  should  be  imm^iately 
declared  a  bankrupt.  A  private  intimation  that 
this  formal  demand  had  been  made  for  a  declara- 
tion of  bankruptcy  was  communicated  to  the 
Viceroy's  agent,  and 'he  thereupon  sent  to  the 
office  of  the  holder  of  the  bills  the  money  to  meet 
them." 

Now,  let  the  House  imagine  for  one  mo- 
ment a  foreign  Court  with  independent 
jurisdiction  established  in  this  country  de- 
-olaring  the  Queen  a  bankrupt !  Could 
such  a  state  of  things  be  conceived  in  any 
other  country  of  the  world  but  Egypt? 
Can  it  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the 
Viceroy  should  consider  this  foreign  juris- 
diction as  injurious  to  his  dignity  and  in- 
dependence ?  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
fact  of  such  a  proceeding  as  that  described 
by  Mr.  Bell  having  taken  place  would 
alone  justify  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
in  accepting  Nubar  Pasha's  proposal.  I 
do  not  advocate   the   wiihdrawal  of  the 

Srotection  of  our  Consuls  altogether  from 
Sritish  subjects  in  the  East.  I  know  that 
the  time  is  not  yet  come  for  this  step, 
although  I  trust  that  it  is  approaching  ; 
nor  do  I  suggest  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  without  having  first  satisfied 
himself  that  justice  shall  be  properly  ad- 
ministered in  the  case  of  British  subjects. 
Nubar  Pasha,  in  his  note  to  the  Viceroy, 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House,  declares  that  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment is  willing  to  give  satisfactory  security 
upon  this  point,  and  to  meet  foreign  Go- 
vernments more  than  half  way.  The  noble 
Lord  might  even  avail  himself  of  this 
opportunity  to  obtain  from  the  Turkish 
and  Egyptian  Governments  a  reform  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  admission  of 
Christian  evidence  in  criminal  oases.  Al- 
ready, in  civil  and  commercial  suits,  this 
has  been  done  ;  and  it  is  now  virtually  ac- 
cepted, I  believe,  even  in  criminal  cases  : 

Mr.  Layard 


but  the  noble  Lord  would  be  quite  jostified 
if  ho  were  to  call  upon  the  Egyptian  Gh>- 
vernment  to  abolish  the  law  which  still  exists 
upon  this  subject  before  submitting  British 
subjects  to  the  control  of  Egyptian  Coarts. 
It  has,   I  know,  been   suggested  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  that  before  calling 
upon  the  European  Powers  to  accept  the 
proposal  made  by  Nubar  Pasha,  the  best 
plan  would  be  for  the  Viceroy  to  establish 
mixed  Courts,  and  to  allow  the  world  to 
see  how  they  worked.     He  has  been  told, 
*'  Institute  your  Courts,  choose  your  Eo- 
ropean  and  Natire  Judges.     Have  jastioe 
well  and  impartially  administered,  and  yoa 
will  see  that  foreigners   will   then  avail 
tbemselvei  of   them,  and  you  will  obtaio 
what  you  require  from   foreign  Governo 
ments  without  any  difficulty."    But  the 
objections  to  such  a  course  appear  to  me 
to  be  very  grave,  if  not  altogether  insar* 
mountablei       There  are  four  that  present 
themselves  at  once.     First,   English  sod 
French  subjects  might  be  induced  to  avail 
themselves  of   the  Egyptian   Courts,  bat 
others  would  not,  and  an  additional  element 
of  confusion  would  consequently  arise,  sod 
in  mixed  oases  miscarriage  of  justice  woald 
ensue,  some  defendants   appealing  to  the 
Local  Courts,  and  others  to  the  Consolsr 
Courts  ;  secondly,  the  Egyptian   Govern- 
ment oould  not  venture  upon  a  trial  of  tbli 
kind,  unless  they  received  the  fullest  assur* 
ance  that  the  decrees  of  the  Court  shonid 
be  carried  out  and  its  jurisdiction  enforced 
—otherwise  the  authority  of  the  Viceroj 
would  further  suffer  ;    thirdly,  the  Viceroj 
oould  not  call  upon  his  Mahommedan  sub* 
jects  to  submit  to  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
Court  presided  over  by  European  Judgsi, 
whose  authority  was  not  recognised  by  Bunh 
peans  themselves  ;  and  lastly,  the  subjects 
of  the  Viceroy  would  be  placed  in  this  most 
unfair  and  disadvantageous  position,  that 
whilst  foreigners  would    be    able  to  sp* 
peal  from   the  decision   of  the  Egyptian 
Courts  to  a  Court  of  Appeal  eatablished  is 
Egypt,  the   Native  of  Egypt,  when  pur* 
suing  a  foreigner  in  his  Consular  Court, 
would  have  to   appeal  to  a  Court  estab- 
lished  in   some    distant   foreign  countij' 
The  proposal  made  by  the  Viceroy,  ii>  I 
think,  a  fair  and  reasonable  one.    He  is 
willing  that  Commissioners  named  by  tbs 
principal  European  Powers  should  be  sp* 
pointed  to  proceed  to  Egypt  to  inqoira 
into  the  whole  subject  of  Consular  jarii' 
diction  in  that  country,  and  to  report  to 
their  respective  Governmenta  upon  it,  with  a 
view  to  the  adoption  of  the  scbene  wbick 
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be  has  pat  forward.     The  French  OoTern- 
ment  has  already  appointed  a  CommisBion 
of  Inquiry,  which  has  made  a  Report.     Al- 
though I  haTe  not  seen  that  Report,  I  un- 
derstand that  it  is  in  many  respecta  faTonr- 
able  to  the  proposal  of  the  Viceroy.     Bat 
whilst  the  Viceroy  is  prepared  to  agree  to 
the  appointment  of  an  International  Com- 
miuion,  he  very  justly  insists  that  before 
it  eommenoes  its  labours  a  certain  basis 
for  its  proceedings  shall  be  agreed  upon 
by  the  European   Powers,  and  that  that 
basil  shall   be  the  capitulations.     Usages 
sod  abases  have  sprung  up  in  Egypt  which 
are  entirely  opposed  to  those  treaties,  and 
the  Viceroy  cannot  admit  their  validity,  and 
recognizes  this  as  a  point  of  departure  in 
any  fotare  inquiry.     It  is,  I  believe,  stated 
that  the  French  Government  have  refused 
to  accept  this  condition.     But  I  cannot  be* 
liere  that  a  great  and  just  nation  like  France 
would  insist  upon  supporting  that  which  ia  a 
manifest  abuse  and  a  flagrant  wrong  when 
desling  with  a  weak  Power.     I  have  heard 
that  the  Emperor  himself  is  fully  alive  to 
the  great  abuses  which  have  sprung   up 
uoder  the  capitulations,  to  the  injustice  to 
which  the  Natives  of  Egypt  are  exposed 
in  consequence,  and  to  the  danger  of  the 
present  state  of  things  to  the  authority  of 
the  Viceroy.      He  cannot  but  feel  that 
whilst  the  European  Powers  hold  the  Vice- 
roy responsible  for  the  safety  of  the  lives 
and  property  of  their  subjects  residing  in 
Egypt,  they  are  depriving  the  Viceroy  of 
tbe  only  means  that  he  has  of  securing  that 
safety.     The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  in 
his  despatch  of  the  18th  October  last,  which 
has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House, 
has  fully  admitted  the  evils  to  which  the 
present  system  of  Consular  jurisdiction  in 
Sgypt  has  given  rise,  and  has  shown  that 
that  system   is  entirely   opposed   to    the 
letter  and  spirit  of  our  treaties.     With  the 
▼iews  expressed  in  that  despatch  I  cordially 
agree.     But   I   trust  that  the  noble  Lord 
will  do  more  than  write  a  despatch,  and 
that  he  is  prepared  to  act  with  energy  in 
tbe  matter,  without  being  deterred  from' 
doing  that  which  is  just  and  right  by  any 
outcry  which  may  be  raised  against  him 
amongst  the  subjects  of  this  country  es- 
tablished in   Egypt,  who  are,  of  course, 
determined  to  prevent,  if  possible,  the  re- 
form of  abuses  of  which  they  are  partly 
the  authors,  and  of  which  they  have  long 
profited.       Let  those   gentlemen    be  re- 
minded thai  after  all  they  have  no  more 
right  to  the  exceptional  protection  which 
they  claim  in  Egypt,  than  British  residents 


who  chose  to  aettle  for  the  sake  of  gain  in 
any  other  country.  We  do  not  have  Con- 
sular Courts  in  South  America — and  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  may  with  reason 
ask,  why  they  should  be  compelled  to  sup- 
port expensive  establishments  in  Turkey  and 
Egypt  merely  to  promote  the  trade  and 
speculations  of  persons  who  chose  to  go  to 
those  countries.  Nor  will  the  noble  Lord, 
I  hope,  be  deterred  from  doing  that  which  is 
right  and  just,  by  the  unwillingness  which 
other  Powers,  some  of  whom  may  have  a 
direct  interest  in  maintaining  the  present 
system,  may  show  to  go  with  him.  I  feel 
convinced  that  if  England  boldly  adopts  a 
just  and  liberal  policy  in  this  matter,  and 
admits  the  undoubted  rights  of  the  Egyp- 
tian Government,  other  nations  will  be 
unable  to  take  a  different  course.  And  if 
France,  as  I  have  reason  to  hope  she  ia 
prepared  to  do,  will  unite  with  England  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  present  disgraceful 
state  of  things,  and  in  supporting  the  just 
and  legitimate  demanda  of  the  Viceroy, 
1  am  certain  that  a  new  system  will  be 
introduced  into  Egypt,  and,  indeed,  ere 
long  into  the  whole  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, which  will  be  equally  advantageoua 
to  the  interests  of  Europeans  and  Natives. 
I  will  quote  one  or  two  extracts  from  the 
noble  Lord's  despatch,  which  will  prove 
that  he  has  taken  what  I  conceive  to  be  a 
proper  view  of  this  important  question,  and 
that  there  only  now  remains  for  him  to 
carry  out  the  policy  which  he  has  laid 
down — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  cannot  doabt  that 
the  8/item  whioh  now  prevails  in  Egypt  in  regard 
to  luitt  in  which  foreigners  on  the  one  hand  and 
tbe  Government  and  people  of  Egypt  on  the  other, 
are  concerned,  ie  at  injorious  to  the  interestc  of 
all  partiee  as  it  ia  oertainly  without  warrant  of 
any  treaty  enaagement.  Her  Majoety's  Govern- 
ment are  perfectly  willing,  therefore,  to  lend  their 
aid  to  the  Egyptian  GoTernment  in  an  attempt  to 
establish  a  ^tter  system,  and  if  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment succeed  in  obtaioing  the  oonoarrence  of 
other  Powers  for  the  same  parpose,  yon  may  assure 
Nabar  Pasha  that  the  cordial  co-operation  of  Great 
Britain  will  not  be  withheld  from  so  salutary 
a  work.  They  would  hail  with  the  utmost  satis- 
fiiction  such  an  improvement  in  the  judicial 
system  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  specifically  of 
£gyp^  whioh  is  so  important  a  part  of  it,  as  would 
justify  them  in  altogether  renouncing  any  judicial 
action  in  that  country,  and  learing  the  disputes 
of  their  subjects,  and  the  crimes  which  they  may 
commit,  to  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  local 
GrOTemment,  as  is  the  case  in  other  countries. 
With  such  feelings,  Her  Majesty's  GoTcmment 
are  certainly  not  inclined  to  hold  out  for  a  juria- 
diction  to  which  they  have  no  treaty  right,  which 
they  submit  to  be  an  usurpation,  though  brought 
about  by  force  of  oiroumstances,  and  which  is  as 
iiyuriotts  to  British  interests  as  it  is  derogatoiy 
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to  the  oharaoter  and  well-being  of  the  Egyptian 
Administration." 

Fortunately,  the  principal  commeroial  com- 
munities of  this  country  are  prepared  to 
give  their  support  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
this  matter.  I  had  hoped  to  have  seen  in 
their  places  this  evening  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bazley) 
and  other  Gentlemen  connected  with  our 
commercial  interests,  who  formed  part  of 
a  deputation  to  the  noble  Lord  a  few  days 
ago  on  this  subject.  They  would  have 
supported  me,  I  know,  on  this  occasion, 
They  naturally  perceive  that  the  present 
system  of  Consular  jurisdiction  in  the  East, 
and  the  pretensions  of  foreigners  residing 
in  the  Turkish  Empire  and  in  Egypt,  are 
80  outrageous  and  unjust  that  they  must 
tend  to  interrupt  the  good  feeling  which 
ought  to  exist  between  the  European 
Powers  and  the  Turkish  and  Egyptian 
Governments,  and  to  discourage  and  pre- 
vent the  development  of  those  commeroial 
relations  which  exist  between  England 
and  the  East,  and  which  are  already  be- 
coming of  such  vast  importance  to  this 
country.  These  views  are  entertained  at 
the  same  time  by  almost  every  organ  of 
public  opinion  of  authority  in  this  country, 
and  have  been  advocated  with  great  ability 
and  power  by  The  Times,  and  other  lead- 
ing newspapers.  In  conclusion,  I  would 
again  quote  from  the  work  of  a  gentleman 
who  has  had  more  experience  than  most 
persons  with  regard  to  the  working  of  the 
capitulations,  Sir  Adolphus  Slado.  He 
•ays— 

"  The  nccesBity  of  framing  capitolationi  in  the 
10th  century  for  the  protcotion  of  a  few  European 
traders  was  a  disgrace  to  Turkey  ;  the  strict  en- 
forcement of  them  in  the  19th  century  is  a  re- 
proach to  Europe.  They  were  framed  on  behalf 
of  limited  associations,  self-restrained  by  bye* 
laws,  and  sclf-rcsponsible  for  the  conduct  of  their 
servants  and  employes  ;  they  are  now  enforced  in 
favour  of  60,000  Europeans  of  various  nationali- 
ties and  callings  at  Constantinople,  and  twice  as 
many  thousands  or  more  domiciled  in  provincial 
cities,  in  pursuit,  one  and  all,  per  fas  et  nefas,  of 
one  object — gain,  and  though  divided  by  clashing 
interests,  united  by  the  common  bond  of  rancour 
against  the  dominant  race.  Probed  to  their 
source,  the  occasional  outbreaks  in  Turkey,  called 
fanatical,  would  be  seen  to  be  the  natural  reaction 
against  the  overbearings  and  insolence  of  foreign- 
ers and  protected  natives.  '  Would  you  abolish  the 
capitulations  ? '  asks  the  Levantine.  Not  altoge- 
ther, so  long  as  the  separation  of  administrative 
and  judicial  functions  in  Turkey  remains  indis- 
tinct ;  but  wc  would  modify  them  in  the  interests 
of  society  by  drawing  a  line  between  protection 
and  impunity,  between  privilege  and  licence." 

These  are  wise  words,  and  1  cannot  do 
better  than  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
ifr.  Layard 


Lord  earnestly  to  them*  I  tivst  thai  lie 
will  lose  no  time  in  taking  some  step  which 
may  put  an  end  to  the  state  of  thiugi 
they  describe.  The  first  thing,  it  appesn 
to  me  to  be  done,  is  to  come  to  an  agree* 
ment  with  the  French  GoTemment  for  the 
appointment  of  an  International  Commii- 
sion,  founded  upon  the  basis  suggested  hy 
the  Egyptian  Government,  and  empowered 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  foreige 
Consular  jurisdiction  in  the  Turkish  £m- 
()ire  and  Egypt,  and  to  ascertain  whit 
may  be  the  rights  and  privileges  which 
foreigners  may  have  a  right  to  claim  uader 
the  capitulations.  When  the  facts  of  the 
case  are  thus  ascertained,  it  will  be  for 
England  and  France  to  act  in  a  jut 
and  generous  spirit  towards  Tarkey  sod 
Egypt;  to  retain  only  those  privileges  which 
are  absolutely  necessary  to  the  protecika 
of  their  subjects  in  the  Eaat ;  to  be  pre- 
pared to  remove  that  exceptional  proteetiei 
still  further  as  those  coantriet  advaoee  ii 
the  path  of  civilization  and  of  reform;  lod 
to  give  assistance  to  the  Turkish  lod 
Egyptian  Governments  in  placing  th«r 
internal  administration,  and  especially  thst 
part  of  it  which  relates  to  law  and  jostieob 
on  a  footing  which  may  be  equally  benefi- 
cial to  foreigners  and  to  their  own  snbjeett. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  wlihed 
to  point  out  that  it  was  the  weaknesi  i 
the  Egyptian  Government,  after  the  iwA 
of  Ali  Pasha,  which  led  to  the  graatiag 
of  the  existing  conceasions  to  foreigiMA 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  i 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would  not  XttA 
this  question  as  an  Egyptian  one  merdji 
but  would  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil,  isd 
endeavour  to  carry  out  all  the  recommfli' 
dations  contained  in  the  Protocol  of  Ptrii 
At  the  time  when  the  capitulations  wm 
entered  into  there  was  in  Turkey  a  }A 
tax  on  Christians,  and  one  object  was  H 
exempt  foreign  residents  from  this  ba4|* 
of  servitude.  Circumstances  had  whollj 
changed,  and  it  was  absard  that  formgatfi 
should  be  exempted  from  every  import 
except  customs'  dues.  Foreign  reeideaH 
ought  to  be  placed  on  an  equal,  bat  oa  M 
better  footing,  than  Natives,  and  there  wH 
no  reason  whatever  why  they  should  n^ 
be  required  to  pay  their  fair  shaft  « 
taxation.  There  could  be  no  queatioa  ^ 
the  Consular  jurisdiction  had  giveoriitti 
great  abuses  on  the  part  of  the  Consdi  it 
third* rate  Powers,  and  to  relnctaot  vtf* 
people  to  interfere  that  morder  might  hi 
committed  in  Turkey  by  foreigoen  alaii^ 
with  imponily.    Indeed  he  oonld  iiiiitii> 
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one  ease  in  which  a  morder  was  witnessed 
by  an  English  Consul  and  another  Eng- 
lishman. It  was  committed  bj  an  Italian, 
and  the  yietim  was  a  Greek  ;  and  though 
the  English  Consul  interfered,  and  com- 

felied  the  police  to  take  the  man  up,  the 
tslisn  Consul  oYidentlj  thought  he  was 
going  beyond  his  duty,  and  the  end  of  the 
matter  was  that  the  man  who  committed 
the  murder  was  allowed  to  get  o£f  to  Genoa, 
and  what  became  of  him  afterwards  he 
could  not  tell.  It  was  a  wrong  system 
that  the  Government  of  a  country  should 
not  hsYe  jurisdiction  oyer  all  its  inhabi- 
tants, and  there  would  be  less  inconyeni- 
ence  in  the  Egyptian  Goyernment  haying 
it  now  that  Christian  eyidence  was  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  admitted.  Mixed 
Courts  haying  at  our  instance  been  estab- 
lished in  Turkey,  it  was  discrediting  them 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people  if  we  did  not 
allow  our  own  subjects  to  be  tried  in  them. 
He  belieyed  they  were  as  impartial  as  the 
tribunals  of  Spain  oi^  Portugal.  He  trusted 
that  there  would  be  joint  action  by  the 
European  Powers  as  to  these  capitulations, 
with  due  regard  to  the  right  of  the  Turk  in 
his  own  country. 

LoBD  STANLEY :  Sir,  I  haye  no  wish, 
and  I  see  no  reason,  to  prolong  this  dis- 
cussion, since  there  is  no  dispute  as  to 
facts,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  by 
fsr  the  greater  part  of  what  has  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Layard)  I  am  inclined  to 
agree.  And  first  let  me  dispose  of  one  or 
two  questions  which  haye  been  raised  in- 
cidentally. As  to  the  question  of  the  right 
of  foreigners  to  hold  land  in  Turkey,  and 
the  conditions  on  which  they  should  be 
allowed  to  hold  it,  I  may  remark  that  that 
is  a  matter  which  has  been  for  some  time 
nnder  discussion,  and  I  think  we  haye 
practically  settled  the  terms  on  which  land 
may  be  held.  I  haye  always  felt  that  in 
principle  the  Turkish  Goyernment    were 

2uite  justified  in  the  reseryations  and  con- 
itions  they  laid  down;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Goyernment  had  to  consider  how  those 
conditions  would  practically  work  in  some 
parts  of  the  Empire  where  Europeans  are 
not  numerous,  and  where  Consular  assist- 
ance is  not  at  hand,  I  belieye,  howeyer, 
that  question  has  now  been  arranged  be- 
tween the  two  Goyemments.  With  regard 
to  the  abuse  of  Consular  jurisdiction,  I 
cordially  aympathiie  in  what  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  an  anomaly, 
eyen  if  it  be  a  necessary  one,  that  we 
shoald  remoye  British  subjects  from  the 


territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  country  ;  but 
I  quite  agree  that  it  is  an  intolerable  abuse 
if  that  protection  is  extended  to  a  large 
number  of  persons  who  haye  no  claim  upon 
us,  as,  for  instance,  in  those  cases  in 
which  Natiyes  of  the  Ionian  Islands  haye 
claimed  the  priyilege.  Maltese,  of  course, 
haye  a  right  to  protection  as  British  sub- 
jects ;  but  with  regard  to  all  those  cases 
which  used  to  be  numerous  in  former  years, 
when  protection  was  extended  to  Natiyes 
who  were  dependants  upon  Europeans,  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  this  has  been  diminished  of 
late  years,  and  I  do  not  think  the  abuse 
now  exists  to  any  considerable  extent.  At 
any  rate,  if  a  case  is  brought  before  me  in 
which  it  does  exist,  I  shall  be  ready  to  do 
all  in  my  power  to  remedy  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  claim  of  Europeans  to  exemp- 
tion from  local  taxes,  I  am  not  aware  that 
it  hss  oyer  been  made  the  subject  of  com- 
plaint on  the  part  of  the  Porte.  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that,  like  many  other  things 
bearing  upon  our  connection  with  the  Turk- 
ish Empire,  it  is  somewhat  anomalous,  and 
I  can  quite  understand  that  arrangements 
which  were  perfectly  natural  and  harmless 
when  but  a  yery  small  number  of  foreigners 
were  settled  in  Turkey,  are  quite  inappro- 
priate to  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
time.  The  main  question  is  the  question 
whether  or  not  we  can  get  rid  of  Consular 
jurisdiction  as  regards  Egypt.  Now,  upon 
that  point  I  haye  stated  what  are  in  prin- 
ciple the  yiews  of  the  British  Goyernment 
in  a  despatch  from  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  quoted,  and  I  therefore  need  not 
repeat  them  at  any  length.  Ever  since 
the  Crimean  War  and  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
not  only  the  British  Goyernment,  but  I 
belieye  all  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe 
haye  concurred  in  the  feeling  that  the 
exercise  of  this  Consular  jurisdiction  was 
an  anomaly  which  it  was  desirable  to  re- 
moye.  There  is  no  doubt  that  jurisdiction 
extra  territorial  of  that  kind  is  in  itself  an 
eyil.  The  only  justification  there  can  be 
for  it  is  that  it  may  be  a  necessity.  But 
if  it  ceases  to  be  a  necessity,  it  ceases  to 
be  justifiable.  The  real  question  is  not 
whether  you  desire  to  give  up  these  rights, 
but  whether  you  can  find  an  effective  sub- 
stitute for  them.  You  cannot  give  up  these 
exceptional  rights  unless  you  are  satisfied 
that  you  can  substitute  for  them  the  juris- 
diction of  an  independent  and  impartial 
tribunal,  and  the  difficulty  is  how  to  find 
in  a  coantry  like  Egypt  sufficient  security 
for  the  establishment  of  such  a  tribunal. 
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Egypt,  as  we  all  know,  is  a  countrj  aboo- 
lutclj  doBpotio,  both  in  theory  and  in  prac- 
tice. I  am  not  Baying  that  Judges  would 
on  that  account  be  necessarily  servile,  but 
I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
find  men  who  in  any  case  where  their  own 
Government  was  concerned  would  not  think 
it  their  duty  to  take  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  of  their  own  country,  and  we  all 
know  that  the  Egyptian  Government  is 
very  often  concerned  in  the  questions  that 
arise.  There  is  no  part  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  with  which  I  more  tho- 
roughly concur  than  with  respect  to  the 
great  abuse  and  inconvenience  of  resorting 
to  diplomatic  agency  for  the  determination 
of  private  matters ;  but  it  is  because  I  hold 
that  opinion  that  I  think  it  essential  to 
have  Courts  you  can  rely  upon,  because  it 
is  a  lesser  evil  to  have  a  Court  which  is 
anomalous  in  principle,  but  which  works 
tolerably  in  practice,  than  a  Court  which 
may  be  constituted  according  to  European 
notions  of  what  is  right,  but  which  does 
not  practically  give  justice,  and  the  result 
of  the  working  of  which  would  be  that  its 
decisions  would  be  continually  appealed 
from,  so  that  diplomatic  questions  would 
constantly  arise.  There  are  difficulties  in 
our  way  but  I  do  not  say  that  they  cannot 
be  overcome.  With  regard  to  an  Interna- 
"tional  Commission,  I  do  not  apprehend  that 
there  is  at  present  between  the  leading 
Powers  of  Europe  any  considerable  differ- 
ence of  opinion.  I  believe  they  are  all  of 
opinion  that  such  a  Commission  should  be 
established  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  such  Courts  as  we  all  desire  in  prin- 
ciple should  be  established.  The  only 
points  of  difference  are  upon  questions 
which  are  comparatively  matters  of  detail. 
With  regard  to  the  claim  put  foward  by 
the  Egyptian  Government  no  longer  to 
admit  the  capitulations  and  to  ignore 
usages,  that  is  a  claim  to  which  I  should 
find  it  very  difficult  to  give  a  positive 
answer  either  one  way  or  the  other,  for 
there  are  usages  and  usages.  A  usage 
which  has  become  an  unwritten  law  must, 
I  think,  be  practically  regarded  as  part  of 
the  law  of  the  country,  but  the  same  claim 
cannot  be  made  for  a  custom  that  has 
sprung  up  within  the  last  dozen  years,  and 
which  has  never  been  sanctioned  or  tole- 
rated, but  only  submitted  to  through  the 
weakness  of  the  Government.  I  need  say 
no  more  upon  that,  because  there  is  very 
little  in  dispute  between  us.  The  one 
point  upon  which  1  should  be  inclined  to 
question  the  view  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  takes  is  his  wish  that  whatever  we  do 

should  be  done,  not  for  Egypt  only,  but 
for  every  part  of  the  Turkish  Empirs. 
Now,  as  to  that,  I  am  open  to  eonvietioii, 
but  as  at  present  advised  I  doubt  the  poliey 
of  that  course.  Turkey  is  a  very  wide 
Empire,  and  it  contains  provinces  in  variooi 
stages  of  civiliiation.  We  have  far  grestn 
interests  in  Egypt  than  anywhere  elie  iS' 
that  Empire,  and  there  is  a  greater  appeilj 
there  to  European  feeling  and  a  grsater- 
influence  of  European  ideaa  than  can  be 
found  in  the  remoter  provinces  of  Turkey. 
After  all,  too,  if  you  are  to  establish  % 
system  of  territorial  jurisdiction  which  ii 
to  work  well,  the  best  chance  of  getting  it 
to  work  is  to  establish  it  experimeotsllj, 
and  then,  if  you  find  it  work  well  in  see 
part,  you  can  extend  it  to  another.  Al 
the  same  time,  we  roust  be  very  noek 
guided  on  this  question  parti j  by  thevievi 
of  the  Porte,  partly  by  the  view  which 
the  other  Powers  may  take,  and  partly  hj 
such  light  as  may  be  thrown  upon  it  in  the 
course  of  the  investigation  which  is  to  he 
held.  The  question  of  principlCi  si  I 
understand,  which  the  hon,  Gentlenii 
wishes  to  raise  is,  *'  Do  you  regard  the 
present  Consular  jurisdiction  and  the  diiB 
for  Consular  authority  as  desirable  !"  Nov, 
I  agree  with  him  that  it  is  not  deeiriUa 
The  hon.  Gentleman  further  asks,  "Do 
you  wish  to  see  a  better  system  of  jarii- 
diction  substituted  ?^  I  certainly  do,  bet 
if  you  ask  me  how  that  is  to  be  done  it  ii 
a  matter  of  great  difficulty.  We  have  le 
consult  the  Porte,  the  Egyptian  Govert- 
ment,  and  the  other  great  Powers,  eri 
many  questions  of  detail  will  arise  si  te 
which  we  do  not  altogether  see  our  wij* 
All  we  say  is  that  time  and  deliberatiii 
will  be  required,  and  I  can  only  assore  the 
House  that  the  Government  will  not  hue 
sight  of  the  subject,  and  that  their  sniioet 
desire  is  so  to  deal  with  it  as  to  bring  abort 
a  state  of  things  more  satisfactory  thea 
the  present. 

Mil.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  wishedle 
warn  the  noble  Lord  not  to  be  led  utitf 
by  the  extraordinary  statements  whieh  hei 
proceeded  from  some  of  our  coontrymsaii 
Egypt.  He  could  readily  understand  thel 
our  countrymen  there  were  so  aeeaetoBei 
to  special  privileges  that  they  were  t«T 
unwilling  to  part  with  them.  £gypt  *^ 
now  becoming  so  intimately  bound  to  thii 
country,  and  especially  to  LaueasbirOi  hf 
commercial  relations,  that  ha  bopsd  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  allow  that  state  e( 
things  with  regard  to  our  Conaalar  CooHe 
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in  Egjpt  which  was  bo  disereditabid  to  ui 
to  remain  in  their  present  condition.  It 
depended  on  the  noble  Lord  very  inaeh 
whether  the  proposed  new  Courts  would  or 
woold  not  be  sanctioned  bj  the  other  Go- 
vernments. 

Me.  J.  PBEL  said,  that  he  was  at  the 
head  of  the  firm   which  had  signed   the 
document  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark  had  so  much  complained.  They 
knew  very  well  that  there  was  no  tribunal 
in  Egypt  which  could  judge  fairly  between 
the  buyer,  being  the  Pasha,  and  the  seller, 
the  British    merchant.      He  believed  he 
was  the  oldest  British  merchant  engaged 
io  the  Egyptian  trade,  and  he  had  never 
heard  of  the  decisions  of  the  British  Con- 
sular tribunal  being  called  in  question  by 
any  Native  whatsoever.      Any  one  who 
knew  anything  of  the  transactions  between 
the   British  and   the    Pasha   would  say 
that  where  justice  was  obtained  it  had 
been  obtained   by    the  Consular   Courts. 
Though  he  would  have  no  objection  to  see 
any  system  established  which  would  do 
justice  to  other  countries  as  well  as  our 
own,  he  would  hesitate  a  long  time  before 
he  would  consent  to  have  the  transactions 
which  passed  between  British  merchants 
and  the  Faaha  settled  by    an    Egyptian 
tribunal, 

Mr.  a.  EOERTON  said,  that  in  a  case 
where  so  many  nationalitiea  were  con- 
cerned it  was  clear  that  nothing  could  be 
done  without  reference  to  them.  The 
noble  Lord  had  held  out  a  hope  that  fo- 
reign nationa  woold  be  willing  to  appoint  a 
Commiaaion  to  settle  this  question,  but  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  mercan- 
tile community  if  they  were  assured  that 
steps  were  being  taken  to  hare  the  matter 
immediately  referred  to  this  International 
Commission. 

Mr.  ATRTON  begged  to  enter  his  pro- 
test  against   Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
giving  up   British  subjects  to  a  Govern- 
ment which    was   utterly  unconscious  of 
Surity  of  administration.     [Mr.  Latard  : 
To  Ij       The  hon.  Gentleman  might  say 
"  No,  '*  bni  he  niaintained  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  was  one  into  which  corrup- 
tioo  in  erery  form  entered.     The  idea  of 
justice  was  foreign  to  such  a  Government, 
and  to  contemplate  giving  up  British  sob- 
jeeta   in    defiance  of    treaties  to  such  a 
Power  was  most  monstrous.     If  he  could 
tell  the   House    what    was   going    on   in 
Egypt,  Ibe  hair  of  hon.  Members  would 
stand  on  end.    [Mr.  Latard  :  Oh  I]  Per- 
haps he  bad  as  authentic  infermation  and 


knew  as  much  of  what  was  going  on  in 
Effjpt  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Layard),  and  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  nothing  could  exceed  the  corruption 
which  prevailed  there.  This  scheme  had 
originated  in  the  fact  that  there  was  one 
person  connected  with  the  Egyptian  Ad- 
ministration who  had  had  the  advantage  of 
an  European  education,  who  had  a  great 
deal  of  information  and  had  made  a  for- 
tune. That  person  had  established  him- 
self in  Western  Europe  and  had  created 
an  opinion  purely  fictitious  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Egyptian  Government.  [Mr. 
Latard  :  Oh  I]  The  hon.  Member  might 
shake  his  head,  but  the  fact  was  that 
thoae  who  took  an  interest  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Levant  became  either  very  violent 
Turks  or  very  violent  Greeks — they  were 
either  desperate  Philo-Turks  or  Philhel- 
lenes.  Now,  he  was  neither  a  Philo-Turk 
nor  a  Philhellene,  because  he  had  received 
great  courtesy  both  from  Turk  and  Greek ; 
but  he  was  speaking  only  of  the  Egyptian 
Government,  which  he  believed  to  be  so 
bad  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  en- 
trust it  with  any  power  over  the  destinies 
of  British  subjects.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  noble  Lord  would  never  consent  to  the 
establishment  of  an  Egyptian  tribunal  such 
as  that  which  waa  advocated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  any  scheme  that  might 
be  adopted,  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  make  it  a  iine  qud  non  that  to 
every  decree  pronounced  by  the  Court 
affecting  the  rights  of  British  subjects,  the 
consent  of  the  British  Consul  should  be 
required. 

UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION  IN  IRELAND. 

RS80LUTI0N. 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  rising  to  more  a 
Resolution  on  this  subject,  said,  that  he 
had  to  apologiae  to  the  House  for  bringing 
forward  so  important  a  subject  at  so  late 
an  hour ;  but  when  an  independent  Mem- 
ber had  been  counted  out  by  the  tactics  of 
his  own  party,  hon.  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  fault  was  not  his.  When 
he  brought  forward  the  Motion  last  year  to 
plsoe  Catholics  and  Preabyterisns  on  an 
equality  with  members  of  the  Established 
Church  with  respect  to  education,  it  fell  to 
the  lot  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  decide  its  fate, 
and  in  giving  his  decision  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  principle  of  the 
Motion  was  so  important  that  the  House 
ought  to  have  another  opportunity  of  ez- 
preteing  an  opinion  upon  it.    Since  that 
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time  the  subject  had  made  unexpected  pro- 
gress. The  question  of  religious  equality 
in  Ireland  had  made  during  the  present 
Session  a  progress  as  sudden  as  it  had 
been  gratifying  and  extraordinary.  The 
question  bad  been  simplified  since  last 
year,  because  the  antagonistic  scheme  of 
the  Government  to  grant  a  charter  to  a 
Roman  Catholic  University  had  been  unani- 
mously condemned  by  the  House  and  the 
country.  It  had  been  shown  that  it  was 
impossible  to  satisfy  the  Catholics  by  giv- 
ing them  a  charter  for  a  separate  V  niver- 
sity ;  because  the  scheme  was  not  more 
distinctly  mischievous  it  was  rejected  with 
contempt  by  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy. 
They  demanded  a  University  which  should 
be  exclusively  managed  by  ecclesiastics, 
and  in  which  Bishops  should  have  a  positive 
veto  on  the  appointment  of  all  officers,  and 
the  power  of  deciding  what  books  should 
be  read.  Such  demands  the  House  never 
would  concede  ;  and  the  scheme  which  he 
proposed  was  the  only  one  which  would 
place  Presbytenaos  and  Roman  Catholics 
in  a  position  of  equality.  The  country  had 
decided  not  to  grant  State  endowments  to 
establish  sectarian  education.  There  was 
no  chance  of  an  endowment  being  granted 
for  either  a  Presbyterian  or  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic College.  If  so,  there  was  only  one 
way  in  which  Presbyterians  and  Roman 
Catholics  could  be  placed  in  a  position  of 
equality  with  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  that  was  by  fairly  and  impar- 
tially throwing  open  to  all  the  existing 
University  endowments.  The  creation  for 
either  Roman  Catholics  or  Presbyterians 
of  an  institution  like  Trinity  CollegCi  on 
which  £]|500,000  had  been  expended,  was 
pecuniarily  impossible;  and,  even  if  it  were 
possible,  money  would  not  purchase  associ- 
ations like  those  connected  with  Trinity 
College.  The  Presbyterian  or  Roman  Ca- 
tholic who  entered  Trinity  College  might 
take  the  same  honours  and  degrees  as  a 
Churchman,  but  he  could  not  compete  for 
a  Fellowship  with  its  distinction  and  in- 
come. As  long  as  such  a  state  of  things 
remained  the  Presbyterian  and  Catholic 
inhabitants  of  Ireland  would  suffer  under 
grave  disability.  Endowments  were  the 
outgrowth  of  historical  circumstances 
which  were  not  likely  to  recur,  including 
the  exercise  of  religious  munificence  and 
zeal  and  the  confiscation  of  property  by 
despotic  monarchs.  The  irresistible  con- 
clusion was  that  the  only  way  of  producing 
equality  was  to  admit  people  of  all  reli- 
gions to  existing  endowments.     An  inde- 
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pendent  College  for  Roman  Catholios  nd 
another  for  Preabyteriana  would  ranlt 
only  in  mischieff  from  the  perpetostioB  ft 
religious  rancour  and  discord,  which  miit 
be  removed  before  Ireland  eoold  proipir. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  the  Roan 
Catholic  hierarchy  represented  the  Isitj; 
and  this  was  shown  incidentally  by  la 
article  in  the  Westminster  OaeetUt  wbiok, 
speaking  of  the  increasing  number  of  Ci* 
tholics  who  were  going  to  Oxford  and  Cio- 
'  bridge,  said — 

!  **  This  llberaliBm  is  as  contagious  as  muM 
fever.  If  the  Catholic  laity  oontinae  to  lesd  tUr 
80Q8  to  these  places,  where  they  receive  a  mini 
education,  in  fifty  years  time  where  will  be  thi 
friends  of  an  exduaive  system  of  Catholic  edsoi* 
tion  ?  " 

It  was  remarkable  that  at  present  tki 
number  of  Catholics  receiving  educatioiil 
the  Queen's  Colleges  and  Trinity  CoQ^ 
compared  with  the  number  of  Protestsiti 
was  nearly  in  the  same  proportion  uthi 
number  of  Catholics  to  Protestants  iathi 
lay  professiona  in  Ireland.  Dr.  Lloyd  had 
propounded,  with  the  most  enlightsmd 
views,  a  scheme  differing  from  his  owii 
He  proposed  that  Trinity  College  shooUk 
left  exclusively  in  the  hands  of  the  Eitib- 
lished  Church,  and  that  there  shonld  bl 
denominational  Colleges  in  counectios  wA 
the  Dublin  University  for  the  edoestiii 
of  Catholics  and  Presbyterians.  Thii 
scheme,  said  Dr.  Lloyd,  without  destnjfl| 
the  denominational  character  of  Tim 
CollegOi  would  secure  many  of  the  ir 
vantages  of  mixed  education.  Bat  thai 
were  two  main,  and  in  hia  opinion  ianpff* 
able,  objections  to  such  a  scheme— M 
the  pecuniary  difficulty  of  providing  eodif- 
ments  for  the  proposed  Roman  Caty> 
and  Presbyterian  Colleges  ;  and,  8eeo■d!^ 
because  the  great  glory  of  Trinity  CfSsf 
—  the  educational  liberalism  which  W 
admitted  Roman  Catholics  and  Prtfkf 
terians  to  degrees  long  before  degrees  fMl 
given  to  Dissenters  iii  the  English  Uniii^ 
si  ties — would  thereby  be  entirely  destn^ 
By  establishing  Roman  Catholic  and  Rtf* 
byterian  Colleges  at  the  Dublin  UnivsiiV 
you  would  put  an  end  to  the  present  mii^ 
education  there.  Now  great  adrantifi* 
had  resulted  to  Ireland  by  bringing  togsAtf 
at  Trinity  College  men  of  different  fsMi 
who  had  learnt  to  respect  each  ote^ 
conscientious  opinions.  At  Oxford  tfj: 
Cambridge  men  of  different  opinions  W 
foundation  scholarships ;  and  among  Ai 
Fellows  High-Charchmen  and  Low-Chvi^ 
men  lived  in  hannoojt  iinkiog  tbrir  it" 
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IgioM  diffortiieM  in  tbd  proieeutioii  of  a 
MHUDta  edoefttional  work.  The  same  result 
voold  fSsllow  at  Trinity  College  if  his  plan 
^    vsrs  adopted.     Bat  then  it  was  said  that  if 
BSD  of  different  religious  bodies  were  ad- 
aitted  into  the  governing  bodies  that  would 
istrodaee  religious  diseord.     He  would  only 
Mj  thst  was  not  borne  out  by  experience. 
It  night  be  trne  that  discord  reigned  among 
tiis  members  of  the  National   Education 
Bosrd,  because  they  were  sent  there  to 
ispsseDt  three  different  religious  denomi- 
istioDi ;  but  among  those  who  were  brought 
iMSther  by  the  bond  of  literary  or  soien- 
tiie  eminence  religious  discord   was  un- 
howD.     He   was  convinced   that  if  his 
Mheme  were  carried  out  in  practice  it  would 
ps  fsr  to  remove  religious  prejudices.     It 
Mid  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
te  the  study  of  theology  if  they  had 
education.  In  reply  to  that,  he  would 
why  should  there  not  be  in  the  same 
professors  of  different  systems  of 
_  as  in  Germany  and,  to  some  extent, 
Franoe  ?     He  had  high   Catholic  au- 
ity  for  saying  that  in  no   European 
try  was  Catholic  theology  better  taught 
in  Prussia.  That  the  exclusive  system 
a  depressing  effect  was  pretty  clear 
the  fact  that,  while  Trinity  College 
produced   unrivalled    mathematicians 
acre  than  one  great  philosopher,  it  had, 
three  centuries,   scarcely   produced   a 
illustrious  theologian.     A  few  years 
there  were  living  in  the  College  three 
tbe  greatest  mathematicians  in  the  world, 
m  the  theological  department  the  case 
altogether  different.     You  could  not, 
fiiet,  expect  theology  to  thrive  if  you 
d  it  in  narrow  fetters.     Sectarianism 
a  benumbing  influence,  and  probably 
ly  a  splendid  intellect  in  Ireland  was 
wasting   its   powers  in  fanning  the 
of  religious  discord.   He  believed  he 
shown  that  the  scheme  which  he  pro- 
was  the  only  practical  one  by  which 
lUcs  and  Presbyterians  could  be  placed 
equality  in  regard  to  University  edu- 
with  members  of  the  Established 
h.     He  would  be  the  last  man  in  the 
to  say  anything  against  the  great 
iples  of  Liberalism.     He   wished  his 
-subjects  to  enjoy  the  same  religious 
irhich  he  enjoyed  himself.     He  did 
wish  to  force  on  others  any  system  of 
n  to  which  they  objected.     What  he 
was  that  the  Roman    Catholics  of 
B,  Oxford,  and  Cambridge  Uuiversi- 
alionld  enjoy  the   same    advantages 
*^liAieh  he,  aa  a  Churchman,  enjoyed  ;  and 
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he  felt  that  he  enjoyed  an  unfair  benefit 
when  he,  as  a  Churohman,  had  a  share  of 
great  national  endowments,  while  others, 
because  they  differed  from  him  in  religious 
opinion,  were  excluded.  If  the  youth  of 
Ireland  were  brought  up  together,  they 
would  inevitably  learn  a  lesson  which  they 
would  never  forget— namely,  that  a  man 
was  not  to  be  shunned  because  of  his  re- 
ligious belief,  but  that  honour  and  respect 
were  due  to  all  who  displayed  intellectual 
eminence  or  moral  worth. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Catholics,  Presby- 
terians, and  other  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  will  not 
be  placed  in  a  position  of  equality,  in  reference  to 
University  education  in  that  country,  with  those 
who  are  members  of  the  Established  Church, 
until  all  religious  disabilities  are  removed  from 
the  fellowships,  scholarships,  and  other  honours 
and  emoluments  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin," — 
(Mr,  FaweeU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*' 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA,  on  rising 
to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  said,  he  should  not  have 
taken  eiception  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member,  had  it  not  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Motion,  if  accepted  generally 
by  Irish  Catholic  Members,  was  calculated 
to  mislead  the  judgment  of  the  House  in 
respect  to  the  real  requirements  of  the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  in  the  matter 
of  University  education.  He  would  state 
shortly  what  those  requirements  were. 
They  might  be  all  summed  up  in  one  pro- 
position —  namely,  that  there  should  be 
established  in  Ireland  with  the  sanction 
and  under  the  protection  of  the  State  an 
University  as  free  from  the  interference 
of  the  State  as  the  University  of  Dublin 
now  was,  and  with  equally  satisfactory 
protection  for  the  religious  faith  of  its 
Catholic  students  as  that  now  enjoyed  by 
Trinity  College  for  the  protection  of  its 
Protestant  students.  He  maintained  that 
nothing  short  of  this  proposition  would  or 
ought  to  satisfy  the  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
and  he  regarded  it  as  important  that  the 
House  should  not  be  led  to  believe  that 
the  liberality  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  in  opening  up 
Trinity  College  and  admitting  Catholics  to 
its  honours  and  emoluments  would  or  ought 
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to  Batisfy  the  just  claims  of  Irish  Catholics. 
Ho    took    the   present  course,  therefore, 
because  he  beliGvcd  the  opening  of  Trinity 
Collopre,  instead  of  being  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty  or  a  removal  of  the  obstncles  to 
a  satisfactory  settlement,  was  simply  add- 
ing another  nnd  a  ?ery  serious  impediment 
to  those   against    which   the   Catholics  of 
Ireland  had  already  to  contend.     If  justice 
were  done  to  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  in 
the  matter  of   a  Catholic  Uni?ersity,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  Trinity  College  should 
not  continue  to  be,   as  it  has  been  since 
its  foundation,  the  chief  educational  estab- 
lishment of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Ireland.     At  the  same  time,  however,  he 
claimed  equal  protection  and   equal  sanc- 
tion for  the  establishment  of   a  Catholic 
University  ;    but  he  declined   to  mil  up 
that  question,  which  was  one  of  principle, 
with   an    assault    on    the   constitutioD    of 
Trinity  College.      The  establishment  of  a 
Catholic  University  was  a  national  require- 
ment, but    ho   regarded   the    attempt   to 
mnko  Trinity  College  a  Catholic  as  well  as 
a  Protestant  institution  a  very  tempting, 
but  at  the  same  time  a  very  dangerous, 
expedient.       Tho     proposition,    although 
made,  he  was  bound  to  admit,  in   a  spirit 
of  justice  and  fair  piny  was,  nevertheless, 
In  his  opinion,  one  of  those  devices  whereby 
modern  Liberalism  sought  to  eliminate  all 
religion  whatever,  whether  Catholic  or  Pro- 
testant, from  the  institutions  of  the  State. 
And  of  all  such  devices  ho  regarded  the 
plan  of  ''  Qodless  Colleges"  as  the  most 
dangerous.     To  him  it  appeared  strange 
that  in  an   assembly   like   the   House  of 
Commons    there   should    e;(i6t   any   large 
section  prepared  to  ignore  the  danger  of 
educating  the  youth  of  Ireland  in  institu- 
tions where   religion  had  no  place.     For 
his   own   part,   holding  steadfastly  as   he 
did  for  the  rights  of  Catholics  in  respect 
to  University  education,   ho  should  regard 
it  as  less  dangerous  to  faith  and  morals  to 
send  his  children  to  Trinity  College  to  be 
educated    there,    while    it    continued    an 
avowed  Protestant  institution,  than  to  send 
them  to  a  College  where  Christianity  was 
ignored.     He  was  aware  that  such  opinions 
as  he  held  where  characterized  in  certain 
quarters  as  retrograde  and  rc-actionary  ; 
but  he  would  not  be  deterred  by  phrases 
of  this  sort,  nor  ashamed  of  the  principles 
he  held,  because   they  were  opposed   to 
those  of  the  so-called  party  of  progress. 
There  is  one  question  involved  which  is  at 
the  base  of  this  controversy.     Was  Chris- 
tianity essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  State, 
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and  of  the  individoali  of  wlumi  the  Btili 
is  made  up  ?  He  answered  that  qneitkm 
in  the  affirmative,  and  those  who  agreed 
in  that  answer  must  agree  also  in  the  corol- 
lary that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Stats  ts 
protect  and  foster  the  Christianity  of  iti 
people.  He  could  not  doobt  that  thcMMS 
and  conscience  of  the  great  roajoritj  on 
I  both  sides  the  House  would  also  affim 
-  this  proposition,  and  he  could  scarcely  Iw- 
lieve  that  human  pride  had  blinded  tbi 
people  of  this  country  so  that  in  any  lirge 
proportion  they  would  deny  it.  He  ad- 
mitted, indeed,  that  the  abstraet  prineiplci 
of  morality,  honour,  and  patriotism  niglU 
exist  independently  of  religion  ;  art,  litenn 
ture,  and  science  might  exist  irrespeethi 
of  religion,  but  he  denied  that  all  tbfii 
things  could  ever  suffice  without  the  ebu- 
tening  influences  of  religion  to  present 
society  from  corruption  and  decay.  He 
should  have  been  glad  to  move  the  Ameid- 
ment  of  which  he  had  given  Notice  if  tbs 
rules  of  the  House  permitted  him  todoM^ 
because  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated  \m 
could  not  eonour  in  the  AmendoentoC 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 

Mr.  S YNAN  said,  he  sincerely  regretted 
that  he  could  not  support  either  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Kr. 
Fawcett)  nor  the  Amendment  of  the  boa. 
Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph  U'KeoM)- 
While  he  was  willing  to  give  both  hiihsi 
Friends  full  credit  for  the  best  intentioa^ 
he  did  not  think  that  either  of  their  pri 
positions  was  a  solution  of  the  UnirenV 
question  in  Ireland.   He  differed  froneitk 
of  his  hon.  Friends,  howcTer,  for  ^•'J^^j 
rent  and  almost  opposite  reasons.  Heeov^ 
not  agree  with   tho  application  of  the  «■• 
dowments  of  Trinity  College  proposed  kf 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  ;  and  b* 
could  not  accept  the  proposition  of  the  lii>« 
Member  for  Youghal,  that  those  oA*" 
ments  should  be  left  as  they  are.    A^ 
what  had  lately  taken  place  in  that  Ho^ 
he  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  oo"li«J 
so  over  sanguine  or  so  deficient  in  polit>^ 
sagacity  as  to  hope  that  Parliament  tev" 
ever  endow  a  separate  University  for  Ia* 
man  Catholics  to  the  same  extent  ssTn* 
nity  College,  or  to  any  extent  at  all.  ^ 
therefore  looked  upon  that  propositioi « 
his  hon.  Friend  as  an  oratorical  floarieb>( 
the  eve  of  an  election.     To  refase,  thtf^ 
fore,  to  deal  with  the  enormous  eodiV' 
ments  of  Trinity  College  for  natioosl  Hii- 
versity  education  in  Ireland  is  to  ^4^ 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  that  cowti^  * 
all    endowments   far   that   pvpoia  Iros 
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Cibli#  Mmroei.    There  are  three  questions 
folfed  in  the  present  Motion.  First.  The 
Aaennt  of  the  endowments  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege. Seeond :  Whether  they  are  more  than 
■offieient  for  the  superior  education  of  the 
BinseofMilians  of  Ireland ;  and  Third :  What 
is  to  be  the  prinoiple  upon  which  thej  are 
to  be  applied  ?     The  Amendment  states, 
or  implies,  tha|  thej  are  to  be  left  as  they 
are,  and  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
fcr  Brighton  goes  to  hate  them  applied  in 
one  College  upon  the  mixed  system.     In 
other  words,  his  hon.  Friend   wished   to 
transform  Trinity  College  into  a  gigantic 
Qoeen's  College.    He  found  by  returns  be- 
bre  him  that  the  endowments  of  Trinity 
College  amounted   to  £64,000  a  year— 
lanely.    from    rent  and    renewal    fines, 
£34.000,    and   from  fees,  interest,   Ate, 
£80,000.     But  he  also  found  by  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission  into  that  College 
that,  if  properly  administered    from   the 
eoBiaeneement,  they  would  be  now  o?er 
a  £80,000  a  year.     Was  that  enormous  en- 
i  Amment  to  be  left  for  the  University  edu- 
t  eition  of    690,000    Episcopalians,    while 
.   iMNfiftbs  of  the  Irish  people  are  left  with- 
it  set  any  superior  education  ?     The  number 
^;tfr  itadents  in  Trinity  College  was  1,200, 
^  ff  which   only   300   were   resident;    the 
innber  of  Professors  was  35 — namely,  7 
'\-  union  and  28  junior  Fellows.      Now,  he 
I    isksd,  were  1,200  students  and  35  Pro- 
r  fcnon   to    have    a    present    income    of 
j;   £64,000  a  year  and  a  future  income  of 
r  P«!»bly  £90.000    a  year?     But   in  the 
^   vniTsriity  of  Berlin  the  number  of  stu- 
'^^  *ati  was  2,500.  of  Professors  28,  of  ex- 
^y.  tnordinary  Professors  33,  and  of  private 
1^   Doeeatuni  29— in  all  90.     The  amount  of 
i'  Mtwments  was  £29.518,  made  up  of  a 
'  Btile  grant  of  £28,842,  and  fees  and  real 
ud  funded  property,  £676.     There  were 
'.    M  of  this  a  great  many  exhibitions  for 
fior  students  Tarying  from  £12  to  £60  a 

e,  and    the    salaries  of   the    principal 
iBisors  varied  from  £340  to  £400,  and 
tilii  fees   amounted    in    some    cases   to 
^  £1,000  to  £1,500 ;  so  that  this  Univcr- 
Ajontof  less  than  half  the  income  sup- 
ported twice  the  number  of  students  and 
Ifaee  times  the  number  of  Professors  that 
Amity    College    did.      But    would    this 
Ilolien  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
llbet  the  object  of  giving  University  edu- 
.  lirtlen  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  ? 
la  his  opinion    it   was  founded   not   only 
Upon   an   ignorance  of  the   opinions  and 
MoKogt  of  the  Irish  people,  but  upon  an 
^glwrliaee  of  the  aetual  facts  recorded  in 


the  returns  and  reeords  of  that  House. 
Out  of  the  whole  Roman  Catholio  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  the  students  in  the  Queen's 
Colleges  and  Trinity  College  belonging  to 
the  Catholic  faith  were  a  small  minority  ; 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  protested 
against  the  separation  of  religion  from 
education,  fiDd  as  a  protest  against  the 
mixed  systemi  they  had  established  a  Ro- 
man Catholio  University  at  a  oost  of 
£120,000.  Was  it  probable  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  would  resort 
to  a  mixed  College  in  Dublin  when  they 
refused  to  enter  a  mixed  College  in  Cork 
and  Gal  way  at  their  doors  ?  What  were 
the  grants  for  the  Queen's  University  and 
Colleges  ?  University  ;  £2,462  ;  Belfast 
College,  £7,000  ;  Cork  College,  £7,000  ; 
Galway,  £7.000.  In  all  £25,265,  equal 
to  the  endowment  of  the  Universitj  of  Ber- 
lin. What  had  the  Roman  Catholios  got 
under  this  large  endowment  ?  Belfast  was 
an  exclusively  Presbyterian  College.  Cork, 
with  almost  an  exclusively  Roman  Catholio 
population,  had  only  30  per  cent  of  Roman 
Catholic  students,  and  Galway  the  same 
proportion.  What  stronger  evidence  could 
they  have  that  the  Roman  Catholics  would 
not  [have  the  mixed  system  ?  Cut  bono, 
therefore,  establish  a  system  that  would 
not  be  accepted,  and  would  be  only  a 
gigantic  Queen's  University?  But  his 
hon.  Friend  charged  the  Irish  Bishops 
with  rejecting  the  Government  proposal  of 
a  separate  University  with  scorn  and 
contumely.  Now,  he  had  read  the  cor- 
respondence on  that  subject  with  care, 
and  he  thought  if  his  hon.  Friend  did  the 
same  he  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Irish  Bishops  never  said  or  did  any' 
thing  to  warrant  that  charge.  They  simply 
were  not  brought  up  in  the  same  school  of 
diplomacy  as  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  were  consequently  out- manoeuvred. 
They  were  the  victims  of  political  exi- 
gency and  of  mistaken  confidence.  Turn- 
ing to  the  third  part  of  the  question, 
what  ought  to  be  the  principle  and 
scheme  to  be  applied  to  these  endow- 
ments of  Trinity  College  ?  In  the  first 
place,  what  was  the  original  idea  in  the 
minds  of  the  founders  of  this  University, 
and  had  Trinity  College  realized  that  idea? 
So  far  back  as  the  reign  of  Henry  VI. 
there  was  an  idea  of  founding  an  Irish 
University  in  Dublin.  The  wars  of  tho 
period  prevented  its  execution.  Then 
came  the  Reformation,  and  Elizabeth 
founded  this  College  ;  but  from  the  words 
of  her  charter,  as  well  as  those  of  James 
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and  Charles,  it  was  intended  that  Trinity 
College  should  be  only  one  of  several  Halls 
or  Colleges.  He  admitted  that  the  imme- 
diate idea  of  Elizabeth  was  to  use  this 
CoUpfse  as  an  instrument  of  Protestantizing 
the  Irish  people.  Now,  had  it  succeeded 
in  its  mission  ?  Was  it  not  admitted  that 
it  had  failed  in  that  mission  as  much  as 
the  Irish  Established  Church,  of  which  it 
formed  a  part.  But  Trinity  College  was 
also  in  a  great  part  an  ecclesiastical  Col- 
lege, and  celibacy  was  enforced  until  the 
Royal  Letter  of  1850.  So  far,  therefore, 
the  cases  of  Trinity  College  and  Maynooth 
were  parallel.  And  as  they  had  passed  a 
Resolution  to  disendow  Maynooth,  was 
Trinity  College  to  be  maintained  as  an 
ecclesiastical  College  ?  Was  that  the  way 
to  pacify  and  enlighten  Ireland  ?  There 
was  only  one  way  of  dealing  with  this 
question,  and  that  was  to  carry  out  the 
ideas  of  the  founders  and  the  objects  of 
the  charters,  and  to  apply  the  endowments 
of  Trinity  College  to  form  a  National 
University  with  denominational  Colleges,  of 
which  Trinity  College  should  be  one.  The 
Qucen*s  Colleges  will  represent  the  mixed 
system,  and  the  Irish  people  could  avail 
themselves  of  University  education  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  opinions,  tastes,  and 
sentiments.  Two  objections  were,  how- 
ever, made  to  this  plan — First,  that  the 
examining  body  would  be  independent  of 
the  teaching  body,  and  would  also  be  of 
separate  religions  ;  and  the  second,  as  to 
books  to  be  read.  Now,  as  to  the  first, 
instead  of  an  objection  it  was  a  recommen- 
dation that  the  examining  body  should  be 
independent  of  the  teaching  body.  As  to 
religion,  there  surely  could  be  no  objection 
to  have  Dr.  Russell  on  the  same  examining 
board  with  the  Provost  of  Trinity  College. 
And  as  to  books,  the  objection  could  only 
apply  to  moral  philosophy;  and  as  to  that 
each  student  could  use  the  books  he  was 
recommended  in  his  own  College.  There 
was  therefore  no  force  in  these  objections. 
There  were  two  courses  open  to  them. 
First,  a  separate  University  with  a  separate 
charter,  or  one  Irish  University  with  several 
denominational  Colleges.  The  former  was 
the  favourite  plan  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment,  trumpeted  all  over  Ireland  by 
their  supporters,  but  lately  hastily  aban- 
doned in  that  House.  It  was  the  great 
•'  card  " — considered  by  some  the  '*  trump 
card  *' — but  played  out  very  recently,  or 
rather  thrown  away  without  any  serious 
attempt  to  play  it  at  all.  The  first  plan 
being  therefore  abandoned  by  the  Govem- 

Mr,  Si/nan 


ment,  and  opposed  by  this  ttde  of  flw 
House,  the  second  was  the  only  praetieil 
and  rational  course.  It  appeared  to  lum 
the  only  solution  of  the  Irish  Univenity 
question  under  present  circumstances.  He 
hoped  that  the  friends  of  the  mixed  sjsteiii 
would  give  up  their  exclusive  and  procnu- 
tean  philosophy,  and  not  stand  in  the  wty 
of  this  practicable  and  just  solution.  Did 
any  Irish  Member  think,  after  what  be 
had  lately  seen,  that  a  Parliamcntarj  en* 
do w ment  was  possible  for  a  separate  Romin 
Catholic  University  ?  It  had  been  abropdj 
abandoned  by  his  own  party,  and  had  been 
met  by  what  he  might  call  a  howl  of  diiap- 
probation  from  that  side  of  the  House.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  it  appeared  to  bim 
the  duty  of  every  Irish  Member  who  wiibed 
for  Roman  Catholic  University  educstion 
to  demand  a  University  with  denomioi- 
tional  Colleges  ;  and  for  that  purpose  tbe 
endowments  of  Trinity  College  were  sofi- 
cient,  and  to  that  purpose  they  ought  to 
be  applied. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,   he    wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  with  regard  to  the 
peculiar  position  of  the  discussion  wbieb 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  originated.    Tbs 
hon.  Member  had  had  an  opportunitj  of 
placing  his  views  on  that  subject  beforo 
the  House,  and  also  of  eliciting  the  vievi 
entertained  by  hon.   Gentlemen  on  botk 
sides  of  the  House   in  opposition  to  hii 
own  ;  and  as  it  was  understood  that  tbe 
hon.  Member  did  not  wish  to  go  to  a  diri- 
sion,  it  did  not  seem  as  if  they  were  likelj 
to  make  much  progress  with  the  queitioo 
in  hand  ;  while  it  should  be  remembered 
that  they  had  a  heavy  Paper  of  Busbeii 
still  before  them,  and  that  the  period  of 
the   Session    was  advanced.      He  woaU 
suggest,  therefore,  that,  in  order  to  faeiK* 
tate   the   course  of  Public  Busioesiytbe 
hon.  Member  for   Brighton  should  vilb* 
draw  his   Motion,   on   the   understaadnl 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Toughal  (Sjf 
Joseph  M*Eenna)  should  also  withdraw  bii 
Amendment. 

Mr.  fawcett  expressed  his  new- 
ness to  accede  to  the  reqaest  made  to  bte 
by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Sir  FREDERICK   HETGATB  vik 
he  would  be  the  last  person  to  intsrfeit 
with  the  convenience  of  the  House ;  M 
he  wished  to  express  his  regret  that,  sfttf    ^ 
the  statement  of   the  hon.    Member  te 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  he  and  othen  « 
that  side  who  held  riaws  coatrftry  to  I1mi> 
of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  and  mvSi  mon- 
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Ofer,  which  might  not  be  altogether  in 
aocordance  with  those  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  had  had  no  opportanitj  of 
expressing  their  sentiments  on  that  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  LEFROT  said,  he  shared  the  feel- 
ing entertained  by  the  last  speaker. 

Amendment,  by  leaTO^  \Diihdravm, 


ARMY— ROYAL  GUN  FACTORY. 
MOTION  FOB  COMMITTE£. 

Majob  ANSON  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  for  that  evening  a  Motion  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the 
oharges  he  had  made  on  Monday  night 
against  the  above  establishment.  He  had 
put  that  Motion  on  the  Paper  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remarks  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  in  answer  to  his 
speech.  Since  then  he  had  had  a  con- 
anltation  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
4he  Chair,  and  found  that  his  Motion  was 
not  strictly  in  Order.  He  was  therefore 
obliged  to  withdraw  it ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  have  the  truth  of  his  statements  investi- 
gatedy  and  he  would  be  happy  to  adopt  any 
suggestion  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  might  make  for  that  purpose. 

Sib  JOHN  PAEINGTON  wished  to 
say  that,  in  consequence  of  what  passed 
the  other  evening,  he  had  communicated 
with  the  officers  of  the  War  Office,  and 
with  Colonel  Campbell,  the  head  of  the 
Royal  Gun  Factory,  at  Woolwich,  who 
were  affected  by  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
(Major  Anson).  Those  officers  were  all 
gentlemen  of  as  high  station,  honour,  and 
character  as  that  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
himself,  and  they  felt  very  much  hurt  by 
the  statements  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  made,  casting  serious  impu- 
tations upon  them ;  and  they  all  desired 
that  there  should  be  some  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  •  admit  that  it  was  due  to  those 
officers  that  his  statements  should  be  in- 
vestigated or  withdrawn  ;  and  under  those 
circumstances  the  best  course  would,  he 
thought,  be  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  should  draw  up  the  charges  which 
he  was  prepared  to  make  against  the  Royal 
Gun  Factory  at  Woolwich,  and  then  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  refer  them  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  for  inves- 
tigation. He  (Sir  John  Pakington)  would 
suggest  that  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
should  consist  of  only  five  Members,  to  be 


appointed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
and  should  sit  de  die  in  diem,  to  investigate 
the  charges  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  might  be  prepared  to  specify. 

Motion,  by  leave,  loithdrawn ;  Commit- 
tee deferred  till  Monday  next. 

PENSION  TO  SIR    ROBERT  NAPIER. 
BBSOLUnON. 

Message  from  Her  Majesty  considered 
in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Queen's  Message  read. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  after  the  discos- 
sion  in  this  House,  and  considering  the 
state  of  public  feeling  on  this  subject,  it 
is  unnecessary  for  me  to  expatiate  on  the 
services  of  Sir  Robert  Napier.  Qreat  and 
distinguished  as  those  services  in  Abyssinia 
have  been,  they  are  only  portions  of  a 
career  in  which  for  a  long  period  of  years 
he  has  proved  his  loyalty  to  his  Sovereign 
and  his  devotion  to  his  country.  I  have 
the  satisfaction  of  informing  the  House  that 
Her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  confer 
the  high  distinction  of  a  peerage  upon  Sir 
Robert  Napier,  by  the  style  and  title  of 
Lord  Napier  of  Magdala  ;  and  it  is  with  a 
view  to  sustain  the  honour  of  that  great 
distinction  that  Her  Majesty  has  now  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  of  Commons  to  assist 
her  in  the  consummation  she  wishes.  It 
is  a  part  of  the  admirable  combination  of 
forces  in  our  constitutional  system  that  the 
Sovereign  and  the  nation  unite  necessarily 
when  there  is  a  complete  recognition  of 
public  services  ;  and  if  the  Committee  will 
pass  the  Resolution  which  I  am  about  to 
move,  we  shall  prove  that  in  this  country 
those  who  render  such  services  may  depend 
upon  a  gracious  Sovereign  and  a  grateful 
people.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  con* 
eluded  by  proposing — 

''That  the  annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand 
Founds  he  granted  to  Her  Majeitj  oat  of  the 
Contolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  he  settled  upon 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Rohert  Napier,  O.C.fi., 
and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male  of  his  Bod/,  for 
the  term  of  their  natural  lives." 

Resolved,  NenUne  ConiradieetUe,  That  the 
annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand  Pounds  he  granted 
to  Her  Majestj,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  BriUin  and  Ireland, 
to  he  settled  upon  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  G.G.B.,  and  the  next  surriving  Heir 
Male  of  his  Bodj,  for  the  term  of  their  natural 
Utos. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next. 
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REPRESENTATION  OF  TDE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 
lords'  akekohemts. 

Lords'  Reason  for  disRgroeing  to  ddo  of 
the  CommonB'  Aniendmeots  to  Lordi.' 
Acnendmenti  coniidered. 

Mk.  QATUORNE  HARDT  moved  that 
the  House  do  not  insist  on  tbe  Amendme 
made  hj  tliera,   frora   nhich  tlia  Route 
Lords  liod  ezpresBod  their  diiagreemeat. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said  that,  in  the  present 
■late  of  Fuhliu  Bmineii,  bud  owing  tc 
neceisiljr  of  facilitating  the  registration  for 
tho  parposea  of  the  approaching  Qeneral 
Election  as  much  aa  possible,  he  shouh' 
not,  acting  on  the  advice  of  a  distingnishod 
Member  of  hi*  own  side  of  the  House,  offer 
an;  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

Httehtd,  That  (hii  Uoma  doth  not  iniiit  apon 
Ihs  AmendmeDt  uuuie  bj  this  IIoa*»  to  the 
Amsudmeiit  mado  b;  UmU'  Lordtbipi,  to  which 
Tba  Lords  bars  diiagned. 

DJJIUZE  WORKS  LOAH  BILL. 

R«io!atioii  reported ; 

Bill  to  enabls  Her  Hajeitj  the  Q,iiMn  to  Ban? 
intoeffeot  a  eoDTention  made  between  Her  Ha- 
jsstr  and  other  Power*  relatira  to  a  Loan  for  tbs 
CoDiplelion  of  Works  for  the  ImproToment  of  tho 
Navigation  of  the  I>a.txuHx,"  ardtredto  be  brooght 
In  bj  Mr.  DoDsoiT,  Lord  Staklit,  and  Mr. 
SoLATia-BooiH. 
mipretmUd,  and  read  tbe  Brtt  tune.  [BiU  337 .] 


Great  Brilain  and  Ireland  ;  to  grant  Allowanoei 
in  eertnin  cuvi  to  Suballom  Offloin,  Adjalnnli, 
I'nymasteri,  Quartermmtere,  Surgeoni,  Aiiiitant 
Surgeon*,  and  SurgeoDi  Mates  of  the  Militia: 
and  to  Butlioriie  iho  emplojment  of  the  Non- 
oommiaiioned  Offlceri,  ordered  lo  bo  brought  In 
bf  Mr.  Dodidh,  Sir  JaHN  Fauiiotos,  and  Mr. 
SoLiTsa- Booth. 
Bill  j7tv«nlc(^  and  read  the  Srit  time. 

DBAINAOE      AMD      lUFBOTEKEHT      OF       LAITDS 
(IHELIHd)    SDPPLEHESTiL    (nO.  3)    BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ScuTEB-Booin,  Bill  to  con- 
firm a  Provigional  Order  under  "Tbe  Drainagg 
and  Improvement  of  l^ndi  (Ireland)  Act,  1S03," 
and  tlie  Acts  amending  the  same,  ordarid  to  he 
bronght  in  bj  Hr.  Scuiia  Bootb  and  The  Earl 
ot  Mato. 
BUI  prti*nUd,^ai  read  tbe  Srst  time.  (Bill  329.] 


Mary  SomBsst,  In  Uka  OUr  of  iMoim,  lai. 
for  Tettioj:  the  nid  Tmrer  and  tbe  rite  tbMsI 
in  the  Corporation  of  the  said  Oitr,  erArrilt 
be  broogfat  in  bj  Mr.  Bairnn:^  lb.  Quxnm, 
and  Mr.  Aldecmaa  Lawbibci. 
Bill  praented,  and  read  the  flret  Uum.  [BOl  IN.] 


HOUSE   OP   LORDS, 
Saturday,  Jiify  II,  1868. 


Their  Lordships  met ;  and  bftringgDM 
through  the  Buaineu  od  the  Paper,  w^ 
out  debate — 


HOUSE    OF    L0EL8, 
MMday,  July  13,  1S6S. 

MINDTES.]  — PuBUC  BiLLa— Krrt  fifluK^ 
New  ZeaUnd  Auemblj'i  Powsrs*  (HT); 
Court  of  Seseion  (Scotland)*  (316). 

Second  Reading — Revenne  OfBeen  DiabiliUa 
Removal  (aoi)  \  Eooleiiaitioal  C«M» 
sioners  (331);  Metropolitaa  Polioe  ^'le^* 
(330);  Fair*  ( Metropolis)  •  (333);  BuiA 
(Ireland)  (313);  Drainage  and  IropiCTtntit 
of  Lands  (Irehud)  SnpplemenUl  (No.  t)' 
(307) ;  Looal  GovemmeDt  Supplemental (Ke-lT 
(17fi)  :LocalGavemmBntSopplemeDtal(N«.ir 
(let);  Hudson's  Baj  Compaaj  (SU):  Dii- 
triot  Chureb  Tithes  Act  Amendment  ■  (ijt). 

Conmiiu*  —  Railwaj  Compahies  ■  (MS) ;  V^ 
Indies  (13S-310};  Cunagh  of  Kildare'flM' 

Report — Lee  River  Constrvanej  *  (liO);  B* 
waj  Companies  *  (938) ;  Cotrafh  of  Eitdsn' 
(1»5). 

TTiird  Reading— Rabm*Utrj  Schools  (bWf 
(133):  Compalscrr  Chnreb  Bates  AbaUia 
(311);  Registration*  (318);  Artlna^  al 
•Dwsllings*  (2aT-8M),  and        ■" 


Boual  Aitent — Voters  in  Diaft^nehised  Botea^ 
[31  A  33  Via.  c.  11]  1  Hunieipal  Rata  {tm 

Eurgh)  [31  *  33  Viet.  c.  43];  —   ---'- 


bankment  and  Metropolis  Improvwasnt  (Lw^ 
Act  Amendmsnt  [31  A  33  Viet.  a.  4)1i  B» 
llgious.Ao.  Buildings  (Silas)  [31  JbU  rU.*> 
44]  ;  Conseoralion  of  Churabjuds  Ast  (INQ 
ADieDdmant[31  A33  Fuf.e.dT] :  SssFwria 
[31  A  33  Kta.  o.*6];Vagra«tAetAiu«iiM^ 
[31  A  S3  Via.  e.  SI] :  JndfnMoU  EslsMH 
[31 4  33  Viet.  0.  fi«] :  Fairs  [SI  *  U  FU  % 
St] ;  Repnesntatlon  of  tU  >M|ib  (MsaQ 
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[31  k  ST  Vict  e,  49] ;  CourU  of  Law  Fees,  4(0. 
(ScotlADdV  rsi  &  32  Viet,  o.  55] ;  Boundary 
[81  4(  99  Ftc<.  0.  46] ;  Representation  of  the  Peo- 
ple (Sootland)  [31  A  32  Vict.  c.  48]  ;  Petroleum 
Act  Amendment  [31 A  32  VicL  o.  50]  ;  Prisons 
(Sootland)  Administration  Acts  (Lanarkshire) 
Amendment  [81  dt  32  Viet.  o.  50]  ;  New  Zealand 
(LegislatiTe  Council)  [31  dt  32  Viet,  e.  57] ; 
Medway  Regulation  Act  Crontinuanoe  [31  A  32 
Via.  0.  53]:  Inclosure  (No.  2)  [31  A  32  Viet, 
e.  83] :  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion [31  A  32  Vict,  0.  83]:  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  2)  [31  dt  32  Viet,  o. 
84] :  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4) 
[31  A  32  Viet.  c.  85] ;  Ix>eal  Government  Sup- 
plementil  (No.  5)  [81 A  32  Via.  o.  86]. 


PRIVATE  BILLS— RAILWAY  BILLS- 
INCREASE  OF  RATES.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  TAUNTON,  in  rising  to  moTe  a 
Besolution  that  no  Railway  Bill  proposing 
to  increase  existing  Rates  for  Passengers 
or  Goods  shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until 
a  special  Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
shall  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
said,  he  had  supported  an  Amendment 
moved  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde)  the  other  nigiit  to 
strike  out  of  the  London  and  Brighton 
Hailway  BiU  a  clause  permitting  the  Com- 
pany to  increase  its  fares.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Lord 
Sedesdale)  had  for  many  years  so  per- 
sistently set  his  face  against  any  attempt 
on  the  part  of  railway  companies  to  obtain 
power  to  raise  their  fares  that  they  had 
almost  refrained  from  making  such  an 
attempt ;  but  in  a  most  important  instance 
their  Lordships  had  broken  down  the 
barrier  so  usefully  raised  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  since  told  their  Lordships 
that  his  hands  would  now  be  paralyzed, 
and  that  he  would  no  longer  be  able  to 
oppose  Bills  of  this  kind.  This  was  a 
most  serious  change.  There  could  be  no 
question  that  extensive  amalgamation  re- 
sulting in  an  increase  of  fares  and  charges 
would  not  only  bear  hard  upon  passengers, 
but  would  have  a  very  injurious  influence 
Qpon  commerce.  He  would  not  say  that 
under  no  conceivable  circumBtances  should 
the  fares  of  a  railway  company  be  modified 
or  increased  ;  but  every  precaution  ought 
to  be  taken  that  proposals  of  this  kind 
should  not  be  agreed  to  without  the  utmost 
deliberation.  It  was  in  an  especial  man- 
ner the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  protect 
the  public,  because  when  railway  com- 
panies came  before  Parliament  with  Bills 
of  thia  description  no  individual  opponent 
of  the  Bill  could  afford  to  pay  counsel  and 
go  to  the  ezpenae  of  opposing  the  Bill  in 


Parliament ;  but  while  the  interest  of 
each  individual  who  travelled  over  the 
line  was  very  small,  the  community  as  a 
whole  had  a  very  great  interest  in  the 
matter ;  because  an  increase  of  rates  and 
fares  in  railway  communication  was  at- 
tended with  most  injurious  consequences. 
Their  Lordships  should  consider  them- 
selves in  the  position  of  counsel  to  the 
public.  It  was  said  that  such  an  increase 
was  necessary  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  shareholders.  If  the  shareholders  had 
mismanaged  their  affairs  he  was  sorry  for 
them  ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  this 
would  justify  an  application  to  Parliament 
to  jestore  their  finances  at  the  expense  of 
the  public.  There  might  be  cases  of  short 
lines  of  railway  in  which  it  might  be 
necessary  or  expedient  to  raise  the  fares ; 
but  when  the  great  lines  came  to  be  tam- 
pered with,  the  public  injury  inflicted 
would  be  most  serious.  It  was  said  that 
in  many  oases  the  advance  of  fares  had 
become  necessary  to  clear  off  the  expenses 
which  the  companies  had  incurred  in  de- 
fending their  rights ;  but  he  did  not  see 
any  reason  why  the  public  should  be  called 
on  to  pay  the  expenses  created  by  what 
was  in  too  many  cases  unnecessary  and 
bootless  litigation.  He  had  communi- 
cated with  various  authorities  on  the 
question,  and  he  found  that  there  existed 
a  very  general  feeling  that,  after  their 
Lordships'  vote  the  other  night  it  w&s  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  some  safeguard 
should  be  devised  for  the  protection  of 
the  public.  He  did  not  know  any  Public 
Department  which  could  more  properly 
discharge  this  duty  than  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whose  function  it  was  to  watch 
over  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try. The  best  thing  would  be  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  undertake,  in  every 
case  where  railway  companies  came  to 
Parliament  for  power  to  increase  their 
rates  and  fares,  to  make  inquiry  into  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  in  order  to 
direct  and  enlighten  the  judgment  of  their 
Lordships  and  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. 

Moved  to  resoWe,  That  no  Railwaj  Bill  that 
propoaeB  to  inorease  the  Rates  now  payable  on 
the  CoDveyanoe  of  Goods  or  Passengers  shall  be 
read  a  Seoond  time  until  a  special  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  Subject  shall  hare 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. — {The 
Lord  Taunion.) 

Lord  GAMOYS  said,  he  believed  that 
there  was  no  better  method  than  the  pre- 
sent of  arriving  at  a  oorreot  oondusion 
with  regard  to  railway  Bills,  for  the  Select 
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Committee  heard  evidence  and  counsel  on  Parliament  wotQd  not  permit  aav  ineniH 
both  sides.  If  the  Board  of  Trade  reported  |  As  to  the  Brighton  Company,  it  wutnc 
in  the  way  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  reduced  fares  were  originally  pro- 
the  House  might  have  to  choose  between  posed  on  account  of  a  competing  line;  bvt 
the  conflicting  decisions  of  the  Board  and  their  counsel  stated  at  the  time  that,  whe- 
the  Committee.  The  proposition  was,  more-  ther  that  line  was  sanctioned  or  not,  thej 
over,  too  late,  the  House  having  accepted  \  weie  equally  prepared  to  reduce  their 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  in  the  case  !  fares,  believing  that  such  reductions  wooU 
of  the  London  and  Brighton  Company's  prove  remunerative.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  impossible  to  lay  down  a  ,  Board  of  Trade,  he  was  sorry  to  say  be 
**  hard  and  fast "  line  as  to  fares,  for  it   felt  no  confidence  in  its   competency  to 


would  be  unjust  to  the  public  to  select 
the  highest  existing  rates  and  impose  them 
on  all  lines;  and  it  would  be  unjust  to 


report  on  railways.  It  was  a  large  bodj, 
and  comprising  many  subordinate  offiom 
who  conducted  a  large  number  of  inqnimi} 


the  companies  to  select  the  lowest  fares  ;  and,  painful  as  such  a  view  might  be  to 
and  make  them  universal,  while  to  take  the  i  his  noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Dobi 


average  would  probably  combine  the  dis- 
advantages of  both  plans.  The  increased 
fares  on  the  Brighton  line  were  not  so 
high  as  the  rates  originally  charged  before 
a  competing  line  was  projected,  and  the 
Committee  had  given  universal  satisfac- 
tion by  insisting  on  so  moderate  a  scale  of 
fares  in  the  Brighton  and  South  Eastern 
Amalgamation  Bill  that  the  companies 
preferred  abandoning  the  measure  alto- 
gether. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  he  regarded 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  in  the  case 
of  the  Brighton  line  as  a  very  unwise  one, 
and  regretted  that  the  Amendment  moved 
on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  was  not 
pressed.  He  thought  less  weight  would 
have  been  given  to  that  decision  had  it 
been  known  that  it  was  carried  by  only  a 
bare  majority :  two  of  the  Committee 
di£Pering  from  it,  though  they  did  not 
divide  against  it,  and  consequently  felt 
precluded  from  taking  part  in  tho  discus- 
sion on  the  third  reading.  He  objected 
to  this  proposal  as  an  admission  that  the 
raising  of  fares  might  be  proper  in  some 
cases.  Now,  he  should  like  a  decision 
against  raising  fares  in  any  way.  Every 
company  took  property  and  made  the  line 
on  the  promise  of  affording  certain  accom- 
modation at  certain  prices,  and  people 
built  houses  along  the  line  on  the  pre- 
sumption that  those  fares  would  be  adhered 
to.  There  was  therefore  a  contract  be- 
tween the  public  and  the  company ;  and 
if  the  fares  were  reduced  in  consideration 
of  some  concession  from  the  Legislature, 
those  reduced  fares  also  formed  a  contract 


of  Eichmond)^  experience  had    led  bii 
(Lord  Kedesdale)  to  believe  that  the  nil- 
way  interest  possessed  a  great  inflaenoi 
over  them.     Moreover,  if  the  Board  it- 
ported  in  favour  of  increased  fiarei,  fbit 
increase  would  have  the  support  of  fte 
Government  in  both  Houses.      Ifflieir 
Lordships  were  unprepared  to  lay  dowi 
the  rule  that  increased  fares  were  alto- 
gether inadmissible,  but  wished  to  refer 
proposals  of  this  kind  to  some  Committei^ 
or  other  body,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Standing  Oi^ders  Committee  should  efKf 
Session  appoint  three  of  their  number- 
say  the  Chairman  and  two  other  Membeo 
— and  that  those  three  Members  Bhoold 
report  to  the  House  upon  such  propouli* 
There  would  be  no  danger  of  conflict  b^ 
tween  their  decision  and  that  of  the  Seladt 
Committee,  since  the  question  of  increnei 
fares  would  not  be  referred  to  the  litts 
at  all.    There  would  thus  be  a  uniibm 
decision  by  a  small  and  responsible  bodr. 
Tn£  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  nidi 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  don 
(Lord  Kedesdale)  appeared  to  lay  downhn 
rules  with  regard  to  railways — ^flrBt,M 
whatever  railway  companies  asked  for  nal 
be  wrong;  and,  secondly,  that  whoever  ei- 
pressed  an  opinion  in  favour  of  railnj 
companies  must  be  acting  under  oontpt 
influences.   [Lord  Eedesdale:  No!]  lb 
noble  Lord  had  applied  the  latter  maaii 
to  the  offioials  of  the  Board  of  Tnkb 
than  whom,  he  believed,    there  was  v 
purer  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  snlgeeli 
Now,  he  ventured  to  protest  agahiit  the 
doctrine  which  the  noble  Lord  had  atkri 


to  which  the  public  had  a  right  to  hold  j  the  House  to  adopt,  namely,  that  lailnj 
the  company.  Let  companies  be  cautious  I  companies  ought  never  to  be  allowed  ft 
what  they  asked  for  originally,  and  let  |  increase  their  rates.  Extreme  sevtffl^ 
them  be  cautious  what  reduction  they  was  a  mistake,  not  only  horn  the  nir 
might  subsequently  offer ;   but  he  would   way  companies*  point  of  view,  but  aln 


have  them  bear  in  mind  that  what  was 
once  done  was  done  for  ever,  and  that 

Lord  Oamoyi 


from  that  of  the  public,  and  very  mnoh  rf 
the  evils  into  whidi  railway  comptniii 
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had  fallen  and  of  the  Bufferings  the  public 
had  undergone  had  arisen  from  that  ex- 
treme anxiety  which  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self had  had  so  large  a  share  in  enforcing. 
There  was  one  reason  why  their  Lordships 
shonld  not  accept  the  doctrine  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  was  that  the  value  of  money 
was  from  time  to  time  subject  to  great 
Tariations ;  and  there  was  nothing  which 
affected  it  so  much  as  large  discoTcries  of 
the  precious  metals.    Another  considera- 
tion was,  that  so  long  as  even  small  divi- 
dends come  to  the  proprietors,  directors— 
who,  with    other   elastic   bodies   always 
moved  in  the  direction  of  the  least  resist- 
ance—would try  to  meet  the  complaints  of 
the  public  by  making  the  railway  as  com- 
fortable as  possible ;  but  the  moment  the 
dividend  became  so  small  that  the  com- 
plaints of  the  shareholders  became  more 
violent  than  those  of  the   public,  every 
possible  economy  was  practised,  and  the 
comfort  of  the  public  became  quite  a  se- 
condary consideration.    He  had  ventured 
to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  this 
question  of  the  dynanucs  of  railway  Boards 
in  order  to  show  that  no  legislation  which 
Parliament  might   adopt  would  prevent 
those  Boards  from  consulting  their   own 
interests  against  those  of  the  public,  and 
therefore  there  was  the  greatest  possible 
inducement  to  adopt  a  generous  treatment 
of  railway  companies  as  a  matter  of  policy 
in  regard  to  the  public.    He  was  one  of 
those  who  held  a  strong  opinion  that  it 
was  a  great  mistake  to  allow  those  great 
lines  of  communication   to  get  into  the 
hands  of  private  companies ;   but,  having 
done  so,  Parliament  must  not  crush  out  the 
private  interests  which  they  had  thus  en- 
couraged.   He  had  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Taunton) ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  be  led  away  by  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  by  tiie  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Lord 
Bedesdale). 

Babl  ORAITVILLE  said,  this  was  a 
question  which  they  could  afford  to  discuss 
in  a  cold  latitude,  and  it  appeared  to  be 
quite  possible  to  do  so  in  a  spirit  neither 
of  partiality  nor  hostility  to  the  railway 
companies.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that 
their  Lordbhips  could  not  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  b^  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  that  it  was  im- 
possible at  any  time  to  grant  a  rise  in  rail- 
way fares.  He  held  that  the  proposal  of 
his  noble  Priend  (Lord  Taunton)  would 
act  aa  A  security  that  a  power  of  that  kind 


would  not  be  carelessly  granted.  Such  a 
power  was  desirable,  not  only  on  account 
of  the  variations  in  the  value  of  money, 
but  also  on  account  of  the  variations  in  the 
rate  of  wages,  and  a  thousand  other  cir- 
cumstances which  must  make  a  great  dif- 
ference in  determining  matters  of  that 
sort.  Suppose  that  a  company  showed  that 
they  could  not  continue  to  work  a  line  at 
the  rate  of  fares  they  were  charging  and 
no  one  would  buy  it,  the  result  would  be 
that  the  railway  would  be  closed  unless 
the  fares  were  raised,  and  the  public  might 
be  put  to  the  most  serious  inconvenience. 
He  protested  against  the  implied  charge 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  could  not  be 
trusted  to  supply  facts  and  data  on  which 
Parliament  could  proceed.  He  had  the 
greatest  confidence  in  the  noble  Duke  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (the  Duke 
of  Bichmond),  and  he  believed  the  Board 
would  act  Impartially  and  judicially  in  a 
question  of  this  sort. 

The  Dttxs  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
the  question  raised  by  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  had  a  very  important  bearing 
upon  the  public  interests.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable to  lay  down  a  *'  hard  and  fast  line" 
such  as  that  recommended  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  Great 
injury  might  be  done  to  the  public  from 
such  a  course,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
a  short  line  which  it  might  be  desirable 
to  carry  on,  but  which  might  be  shut  up 
because  it  had  become  entirely  unremu- 
nerative.  Therefore  a  power  to  increase 
the  fares  to  a  slight  degree  might  be  very 
beneficial.  It  would  be  most  unjust  not 
to  take  into  consideration  the  difficulties 
in  which  railway  companies  were  some- 
times placed.  They  mutt  take  care  that 
they  did  not  prevent  new  railways  being 
established,  which  might  be  the  case  if 
they  were  to  lay  down  a  *'hard  and  fast 
line." 

The  Marquess  of  CLANBICABDE 
said,  he  felt  very  strongly  that  it  would 
be  most  unadvisable  to  lay  down  a  "  hard 
and  fast  line  ;"  but  he  did  not  think  that 
fares  should  be  raised  eicept  in  very  ex- 
ceptional cases.  That  fares  should  not  be 
raised  without  good  reason  was  a  matter 
which  affected  the  railway  companies  as 
much  as  the  public.  In  a  case  which  was 
before  their  Lordships  the  other  day  the 
company  offered  no  reason  whatever  for 
raising  the  fares  except  that  they  had 
expended  a  great  deal  of  money.  They 
dia  not  pretend  that  it  would  be  of  any 
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advantago  to  the  public,  the  shareholders, 
or  any  party  whatever ;  they  simply  said 
that  they  had  spent  money  and  they 
wanted  to  have  the  fares  raised.  He 
wished  to  have  the  public  protected,  and 
who  was  80  proper  to  protect  them  as  the 
Minister  of  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country  ?  No  doubt  the  public  and  also 
the  shareholders  had  8u£Pered  because  the 
Government  had  not  sufficient  control  over 
the  management  of  railways.  The  Go- 
vernment only  had  a  certain  amount  of 
control  over  the  accounts,  with  which  they 
ought  not  to  have  meddled  as  much  as  they 
had  done.  The  present  Motion  was,  in 
his  opinion,  a  most  valuable  one,  and  he 
sincerely  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  it,  but  would  take  upon 
themselves  that  responsibility  which  they 
ought  to  assume  in  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
must  enter  his  protest  against  the  lan- 
guage used  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Lord  Redesdale)  with 
regard  to  the  Department  over  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  preside.  He  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  hear  remarks  of  such  a 
kind  coming  from  his  noble  Friend,  be- 
cause, proceeding  from  such  a  quarter, 
they  were  calculated  to  carry  with  them 
considerable  weight.  He  was  afraid  his 
noble  Friend  was  not  justified  in  making 
those  remarks,  which,  in  point  of  fact, 
amounted  to  charges  of  dishonesty  on  the 
part  of  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Unless  his  noble  Friend  was  prepared  to 
prove  that  the  officials  of  that  Department 
had  been  actuated  by  dishonest  motives  he 
was  not  justified  in  making  such  a  charge  ; 
and  he  might  remark  that  if  the  charge 
were  distinctly  brought  forward  in  their 
Lordships'  House  he  should  be  prepared  to 
meet  it  with  a  distinct  and  unqualified 
contradiction.  As  to  the  subject  imme- 
diately under  consideration,  he  would  not 
discuss  it,  because  it  had  already  fully 
occupied  the  attention  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  had  also  been  fully  debated  in 
the  House  on  a  former  occasion  on  the 
Motion  introduced  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Clnnricarde). 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Camoys) 
did  not  appear  to  have  correctly  appre- 
hended the  object  of  the  Motion,  for  he 
understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say  it  would 
be  unfair  to  allow  the  decision  of  the 
House  to  be  over-ridden  by  the  decision  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Now,  he  believed 
that  the  Motion  raised  no  question  as  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  deciding  the  matter. 

I^  Ifar£U04i  of  Olanrmri€ 


The  object  of  the  Motion  wbi  merely  tbit 
in  cases  where  a  railway  company  pro- 
posed to  ask  Parliament  for  power  to 
increase  its  fares  a  special  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  be  laid  npoo 
the  table,  in  order  that  their  Lordibipi^ 
attention  might  be  duly  directed  to  tbe 
subject.  He  saw  no  objection  whateTcr 
to  such  a  proposition,  and  on  the  part  of 
tlie  Government  he  bad  great  pleasure  in 
acceding  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  thought  it 
an  anomaly  that  the  management  of  a 
railway  was  not  affected  by  the  ordinuy 
law  of  supply  and  demand  with  regird  to 
the  charges  it  made  and  the  remunentiflt 
it  received,  although  it  was,  to  a  oeitiii 
extent,  a  monopoly.  If  a  "  hard  and  ftit 
line"  were  applied  to  railway  fares  it  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  applied  to  railnf 
management,  for  unremunerative  tim 
would  always  result  in  insufficient  attend- 
ance, dangerous  materials,  and  bad  nunifO- 
ment  generally.  To  assume  that  a  nilwif 
would  not  be  affected  by  a  change  in  tha 
value  of  money  or  a  rise  in  the  price  at 
iron,  and  that  the  fares  ought  to  be  uni- 
form, notwithstanding  such  mntatioDi 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  totally  incorreet 
application  of  a  well-known  commeieiil 
principle.  Indeed,  it  was  almost  impai- 
sible  to  conceive  that  any  rate  of  £uei 
could  be  both  remunerative  to  the  compenj 
and  just  to  the  public  if  they  were  con- 
tinued unchanged  for  a  long  period  of 
time.  In  his  belief  the  advantage  gained 
by  the  public  would  be  in  proportion  to 
the  freedom  and  pliancy  given  to  the  sp- 
tem  of  railway  charges,  and  the  posBitdfikf 
of  railway  remuneration.  In  concluiiai» 
he  would  point  out  that  the  whole  qnea- 
tion  of  excursion  trains  depended  upon 
the  raising  and  lowering  of  fares. 

£abl  FORIESCUE  said,  he  must  pfo- 
test  against  the  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Lord  Hooghtoa) 
that  the  trade  and  commerce  of  theconntif 
should  be  kept  in  a  perpetual  state  of  tt- 
certainty,  which  would  bo  the  conse^nenea 
of  the  pliability  and  variability  which  bii 
noble  Friend  had  so  highly  extolled.  B 
should  be  remembered  that  a  great  pail 
of  the  expenses  to  be  defrayed  by  railwi^i 
consisted  of  the  interest  on  tlie  capital 
which  had  been  expended  upon  their  od- 
ginal  construction ;  and  wages,  materiaK 
and  working  expenses  did  notconatitBto 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  outlay  aabad 
been  represented.  He  wished  to  impR* 
upon  their  Lordahipa  that  the  intereato  at 
the  public  were  not  xepreaented  befon 
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Railway  GommitteeB,  nor  before  Private 
Bill  Committees  generally,  and  the  case  of 
the  public  was  not  stated  before  such  Com- 
mittees.   In  some  instances  the  interests 
of  opponents  might  be  identified  with  those 
of  the  public,  but  in  many  cases  it  did  not 
soit  opponents,   who  were  generally  an- 
other  company,  in  the  case  of  railway  Bills 
to  consult  the  interests  of  the  public.     To 
support  this  position  he  quoted  the  Report 
of  a  Committee  of  1847,  who  said  that  the 
chief  imperfections  of  the  present  system 
arose  from  the  fact  that  no  provision  was 
made  for  famishing  Committees  with  com- 
plete and  trustworthy  information  as  to 
local  wants ;  and  that  when  a  Bill  was  not 
opposed  the  Committee  were  wholly  de- 
pendent for  information  on  the  interested 
representations  of  the  promoters,  while  ex- 
pense deterred  all  persons  from  opposing 
noleas  their  interests  were  directly  cdSected. 
The  public  were  as  much  interested  in 
bdng  represented  by  counsel  before  a  Com- 
mittee as  prisoners  were  in  being  defended 
by  oounsel.    Exactly  the  same  arguments 
Died  to  be  urged  against  the  defence  of 
prisoners  that  were  now  urged  against  the 
represeutation  of  the  publici  and  he  could 
omj  hope  that  in  the  course  of  time  the 
public  would  succeed,  as  prisoners  had 
done,  in  obtaining  professional  representa- 
tion. He  considerod  that  the  Motion  would 
be  of  the  utmost  value,  and  he  thanked 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  acceding  to  it. 

Lord  EEDESD ALE :  My  Lords,  I  wish 
to  offer  a  few  words  of  explanation  in  con- 
sequence of  what  fell  from  the  noble  Duke 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
made  no  charge  of  corruption  against  the 
officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  I  did 
>S7  that  from  the  intercourse  which  they 
ha?e  with  clever  persons  belonging  to  the 
railway  companies,  and  the  railway  in- 
fluence brought  to  bear  upon  them,  some- 
thing such  as  I  have  referred  to  is  sure 
to  be  the  consequence.  I  have  seen  evi- 
dence of  it  on  many  occasions.  I  can  even 
now  cite  a  case  which  is  just  occurring. 
Tour  Lordships  will  remember  that  on 
the  30th  of  June  there  was  a  division  in 
this  House  upon  a  provision  in  the  South 
I|(^rn  Bailway  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
diTision  of  the  ordinary  capital  into  de- 
ferred  and  preferred  stock.  I  objected  to 
that  provision,  and  your  Lord^ips  re- 
ified it  by  a  majority  of  44  to  35.  Mr. 
watkb,  the  Chairman  of  that  Bailway, 
then  came  to  me  and  represented  the  im- 
portance of  carrying  this  provision,  and 


said  that  such  a  provision  ought  to  be  pro- 
posed as  a  public  matter,  not  affecting  one 
company,  but  applicable  to' all.  He  fur- 
ther stated  that  there  was  a  Railway 
Bill  at  that  time  before  the  House,  and 
that  the  provision  might  be  proposed  in 
that  Bill  and  discussed  as  a  public  ques- 
tion. Now,  I  find  that  he  has  been  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  that  this  very  provi- 
sion is  to  be  proposed  in  the  Commons  by 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  Committee  upon  the  Bailway  Bill  re- 
ferred to.  That  is  what  I  have  complained 
of,  and  it  is  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. The  Bill  will  return  to  this  House 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Sessioui  and,  in 
all  probability,  the  imprudence  of  the 
Vice  President  will  impose  upon  your 
Lordships  the  necessity  of  reversing  a  de- 
cision of  the  other  House.  Why  should 
it  not  have  been  left  to  Mr.  Watkin  to 
propose  the  Amendment  when  it  had  in 
substance  been  rejected  by  your  Lordships  ? 
Lo&D  TAUNTON  said,  as  their  Lord- 
ships seemed  disposed  to  accept  the  Reso- 
lution, which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
embody  in  a  Standing  Order,  perhaps  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  would  undertake 
the  responsibility  of  giving  effect  to  the 
wishes  of  the  House.        « 

Motion  agreed  to, 

REVENUE    OFFICERS    DISABIUTIES 

REMOVAL   BILL-(No.  204.) 

{The  Lord  Ahinger,) 

SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBB  ABINOEB  said,  that  he  had  just 
presented  to  their  Lordships  no  less  that 
ninety-eight  Petitions  in  its  favour.  These 
were  chiefly  from  officers  of  the  Customs* 
Revenue,  and  Postal  Services  in  all  parts 
of  the  country.  To  one  Petition  from  the 
General  Post  Office  1,200  signatures  were 
attached ;  and  the  Petitions  from  the  Lon- 
don districts  and  from  the  Post  Office 
employee  of  Manchester,  Liverpool,  Bir- 
mingham, Glasgow,  Leeds,  and  Bristol, 
gave  a  total  of  8,189  signatures.  There 
were  also  Petitions  from  the  Mayor  and 
Corporation  of  Wexford;  the  Provost, 
Magistrates,  and  Councillors  of  Leith ;  the 
Town  Commissioners  of  Galway  ;  the  In- 
habitants of  Brechin  and  of  Lichfield ; 
and  the  Town  Council  of  Nairn.  It  seldom 
happened  that  so  small  a  Bill  involved  the 
intelrests  of  so  large  a  number  of  persons. 
The  Bill  consisted  of  only  one  clause ;  but 
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the  nnmber  of  persons  the  Bill  affected 
was  36,000—26,000  in  the  Post  Office, 
5,500  in  the  Customs,  and  5,000  in  the 
Inland  Eevenue;  and  these  public  ser- 
vants felt,  after  the  large  amount  of  en- 
franchisement conferred  by  the  last  Reform 
Bill,  that  a  stigma  would  be  cast  upon 
them  if  they  were  classed  with  the  re- 
siduum and  the  few  respectable  people 
who  were  out  of  the  pale  of  the  franchise. 
In  1782,  when  the  disability  was  imposed, 
it  was  a  wise  and  judicious  measure,  and 
it  was  passed  with  the  approval  of  the 
public  and  of  the  Services  because  the 
Government  unscrupulously  used  its  influ- 
ence with  the  officers  of  the  different! 
Departments.  A  great  change  occurred 
in  1832 ;  and  now  the  electoral  roll  had 
been  so  much  enlarged  that  the  votes  of 
revenue  officers,  even  if  they  were  at  the 
disposal  of  Qovemment,  could  not  have 
any  appreciable  influence  on  the  elections. 
The  admission  of  a  large  number  of  re- 
spectable persons  to  the  list  of  voters 
would  nevertheless  strengthen  the  hands 
of  almost  any  Administration.  The  Com- 
missioners of  Customs  had  drawn  up  a 
document  in  reference  to  this  question,  in 
which  they  adduced  what  he  regarded  as 
very  illogical  reasons  against  allowing  re- 
venue officers  to  vote.  They  alleged  that 
to  do  so  would  be  to  introduce  political 
agitation  in  a  Department  which  was  now 
free  from  it.  Now,  it  had  also  been  as- 
serted in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
revenue  officers  themselves  felt  no  anxiety 
on  the  subject ;  and,  in  support  of  that 
assertion,  reference  had  been  made  to  the 
fact  that  only  a  comparatively  small  num- 
ber of  Petitions  had  been  presented  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  but  a  full  and  sufficient 
answer  had  been  given  to  that  allegation. 
An  enormous  number  of  Petitions  had  been 
presented  to  their  Lordships'  House  in  fa- 
vour of  the  measure.  He  himself  had  pre- 
sented no  fewer  than  130  from  various  parts 
of  the  country.  If  the  Bill  were  not  passed 
there  would  be  a  constant  repetition  of  these 
demands.  Again,  it  was  alleged  in  the 
Minute  of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
that  groat  inconvenience  would  result  to 
the  public  service  from  the  leave  of  absence 
which  would  have  to  be  given  to  the  revenue 
officers  in  order  to  enable  them  to  attend 
at  elections.  Having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  elections  wore  not  very  frequent  oc- 
currences, he  did  not  think  he  need  go 
into  any  argument  in  refutation  of  that 
statement.  It  was  said,  further,  that  if 
revenue  officers  had  votes  this  circumstance 
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might  lead  to  political  eomUnatioiii  on 
their  part  in  order  to  obtain  an  incsraneof 
salary ;  but  he  could  not  at  all  agree  to 
that  assumption.  In  the  House  of  Oqb- 
mons  there  was  a  large  number  of  mifitaiy 
officers,  and  there  was  a  good  sprinkfiig 
of  them  in  their  Lordshipe'  House  tin; 
but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  in  eithv 
House  those  gallant  officers  had  agititri 
for  an  increase  of  pay  to  themselves  or  fti 
soldiers  under  their  command.  It  fa 
true  that  there  had  been  an  inoreiMii 
the  pay  of  the  soldiers,  but  that  inowi 
was  an  effect  of  the  law  of  sapply  oi 
demand.  The  Board  of  Excise  otgeolBl 
to  the  Bill,  but  their  Eeport  was  d 
weaker  in  its  arguments  and  less  deiat^ 
ing  of  attention  than  the  Report  from  Ai 
Customs.  It  urged  that  the  posseonoii  4 
the  franchise  would  inconvenience  flu 
officers  themselves,  and  render  them  fiikb 
to  be  placed  in  unpleasant  positions ;  tat 
that  argument  did  not  go  for  mnch  wfaa 
it  was  found  that  they  desired  the  fin- 
chise.  And  their  Lordships  would  beirk 
mind  that  the  Bill  was  supported  by  flu 
heads  of  the  Departments.  Fifteen  Ht 
of  the  seventeen  heads  of  the  Ezmie  Sh 
partment  were  in  favour  of  its  pini*. 
The  Bill  was  not  one  creating  a  right*  bit 
one  removing  disabilities  which  had  \m 
imposed  upon  a  portion  of  Her  Majes^ 
subjects.  It  did  not  touch  those  Adl 
which  prohibited  public  servants  from  n^ 
duly  influencing  others  in  the  ezeroiii  * 
the  franchise. 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  retdS*.** 
— {The  Lord  Ahinger.) 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  IventaH; 
to  ask  your  Lordships'  very  anxiooii 
sideration  for  a  few  minutes,  both  to  All 
principle  of  this  Bill  and  to  the  positiosii; 
which  the  measure  now  stands.  My  Laiik^ 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  wm 
reading  said  no   more    than   whit  v> 
accurate  when  he  said  that  this  BiU  v> 
one  of  extreme  importance.     It  is  of  ^ 
treme  importance,  on  the  one  handt  t^ 
cause  it  involves  ^e  political  frandiiie» 
a  large  number  of  our  fellow-subjeoti.  B 
is  important,  on  the  other  hand,  bectstti^ 
is  supposed  by  authorities  whose  opiBW 
deserves   the  greatest  consideratioB  titf 
this  measure,  if  passed  into  laWi  ww 
affect  the  collection  of  the  public  BevA^ 
I  freely  admit  the  proposiUon  of  the  boHb 
Lord  who  moved  the  second  rMding  (I'*' 
Abinger)  that  the  burden  entirely  ius  ai 
those  who  oppose  the  adaussion  to  At 


1081 


R00$nu$  Offle^n 


(July  18,  18681     LmbimM  R$nmai  Bill.   1082 


fhoiohise  of  the  olaas  of  whom  he  has 
spoken  to  establish  some  reason  why  the 
franohise  should  be  refused  to  these  per- 
sons. At  first  sight  they  have  got  every 
qualification  which,  I  think,  sho^d  incline 
us  to  extend  the  franchise  to  them.  They 
are  selected,  in  the  first  instance,  by  a 
process  which,  at  one  time,  found  con- 
siderable favour  as  the  basis  of  the  fran- 
chise,*—namely,  the  process  of  competitive 
examination.  With  regard  to  their  con- 
tinuance in  the  public  service  and  to  their 
promotion,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 
both  depend  on  their  intelligence  and  good 
conduct.  In  addition  to  that  they  are 
generally  persons  of  whom  we  may  truly 
say  they  represent  the  heads  of  families. 
They  of  all  others  are  interested  in  the 
well-being  of  the  country,  because  on  the 
well-being  of  the  country  the  hope  of  their 
livelihood  and  the  hope  of  their  promotion 
must  depend.  Further  than  that,  the 
noble  Lord  is  entitled  to  this  admission, 
that  there  is  certainly  in  this  country  no 
general  rule  applicable  to  the  Civil  Service 
disqualifying  the  members  of  it  from  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise.  You  at  present 
entrust  the  franchise  to  that  large  class  of 
civil  servants  who  are  under  the  control  of 
the  Treasury,  who  are  connected  with  the 
Departments  of  the  Secretaries  of  State, 
who  are  under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Admiralty  and  of  the  War  Department ; 
and  the  only  three  Departments  the  ser- 
vants of  which  are  now  deprived  of  the 
franchise  are  the  Post  Office,  the  Customs, 
and  the  Inland  Revenue.  There  is  es- 
pecially a  very  large  class  of  persons  in 
the  employment  of  one  of  the  Departments 
to  which  I  have  referred  who  are  at  present 
in  possession  of  the  franchise — I  mean  the 
numerous  body  who  are  engaged  in  the 
Boyal  Dockyards.  Let  me  remind  your 
Lordships^for  the  history  of  this  question 
must  be  kept  in  view— of  the  course  which 
Parliament  took  in  regard  to  the  persons 
employed  in  the  dockyards.  The  Reform 
Bill  introduced  in  1859  contained,  for  the 
first  time,  I  think,  a  clause  proposing  to 
withhold  the  franchise  from  the  workmen 
in  the  dockyards.  That  Bill  did  not  become 
law  ;  but  in  1866,  when  another  measure 
of  Reform  was  brought  in  by  the  late  Oo- 
Temment,  a  similar  clause  was  inserted 
irithholding  the  franchiBe  from  the  dock- 
yard workmen.  In  the  last  Session,  when 
the  Bill  which  has  now  become  law  was 
introduced  into  Parliament,  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  the  day  recommended  it  as  a  very 
laige  measure  of  enfranchisement,  and  as 


one  the  peculiar  characteristic  of  which 
would  be  that  it  would  not  in  any  way  be 
a  disfranchising  Bill ;  and  they  accordingly 
abstained  from  making  the  proposition  that 
had  been  made  on  former  occasions  for  dia- 
franchising  the  dockyard  workmen.  Now, 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  which  disabled  the 
civil  servants  of  the  Post  Office,  the  Inland 
Revenue,  and  the  Customs  from  voting 
were  passed,  the  one  of  them  in  the  last 
century  and  the  other  two  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  present  century.  According 
to  their  Preambles  the  ground  of  those 
measures  was,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  stated, 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  to 
keep  in  check  and  to  control  the  power  of 
the  Grown,  which  it  was  then  supposed 
might  be  exercised  in  a  manner  dangerous 
to  the  freedom  of  election  by  the  oppor- 
tunity which  the  Crown  had  of  placing  in 
those  three  great  branches  of  the  public 
service  persons  who,  if  entitled  to  the 
franchise,  might  be  disposed  to  use  it  in 
fi&vour  of  the  Government  of  the  day  by 
whom  they  had  been  promoted.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  time  are  in  two 
respects  extremely  different.  In  the  first 
place,  the  constitution  of  Parliament  has 
been  very  materially  altered,  first  by  the 
Act  of  1832,  and  then  by  laws  which 
have  since  then  been  passed.  Moreover, 
there  has  been  introduced  into  those 
three  branches  of  the  service  a  system 
altogether  unknown  at  the  period  when 
the  earlier  Acts  were  passed,  and  which 
has  made  an  important  modification  in 
those  Departments.  I  refer  to  the  re- 
form in  the  Inland  Revenue  and  the 
Customs,  according  to  which  no  appoint- 
ments, except  first  appointments,  are  made 
by  the  Executive  Oovemment ;  and  even 
the  first  appointments  can  hardly  be  said 
to  proceed  from  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, which,  in  substance,  only  nominates 
a  limited  number  of  candidates,  who  com- 
pete together  by  examination.  Therefore, 
m  those  Departments  the  reason  for  the 
older  legislation  has  disappeared.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  must  be  observed  that 
the  permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  at  all  times  in  recent 
years,  when  the  proposition  has  been 
made  to  confer  the  franchise  on  the  ser- 
vants in  their  employment,  testified  the 
most  decided  repugnance  to  any  legislation 
in  that  direction.  Tour  Lordships  will,  I 
think,  agree  with  what  has  been  stated 
by  every  Government  which  in  modem 
days  has  held  Office  in  this  country 
— namely,  the  great   confidence   which 
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the  ootintry  has  in  tlioso  gentlemen  who 
are  the  permanent  heads  of  those  De- 
partments ;  the  great  reliance  whioh  is 
placed  in  their  ahility.  their  experience, 
and  their  entire  devotion  to  the  pablic 
service  ;  and  any  opinion  which  falls  from 
them  must  be  entitled  to  the  greatest 
weight  both  with  your  Lordships  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  ifow,  when 
the  Reform  Bill  of  last  year  was  passing 
through  the  House  of  Commons  a  proposi- 
tion was  there  made  to  insert  a  clause 
having  the  effect  of  the  present  measure. 
That  clause  was  opposed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Disraeli)  on  the  ground  to 
which  I  have  referred — namely,  that  the 
permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  really  entertained  a  strong 
opinion  that,  however  it  might  have  origi- 
nally happened  that  the  franchise  was 
refused  to  the  Civil  Service,  in  ito  opera- 
tion the  exclusion  had  been  found  so 
beneficial  that  it  ought  to  be  maintained, 
and  that  injury  would  accrue  to  the  ser- 
vice if  the  exclusion  were  terminated. 
The  same  view  was  taken  by  the  immediate 
predecessor  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  also  opposed  the  clause, 
and  on  the  same  ground ;  and  the  result 
was  that  it  was  not  pressed  to  a  division. 
Since  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships 
was  introduced  into  the  other  House,  two 
Reports,  made  by  the  permanent  heads  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  were 
communicated  to  Parliament,  and  are  now 
before  your  Lordships.  Those  Reports 
express  a  very  strong  disapproval  of  a 
measure  for  enfiranchising  the  members  of 
those  branches  of  the  Civil  Serrice.  Those 
Reports  having  been  made,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons  felt 
it  their  duty  to  place  them  and  the  sub- 
stance of  them  in  the  strongest  way  before 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  the 
Government  were  of  opinion — whatever 
might  otherwise  have  been  their  disposition 
to  enlarge  as  much  as  they  safely  could  do 
the  basis  of  the  franchise-^that  it  was 
their  duty,  as  representing  in  the  House 
of  Commons  those  who,  as  permanent 
heads  of  Departments,  could  not  be  heard 
there,  not  only  to  state  their  reasons,  but 
to  support  them  by  their  votes  in  that 
House.  Consequently,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
to  whose  Department  the  matter  more 
properly  belonged,  urged  with  the  utmost 
force  he  could  use  the  reasons  given  by 
the  permanent  heads  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  against  the  measure.  My 
I%$  Lard  ChancMor 


right  hon.  Friend  was  supported  in  ftat 
view  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  was  himself 
so    long    Chancellor   of  the  Exchequ^, 
although  I  rather  think  that  Gentleman 
did  not  record  his  vote  on  the  enbjeci 
The  question  thus  raised  was  certainly 
one  peculiarly  for  the  House  of  Commons, 
because  the  view  taken  by  the  heads  of 
those  Departments  was  that  the  conse- 
quence of  this  measure  of  enfranchisement 
might  be  dangerous  to  the  collection  of 
the    public  Revenue.      The  Government 
thought  that  was  a  question  which  the 
House    of   Commons,    as  the  guardians 
of  the  publio  Revenue,  must  take  npon 
themselves  to  decide.     The  result  of  the 
discussion  and  division  in  the  other  Home 
was  that  the  Bill  was  carried  by  a  con- 
siderable majority.    No  doubt  the  Hoase 
in  which  that  division  occurred  was  not  a 
large  one  at  the  time  ;  but  it  has  been 
said,  I  believe,  with  some  accuracy,  that 
that  was  much  owing  to  the  circumstance 
that,  the  Chancellor  and  t^e  ex-Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  taking  the  view  thej 
did,  many  Members  who  would  have  been 
anxious  to  support  the  Bill  felt  constrained 
to  absent  themselves  from  the  dirision. 
After  this  decision,  over-ruling  the  stronglj- 
expressed  opinions  of  the  permanent  heads 
of  those  Departments,   the  Government 
have  been  obliged  to  consider  the  eonne 
which  they  would  recommend  your  Lord- 
ships to  adopt.    They  might  have  asked 
your  Lordships  to  reject  this  Bill ;  and  if 
they  were  of  opinion  that  the  reasons  given 
by  the  permanent  heads  of  those  Depart- 
ments were  reasons  which  npon  examina- 
tion ought  to  receive  the  degree  of  weight 
which  those  gentlemen  themselves  attach 
to  them,  the  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  ask  your  Lordships  to  reject  the 
measure,  though  such  a  step  might  seem 
a  strong  one  to  those  who  desire  to  see  it 
pass  into  law.     I  think,  however,  it  will 
be  found  that  it  will  be  your  Lordabipe^ 
opinion,  as  it  is  that  of  Her  Majestj't 
Government,  that  those  reasons,  altboogh 
I  agree  that  they  are  very  strongly  and 
broadly  expressed,  are  not  strong  enough, 
after  the  decision  arrived  at  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  to  lead  you  to  thfotr 
out  the  Bill.    Any  objection  I  may  make 
I  shall  ofkit  with  the  most  profound  re- 
spect for  the  heads  of  the  Departments, 
who  are,   I  am   sure,   actuated  by  the 
highest  and  purest  motives.   In  aubstanoe 
the  reasons  of  the  Commissioners  of  Csa- 
toms  may  be  very  shortly  stated ;  bnt  be- 
ibra  I  state  them  I  will  mention  the  naa- 
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benr  of  the  different  Departments  who  are 
affbeted  by  this  proposal.    We  have  no 
reasons  from  the  Post  Office ;  and  those 
which  we  have  are  from  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenne.     The   total  number  of 
persons  in  the  three  Departments  of  the 
Ciril  Senice  is  upwards  of  36,216.    Of 
these  there  are  in  the  Post  Office  25,652  ; 
in  the  Customs,  5,115;  and  Inland  Be- 
venne, 5,049.     The  reasons  stated  on  the 
part  of  the  Customs  authorities  are  four. 
The  first  reason  is  that  if  the  persons  em- 
ployed in  this  Department  are  to  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  it  will  be  necessary  to  give 
them  leave  of  absence,  and  this  would 
cause  inconvenience  to  the  Service.     I  do 
not  think  this  ought  to  influence  your 
Lordfthips  much.     An  election,  after  all, 
rarely  occurs,  and  as  these  persons  will  all 
be  occupation  voters  the  polling  places  will 
be  near  their  reaidences.     We  inoir  that 
in  some  of  the  largest  establishments  in 
the  country,   where  the  men  enjoy  the 
franehise,  means  are  found  to  enable  them 
to  go  to  the  polling-booths  in  the  dinner 
hour,  and  there  is  not  the  slightest  prac- 
tical difficulty  in  the  way  of  their  obtain- 
ing the  limited  amount  of  time  neoessary 
to  enable  them  to  record  their  votes.  The 
Commissioners  next  state  that  the  posses- 
sion of  the  franchise  might  affect  the  pro- 
motion of  inferior  officers  by  their  supe- 
riors, but  as  I  understand  the  matter  this 
diffionlty  could  not  arise.     The  superior 
officers  have  not  the  right  of  promotion. 
They  may  recommend  officers  for  promo- 
tion, but  it  is  the  Board  themselves  who 
alone  possess  the  power  of  promotion.  The 
third  reason  is  that  it  might  subject  the 
officers  to  solicitations  for  their  votes  which 
might  place  them  in  equivocal  and  diffi- 
cult positions.    I  am  at  a  loss  to  perceive 
the  force  of  this  objection.    The  fourth 
and  last  reaaon  is  the  gravest  one,  if  it 
has  any  foundation  —  that  these  persons 
might  form  combinations  to   secure  for 
themselves  an  increase  of  salary.     This 
might  be  very  well  in  theory,  but  there 
is  not  much  weight  in  this  suggestion. 
How  far  would  your  Lordships  carry  out 
this  principle?     It  is  scarcely  possible, 
looking  at  the  composition  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  vast  body 
of  electors,  to  say  that  any  such  considera- 
tion as  this  should  lead  to  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  any  class  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects.    It  might  be  said  that  members  of 
the  military  and  naval  services  might  com- 
bine to  raise  the  pay  of  those  services,  but 
Aat  is  no  reason  for  refusing  them  a  vote. 


By  interests  which  are  veiy  strong  in  the 
Commons  great  combina^ons  might  be 
formed  for  the  benefit  of  those  interests, 
and  yet  you  do  not  disfranchise  any  body 
of  men  on  this  account.  The  railway  in- 
terest is  very  influential;  the  publicans 
are  a  very  influential  body;  so,  also,  are 
the  solicitors,  who  haye  combined  to  get 
the  certificate  duty  removed.  I  might 
suggest  half  a  score  instances  of  that 
kind,  but  you  do  not  lay  down  the  posi- 
tion that  because  combinations  might  be 
formed  that  would  be  a  reason  for  disfran- 
chising those  interests.  The  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  have  stated  their  rea- 
sons against  the  Bill,  and  they  are  two 
in  number.  These  are  expressed  with  so 
much  point  in  their  Report  that  I  will 
read  them  to  your  Lordships ;  but  before 
I  do  so  I  will  advert  to  an  opinion  they 
give  which  goes  a  long  way  towards 
bringing  us  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
may  safely  support  this  Bill.  They  state 
that — 

"  It  is  generallj  siippoaed  that  the  prineipal,  if 
not  the  onljf  reason  for  maintaining  the  existing 
law  is  a  dread  of  the  Influence  of  the  Government 
of  the  daj  being  brought  to  bear  npon  a  large 
body  of  voters  who  hold  their  offices  daring  plea- 
sure," 

This,  the  Commissioners  state,  they  regard 

as  a  consideration  of  minor  importance. 

We  thus  get  rid  of  that  apprehension 

which  was  the  foundation  of  the  legislation 

which  we  are  now  asked  to  repeal.    Their 

objections  apply  to  the  out-door  officers. 

They  take  an  imaginary  case  of  an  officer 

of  excise  canvassing  for  A.  B.,  while  C. 

D.,  the  opposing  candidate — or  even  one 

of  C.  D.'s  most  prominent  supporters — is 

a  distiller  or  maltster.     They  say — 

"  If  an  excise  offloer  so  situated  should  find  it 
his  dutj  about  the  time  of  the  election  to  procure 
a  search  warrant  to  ransack  C.  D.'s  house,  or  to 
put  bis  distillery  under  seisure,  and  bring  an  in- 
formation against  him  for  penalties,  no  one  can 
doubt  that  he  would  subject  himself  to  the  greatest 
suspicion  of  using  the  power  conferred  on  him  as 
a  rerenue  officer  to  serre  a  political  party,  and 
the  mischief  of  such  an  imputation  would  be  nearly 
the  same  whether  it  were  true  or  false." 

I  have  read  this  because  it  states  in  for- 
cible language  an  objection  felt  by  the 
Commissioners,  to  which  the  fullest  consi- 
deration should  be  given.  But  the  possi- 
bility or  impossibility  of  the  officer  giving 
a  vote  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  objec- 
tion, which  takes  it  for  granted  that  the 
excise  officer  has  got  strong  political 
opinions  of  his  own,  and  that  there  is  a 
danger  of  his  carrying  out  those  opinions 
in  such  a  way  as  to  allow  it  to  shape  his 
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course  in  the  oolleotion  of  the  Beyenue. 
But  he  can  do  that  quite  as  well  if  he  has 
not  a  vote  as  if  he  has.  I  go  further  than 
that,  and  say  that  there  is  an  additional 
reason  for  using  his  power  in  an  illegiti- 
mate manner  if  you  deny  him  the  proper 
outlet,  and  refuse  him  what  eyeryone  else 
has — the  opportunity  of  recording  the  ex- 
pression of  his  political  opinion.  If  you 
give  him  a  yote  he  has  then  nothing  to 
complain  of;  but  if  there  is  one  thing  that 
would  tempt  a  man  of  strong  political 
opinions  to  act  in  a  sinister  and  improper 
manner,  it  is  to  refuse  him  a  yote.  But ' 
the  Commisioners  do  not  tell  us  that  such 
a  case  has  oyer  occurred.  If  these  officers 
possess  the  power  of  injuring  other  people 
eyen  without  yotes,  when  they  haye  strong 
political  opinions  of  their  own,  they  will 
be  more  likely  to  use  this  power  in  order 
to  favour  one  side  or  the  other  when  they 
are  denied  the  franchise  than  when  they 
are  able  to  exercise  it.  The  Commissioners 
go  on  to  say — 

«  The  power  of  removal  is  one  of  the  most 
valuable  parts  of  our  disoiplinarj  system.  If  an 
officer  is  believed  to  be  on  terms  of  too  great  in- 
timaoj  with  a  trader  under  his  survej — ^if  he  has 
fallen  into  the  company  of  bad  associates — ^if  he 
appears  to  be  deficient  in  the  itouteness  and  energy 
requisite  for  dealing  #ith  some  fraudulent  trader 
^-or  if  he  has  identified  himself  with  any  parti- 
cular religious  sect  or  parochial  party,  so. as  to  be 
obnoxious  to  other  sects  and  parties  in  the'looality, 
his  removal  to  another  district  is  a  ready  and 
effectual  check  to  the  mischief  which  would  other- 
wise ensue.  But  when  the  officer  becomes  a  voter, 
when  he  is  perhaps  one  of  the  managers  for  a  poli- 
tical party  in  a  small  borough,  what  will  not  be 
our  difficulty  in  sending  him  away,  perhaps  on  the 
eve  of  an  election,  and  what  will  not  be  the  suspi- 
cions of  party  motives  to  which  the  Board  and 
the  superior  officers  who  recommend  his  removal 
will  be  subjected  V* 

Now,  that  question  deseryed  consideration 
and  weight ;  but  is  it  sufficient  to  justify 
the  exclusion  from  the  franchise  of  a  class 
of  persons  otherwise  well  qualified  for  it  ? 
I  think  not,  and  for  this  reason — the  Com- 
missioners admit  that,  at  present,  if  any 
one  of  their  officers  has  become  identified 
with  some  particular  party  in  parochial  or 
local  politics,  so  as  to  prejudice  the  public 
service,  they  endeayour  to  cure  the  eyil 
by  remoying  him  to  another  place.  Now, 
1  apprehend  the  same  power  would  re- 
main in  their  hands,  and  being  a  body 
wholly  unconnected  with  the  Government, 
against  whom  no  suspicion  has  eyer  been 
suggested  that  they  exercise  their  powers 
for  any  political  purpose,  public  opinion 
would  support  them  if  they  found  it  neces- 

Th9  Lord  Chanc$Uar 


sary  to  deal  with  any  ofBoer  mixid  vp  in 
general  politics  in  Uie  same  way  sa  thej 
have  done  hitherto  with  regard  to  loal 
politics.     As  to  Members  of  Parliament 
being  subjected  to  solicitation,  I  think  tha 
Commissioners  haye  already  taken  itepi 
to  prevent  such  a  thing,  for  when  nyidf 
a  Member  of  the  other  House,  being  igino* 
rant  of  what  the  rule  of  the  Servioe  wai, 
I  wrote  to  them  with  reference  to  a  penoa 
who  I  thought  had  been  dealt  hardly  witii, 
and  I  received  in  reply  a  printed  fona 
stating  that  by  the  rules  of  the  Service  m 
Member  of  Parliament  was  allowed  \» 
communicate  with  the  GommissionerB  witt 
regard  to  any  person  in  their  employment, 
and  that  if  a  Member  so  commnnieatiei 
they  would  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  In 
had  been  put  in  motion  by  the  civil  8» 
yant,  but  would  assume  that  the  civil  M^ 
yant  had  put  him  in  motion,  and  wooll 
punish  the  ciyil  seryant  accordingly.  TK 
I  dare  say,  is  a  yery  proper  rule,  and  it 
quite  disposes  of  the  objection  as  to  intih 
ference    with    Members    of   Parliamest 
These,  my  Lords,  are  the  reasons  why  Hff 
Majesty's  Goyemment,  haying  taken  tti 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Gommona—tti 
guardians  of  the  public  Beyenue— do  Mk 
think  they  ought  to  ask  your  Lordshipati 
interfere  with  the  progress  of  this  Bill  I 
trust  and  believe  that  on  its  becoming  lit 
the  large  number  of  persons  whom  it  wil 
admit  to  the  franchise  will  show  byfti 
way  in  which  they  exercise  it  that  Huf 
are  worthy  the  confidence  reposed  in  them 
by  Parliament.     The  Bill  proposes  to  dad 
with  the  Acts  22   Geo,  III.,  c.  41.  4S 
Geo.  III.,  c.  25.     I  will  only  add,  for  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Lord  in  chai|B 
of  the  Bill,  that  the  9th  section  of  the 
Act  7  &  8   Q90.  lY.,  which  it  also  po- 
poses  to  repeal,  not  only  prohibits  eivfl 
seryants  irom  yoting,  but  imposes  a  penal^ 
on  any  member  of  the  CiyU  Service  who 
directly  or  indirectly  persuades  any  othff 
person  to  yote.     Now,  I  think  it  would  In 
well  to  retain  that  proyisoand  forbid  tiwM 
persons  from  becoming  solicitors  of  votci^ 
which  might  raise  a  suspicion  that  thflf 
wore  using  the  influence  of  their  pontioi 
for  political  ends.     The  general  soope  af 
the  Bill  does  not  require  the  repeal  i 
that  part  of  the  section.     With  this  rcaer- 
vation  1  cheerfully  assent  to  the  aeooad 
reading. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  ym 
Lordships  must  be  yery  grateful  to  A* 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  On*' 
cellor)  for  the  agreeable  and  pletnog  way 
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is  wUeh  he  hai  explained  the  change  of 
epnioii  OB  the  |Mirt  of  Her  Majesl^'t  Oo- 
varament  with  regard  to  this  question.  I 
iitirelj  agree  witi^  him  as  to  the  abstract 
.  cUms  of  men  of  sach  position  and  cha- 
88  these  dvil  serrants  to  the  enjoy- 
it  of  the  franchise.  The  only  question 
b  whether  in  other  ways  such  a  measure 
vwddbe  injuriouB  to  the  public  service. 
I  OBOot  help  thinking  that  the  course 
Mm  by  the  Goyemment  in  the  other 
Bmms  was  rather  hard  upon  the  civil 
I^MTfints,  for,  after  laying  on  the  table  the 
decided  reports  of  the  permanent 
of  Departments,  the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer,  placing,  as  the  noble  and 
Lord  tells  us,  his  own  opinion  in 
ice  in  deference  to  those  Beports, 
one  of  the  strongest  speeches  I  ever 
iber  reading  against  the  claims  of 
gentlemen.  I  really  think  that 
of  the  arguments  which  the  noble 
ikamed  Lord  has  30  forcibly  advanced 
it  the  Beports,  and  with  many  of 
I  entirely  agree,  should  have  been 
~  by  the  Members  of  the  Oovem- 
in  the  other  House  before  they  gave 
opposition  to  the  Bill.  I  came  down 
it  not  feeling  so  strongly  as  many 
ejections  to  giving  this  class  the 
»,  but  feeling  that  in  a  matter  of 
delicacy  in  connection  with  the  pub- 
Bevenue  —  a  question  in  which  the 
JHLouse  is  not  exclusively  interested 
ihould  give  the  benefit  of  any  doubt 
existed  in  my  mind  in  favour  of 
opinion  of  three  successive  Chancel- 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  ought  to  be 
most  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
the  matter.  I  now  find  that  Her 
's  Oovemment,  on  further  con- 
ion,  do  not  think  harm  will  arise  to 
collection  of  Bevenue  from  this  Bill, 
in  the  sanguine  hope  that  the  heads 
Departments  will  prove  mistaken,  and 
unmixed  pleasure  that  so  intelligent 
respectable  a  class  should  be  admitted 
» file  franchise,  I  most  cheerfully  support 
ifeecond  reading. 

•Iah  FOBTESCUE  said,  he  objected 

Jhe  retention  of  that  part  of  the  section 

to  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

thought  these  officials  should  not  be 

from  giving  the  reasons  which 

iced  them.      To  retain  the  proviso 

be  a  trap  to  catch  the  unwary,  and 

be  a  slur  on  a  very  deserving  class. 

\.Tn  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  explained 

he  had  not  suggested  that  civil  ser- 

ahould    be  debarred  from  giving 

TOL.  CXGILL  [thdu)  sebiss.] 


reasons  for  their  votes,  but  simply  from 
soliciting  the  votes  of  other  persons 

LoBi)  ABINGEB  said,  that  the  object 
of  repealing  the  entire  section  was  to 
place  excise  officers,  to  whom  alone  it 
applied,  in  the  same  position  as  other 
services.  That  section  made  the  penalty 
with  regard  to  the  excise  £500,  whereas 
with  regard  to  other  services  it  was  only 
£100.  The  matter  could  be  settled  in 
Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morroip, 

HER  ROTAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 

OF  WALES. 

HSB  HAJBSTT's  answer  TO  THE  ADDBXSS. 

The  Qttxbn's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Thursday  last  [July  9],  reported,  as 
follows: — 


**  I  thank  70a  sinoerely  for  your  lojal  and  dnti- 
fill  AddreMon  the  Birth  of  a  PrinoeM,  my  Orand- 
danghter,  and  I  derire  great  Oratifioation  from 
the  renewed  AMurance  of  the  Interest  70U  feel 
in  the  domesUo  Happineu  of  Myeelf  and  My 
FamUy."       '  ,, 

MARRIAGE  LAWS  COMMISSION. 
*y  '  QTTSSTIOV. 

The  Mabquess  ot  CLANBICARDE  in- 
quired,  When  the  Report  of  the  Marriage 
Laws  Commission  may  he  expected ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  intend  to 
propose  to  Parliament  any  Legislation 
upon  that  Subject,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  con- 
cerned, in  the  next  Session  ? 

Loan  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  as  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission,  he  might  be  permitted 
to  answer  part  of  the  Question  put  by  the 
noble  Marquess.  As  there  had  been  both 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members  on  the  Com- 
mission, it  was  almost  impossible  from 
time  to  time  to  collect  a  proper  meeting  ; 
but  he  was  happy  to  say  that  they  had 
now  agreed  upon  their  Report,  which  in 
a  day  or  two  would  be  signed  by  the  dif- 
ferent Commissioners,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  presented  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  before  the  Prorogation.  As 
to  whether  the  Goverment  would  under- 
take to  legislate  next  year  on  the  question 
he  could  say  nothing. 

Thb  Eael  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  could  not  undertake  to  give  a  promise 
on  the  subject. 

2  3sr 
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ECCLESIASTICAL   COMMISSIONERS 

BILL.— (No.  321.) 

(The  Lord  PreiidetU,) 

SECOITD   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
idg  read. 

Thb  Dtia  OF  MARLBOROITGH,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  he  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  that  it  involved  no  new  prin- 
ciple. The  Bill  proposed  certain  arrange- 
ments hy  which  the  estates  of  chapters 
would  he  transferred  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  a  certain  time  for  the 
purpose  of  heing  restored  to  the  chapters 
after  various  changes  with  respect  to  the 
leasehold  tenute  of  thdr  property  had  heen 
effected.  Many  years  ago,  as  their  Lord- 
ships would  remember,  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  passed  which  gave  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  a  considerable  in- 
terest in  the  estates  both  of  deans  and 
chapters  and  Bishops.  The  effect  of  that 
Act  was  to  arrange  the  appointment  to  a 
certain  number  bf  oanonries,  and  to  vest 
the  proceeds  of  those  oanonries  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners,  thus  forming 
funds  comprised  under  the  name  of  the 
Common  Fund  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners. The  mode  in  which  payment 
was  made  with  that  fund  was  by  making 
certain  charges  upon  the  funds  of  the 
chapters,  the  chapters  having  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  whole  of  the  estates,  and 
paying  a  certain  sum  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners.  In  the  process  of  years 
that'was  found  not  to  be  the  best  way  of 
carrying  out  the  arrangements.  There 
were  many  disadvantages  in  the  Commis- 
sioners having  merely  a  charge  on  the 
estates  in  the  management  of  which  they 
had  little  or  no  interest,  and  at  the  same 
time  there  were  inconveniencies  connected 
with  the  leasehold  tenure  of  the  property 
which  it  was  very  desirable  to  terminate. 
He  believed  the  Church  leasehold  property 
was  considered  to  be  one  of  the  worst 
kinds  of  property,  or  at  least  one  of  a  very 
objectionable  nature.  The  various  interests 
of  the  lessees  and  the  reversionaries  were 
not  identical,  and  consequently  the  pro- 
perty suffered.  The  consequence  was  that 
for  a  length  of  time  it  had  been  found  con- 
venient that  arrangements  should  be  made 
between  chapters  on  the  one  side  and  the 
Ecolesiastioal  Commissioners  on  the  other 
for  transferring  to  the  Commissioners  the 
estates,  in  order  that  the  Commissioners, 
by  means  of  the  funds  at  their  disposal, 
might  be  able  to  arrange  the  leasehold  in- 


terest on  a  proper  footing,  to  buy  up  ra- 
vetsionary  interests,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  pay  themselves  the  debt  which  the 
chapters  owed  them,  guaranteeing  to  the 
chapters  the  income  which  Parliament  bad 
fixed  as  their  future  income,  and,  after 
the  changes  which  it  was  thought  desir- 
able had  been  e£^ted  in  the  property,  to 
hand  back  to  the  chapters  estates  freed 
from  that  objectionable  leasehold  tenure 
which  it  had  been  the  intention  and  en- 
deavour of  Parliament  for  a  long  period 
of  years,  and  by  many  Acts,  to  put  an 
end  to.   In  consequence  of  the  convictioni 
which  the    necessities  of  the  case  had 
brought  to  light  those  arrangements  had 
for  a  series  of  years  been  in  progress.    Ho 
believed  the  first  arrangement  was  made 
with  the  Chapter  of  York  in  1 852,  and 
from  that  to  the  present  time  various  ear* 
tenders  of  property,  amounting  to  eighteen, 
had  been  made  by  different  chapters  for 
efi^ting    those  yoluntary  arrangements, 
and  obtaining  a  subsequent  transfer  of 
their  property  to  them  in  an  improved 
condition.     That  principle  had  been  tho- 
roughly sanctioned  by   Parliament.     In 
1860  a  Bill  was  passed  rendering  it  obli- 
gatory that  all  the  property  of  all  the 
Bishops  upon  the  avoidance  of  the  sees 
should  be  transferred  in  the  way  he  had 
described  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commia- 
sioners,  the  Commissioners  at  the  same 
time  undertaking  to  put  the  Bishops  in 
re- possession  of  property  sufficient  to  yield 
the  income  allowed  by  Parliament.    Fs^i 
if  any,  doubts  arose  for  sometime  toebi^e 
the  belief   that   a  competent  authority 
existed  for  such  arrangements;  but  in  the 
course  of  last  year  doubts  were  raised  as 
to  the  authority  which  the  Acts  in  ques- 
tion conveyed,   and  in    the  case  of  the 
transference   from  the    two  chapters  of 
Norwich   and  Westminster,  which  were 
under  consideration  by  the  Commissionen 
and   the  chapters,  oommunioations  wsre 
received  at  the  Privy  Council  Office  whioh 
made  him  feel  that  it    was  his  dat|  to 
submit  the  question  in  a  formal  shape  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.    The  Law 
Officers  reported  that  they  did  not  con- 
sider the  authority  of  the  Acts  suffieisnt 
to  enable  the  Commissioners  to  effect  the 
transfers  in  the  usual  manner,  and  a  d^ 
cision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  recorded 
to  that  effect  stopped  the  tomsfers  in  con- 
templation.   The  effect  of  that  was  not 
only  to  prevent  the  transfers  then  under 
consideration,  but  to  throw  doubt  npoA 
the   autborily  by    which,   in   the  esss 
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of  the  eighteen   chapters,    the   former 
transfers  had  heen  made.    In  order  to 
remedy  anj  inconveniences  that  might 
haye  arisen,   Parliament  passed  an  Act 
daring  the  present  Session   which  gave 
Tah'ditj  to  those  transactions.     But  it  was 
erident  that  nnless  Parliament  gave  more 
distinct  powers  the   process  hitherto  so 
salutary  must  he  hrought  to  a  stand-still. 
This  Billy  therefore,  had  heen  hrought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  to  carry  on  arrange- 
ments with  other  chapters  which  were  de- 
sirous of  entering  into  them.     The  provi- 
sions  of  the  Bill  were  of  a  simple  cha- 
racter; they  enabled  transfers  to  be  made 
of  the  property  of  deans  and  chapters,  the 
latter  to  receive  a  money  payment,  and 
provided  that  a  certain  sum  should  be  set 
apart  for  cathedral  repairs.     Farms  were 
to  be  let  without  fines  at  the  best  annual 
rent  that  could  be  obtained.     These  were 
the  main  provisions  of  the  Bill.     There 
was  nothing  compulsory  in  the  powers  it 
sought  to  confer ;  it  simply  enacted  that 
volontary  arrangements  were  to  be  per- 
mitted between  the  chapter  on  one  side 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  on 
the  other.  Whatever  arrangements  lessees 
might  have  made  previous  to  the  transfer 
of  property,  these  arrangements  the  Com- 
missioners would  be  able  to  carry  out  if 
they  saw  fit,   and,  if  they  did  not,  they 
would  be  bound,  if  the  lessees  required 
them,  to  purchase  the  outstanding  terms 
of  the  leases. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  213.) 

(  Th4  Earl  of  KxmberUy.) 

SBOOiri)  BXiJ>ZK&. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Tax  Eabx.  or  KIMBERLEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  he  Would  briefly  explain  its 
provisions  and  those  of  the  present  law. 
The  latter  depended  upon  an  Act  car- 
ried by  Mr.,  afterwards  Lord,  Plunket, 
and  it  provided  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
burial  of  a  person  not  a  member  of  the 
Established  Church  in  one  of  its  grave- 
yards, his  relatives  might  ask  permission 
of  the  clergyman  to  have  the  service 
read  by  a  priest  or  Dissenting  minister, 
and  if  the  clergyman  refused  such  permis- 
^on  he  sihould  give  his  reasons  in  writing 


to  the  applicants,  and  send  a  copy  to  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese,  who  should  send  it 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  author  of 
the  Bill  said  that  his  intention  was  that- 
it  should  be  regarded  as  a  mandate, 
and  that  while  he  thought  it  possible 
that  some  wrong-headed  clergyman  might 
refuse  his  permission,  he  believed  the 
Act  would  be  found  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  complained  of.  Unfortunately  that 
had  not  been  found  to  be  the  case ;  there 
had  been  several  instances  of  refusal ; 
and  they  were  not  confined  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, but  had  occurred  in  several  in- 
stances to  Presbyterians  and  Wesleyans. 
He  was  told  that  the  feeling  of  the  Presby- 
terians and  of  the  Wesleyans  in  relation  to 
the  necessity  for  a  Bill  like  the  present 
was  even  stronger  than  that  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  Bill  was  short  and  simple, 
and  provided  that,  instead  of  permission 
being  asked,  the  clergyman  should  have  no 
right  to  refuse  the  request,  when  made, 
for  a  priest  or  minister  to  read  the  burial 
service.  Many  of  the  Irish  population 
were  now  buried  without  any  service  being 
read  at  their  graves^buried  like  dogs,  as 
Lord  Plunket  said  in  1824.  Tet  the  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  sanctity  of 
burial  was  greater  than  it  was  in  most 
countries,  and  to  outrage  this  feeling  could 
have  anything  but  a  conciliatory  efiect 
upon  the  people.  In  the  greater  part  of 
Ireland  there  were  no  separate  graveyards 
for  those  who  did  not  belong  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  therefore  a  large  part  of 
the  population  were  buried  in  the  church- 
yardwithouthavinga  service  readover  them. 
The  priests  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
had  a  natural  dislike  to  askingthe  clergyman 
for  permission  to  read  the  Roman  Catholic 
service ;  and  Presbyterians  and  Wesleyans, 
although  they  did  not  share  that  dislike, 
had  preferred  requests  which  had  unfor- 
tunately been  refused.  This  was  a  state  of 
things  which  it  was  desirable  to  put  an  end 
to,  and  he  therefore  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  Primate  of  Ireland  had  given 
notice  of  a  Motion  for  referring  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  and  he  could  not  help 
regarding  that  Motion  as  an  attempt  to 
get  rid  of  the  Bill,  which  was  resorted  to 
under  some  apprehension  as  to  the  result 
of  direct  opposition,  seeing  that  it  proposed 
to  relieve  not  only  Roman  Catholics  but 
Protestant  Dissenters.  The  Bill  was  so 
short  and  simple  that  any  Amendments 
could  easily  be  discussed  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House ;  and  \x%  should  therefore 
2  N  2 


1095 


BuriaU 


{LORDS) 


(Trdani)  Bill. 


1096 


feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  the  Motion 
for  referriog  it  to  a  Select  Committee 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  be 
eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

The  Abchbishop  of  ARMAGH  said,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
did  this,  not  to  oppose  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  in  the  hope  that  its  deficiencies 
might  be  supplied,  and  that  some  Amend- 
ments might  be  made  in  parts  of  the  Bill 
that  were  objectionable.  The  subject  was 
a  large  and  extensive  one  ;  it  involved  ar- 
rangements as  to  the  burial  in  the  same 
churchyard  of  persons  of  four  or  five 
different  religions.  This  was  a  matter  of 
very  considerable  delicacy,  too  much  so  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  single  clause.  The  noble 
Earl  had  stated  the  present  law  correctly, 
with  one  exception  ;  he  had  forgotten  to  say 
that  the  clergyman,  when  applied  to  for  his 
consent,  must  give  it  in  writing,  and  state 
the  time  for  the  burial.  On  the  face  of  it 
the  object  was  to  prevent  the  interruption 
of  divine  service.  The  churchyard  was 
the  freehold  of  the  incumbent,  whose  posi- 
tion was  fully  recognized  in  Lord  Flunket's 
Bill ;  but  this  Bill  treated  him  as  a  nuUity, 
a  defect  he  hoped  to  remedy  in  the  Select 
Committee.  The  fixing  of  the  hour  gave 
mutual  notice  of  the  time  of  the  funeral, 
but  the  Bill  provided  for  no  such  arrange- 
ment, and  the  consequence  might  be  the 
simultaneous  arrival  at  the  churchyard  of 
two  or  more  funerals  of  persons  of  different 
religious  persuasions,  and  the  clergyman 
might  have  to  wait  in  his  own  churchyard 
until  lengthy  addresses  had  been  delivered 
by  those  previously  in  possession.  It  was 
not  necessary  that  the  clergyman  should 
be  entirely  disregarded  in  this  way.  The 
absence  of  any  provision  fixing  the  time 
was  a  practical  inconveniencoi  for  those 
constituting  a  funeral  corUge  could  not 
know  that  they  would  clash  with  another, 
and  a  funeral  party  from  a  remote  part  of 
a  parish  might  have  to  wait  at  the  church- 
yard for  an  hour,  on  a  wet  day,  owing  to 
the  omission  of  a  desirable  arrangement. 
Under  the  proposed  arrangement  there 
would  be  nothing  but  confusion  and  colli- 
sions. Then,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  sexton  had  care  of  the  churchyard, 
but  there  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  that 
he  should  receive  notice  of  intended  fune- 
rals, and  the  consequence  would  frequently 

The  Earl  of  KimherUy 


be  that  when  the  sexton  was  not  pment 
with  the  key  the  charohyard  woold  be 
broken  into.     At  present  the  lexton  took 
no  fees,  and  was  only  entitled  to  a  imiU 
salary,  which  was  settled  by  the  Eodeiiit- 
tical  Commissioners ;  but  if  he  had  sdd^ 
tional  labours  imposed  npon  him  he  ougfatii 
fairness  to  receive  additional  remanerstum. 
Then,  again,  the  clergyman's  jariidiotifln 
over  the  tombs  and  monuments  ought  to  be 
maintained,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  take  into  oolllidfl^ 
ation  the   circumstance  that  in  Ireliad 
there  were  eight  different  kinds  of  chmdh 
yards.  For  instance,  there  were  the  pablii 
and  poorhouse  burial  grounds,  Roman  Gi> 
tholio  cemeteries,  places  of  sepulture  wsh 
rounding  Dissenting  chapels,  those  aromi 
the  old  monasteries,  those  on  sites  wbm 
Protestant  churches  formerly  stood,  and  in 
which   both  Roman   Catholics  and  Ih^ 
testants  had  the  right  of  sepulture ;  burialp 
grounds  surrounding  existing  Protestnt 
churches,  and  burial  grounds  near  chozehM 
recently  erected.     With  regard  to  tbeli^ 
he  might  remark  that  since  the  Unioa  • 
great  number  of  churches  had  been  bdlft 
in  Ireland.     Indeed,  he  believed  that  a* 
fewer  than  550  had  been  erected  siiios 
1806.     These  were,  for  the  most  psri» 
surrounded  by  small  churchyards  whiflh 
were  only  suited  for  the  interment  of  tba 
Protestants  in    the    district,   and   whiok 
would  soon  be  overcrowded  if  the  right  li 
be  interred  there  were  claimed  by  te 
Roman  Catholics.     In  his  opinion,  thMi 
burial  grounds  ought  to  continue  to  be  ^ 
propriated  to  the  uses  for  which  they  wo* 
originally  intended.    There  would,  indeelf 
be  no  objection  to  allow  Dissenters  to  b0 
interred  there,  but  if  Roman  Catholiawcii 
admitted  overcrowding  would  be  the  in- 
evitable result.   There  was  a  strong  raMS 
why  this  Bill  should  not  be  passed  st  thf 
present  time.     It  was  pretty  gencnl^ 
understood  that  an  attempt  would  be  ■■■ 
next  year  to  disestablish  and  disendow  tti 
Established  Church  in  IreUnd,  and  to  i^ 
duce  it  to  the  position  of  a  seot.    WiA 
if  that  were  done,  it  was  only  fiur  tbst  th 
Church  should  enjoy  the  benefit  of  itmv 
position.     If,  as  was  possible,  the  BiUdil 
not  pass  this  Session,  it  might  be  hron^ 
forward  again  next  year,  with  the  sddiDil 
of  such  safeguards  as  would  rente  it 
acceptable  to  the  membera  of  the  Chsnk 
in  Ireland. 

An  Amendment  mo9$d  to  leaTe  oatta 
O'BiU")  to  the  end  of  the  lCotioB,ili 
insert  (*'be  refiarred  to  a  Seleot  Oi»' 
xiniieer}—(TK$ArcUi$hof  ofJrm9§k] 
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BAXLOEAinniLE  said,  that  although 
le  most  rev.  Prelate  had  declared  his 
■ent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  had, 
I  ikoty  ai^ed  against  the  only  principle 
eontun^,  and  at  the  end  of  his  speech 
id  stated  explicitly  that  the  measure 
l^it  not  to  he  passed.  As  to. the  various 
JModments  suggested  by  the  most  rev. 
MliAit  there  was  not  one  of  them  which 
•foind  in  the  slightest  degree  the  inter - 
nwtion  of  a  Select  Committee.  Every 
M  of  the  proposed  Amendments  might 
li  tatisftMstorily  dealt  with,  and  in  a  very 
iort  space  of  time,  in  Committee  of  the 
Hhole  House.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  had 
of  different  classes  of  churchyards 
Ireland;  but,  as  the  present  BUI  had 
moe  to  one  class  only,  the  objection 
no  force.  As  to  the  objection  raised 
respect  to  certain  churchyards  of  very 
size,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
BiU  in  no  way  affected  the  right  of 
,  but  simply  provided  that  in  church- 
where,  by  the  present  law,  Catholics 
Dissenters  had  a  right  to  be  buried, 
burial  services  might  be  read  by  the 
len  of  their  respective  denomina- 
On  the  whole,  he  thought  their 
dps  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  not  ad- 
sufficient  reasons  for  the  appoint- 
of  a  Select  Committee. 
Mabqxtess  of  W£STMEATH  said, 
thought  the  present  was  a  very  unfit 
for  bringing  forward  a  measure  of 
kind,  which  would,  in  all  probability 
to  unseemly  collisions  in  churchyards. 
Loan  LYTTELTON  said,  he  could  not 
'that there  was  the  slightest  ground  for 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
hoped  the  most  rev.  Prelate  would 
pieBshis  Motion. 

Tki  Eabl  of   MALMESBURY  said, 

wold  not  concur  with  his  noble  Friend 

Lyttelton)  that  no  case  had  been 

oat  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 

littee,  but  at  the  same  time  he  felt 

tibe  adoption  of  such  a  course  at  this 

psriod  of  the  Session  would  have  the 

loe  of  an  attempt  to  burke  the 

He  was  sure,  however,  that  that 

aot  the  object  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate. 

'KQ,  it  must  be  admitted,  was  very 

in  its  details,  and  he,  for  one,  should 

tttremely  sorry  to  support  it  in  its 

shape.    Greater  safeguards  ought, 

uutance,  to  be  provided  in  order  to 

those   collisions  which   he  was 

nere  more  likely  to  occur  in  the 

oountry  than  in  England.    This  was 


a  part  of  the  subject  which  his  noble 
Fnend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  (thd 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  did  not  appear  to  have 
sufficiently  considered.  Under  all  the 
circumstances,  perhaps  the  best  course 
would  be  for  the  most  rev.  Prelate  to  give 
his  attention  to  the  matter  during  the 
next  two  or  three  days,  and  at  a  future 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  bring  forward  such 
Amendments  as  he  might  deem  necessary. 
The  House  would  be  quite  competent  to 
decide  upon  those  Amendments,  and  also 
upon  any  which  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  might  think  fit 
to  bring  forward. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  readiness  to  confer 
in  the  most  friendly  spirit  with  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  on  the  subject  of  any  Amend- 
ments which  he  might  deem  it  necessary 
to  move. 

The  Abchbishop  of  AEMAGH  said, 
he  would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn :  Then  the  original  Motion  was 
agreed  to:  and  Bill  committed  to  a  Com* 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Friday 
next. 

COMPULSORY  CHURCH    RATES  ABOLI- 
TION BILL— (No.  211.) 
( The  Earl  RutielL) 

THIKD      RE ADIKG. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order),  with 
the  Amendments. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  by  way  of 
addition  to  Clause  6 ;  but  in  consequence 
of  some  suggestions  made  to  him  by  the 
noble  Earl  lately  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment he  had  made  certain  modifica- 
tions in  that  Amendment.  His  Amend- 
ment, as  he  should  now  propose  it,  pro- 
vided that  the  inhabitants  of  any  eccle- 
siastical district  constituted  out  of  a 
portion  of  an  ancient  parish  should  not 
be  entitled  to  vote  in  that  parish  in  mat- 
ters relating  to  church  rates  ;  but  might, 
subject  to  the  other  provisions  in  this 
Bill,  assemble  and  make  a  rate  for  their 
own  ecclesiastical  district.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  had  ap- 
prehended that  the  Amendment  as  framed 
originally  would  have  prevented  persons 
from  voting  in  respect  of  church  rates  for 
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the  payment  of  which  they  were  liable. 
For  twenty  years  after  separation  from 
the  ancient  parish  the  inhabitants  of  an 
ecclesiastical  district  continued  to  be  liable 
for  a  proportion  of  the  rates  imposed  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the 
mother  church.  To  relieve  them  of  that 
obligation  would  be  to  throw  a  new  tax 
on  the  ancient  parish.  It  was  not  easy 
to  gather  the  exact  effect  of  an  Amend- 
ment from  hearing  it  read;  but  if  the 
clause,  as  now  worded,  would  only  go  the 
length  of  depriving  persons  of  the  right 
of  voting  in  respect  of  rates  for  no  part  of 
which  they  would  be  liable,  he  could  have 
no  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  Farther  Amend- 
mends  made. 

Then  it  was  moved,  That  the  Bill  do 
pass. 

The  Bishop  of  GLOUCESTER  akd 
BRISTOL  said,  he  did  not  at  this  time 
oppose  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  as  such  a 
coarse  would  be  now  alike  fruitless  and 
unusual;  but  he  did  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
formally  and  deliberately  to  enter  his  pro- 
test against  it.  He  would  ask  their  per- 
mission to  state  briefly  why  he  must  flrmly 
say  ••  Not-content"  when  the  proper  time 
arrives,  fie  would  not  thus  trouble  their 
Lordships,  if  he  were  not  conscious  that 
he  was  now  expressing  the  sentiments  of 
several  other  Members  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench,  and  if  he  had  not  reason  to  belieye 
that  in  his  protest  the  Toices  of  others 
more  influential  were  really  joined  with 
his  own.  He  protested  in  the  first  place 
against  the  scope  and  principle  of  the  Bill. 
He  protested  against  thus  giving  up  a 
portion  of  the  heritage  of  the  Church  and 
of  the  just  liabilities  of  the  land  to  cla- 
mour, and  that  too  to  a  clamour  that  year 
by  year  was  becoming  less  reasonable  and 
less  justified  by  the  facts  of  the  case.  A 
principle  had  been  almost  gratuitously  sur- 
rendered, and  they  were  brought  face  to  face 
with  the  true  beginning  of  the  end.  He  pro- 
tested then  against  the  general  substance 
and  tenor  of  the  Bill.  He  protested  fur- 
ther and  in  the  second  place  against  the 
Bill,  when  compared  with  the  Bill  that 
came  up  from  the  Commons.  In  that 
Bill  there  were  at  any  rate  some  few  safe- 
guards ,*  there  were  provisions  that  tended 
to  put  the  Church  in  a  better  and  safer 
position  than  she  could  occupy  when  the 
present  measure  should  become  law.  Of 
two  measures  the  worst  had  been  chosen. 

Ihe  JSarl  of  Derhjf 


Lastly  be  woald  make  bold  to  say  that 
simple  and  unconditional  abolition  of 
church  rates  was  to  be  preferred  to  the 
present  measure.  If  injustice  were  to  be 
done,  better  far  that  it  should  be  dear 
and  patent  rather  than  masked  under 
what  many  may  be  led  to  speak  of  ss 
adjustment  and  compromise.  If  church 
rates  were  unconditionally  abolished,  the 
church  would  fall  back  upon  herself  and 
her  own  real  strength.  She  would  rely 
not  on  scaffolding,  but  on  free  hearts  and 
free  offerings,  and  she  would  not  rely  in 
vain.  He  thanked  their  Lordships  for 
the  consideration  with  which  they  had  lis- 
tened, and  reiterated  temperate  but  firmly 
his.  protest. 

Lord  LYTTELTOK  said,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  words  on  the  general  ques- 
tion of  church  rates,  but  coiidd  not  think 
of  presuming  to  do  so  at  that  moment 
But  when  many  of  their  Lordships  hoped 
rather  than  expected  that  that  BUI  would 
enable  them  to  hear  no  more  of  that 
question  for  a  long  time  to  come,  he  must 
express  his  entire  conviction  that  the 
whole  agitation  against  church  rates  and 
the  proposal  for  their  total  abolition  were 
as  totally  unfounded  in  justice  as  any 
movement  that  ever  occurred  in  this  coun« 
try,  except  upon  a  ground  that  would  go 
a  great  deal  further,  and  that  would 
extend  even  to  the  abolition  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  repeal  of  church 
rates  had  been  advocated  on  consideration! 
of  expediency,  with  a  view  to  conciliate 
the  Liissenter^  ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
it  would  have  that  result.  He  had  very 
slight  hope  indeed  that  this  Bill  would 
lead  to  any  goo^,  yet,  as  it  had  been 
agreed  to  by  both  sides,  he  could  not  ofer 
any  opposition  to  it. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
disagreed  both  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lyttelton)  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  London)  as  regarded  the  com- 
parative disadvantage  of  that  Bill  as  it 
stood  and  a  measure  for  the  complete 
abolition  of  church  rates.  He  thoaght 
that  measure  very  much  better  than  one 
for  the  complete  abolition  of  church  rates; 
and  he  had  a  sanguine  hope  that  in  many 
parishes  in  the  country  it  would  work 
very  satisfactorily.  If  there  was  a  parisi 
in  the  country  which  thought  it  had  got  a 
better  machinery  of  its  own  than  that 
provided  by  the  Bill,  it  would  be  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  employ  that  machinery ;  ^ 
that  he  deemed  a  merit  in  the  Bill. 


110) 


FW#IHV— 


IJvLJ  18,  1868) 


(^iioft. 


1109 


On  Qaestion  ?  Besolved  in  i\\^  JJbrmH' 
§uU9v$:  Bin  paued  accordingly,  and  sent 
to  the  Commons. 

WEST  INDIES  BILIr-<No.  185). 
{The  DuJU  of  Buckingkam,) 

OOHICITTEB. 

Hoow   in    Committee    (aooordiog    to  ^ 
Order). 

LoaD  LYTTELTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment relating  to  the  remuneration  of  the 
eoadjator  Bishop  of  Kingston  in  Jamaica. 

The  Duke  or  BUCKINGHAM  said, 
the  Bill  had  heen  prepared  with  the  inten- 
tion of  saving  all  vested  rights;  but  it 
could  not  on  that  footing  have  met  the 
particnlar  case  to  which  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment  referred.  All  the  work  of 
the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  had  been  done  by 
the  eoadjator  Bishop  of  Kingston,  who 
received  a  certain  portion  of  the  funds 
applicable  to  the  bishopric  of  Jamaica.  It 
seemed  equitable  that  while  ho  discharged 
the  duties  the  coadjutor  Bishop  should 
receive  some  remuneration;  and.  there- 
fore, he  could  not  think  of  opposing  the 
Amendment.  The  last  two  lines  of  the 
Amendment,  however,  went  rather  too 
far.  The  noble  Duke  moved  a  proviso 
that  while  the  coadjutor  Bishop  was  in 
the  receipt  of  his  salary  no  payment  should 
be  made  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  in 
respect  to  his  archdeaconry. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Cran* 

WOBTH, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made :  The  Re- 
port thereof  to  be  received  on  Thunday 
&ezt;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  249.) 


HUDSON'S  BAT  OOMPANT  BILL. 
(  The  Duke  of  Buckingham,) 

(FO.  244.)       SBCOITD  BEADING. 

Teb  Dims  OF  BUCKINGHAM,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  that  an  Act  was  passed 
two  years  ago  to  annex  the  Hudson  s  Bay 
territory  to  the  Canadian  Dominion.  It 
was,  however,  found  that  that  Act  did  not 

S*ve  all  the  necessary  powers.  The  present 
ill  enacted  that  power  should  be  siven 
to  the  Crown  to  accept  the  surrender  of 
the  lands  and  rights  enjoyed  by  the 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  under  their  char- 
ter, and  it  gave  power  on  the  other  hand 
to  the  Company  to  make  such  a  sur- 


render. There  wi^B  a  proviso  that  ix^  the 
eveut  of  the  surrender  of  the  Company 'a 
rights  being  agreed  to,  yet  that  the  sur- 
render should  not  take  effect  unless  with- 
in one  month  the  Canadian  Parliament 
passed  an  Address  embodying  the  terms 
of  the  agreement,  and  unless  the  Imperial 
Government  by  an  Order  in  Council 
within  one  month  agreed  to  the  transfer 
of  the  said  powers  and  rights  to  the  Ca- 
nadian Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3^  accordingly,  and  eommittid 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To^ 


morrow. 


Hoase  adjonnied  at  Nine  o'clock, 

tiU  To-monow,  Ilalf-pail 

Tea  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Mondag,  July  18,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  SxLBOT  ComaTTXB  —  Bepori^ 
Halt  Tax  [No.  420];  Count/  Financial  Ar- 
rangementu  [No.  431], 

Supply — eoneidered  in  CcmmiUee — ^Natj  Ebti- 

MATIS. 

PoBuo  Bills — BeeifhOunit  tf»  Committee  ^^Svc 
Robert  Napier's  Annuitj. 

Ordered—Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuitj ;  Poor 
Law  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation.* 

Firtt  Reading  —  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  * 
[2S0];  Poor  Law  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  •  [231] ;  Admiraltj  SniU  •  [23i]. 

Second  Reading-^Ktrnj  Chaplains  *  [225] ;  Sal- 
mon Fisheries  (Scotland)*  [310];  Militia 
Pay  *  ;  Danube  Works  Loan  •  [227] ;  Drainage 
and  ImproTement  of  Lauds  (Ireland)  SuppM- 
menul(No.8)*  [229]. 

Comfiiiaetf  —  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance*  4(0.^ 
[149];  Inland  Kerenue  *  [207>---b.p.  ;  Vae- 
cination  (Ireland)*  [217]:  Municipal  Eleo- 
tions  (Scotland)  (r«-Amim.)*  [211]. 

i2<»or(— Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Ac*  [149] ; 
Vaccination  (Ireland)*  [2171;  Municipal 
Elections  (Scotland)  rr0-comm.)*  [211]. 

Considered  as  amende  -^  Sanitarj  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  [222]. 

Third  Reading-^Couri  of  Session  (Scotland)* 
^214];  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers* 
216]. 


VAGRANCT.— <^U£8TI0N. 

Mb.  FLOTER  said,  h«  wished  tp  uk 
tha  Seeretarj  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether,  in  pursuance  of  the  intimation 
given  in  the  last  Annual  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  it  is  intended  to  issue 
any  further  regulations  for  the  administra- 
tion of  relief  to  Vagrants  f 
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Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH,  in 
reply,  said,  the  Poor  Law  Board  made 
considerable  inquiries  and  collected  a  good 
deal  of  information  as  to  the  state  of 
▼agranej  ;  and  he  hoped  before  long,  as 
the  resalt  of  those  inquiries,  the  Poor  Law 
Board  would  be  enabled  to  issue  an  Order 
proYiding  uniformity  with  regard  to  the 
diet,  lodging,  and  work  of  ragrants. 

SURVEY  OF  INDIA.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  AEROYD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Why 
the  survey  of  the  direct  route  from  Ran- 
goon to  Eianhnng,  on  the  South  Western 
frontier  of  China,  has  not  been  completed, 
and  on  what  grounds  the  preference  has 
been  given  to  the  survey  of  the  route  by 
Bhamo  to  Talifu  (Assam  and  Calcutta)  in 
the  North  West  of  China  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
survey  of  the  route  between  Rangoon  and 
Eianhung  had  been  suspended  were  stated 
in  the  Papers  already  presented  to  the 
Honse.  The  survey  had  been  carried  on 
as  far  as  the  limits  of  the  British  territory; 
lut  upon  the  representation  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India  that  it  might  involve 
political  complications  if  it  were  carried 
through  the  independent  States,  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  had  issued  an  Order 
directing  the  survey  to  be  suspended.  In 
regard  to  the  survey  of  the  route  by  way 
of  Bhamo  to  Talifu,  that  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  survey  of  Rangoon.  It  was  au- 
thorized by  the  Governor  General  without 
asking  the  permission  of  the  Secretary  of 
State ;  because,  as  he  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  imagined,  there  were  no  simi- 
lar political  difficulties  to  be  apprehended. 

ALLEGED    CRUELTIES    IN  NEW 
ZEALAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
with  reference  to  the  following  passage  in 
a  despatch  of  the  Governor  of  New  Zea- 
land, laid  before  Parliament  on  the  5th 
May,  1868  :— 

"  I  have  heard  no  allegation  of  other  acts  of 
cruelty  in  New  Zealand,  except  in  the  case  o^  the 
attack  made  on  the  native  mission  village  of 
Ranj|iaohia  hj  the  Eoropean  Forces  nnder  Gene- 
ral Cameron  one  Sunday  morning  (the  21st  Feb- 
ruary, 1864).  I  heard  with  sorrow  those  reports ; 
but,  for  the  reasons  I  have  before  stated,  I  could 
not  tell  whether  they  were  true  or  not,"  ^o. 

What  were  the  acts  of  cruelty  at  Ran- 
giaohia  referred  to  by  the  Governor ;  and, 
Mr,  Floy$r 


whether  the  matter  has  ever  been  inquired 
into  either  by  the  civil  or  military  autho- 
rities ? 

Mb.  ADDERLET  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  despatoh  referred  to  by  the  hen.  Mem- 
ber was  dated  1866,  in  which  the  Governor 
of  New  Zealand  (Sir  George  Grey)  de- 
scribed certain  conduct  of  the  troops  to* 
wards  the  Natives  in  1864.  By  refereooe 
to  that  despatch  it  appeared  that  it  re- 
ferred to  a  certain  local  force — Rangers— 
who  set  fire  to  a  village,  the  Natives  being 
at  the  time  in  arms  and  firing  on  the 
troops.  The  Governor  at  the  time  passed 
no  censure  on  them,  although  two  ^eari 
later  he  described  their  acts  as  acts  of 
cruelty.  The  Secretary  of  State  had  ex- 
pressed general  approbation  of  the  conduct 
of  the  troops.  Under  these  circumstaueeft, 
and  considering  that  four  years  had 
elapsed,  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
good  cause  for  further  inquiry  into  the 
case. 

INDIA— RAJA  OF  KUPURTHULLA. 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  WILLIAM  HAY  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
decision  of  Lord  Canning,  with  respect  to 
the  will  of  the  Raja  of  Kupurthulla,  has 
been  reversed  by  the  Governor  General, 
and  that  six  months  only,  dating  from  the 
1st  of  May,  have  been  allowed  to  His 
Highness  for  the  purpose  of  appealing; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any  objection 
to  extend  that  period  to  one  year  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD    NORTHCOTB,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  received  no  direct  com- 
munication from  the  Governor  General  of 
India  on  the  subject ;  but  he  saw  in  the 
Report  of  the  proceedings  that  a  decision 
was  oome  to  by  the  Governor  General  on 
the  8th  February  last  in  respect  to  the  will 
in    question,  and  that  the  present  Rsjs 
had  been  called  upon  to  give  effect  to  the 
will  of  his  father.     In  consequence  sotne 
communications  had  taken  place  between 
the  Raja  and  the   Governor  General  in 
April  last,  when  the  latter  stated  that  he 
would  allow  the  decision  to  be  suspended 
for  a  period  of  six  months  from  the  let  of 
May  in  order  to  enable  the  Raja  to  osr^ 
his  appeal  to  England.     No  such  appeal 
had  as  yet  arrived.     If  there  should  not 
be  time  to  consider  it  within  the  period 
named,  which  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
thought  very  possible,  he  would  take  care 
to  have  the  time  extended  so  as  to  afford 
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pIttiiBd  for  the  oonsideration  of  what 
m  T0rj  oomplieated  queBtion. 


[X>£^c:bntration  of  public  depart- 
ments.-question. 

ICm.  GREGORY  Baid,  he  wished  to  ask 
Jia  first  CommissioDer  of  Works,  Wbe- 
Jmt  idotiees  will  be  served  on  the  owners 
if  Iioiises  between  Bridge  Street  and 
|[iioft«agii  House,  in  order  that  no  time 
Qftj  l»e  lost  in  case  the  plan  of  Sir  Charles 
ffew^ljtoi  for  the  futare  arrangement  of 
^  Public  Departments  should  be  pre- 
firrMi  to  that  of  the  First  Commissioner  ? 
liORD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
^i  "tlie  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
jmoirrfl  to  be  based  on  a  misapprehension. 
^SVere  was  no  plan  before  the  House  of  the 
^^fartt  Commissioner.  The  Treasury  Com- 
^  lUiinon  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Con- 
•Nitration  of  the  Public  Departments  had 
•midered  the  subject,  and  presented  a 
Beport,  and  to  that  the  signature  of  the 
Fint  Commissioner  had  been  appended. 
The  Report  was  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
'  non.  Notices  would  be  given  to  the 
m  of  property  for  carrying  out  the 
10  far  as  adopted. 
Ma.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to 
r.  Whether  anything  would  be  done  in 
ustter  beyond  serving  the  notices  ? 
[  Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  no  other 
^top  would  or  could  be  taken  in  the  mat- 
^  lir.  The  usual  notices  would  be  served 
h  the  ordinary  way,  and  a  Bill  would  be 
iitroduced  early  next  Session  with  refer- 
to  the  subject. 


PARLIAMENT— PALACE  OF  WEST- 
MINSTE  R.— QUESTION. 

'  Ka.  COWPER  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
W  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
^  has  received  a  Chemical  Report  on  the 
^^■iilU  of  trials  of  processes  for  the  in- 
^hntion  of  decaying  stone  in  the  walls  of 
|h  Palace  of  Westminster,  and  whether 
fi  win  oommunicate  such  trial  to  the 
Ihiie? 
LosD  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  reply, 
^  ^feii,  DO  chemical  report  on  the  results  of 
1^  Ms  of  processes  for  the  induration  of 
a"  *'*9|i^S  >^do  ^°  the  walls  of  the  Palace 
i  iS^^Mtminster  has  yet  been  received. 
-  Wkn  it  ia  received  it  will  be  oommuni- 
to  the  House. 


ARMY— STORING  OF  AMMUNITION. 

QXTXSnOK. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther his  omission  to  give  any  reply  to  the 
Motion  respecting  the 'placing  in  store  of 
Ammunition  now  carried  by  the  Non- 
commissioned Officers  and  Privates  of  the 
Army  is  to  bo  interpreted  as  an  acquies- 
cence in  the  propriety  of  adopting  such 
return  to  the  original  practice  in  the 
Army ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  responsibility  of  offer- 
ing facilities  to  men,  when  either  insane  or 
intoxicated,  for  committing  ontragee  in 
barracks  similar  to  those  which  have  al- 
ready been  attended  with  fatal  results  on 
several  previous  occasions  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
to  apologize  to  the  hon.  Member  for  not 
giving  an  Answer  on  Monday  night  last, 
when  the  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House  by  him,  pursuant  to  Notice  ;  but 
his  (Sir  John  Pakington's)  attention  had 
been  engrossed  by  the  Motion  and  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lich- 
field (Major  Anson).  He  could  by  no 
means  accept  the  sort  of  argument  by 
which  the  hon.  Member  concluded  his 
question.  Had  he  answered  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question  the  other  evening 
he  could  only  have  repeated  what  he  had 
before  stated — namely,  that  he  should  be 
throwing  great  discredit  and  a  slur  upon 
the  whole  British  Army,  were  he  to  be 
induced,  in  consequence  of  one  or  two 
isolated  acts  of  violence,  to  deprive  the 
whole  of  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  privates  of  the  ammunition  with  which 
they  had  hitherto  been  entrusted. 

ARMY— HALE'S  WAR  ROCKETS. 
QXTEsnoir. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  has  received  a  Letter  dated  the  21st  of 
November,  1867,  from  Mr.  Hale,  the  In- 
ventor of  the  War  Rockets  adopted  in  Her 
Majesty's  service,  in  which,  among  certain 
other  charges,  he  accuses  the  Superintend- 
ent of  the  Royal  Laboratory  at  Woolwich 
of  having  made  alterations  in  the  Rockets, 
which  render  them  less  efficient  and  more 
costly  ;  and  requesting  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  him  (Mr.  Hale)  an 
opportunity  of  substantiating  these  charges 
in  the  presence  of  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Eoyal  Laboratory ;  and,  whether  any 
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Reply  has  been  giTen  to  tbis  communica- 
tion ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  the  War  Office  bad  receifed  a  Letter 
from  Mr.  Hale,  dated  the  21  at  of  Novem- 
ber, 1867t  which  corresponded  generally 
with  the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  the 
bon.  Member,  but  which  contained  no  re- 
quest for  an  opportunity  to  be  afforded  him 
for  substantiating  the  charges  he  bad  made 
against  the  Superintendent  of  the  Royal 
Laboratory  at  Woolwich.  What  Mr.  Hale 
said  in  the  letter  was  that  if  be  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  thought  proper  to  call  upon 
him,  to  substantiate  bis  allegations,  be  was 
quite  willing  to  do  so.  Mr.  Hale  had  re- 
ceived the  sum  of  £8,000  as  compensation, 
and  upon  condition  that  the  Crown  should 
possess  all  rights  over  his  invention  ;  and 
in  consideration  of  that  payment,  the  Offi- 
cer at  the  head  of  the  Laboratory  at  Wool- 
wich conceived  be  bad  a  right  to  make 
such  improvements  in  theso  rockets  as 
would  render  them  more  serviceable.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  had  not  heard  that 
those  alterations  had  rendered  the  rockets 
more  costly  and  less  efficient,  and  he  did 
not  believe  it. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY— IRON-CLAD  FLEET. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Captain  MACKINNON  said,  the  groat 
object  he  had  in  view  in  rising  was  to 
show  the  House  various  deficiencies  and 
defects  in  several  ships  built  by  the  present 
Controller.  He  would  divide  the  subject 
into  three  heads  : — First,  an  example  of 
want  of  classification ;  secondly,  improper 
and  unscientific  distribution  of  weight  in 
certain  vessels  ;  thirdly,  defects  in  fighting 
qualities,  for  attack  and  defence,  of  In- 
mncihle  and  her  class.  To  prove  clearly 
the  causes  of  these  deficiencies  and  defects 
be  must  allude  to  the  difficulties  that  sur- 
rounded the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  when  be  took  Office. 
At  that  time  a  new  fleet  was  being  created, 
of  iron-clad  ships,  the  designing  of  which 
was  in  the  bands  of  men  who,  ignoring  the 
experience  of  the  past,  bad  attempted  to 
produce  a  new  Navy  on  principles  at 
variance  with  science  and  experience,  and 
who  had  been  conspicuous  for  the  tenacity 

Mr,  Otway 


with  which  they  had  adhered  to  niiMimd 
principles    of    naval    arohiteetara.     Tba 
Controller  of  the  Navy,  in  evidence  befors 
the  Turret  Committee  of  1865,  said— "I 
have  a  very  serioos  objection  to  the  moveaUs 
turret  system  at  all  in  a  sea -going  skip.* 
The  Chief  Constructor,  before  the  sane 
Committee,  spoke  **  of  the  objections  taken 
j  by  himself  to  the  practicability  of  eonstrwt- 
ing  satisfactory  sea-going   turret-ships.** 
Thus   the    Controller's    Department   wii 
doubtful  as  to  the   practicability  of  con- 
structing   satisfactory    sea-going    turret- 
ships.     But    that    satisfactory    sea-goi^ 
turret-ships  might  be  produced  was  veij 
clearly    shown   by  models  of  a  complfti 
classified    fleet     of    iron-olad     sea-goiiy 
turret-ships  to  be  seen  at  the  South  Ees- 
sington    Museum.      To    show    what  thi 
country  obtained  from  the  Controller's  De- 
partment, and  what  might  be  produced,  Im 
would  give  the  comparative  elements  of  Ai 
Inconstant^  now  building  at  Pembroke,  sei 
one  of  the  turret-ships  of  Admiral  Haletefi 
proposed  system  for  future  turret  navies— 
the   VideUe,     The  Incomtant  was  orders! 
on  the  plea  that  fast  iron-clads  of  a  res- 
sonable  size  could  not  be  produced.    Us 
design  of  the    Videite  was  an  answer  to 
this  plea.      She  was  armoured  from  eoi 
to  end   with  a  shot   resistance  equal  lo 
9 -inch  plates,  extending  3  feet  above  and  5 
feet  below  the  water  line.     The  resietsne* 
of  the  turret  was  equal  to  11  incheii^ 
armour.      The    Inconstant* s    sides  wer0 
entirely  unprotected.     A    single  shot  of 
shell  would  sink  her.     The  Videite'im" 
nage  was  4,089,  the  Inconstant*s  4.073  ; 
the   complement  of  men    for  the  foraef 
was  300,  for  the  latter  600  ;  the  maxinotf 
speed    for    each  was    15   knots ;   in  tk0 
turret-ship    there  was    stowage  room  fff 
1.000  tons  of  ooal,  in  the  broadside-venel 
for  600  tons  ;  draught  of  water  aft— tnm^ 
23  feet;    broadside  —24  feet  6  ipcbei; 
length  of  turret-ship,  337  feet  6  ioebeii 
of  broadside,  333  feet ;  weight  of  menl 
thrown  —  turret,     1,050  lb. ;    brosdiiih 
1,478  lb.     The  late  Chief  Constroetor  d 
the  Navy,  Mr.  T.  Watte,   the  desi||i« 
of   the  Achilles,  writing  on  this  sslip^ 
said — 

**  The  results  of  the  oalenlations  oo  the  1W| 
are  most  satisfaotorjr.  Toa  have  in  her  sw^ 
armoured  turret-ibip,  dififeriog  but  little  is  M* 
nage,  length,  and  breadth  from  the  /niiuailirfi  • 
ship  being  built  by  the  Admiralty,  but  not  f^ 
posed  to  be  armoured  at  all.  And  ai  !•{■• 
speed,  armament,  and  coal  stowage,  the  V^^ 
it  can  hardlj  be  said,  snffm  ui  ooflBpariiiS* 
Under  these  circumitaaces,  it  ean  hardly  kis 
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qaettkm  which  ihip  is  best  suited  for  the  Nayy  in 
the  present  day,  and  more  especially  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  the  Inconstant  class  of  vessel  is 
being  boiit—that  is,  protection  of  our  commerce. 
Under  these  circumstances,  why  not  oifer  to  sab- 
mit  the  design  of  the  Vidctte  to  the  Admiralty, 
with  a  reqaest  that  they  will  be  pleased  to  build  a 
ihip  with  it  V 

It  was  proposed  to  put  12-ton  guns  in  the 
Ineonitant  t  broadsides,  which  would  be 
oseless  except  in  smooth  water,  as  Admiral 
Warden  reported  that  it  was  never  desir- 
able to  oast  loose  even  6i-ton  guns  in  a 
leawaj.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  of 
what  use  the  Inconstant  would  be  if  she 
could  not  fight  her  heavj  guns  in  a  seawaj; 
and  bow  it  was  that  this  country  eonld  not 
have  sea-going  turret-ships,  when  we  were 
assured— on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Watts« 
the  late  Chief  Constructor  and  designer  of 
the  Aehillea — that  it  could  be  done.  He 
now  had  to  notice  the  contradiction  of  his 
former  statement  bj  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  he  would  quote  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  Beport  of  Admiral 
Warden,  which  had  only  appeared  within 
the  past  few  days  : — 

"  Here,  again,  we  have  the  AehxOei,  one  of  the 
irst  iron-clads  built,  distancing,  in  a  run  of  100 
Biiles,  occupying  eight  hours,  some  of  the  latest 
eoDstructed  ships— containing  generally  the  most 
recent  improvements,  condenser,  dec— in  a  very 
remarkable  manner.  .  .  .  It  is  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  while  the  engines  of  the  AehiUtt 
develope  only  5,700-horse  power  to  drive  6,000 
tons,  those  of  the  Belhrophon,  Lord  JFarden,And 
Lord  Clyde  develope  about  6,000  to  drive  4,000 
tons.  It  is  a  result,  I  think,  calculated  to  give 
rise  to  very  serious  reflections." 

It  appeared  from  Admiral  Warden's  Report 
that  the  Achilles  in  the  eight  hours'  trial, 
did  102^  miles,  and  the  Bellerophon  89 i, 
the  average  speed  of  the  Achilles  being  a 
little  under  thirteen  knots  an  hour,  and  of 
the  BeUeraphon  a  fraction  more  than 
eleven  knots  an  hour.  He  had  three 
charges  to  make  against  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty.  The 
first  was  that  the  noble  Lord  had  impro- 
perly charged  him  on  a  former  occasion 
with  having  made  an  exaggerated  state- 
ment about  these  ships ;  the  second  was, 
certain  observations  said  by  the  noble  Lord 
to  have  been  made  by  a  gallant  Admiral 
▼ith  reference  to  the  iron  fleet,  which  the 
gallant  Admiral  had  fully  denied  ;  and, 
thirdly^  indiscretion  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  publishing  in  that  House  a 
private  letter  he  had  received  from  Admi- 
ral Ryder  from  the  squadron.  Captain 
Colea  had  publicly  stated  that  the  reasons 
why  the  turret  system  was  not  adopted  was 


because  the  Coutroller's  Depi^rtment  deter- 
mined not  to  adopt  anything  which  did  not 
originate  with  themselves.     Certain  mat- 
ters had  come  to  his  knowledge  which  con- 
firmed the  belief  that  this  was  the  case 
with  Mr.  Hen  wood's  economic  scheme  for 
converting  our  wooden  line-of-battle  ships 
into  sea* going  Monitors,  It  could  be  proved 
that  the  reports  of  the  Controller  s  De- 
partment on  these  plans  were  totally  in- 
correct.    This  country,  indeed,  was  in  a 
dangerous  condition  as  regarded  its  mari- 
time defences.     We  were  building  ships, 
costing  about  £500,000,  obsolete  and  use« 
less  for  the  increased  and  increasing  sise 
of  modem  artillery.     The  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, it  appeared,  were  guided  solely  by 
the  opinions  of  the  Controller's  Depart- 
ment, who  were  committed  to  strong  opi- 
nions against  the  practicability  of  building 
sea-going  turret-ships.     He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  in 
the  position  of  Sinbad  the  sailor,  who  in 
doing  a  good-natured  action  got  the  Old 
Man  of  the  Sea  on  his  neck  and  shoulders 
who  made  him  obey  his  orders.     Sinbad 
was    relieved    by    plucking    grapes    and 
squeezing   them   into  calabashes,   which, 
when  fermented  into  wine,  made  the  old 
man  drunk  and  fall  off  Sinbad 's  shoulders; 
and  his  (Captain  Mackinnon's)  mission  was 
metaphorically  to  supply  the  calabashes  of 
wine  to  relieve  Sinbad  the  sailor  from  the 
horrible  incubus  that  was  ruining  our  navy. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Channel  fleet  for  1 867, 
the  Controller,  speaking  of  the  Minotaur, 
attributed   her  occasional  heavy  pitching 
to  the  weight  of  the  armour  at  her  bow, 
and  to  cure  the  heavy  pitching  of  this  ship 
he  added  more  weight — namely,  a  fore- 
castle weighing  sixty  to  seventy  tons,  and 
considered  that  this  heavy  forecastle  added 
to  the  extremity  of  the  ship  since  she  was 
designed  was  very  valuable.     One  would 
have  thought  that  adding  more  weight  to 
the  bow  would  have  aggravated  the  evil 
complained  of,  rather  than  have  lessened 
it ;  and  he  believed  that  a  cadet  passing 
his  first  examination  for  midshipman  would 
be   turned  hack  by  his  examiners  if  he 
showed  himself  so  ignorant  of  the  effect 
produced  by  adding  weight  to  the  extremity 
of  a  vessel  with  fine  lines.     He  would  now 
turn  to  the  serious  defects  of  the  Invincible 
class,  six  of  which  were  proposed  to  be 
built.     The  ends  of  the  central  battery 
were  protected  only  by  four  and  ^ve  inch 
armour  against  a  raking  fire,  and  when 
engaged  bow  on  they  could,  within  an  arc 
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of  sixty  degrees,  only  bring  one  300- 
pouuder  gun  to  bear  against  a  converging 
fire  of  four  GOO-poundera  of  the  competi- 
tive design  by  Messrs.  Laird.  The  main 
deck  outside  the  battery  was  only  plated 
with  iron  5-16ths  of  an  inch  thick,  so  that 
a  single  shot  from  a  turret-ship  with  seven 
degrees  of  depression  would  easily  pene- 
trate the  deck  and  pass  through  her  boilers 
and  sink  her.  This  defect  was  pointed 
out  by  the  Controller  and  Chief  Construc- 
tor [in  their  evidence  on  Captain  Coles's 
turret-ship  in  1865.  The  Controller  said— 

*'  A  shot  may  come  in  at  the  top  of  the  armour 
on  one  side,  and  go  right  through  and  strike  the 
armour  on  the  opposite  side ;  and  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe,  from  experiments  made,  that  it 
would  drive  the  armour-plate  off  and  might  de- 
stroy the  ship." 

This  proved  the  very  defective  character  of 
vessels  of  the  Inmncihle  class.  He  there- 
fore called  on  the  Admiralty  and  on  the 
House,  in  the  name  of  the  sailors  of  Eng- 
land, to  stop  this  culpable  folly,  this  dan- 
gerous bluudering.  It  had  been  well  said 
by  a  high  authority  that  in  some  cases  a 
blunder  was  worse  than  a  crime,  and  the 
blunders  in  the  case  in  point,  jeopardizing 
as  they  did  the  lives  of  our  sailors,  the 
honour  of  our  navy,  and  the  safety  of  the 
country,  amounted  to  an  enormity  which 
the  definition  '*  criminal  "  failed  to  de- 
scribe. If  persisted  in  they  would  lead  to 
the  disgrace  of  the  navy  of  England  and 
the  humiliation  of  this  great  nation. 

NAVY— IRON-CLAD  FLEET. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SEELY,  in  rising  to  move  That  a 
Scientific  Inquiry  be  instituted  to  take  into 
consideration  the  leading  characteristics 
that  should  be  adopted  in  the  future  Con- 
struction of  the  Vessels  of  the  Navy,  said  he 
did  not  ask  the  House  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  upon  this  question,  but  merely  that 
they  should  inquire  into  the  subject.  During 
the  last  few  years  a  great  controversy  had 
been  going  on  with  respect  to  the  principles 
upon  which  our  vessels  should  be  con- 
structed. It  was  an  indisputable  fact  that 
£3,500,000  had  been  spent  during  the 
last  five  years  on  broadside  iron-clads,  and 
about  j£500,000  on  turret- ships  ;  and  more 
was  still  to  be  spent,  although  the  Ad- 
miralty by  asking  private  builders  to  fur- 
nish designs  for  broadside-ships,  admitted 
that  it  was  still  a  doubtful  question  on  what ; 
principle  ships  of  war  should  be  constructed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Sir  John  Pakington)in  his 
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speeeh  on  the  Navy  Eatiniates»  in  Miidi, 
1865,  said  that  the  turret  prindple  wu 
a  great  invention,  and  that  Captain  CoIm 
was  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  his  eoaa- 
try ;  and  that  the  eiperiment  ought  \» 
be  tried   in  the    best    possible  manner; 
and  the  present  First  Lord  (Mr.  Cony), 
whose  absence  through  illnesa  would  doubt- 
less be  admirably  supplied   by  the   ooUe 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Henry  Lennox),  said 
in  1866,  that  in  the  present  state  of  un- 
certainty as   to   the  principles  on  wbiek 
our  ships  of  war  should  be  built  he  dii 
not  think  they  ought  to  embark  largelj 
in  the  construction  of  ships  during  tint 
year.     The  amount  asked  for  by  the  Gs» 
vernment    for    iron-clads    this   year  wm 
£700,000,  of  which  £185,000  was  to  bi 
devoted  to  turret-ships,  and  £565,000  to 
broadsides.     But  why  such  haste  to  bdll 
ships  of  doubtful  utility,  when  we  had  i^ 
solved  on  non-intervention,  and  were  in  m 
fear   of  attack?     Why,  then,  not  taki 
breathing-time  ?     He  asked  the  Admiralty 
to  pause  before  spending  rast  sums  m 
money  on  ships  which  after  all  might  proft  ] 
utter  failures.     The  United  States  were 
selling  their  ships  of  war,  and  had  not  eov- 
menced  building  any  more.     But  if  thay 
were  resolved  to  build,  let  them  at  lea^ 
build  ships  respecting  which  there 
controversy.      He  referred  to  the  v 
for  coast  defence.     It  would  be  far  betl0C 
to  spend  in  protecting  our  coasts  and  htx^ 
hours  than  in  increasing  the  number  o' 
our  cruising  vessels.    About  seven  jssr* 
ago  the   Defence   Commission   advoeatsd 
vessels  for  coast  defence  rather  than  Iaif0 
cruising  ships  of  the  broadside  class.   A* 
Admiralty  had  declared  they  were  bound  t# 
build  experimental  sea-going  vessels,  M 
the  defects  of  those  they  had  in  band  w«« 
well  known,  and  had  not  been  exaggerate 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Bj* 
(Captain    Maekinnon).     They    were  v- 
doubtedly  weakly  armed  against  goni  d 
the  present  day,   and   it  was  a  qoeitNi 
whether  fleet  vessels  should  not  be  ptt* 
ferred,  at  least  while  onoertainty  prevaiMr 
to  armour-plated  ships.     Sponaons,  be  sot- 
tended,  would  cause  rolling,  and* were  v- 
necessary,  because  the  Chief  Construelff 
had  admitted  that  an  end-on  fire  ooaU  ki 
obtained   another    way.      No    doubt  tbi 
sponsons   would  be  soon  dispensed  viAi 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  rensifcsi 
upon  the  IwoindhU  class  of  vessels,  •■' 
had  described  how  a  planging  shot  ft^ 
penetrate  their  boilers.     On  this  point  bs 
would  read  the  evidenee  of  the  Cenliite 
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before  the  Tarret-tbip  Comniitee  in  1866. 
The  Controller  said — 

''In  the  BeUerophon^  and  in  all  our  Bhipe  we 
are  now  oonttmoting,  we  stop  the  armonr  ihort 
of  the  extremities  of  the  ship,  and,  in  order  to 
preTent  a  raking  Are  destroying  jon,  we  pat 
armoar«plated  bulkheads  across  the  ship.  I 
tiiink,  if  that  is  the  box  prinoiple,  it  is  the  best 
prioeiple  whioh  can  be  acted  npon." 

Bot  it  was  rather  aingnlar  tbat  in  1865 
the  Controller  objected  to  Captain  Coles's 
design  in  competition  with  the  Pallas^ 
"on  account, "  said  the  Controller,  "of 
the  onplated  ends  of  the  ship  being  a 
fooree  of  danger,  and  iueapaoitating  her 
from  being  really  a  man-of-war."  More 
than  four  years  ago  an  American  Admiral, 
Reporting  Secretary,  American  Na?y, 
said— 

"  The  efllcienc  J  or  intrinsio  worth  of  an  iron- 
olad  intended  for  the  ooean  or  for  coast  purposes 
is  to  be  estimated  according  to  her  strength 
thronghont  CTcry  pari  of  her  hall,  Ao" 

Now,  it  waa  a  fact  that-  the  firm  at  pre- 
sent  building  one   Teasel  of  the  Inmn" 
dhle  daaa  had  condemned  the  principle  aa 
itrongly  aa  it  could  be  condemned.     How, 
then,  waa  their  conatruction  juatified  ?  The 
f  irat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  aaid  that 
experienced  naval  officera  were  opposed  to 
the  turret  principle  for  aea-going  veaaela. 
Would  the  noble  Lord  oondeaoend  to  aay 
who  thoae  experienced  na?al  officers  were  ? 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford  (Sir  John  Hay)  who  aat  next  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Admi- 
ralty, waa,  be  believed,  in  favour  of  the 
turret  prinoiple.     Admiral  Auatin,  Admiral 
Elder,  and  Captain  Burnet  were  all  in  fa- 
vour of  tbat  principle,  and  ao  might  Ad- 
mirals Telverton  and  Warden  be  aaid  to 
be,  judging  from  their  Beport.  He  remem- 
bered alao  among  ita  supporters  the  late 
Mr.  Cobden,  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tavistock  (Mr.  Samuda),  the  Messrs. 
Napper,  and  some  of  the  most  eminent 
shipbuilders  in  the  country.      And  what 
was  it  that  the  Admiralty  had  to  oppoae 
to  auch  a  weight  of  authority.     Why,  the 
aimple  assertion  that  they  would  not  try 
the  experiment,  and  the  experience  of  some 
naval  officera  with  whose  names  the  House 
was    unacqaainted.      Public    opinion,  in 
abort,  approved  the  turret  principle,  and 
againat  it  waa  arrayed  merely  the  autho- 
rity  of  the   Constructive  Department  of 
the  Admiralty.     Under  theae  circumstan- 
ces, the  House  had  a  right  to  eiamine 
mto  what  had  been  done  by  that  Depart- 
ment, and  to  paaa  in  review  the  vessels 
whioh  they  bad  built.     The  present  Chief 


Constructor  proposed,  in  1862-3,  to 
build  shorter  and  smaller  vesaela  than 
thoae  which  were  being  conatructed  when 
he  came  into  Office.  There  were  three 
auch  veaaela  conatructed.  The  firat  was 
the  Beiearch,  the  designs  for  which,  as 
well  as  for  that  of  the  aiater  ahip,  the  En- 
terprize,  were  aubmitted  to  the  late  Con- 
atruotor-in-Chief,  Mr.  Watts,  who  reported 
againat  them  ;  notwithatanding  which  the 
Admiralty  determined  to  build  them,  and 
in  conaequence  three  of  the  officera  reaigned 
their  poaitiona.  The  Beseareh,  having 
been  built,  waa  condemned  by  Admiral 
Dacrea.  Surely,  then,  the  Houae  could 
hardly  fail  to  be  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Watta 
waa  juatified  in  reporting  againat  the  de- 
aign.  In  1866  the  vesael  had  been  much 
improved,  but  even  then  it  waa  reported 
that  ahe  was  not  safe  to  go  to  sea  in.  How 
far,  then,  he  should  like  to  know,  did  the 
Re$€aroh  cvlttj  out  the  promise  of  the 

S resent  Chief  Constructor  that  he  would 
uild  short,  small  ships  equal  in  all  the 
good  qualities  required  in  aea-going  veaaela 
to  thoae  which  were  being  conatructed  ? 
Then,  aa  to  the  Pallas ,  ahe  was  deaigned 
without  an  upper  deck,  and  without  a 
plough-bow,  and  waa  meant  to  be  of  ex- 
treme apeed  ;  but  Admiral  Yelverton,  in 
bia  Report  of  1866,  atated  that  she  had 
only  obtained  a  full  apeed  of  11*9  knota, 
her  speed  being  placed  by  Admiral  Warden 
in  1867  at  11*55  knota.  He  would  next 
aay  a  few  worda  with  regard  to  the  BtU 
lerophon,  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  had  a  few  nights 
before  described  as  the  best  ship  in  the 
navy.  If  that  were  so,  it  was  somewhat 
singular,  he  thought,  that  no  other  ship 
like  her  had  been  built.  She  was  designed 
with  no  upper  deck.  An  upper  deck  had 
been  added  to  her,  and  not  only  had  that 
been  done  at  considerable  expense,  but 
he  was  informed  that  she  now  drew,  when 
fully  laden,  13  inches  more  water  than  was 
first  designed.  The  Aehillss  could  take  in 
coals  sufficient  to  propel  her  at  full  speed 
for  1,960  knots  ;  the  Belleropkon  for  only 
778  knots.  The  noble  Lord,  however,  had 
laid  some  atreas  upon  the  fact  that  upon 
her  six  hours'  trial  she  had  attained  a 
speed  of  fourteen  knota,  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  ahe  bad  been  tried  un- 
der circumatances  very  favourable  for  a 
vessel  of  her  form.  She  had  the  tide  with 
her  the  whole  way.  The  next  class  of 
vessels  to  which  he  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  what  was  called  the  cor- 
vette or  AmoMon  class,  which  were  said 
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to  hare  been  built  for  speed,  bnt  did  not 
realize  wbat  was  anticipated  from  them. 
Thej  were  partly  rnms.  Nine  of  them 
were  designed  by  the  Chief  Constrnctor, 
and  one  came  in  collision  with  another 
vessel  and  both  went  down,  though  fortu- 
nately, no  liyes  were  lost.  The  next  ship 
to  which  he  would  call  attention  was  the 
Achillea,  which  was  built  with  what  were 
termed  recess  ports,  which  were  condemned 
by  Brazilian  officers  as  a  source  of  danger. 
The  Achilles  was  designed  before  the 
present  Constructor  came  into  office,  but 
she  was  altered  by  that  officer  from  three 
masts  to  four  masts.  She  was  subsequently 
restored  to  three  masts,  and  Admiral  War- 
den, in  his  Report  of  1867,  stated  that 
the  Achilles  beat  the .  Minotaur,  and  that 
he  attributed  her  superiority  to  being 
altered  from  four  masts  to  three.  He 
was  informed  that  to  alter  these  ships 
to  their  original  state  would  cost  £15,000 
for  each  vessel.  Three  heavy  armour 
gunboats  were  designed  by  the  Chief  Con- 
structor— the  Vixen,  the  Viper,  and  the 
Waterwitch.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rye 
(Captain  Mackinnon)  had  furnished  him 
with  reports  with  regard  to  the  first. 
Captain  Brett,  in  reporting  of  her  first 
voyage,  said  she  worked  heavily,  and  her 
rolling  from  stem  to  stern,  was  such  as  to 
place  her  in  the  greatest  peril.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  the  ship  was  a 
mistake.  She  was  positively  unsafe  to 
handle  on  the  high  sea  ;  and  at  present 
she  was  noted  as  unseaworthy.  The  sister 
ship,  the  Vixen,  when  ordered  to  make 
her  first  voyage  from  Portsmouth  to  Ply- 
mouth, proved  equally  unseaworthy.  These 
three  ship?,  which  were  complete  failures, 
cost  the  country  upwards  of  £200,000. 
When  the  Admiralty  were  asked  to  build 
turret-ships,  all  thoy  answered  was  that 
they  would  not  try  experiments,  but  must 
rely  on  their  Constructive  Department. 
That  was  a  sound  rule  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  but  there  were  special  cases 
in  which  it  would  be  wise  to  depart  from 
it.  As  for  the  statement  that  the  Ad- 
miralty would  not  indulge  in  experiments, 
what  had  all  these  vessels  been  from  first 
to  last  but  a  series  of  experiments,  various 
alterations  having  been  made  in  them  at 
different  times  ?  Upper  decks  had  been 
added,  plough-bows  filled  up,  recessed  ports 
removed,  and  sponsons  added  —  probably 
in  their  turn  to  follow  the  recessed  ports. 
The  large  amount  of  money  expended  in 
shipbuilding  had  lamentably  failed  in  pro- 
ducing satisfactory  results.  The  Controller 
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of  the  Navy  had  itated  that  the  day  of 
battle  must  be  the  proof  of  the  tree  meriti 
of   the   ships.      Now   Admiral  Warden's 
opinion  was  to  the  effect  that  the  praetiei 
:  of  the  broadside-ships  had  been  wild  in  the 
;  extreme  ;  there  was  not  the  alightest  prt- 
I  hability  of  hitting  an  enemy's  ship  ezeepi 
by  accident.     Would  aturret-ehip  of  eqnsl 
size  have  acquitted  herself  better  f   Then 
'  were  several  considerations,  in  the  AdmiraFi 
opinion,  that  led  him  to  answer  that  qaei" 
tion  in  the  affirmative.  Admiral  Telverton, 
in   his  Report  of  the   Channel  squadrai, 
said  on  one  occasion  during  a  cruize  tbt 
armour-clad   vessels  were   unable  to  €if 
their  guns,  and  that  the  turret  system  if 
arming  a  ship  had  been  tried  on  that  oeet- 
sion.      A    single  turret-ship   would  hail 
done  the  Channel  fleet  serious  injury.   Ii- 
deed,  she  might  have  taken  them  in  detd 
nnd  sunk  or  captured  every  one  of  thtn 
unless  the  mode  of  defence  suggested  bf 
the  noble  Lord  of  cutting  and  running  \m 
been    adopted.      Admiral    Robinson  wA 
that  two  heavy  guns  of  a  turret-ship  with 
their  all-round  fire  formed  a  most  powerM 
weapon  of  offence  ;  and  although  he  addei 
that  that  could    only  be  secured  in  tlif 
Monitor  class  of  ships,  that  remained  ti 
bo  proved.     It  might  be  the  opinion  of  tk 
Controller  and  of  the  Chief  Constructor  rf 
the  Navy.     But  they  had  this  fact,  thali 
turret-ship  placed  broadside  with  an  orfr 
nary  armour-plated  vessel  would  sink  hff 
in  a  very  short  time.     Therefore,  the  onlf 
question  was  whether  a  turret  cruixin)|r  skip 
could  be  built.     In  favour  of  its  possibility 
they  had  the  opinion  of  Captain  Shersrf 
Osborne,  of  Mr.  Samuda,  and  of  theMesM 
Napper  the  builders,  and  they  hsd  sbi 
the  express    authority  of  the  late  Chiff 
Constructor   of  the    Navy,    Mr.    WstH 
There  was  a  mass  of  authority  in  fsvosf 
of  the  turret  principle.     He  hoped  that,  ii 
answer  to  these  facts,  the  noble  Lord  (Ln' 
Henry  Lennox)  would  give  something  nsvi 
than  mere  generalities.     He  might  be  toU 
hon.   Members  were  not  fit  to  deal  wiCk 
technical  questions,  which  they  did  not  oi- 
derstand  practically.      The  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty said  they  themselves  were  not  eois* 
potent  to  deal  with  such  questions,  •>■ 
must  refer  them  to  the  Constructive  D^ 
partment.     But  the  Constructive  Depart- 
ment had  made  serious  blunders,  and  ibi 
opinions  of  the  Controller  and  ConstrseW 
should  not  weigh  against  the  mass  of  ^ 
dence  to  which  he  had  referred.    Beaidtf 
though  it  might  be  true  that  the  Hotf> 
was  not  fit  to  deal  with  teehnieal  qositictf 
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yei  then  were  eerialn  points  of  th!ft  e&sd 
where  eTeneommon  lenie  was  of  some  use. 
The  noble  Lord  would  not  dtay  that  h 
Bbip'Of-war  ought  to  be  able  to  fire  her 
gons  ;  and  common  seilse  told  them  that 
gnns  carried  in  the  eentre  donld  be  fired 
more  e?en]j  than  guns  carried   on    the 
broadside:  Another  principle  was  that  gnna 
ooght  to  hit ;  and  codamon  senae  told  them 
that  the  guns  Were  more  likely  to  hit  when 
the  ihip  that  carried  them  did  not  roll  than 
when  she  did.     Another  {Principle  wiw  that 
a  ihip  ought  to  preient  aa  small  a  target 
as  possible  ;  and  common  sense  told  them 
that  a  turret-ship  would  present  a  smaller 
target  than  a  broadside.     Then  it  was  de- 
sirable tS  plate  a  ship  as  heafily  as  pos- 
sible in  order  to  keep  out  the  shells  ;  and 
common  sense  told  them  that  the  side  of 
a  ship  six  feet  out  of  the  water  ooold  be 
more  heavily  plated  than  the  aide  of  one 
that  was  ftweWe  feet  out  of  the  water.    It 
was  most  desirable  that  the  men  fighting 
the  gons  should  be  protected  ;  and  it  was 
plain  that  tlie  men  could  be  better  pro- 
tected in  a  turret  than  in  a  broadaide-ship. 
A  broadaide-ship  was  constantly   in   the 
face  of  the  enemy,  whereas  the  turret^ship* 
being  always  on  the  move,  only  presented 
ber  porthole  to  the  enemy  in  time  to  fire  the 
shot.    There  was  another  advantage,  which 
had  been  mentioned  by  Admiral  Gordon. 
It  was  admitted  that  they  could  build  a 
tarret-ahip  at  far  less  cost  with  the  same 
power.     It   was,  therefore,  extremely  de« 
sirable  to  inquire  into  this  question.     The 
answer  to  all  this  was  that  the  Admiralty 
did  not   like  the  inquiry,  and  we  should 
have  confidence  in  them.     Now,  the  Board 
of  Admiraltj  consisted  undoubtedly  of  very 
clever  men.     The  First  Lord  was  a  very 
clever  man  ;    the  Second  Lord   was  very 
elever  ;  individually  all  the  members  of  the 
Bosrd    were    extremely  clever  \    bat  the 
qaestion   was  how  the   six  clever    units 
seted  aa  a  Board.      Had  they   displayed 
such  judgment  and  forethought  that  strong 
reliance  must  be  placed  in  them  for  the 
fotare  ?      He  had  a  right  to  refer  to  the 
past  doinga  of  the  Admiralty.    They  had 
gone  on  building  sailing  ships  when  steam- 
ships were  required.     They  began  to  build 
steam  veasela  when  it  was  known  we  must 
have  oar  aliips  armoured.     The  Admiralty 
persisted  for  a  long  time  in  spending  money 
m  bnilding  nnarmoured  ships,  and  within 
the  laat  few  jears  they  had  been  attempting 
to  diapoae  of  them.  Some  of  those  obsolete 
ibfpe  whieb  had  been  built  within  the  last 
ten  or  fifteen  years,  in  defiance  of  the 


wamitigs  given,  i^nst  from,  first  td  Isst,  per- 
haps, £150,0()0,  and  they  were  sold  for 
less  than  £10,000.  He  did  not  want  a 
similar  folly  to  be  again  perpetrated.  Tur- 
ret-ships would  be  the  ships  of  the  future. 
Therefore  he  asked  the  Hotase  for  inquiry 
on  this  subject,  which  was  a  most  im- 
portsnt  one.  He  trusted  that  the  Admi- 
ralty would  consent  to  this  question  being 
inquired  into  by  some  tribunal  composed 
of  men  who  possessed  the  greatest  know- 
ledge upon  the  subject,  and  in  whom  the 
House  and  the  country  would  place  entire 
confidence.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  thought  thst  the  question  ought  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  scientific  inquiry. 
He  wished  to  guard  against  it  being  sup- 
posed that  he  desired  in  any  way  to  ob- 
struct the  proceedings  of  the  .Admiralty, 
er  to  find  fault  with  the  course  they  had 
adopted;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  this 
great  subject  was  one  of  the  highest  na- 
tional importance,  and  ought  to  be  regarded 
from  a  point  of  view  far  beyond  that  which 
was  likely  to  be  taken  of  it  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  a  mere  Department  of  the  State. 
When  a  great  policy  had  been  inaugurated, 
he  could  well  understand  that  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  State  might  efficiently  carry  it 
ont;  but  it  was  unlikely  that  such  a  policy 
could  be  initiated  by  a  Government  De- 
partment. The  State,  by  appointing  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry,  could  obtain  the 
assistance  of  men  of  the  greatest  ability, 
experience,  and  knowledge  in  the  kingdom, 
who  would  freely  give  evidence  upon  the 
question  abont  to  be  inquired  intoj'whereaa 
if  the  inqniry  were  placed  in  the  hands  of 
a  Department,  it  would  be  sure  to  languish, 
because  if  the  highest  authority  upon  the 
question  were  converted  into  an  official,  he 
would  aeon  become  unfitted  for  taking  a 
broad  view  of  it.  It  was  clear  that  little 
or  no  progress  had  been  made  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  armour-clad  vessels  since 
it  had  first  come  before  the  Admiralty,  and 
therefore  it  was  of  great  importance  that 
fresh  minds  and  fresh  modes  of  thought 
should  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  regretted  the  absence  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on  this  occa- 
sion; but  he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Henry  Lennox),  who  would  probably 
reply,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Corry),  when  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
in  18i6,  attempted  to  develop  the  screw 
fleet,  he  found  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
oerrying  oat  his  plana  in  oonsequenoe  of 
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the  oppo«tion  of  the  offioialt  of  hit  own 
Department;  and  it  was  owing  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  foresight  and  perseverance 
that  thej  ohtained  that  screw  fleet  several 
years  hefore  thej  would  have  ohtained  it 
in  the  ordinary  way.  He  might  add,  with 
regard  to  the  turret  system,  that  the 
highest  authority  on  naval  architecture 
the  world  had  seen  during  the  present  cen- 
tury— the  late  Mr.  Oliver  Lang — had  given 
it  as  his  strong  opinion  that  that  system 
which  the  Admiralty  had  rejected  was  in 
every  respect  better  than  the  broadside 
system  which  they  had  adopted.  But  the 
Admiralty  were  still  pursuing  the  same 
course,  though  they  showed  their  dissatis- 
faction with  their  system  by  continually 
changing  their  types  of  vessels,  until  they 
had  now  eight  different  types  of  armour- 
clad  vessels,  of  2,000  tons  and  upwards, 
which  had  been  introduced  since  the  time 
of  the  re-organization  of  that  Department 
— a  period  of  about  eight  years.  Besides 
this  there  were  several  different  descrip- 
tions of  unarmoured  vessels.  He  thought 
that  this  fact  alone  went  far  to  prove  the 
necessity  that  existed  for  a  full  scientific 
inquiry  being  instituted  into  the  subject, 
because  if  the  Admiralty  had  been  satisfied 
with  their  work  they  would  have  adhered 
to  it.  The  Controller  of  the  Navy  was  an 
officer  of  very  high  standing  as  a  naval 
officer,  and  he  had  expressed  a  deliberate 
opinion  that  the  head  of  a  vessel  should 
be  protected  especially  from  plunging  shot, 
but  not  a  single  vessel  that  had  been  built 
possessed  that  peculiar  description  of  de- 
fence. Nothing,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  a 
more  fatal  mistake  than  to  put  a  central 
armed  and  protected  box  into  a  vessel 
and  to  leave  the  remaining  two- thirds  of 
the  vessel  unprotected.  It  was  evident 
that  the  Admiralty  did  not  see  their  way 
to  securing  the  two  essentials  of  speed 
and  complete  protection  at  the  same 
time.  But  he  contended  that  the  speed  of 
the  vessel  could  be  maintained  to  a  great 
extent  even  though  it  was  completely  ar- 
mour-plated at  the  ends  as  well  as  at  the 
sides.  He  urged  this  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  were  in  danger  of 
allowing  a  foregone  conclusion  to  override 
the  fact.  He  believed  that  all  they  desired 
could  be  accomplished  without  increasing 
the  size  of  a  vessel  beyond  what  was  de- 
sirable. He  believed  that  if  the  House 
would  only  boldly  strike  out  a  policy  for 
itself,  we  should  have  vessels  which  could 
keep  out  any  shell  that  had  ever  yet  been 
fired.     The  Admiralty  appeared  to  doubt 
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this,  beoause  they  had  been  told  bj  ika 
artillerists  ihat  shell  would  go  timragbsBy 
armour  that  had  ever  yet  been  prodneed. 
But  that  was  not  the  fact,  because  in  no 
case  hitherto — and  he  had  carefully  watebed 
the  experiments  that  had  been  made— hsA. 
any  shell  gone  through  6-inch  armour  aaA 
then   acted   as   shell.      It    was  perfectly 
true   that  shells  had  gone   through  tbk%» 
thickness  of  armour,  but  they  had  goa^ 
through  as  shot,   making  a   round  hol»^ 
and  they  had  broken  in  the  passage,  an^ 
had  in  no  case  gone  through  in  their  en  - 
tirety  and  burst  subsequently  as  a  sh»Il 
ought  to  burst,   from  the   effects  of  tb« 
powder  carried    within   them,   acatterii^ 
death  and  destruction  all   arounld.     Th« 
result  of  such  an  inquiry   as  that  adro- 
cated   by  the  hon.    Member  for  Liooofa 
(Mr.  Seely)  would,  he   believed,  be  peiw 
fectly   successful,  and  do   much  towsrdi 
putting  an  end  to  the  vacillating  poliej  Ij 
which,  in  the  absence  of  sound  and  brosi 
principles,  the  Admiralty  had  hitherto  bM 
guided. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  '^That"  tofli 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wfc 
'*a  Bcientiflo  inqairy  he  instituted,  to  take  i* 
consideration  the  leading  characteriitief  tW 
shonld  he  adopted  in  the  future  oonftmetiflB  if 
the  ▼eisela  of  the  NaTj,"— (iii'.  Seefy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,   *'That  the  worii  Bu 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tki 
Question." 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  said,  he  must  dspif 
cate  the  practice  of  bringing  forward  ^ 
sultory  Motions — he  did  not  mean  to  ii* 
dude  the  present  under  that  title— -on  goii| 
into  Supply,  when  those  Motions  eoiud  k* 
as  well  and  more  advantageously  disduii' 
in   Committee,  without  delaying  the  pi** 
gross   of    Business    and    protracting  ^ 
Session.     The    present   Motion,  for  is* 
stance,    would    naturally     enough    biv^ 
arisen  when  Vote  10  eame  to  be  tskfli- 
Sinoe  he  had  entered  that  House  the  Nsrsl 
Estimates  had  been  doubled,  the  Ar^f 
Estimates  trebled,  and  the  Civil  Serriai 
Estimates  quadrupled,  and  theHouMOOskl 
get  no  satisfaction  on  the  subject  Uspm 
general  statements.     When  so  mieb  J^ 
remained   to   be   done,   he  thought  bi^ 
Members  might  well  restrict  themsdMS^ 
Motions  which  could  not  be  made  io  Cfl** 
mittee,  in  order  that  the  House  might  ha** 
an  opportunity  of  getting  to  the  real  i^ 
ness  before  it.    The  resolt  of  the  pM*^ 
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prietiM  fPM  thai  Iai|;e  Bums  of  money  were 
foted  iffter  midnight  in  rery  •mall  HooseB, 
and  imid  pretty  general  ftlumber.  Hon. 
Mtnben  were  continually  professing  to 
tteir  eooatituenta  a  desire  to  effect  a  re- 
dMtien  in  the  public  expenditure  of  this 
eontry;  but  it  was  impossible  for  those 
wboi  like  himself,  were  not  skilled  in  all 
4m  detsils  connected  with  the  Service  to 
mm  reductions,  when  the  Motions  which 
veildihow  such  reductions  were  adfisable 
ViiB  made  without  any  practical  connection 
vhh  particular  Votes. 

Hr.  or  a  yes   said,  lie   thought   the 
tee.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  was 
■Is  be  eongratulated  on  having  secured  so 
;lwoorable  an  opportunity  for  a  Motion  of 
moch  importance.     No  doubt  this  ques- 
pka  might  have  been  considered  when  the 
pTtle  to  which  it  had  reference  came  before 
I,  but  he  must  remark  that  the  result 
the  course  advocated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
m  who  had  just  sat  dovvn  would  pro- 
have  been  to  prevent  this  discussion 
liog  on  before  midnight.     He  regretted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  had  not 
whether  the  Inquiry  which  he  advo- 
was  to  take  the  place  of  the  Esti- 
whioh  were  to  be  voted  that  night, 
whether  it  was  to  be  instituted  after 
Estimates  had  been  passed.     With 
.tigard  to  the  Motion  itself,  no  one  admitted 
ire  thoroughly  than  he  did  the  existence 
the  defects  in  the  navy  to  which  the 
'kii.  Gentleman  had  alluded.     But  he  had 
tlvsys  believed  that  the  Admiralty  lacked 

rticsl  rather  than  scientific  knowledge. 
.  feared,  therefore,  that  the  Inquiry  re- 
^tMuoended  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
the  effect,  if  limited  to  a  **  Scientific 
|airy,"  of  making  confusion  worse  con- 
led  ;  because  the  Admiralty  could  not 
regard  the  appointment  of  a  Commis- 
PilB  for  that  purpose  as  evincing  a  want  of 
rMeldence  in  its  own  Constructive  Depart- 
[^Ipnit.    The   result,  he  feared,  would  be 
Mriottdy  to  weaken  a  responsibility  which 
^lAer  required  strengthening.    Now,  from 
^Jm%  to  time.  Motions  were  made  for  the 
of  showing  that  the  expenditure  of 
^^  public  money  did  not  lead  to  results 
^^wtfa  were  satisfactory.     The  vessel  which 
iM  been  so  prominently  alluded  to,  the 
Mirophon,  was  a  vessel  of  no  mean  cha- 
She  was  unusually  handy  at  sea, 
here  unfortunately  ended  her  superi- 
^|Mt]f.    He  judged  from  the  Reports  that 
'ik  was  more  unsteady  in  heavy  weather 
An  many  yessels  of  her  class,  but  in  mo- 
'inta  weather  she  exhibited  greater  oom- 
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parative  steadmess.  Since  her  first  trial 
she  had  materially  declined  both  in  speed 
and  power,  though  it  was  but  fair  to  say 
that  she  had  on  a  late  occasion  yielded 
results  equal  to  those  attained  on  her  trial. 
The  Hercules  be  believed  to  be  an  improve- 
ment on  the  UelUrophon.  The  Monarch, 
her  sister  vessel,  was  a  turret,  but  a  spoilt 
turret,  and  could  not  be  said  fairly  to  repre- 
sent the  class,  because  she  had  a  wall  side 
which  would  catch  every  shot  and  shell 
that  the  merest  tyro  might  fire  at  her. 
She  had,  in  fact,  all  the  disadvantages  of 
a  broadside.  He  had  examined  the  con- 
struction of  the  Invincible  class,  and  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  when  in  Committee  on  the 
Vote  for  shipbuilding  to  prevent  any  more 
vessels  of  that  class  from  being  constructed. 
He  believed  no  inquiry  was  wanted  respect- 
ing them.  As  they  rolled  ten  to  fifteen  de- 
grees, the  enemy's  shot  must  strike  their 
decks,  which  were  only  defended  by  iron 
plates  five-eighths  of  an  inch  thick.  He 
would  much  prefer  turret-vessels  to  them. 
The  amount  of  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
Admiralty  on  the  subject  was  shown  by  the 
diversity  of  model  and  design  at  present  in 
favour.  Eight  different  classes  had  been 
mentioned  ;  he  wished  he  could  have  de- 
scribed them  as  eight  successes ;  but  the 
fact  was  that,  while  the  country  was  feeling 
its  way  respecting  turret- vessels,  the  Ad- 
miralty was  wildly  experimenting  and  build- 
ing ships  on  principles  not  based  on  expe- 
rience but  upon  hypothesis.  Monarchic 
Plovers,  and  InvindhUs  had  all  been  laid 
down  without  experiment.  But  the  Cap'- 
tain,  a  turret-ship  built  under  the  force  of 
opinion  in  the  House,  would  prove  a  for- 
midable addition  to  the  navy.  There  were 
fanciful  views  at  the  Admiralty  which 
should  be  ignored,  in  view  of  the  more 
practical  course  taken  by  other  countries. 
When  he  examined  the  Captain  he  saw 
three  vessels  of  the  turret  class  beside  her 
being  constructed  for  the  Dutch  Navy,  and 
the  captains  of  those  vessels  expressed 
themselves  in  very  unfavourable  terms  of 
the  way  in  which  we  rejected  the  turret 
principle  for  smaller  ships.  The  Invincible 
class  had  a  double  screw,  but  it  was  not 
known  whether  a  double  screw  would 
answer  with  20-fect  draught.  Officers  of 
the  Dutch  Navy  had  told  him  that  they 
had  a  vessel  of  2,000  tons  and  18-feet 
draught,  but  although  they  could  get  12 
knots  out  of  her  with  steam  they  could 
only  get  2i  under  a  stiff  breeze.  Then,  if 
one  screw  were  injuredy  the  ship  would 

2  0 


L 

b 

i 


1123  Navy^Iron-elad 


(COMMONS  I 


.F2M— JbMfalMfi. 


UM 


only  turn  one  way,  and  tliis  in  itself  was 
sufficient  to  condemn   the   principle.     In 
re-iard  to  the  Penelope,  he  had  heard  from 
a   distinguished    officer    that   her   defects 
were  so'  great  that  he  had  been  asked  to 
report  upon  them  immediately  to  the  Ad- 
miralty.    Surely  that  was  a  reason  why 
they  should  not  go  on  building  others  of 
that  elafls.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Seely)  had  asked  why  wo  were  build- 
ing ships  at  all.     The  answer,  however,  to 
that  question,  was  very  simple — we  did  so 
because  other  nations  were  doing  it ;   and 
one  country  in  particular,  not  far  distant 
from  our  shores,  had  more  iron-clads  afloat 
or  in  course  of  construction  than  we  had. 
Another   point   which   was   in   danger  of 
being  lost  sight  of  was  the  lamentable  defi- 
ciency in  moans  of  coaling.    Our  iron-clads 
could  not  carry  sufficient  fuel  to  steam  to 
Halifax.     There  was  not  one  which  could 
carry  more  than  would  suffice  for  four  days' 
Btenming  at  full  speed.     200  tons  of  coal 
on  board  would  be  of  immense  value  to  a 
ship  under  some  circumstances — of  more 
ynlue  even  than  armour.     It  was  question- 
able whether  we  were  not  trying  to  com- 
bine too  much  in  one  vessel  ;  and  he  much 
doubted  whether  12-inch  armour  was  com- 
patible with  speed.     He   concluded  from 
Beturns  which  had  been  supplied  him  from 
a  source  calculated  to  inspire  confidence, 
that  the  vessels  of  the  French  Navy  beat 
ours  in  maintaining  speed.      If  then  the 
Committee  moved  for  were  appointed  he 
hoped  some  really  practical  men  would  be 
nominated  to  serve  on  it — such  men,  for 
instance,   as   the   chief  engineers   of   the 
Cunard  line,  the  Royal  Mail,  the  Inman, 
and  other  lines — that  the  doubt  as  to  whe- 
ther the  engines  of  the  navy  were  inferior 
to  those  of  the  ordinary  steam-packet  might 
be  set  at  rest.     But  the  whole  question  of 
Admiralty  organization  should  be  put  upon 
its  trial ;    and  he   submitted   whether  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  set  up  some  per- 
manent Committee  of  the  ablest  men  at 
command  to  be  constantly  in  consultation, 
and  to  stand  between  the  Board  and  its 
Constructive  Departments.    He  hoped  that 
next  year  the  question  would  be  taken  up 
in  such  a  manner  that  some  practical  good 
would  result. 

Mil.  0*BEIRNE  said,  inquiry  had  been 
attended  with  the  most  beneficial  results 
in  other  Departments,  and  there  was  reason 
to  believe  that  in  that  of  naval  construc- 
tion its  results  would  be  equally  satisfac- 
tory. He  thought  the  hands  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  be  strengthened  rather  than 
Mr,  Graves 


otherwise  by  an  inquiry  whidi  woaU  4SmX 
the  opinions  of  seientifio  and  praetieal  mei. 
He  differed  entirely  from  his  hon.  Frioil 
the  Member  for  Tavistock  (Ifr.  Samili) 
on  the  subject  of  penetration  of  iron  plain 
by  shell.  He  believed  that  on  a  rasMt 
occasion  plates  of  eight  inchea  thick  M 
been  penetrated  by  shells,  which  bant  ii- 
side.  He  wished  to  know,  he  might  aM, 
why  the  Letter  of  Admiral  Warden,  dated 
i  the  3rd  of  December  last,  was  not  preseiiri 
;  with  the  Papers  whieh  had  been  laid  m 
the  table  of  the  House  on  the  5tk  i 
March,  and  had  only  been  delivered  to  , 
Members  last  week  ? 

Mr.  M'LARBN   said,  that  the  Ad» 
rally  seemed  always  in  the  position  of  lb 
mole  underground,  blind  to  what  was  pi» 
ing  around  them.     They  built  one  tUmi 
ships  after  another  that  were  immedistilf 
found  not  to  be  wanted.     They  ooght  n^ 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  intrusted  with  tUl 
irresponsible  power.     Remarkable  eircn- 
stances  had  been  brought  out  by  the  Cm' 
mittee  now  sitting,  of  which  he  hid  thi 
honour  to  be  a  member.     It  appeared  tkl 
ships  built  at  an  expense  of  £1 50,000  U 
in  a  few  years  been  sold  for  J& 1 0,000.  i 
condition   of    sale    was   that  the  coffff 
sheathing  and  copper  bolts  and  iron  sbow 
be  brought  back  to  the   Admiralty,  nl 
purchased    at  a  price   whieh  was  oftei 
found  to  be  very  much    larger  than  tkl 
whole  amount  produced  by  the  sale  of  tkl 
ship,  so  that  they  actually  made  a  presflt 
of  the  ship   to    the   purchaser  and  gi>l 
him  a  sum   of  money  besides.    He  Ijtu 
M*Laren)    had   asked    one   of    the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Committee  respeetiag  i 
ship  thus  sold  at  Bermuda,  and  obtsM 
an  answer  to  the  effect  that  it  woald  Imm 
been  more  profitable,  commercially  spsik' 
ing,  to  have  burnt  the  ship  on  the  beiA 
for  the  metals  would  have  remained,  vk 
cost  nothing ;   though  aa   there  wen  M 
tides  ^t  Bermuda,  this  might  have  beei  i 
difficult  operation.     And  though  all  otbtf 
establishments  in   the    world  eoold  keif 
their  stores  from  being  stolen,  it  appesiw 
that  the  Admiralty  could  not.    It  vil 
asked  if  the  Admiralty  did  not  pay  iWtf 
£22,000  a  year  for  police  watchnig  Ai 
dockyards,  which  was  admitted  ;  bat  rfl 
they  were  afraid  of  the  thieves. 

Mk.  LIDDELL  :  I  rise  to  Order,  bit 
usual.  Sir,  to  comment  in  thia  HoiM  « 
the  proceedings  of  a  Select  Ccmnutiii 
before  that  Committee  haa  reported  t 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  a  Gommitfee  ki 
not  reported  it  ia  oat  of  Order  to 
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in  this  Hoote  upon  the  efidenee  taken 
before  it. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  under  those  cir- 
enmstances,  he  would  content  himself  with 
•eying  that  all  he  had  beard  showed  that  the 
hen.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seelj)  did 
a  very  wise  thing  to  mote  for  this  Inquiry. 
He  should  eordisily  support  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Motion. 

Mb.  laird  said,  that  the  question 
was  whether  they  were  to  continue  bnilding 
broadside-ships,  or  go  on  with  the  construc- 
tion of  turret-vessels.  He  had  long  since 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  build  broadside-ships,  and  his  opi- 
nion wsB  more  than  verified  by  the  Reports 
of  Admiral  Warden  and  Admiral  Yelverton 
in  reference  to  the  Channel  Fleet.  Turret- 
ships  had  proved  successful  as  sea-going 
Teasels,  and  as  the  Admiralty  possessed 
flufiicient  means  for  judging  which  was  the 
beat  turret-ship  to  build,  he  saw  do  utility 
in  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  which  might  take  a  long  time 
to  arrive  at  a  decision.  He  would  rather 
that  the  House  should  pronounce  a  decided 
opinion  that  the  construction  of  broadside- 
ships,  which  had  proved  to  be  of  no  value 
whatever  in  a  gale  of  wind,  should  be 
abandoned  for  the  pnrpose  of  providing 
the  country  with  some  turret-ships. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  not  resist  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  which  was  conceived  in  no  spirit  of 
boatility  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The 
Board  could  not  be  supposed  to  be  possessed 
of  all  knowledge  as  to  the  best  principles 
of  eonstruction  for  our  ships-of-war.  There 
night  be  outside  the  Admiralty  much  abi- 
lity and  scientific  knowledge,  which  a  coun- 
try like  England  ought  to  avail  itself  of. 

Mb.  LIDDBLL  said,  he  must  beg,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee,  to  express 
viewB  quite  in  opposition  to  those  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren). 
It  would  appear  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  his  impression  from 
what  occurred  before  the  Committee  was, 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  a  De- 
partment absolutely  unfitted  to  be  entrusted 
with  responsibility.  fMr.  M'Laren  :  Not 
quite  so  far  as  that.]  The  impression  made 
upon  his  (Mr.  Liddell's)  mind  by  the 
inquiry  of  the  Committee  wss  that  they 
had  in  the  office  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy  a  most  conscientious  man,  tho- 
roughly capable  of  performing  the  duties 
of  that  position,  as  alive  as  any  naval 
Teformer  in  that   House  to  the  require- 


ments of  the  country,  and  as  anxious  a  a 
any  public  servant  could  be  to  correct 
errors  of  administration,  and  to  provide 
England  with  the  best  possible  navy.  The 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  was  also  a  man 
of  great  ability,  with  an  experience  of  naval 
architecture  possessed  by  few  men  in  this 
country,  and  entitled  thereby  to  the  confi- 
dence of  the  public.  With  regard  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House,  he  admitted  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  weight  in  some  of  the 
arguments  adduced  in  favour  of  bringing  to 
bear  on  discussions  that  might  arise  from 
time  to  time  whatever  talent  existed  out- 
side the  Admiralty  ;  but  there  would  be 
this  great  difficulty  in  opening  their  doors 
to  a  council  of  advice,  that  the  Admiralty 
would  be  beset  by  inventors  of  every  des- 
cription pressing  their  schemes  upon  them. 
The  Admiralty  was  responsible  to  the 
House  for  constructing  the  best  ships,  and 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  although 
they  had  not  adopted  any  distinct  plan 
with  regard  to  any  particular  class  of  ships, 
they  had  been  hurried  forward  in  the  con- 
struction of  vessels  by  external  pressure, 
by  that  desperate  race  of  competition  in 
defencea  which  had  been  pressed  upon 
them  by  the  progress  made  by  foreign 
nations.  With  regard  to  shipbuilding, 
England  could  not  allow  herself  to  bo 
outstripped  in  that  respect,  and  he  sug- 
gested that  the  Foreign  Office  ought  first 
to  be  put  in  motion  to  see  if  some  attempt 
could  not  be  made  to  induce  foreign 
nations  to  come  to  an  understanding  to 
suspend  this  tremendously  rapid  progress 
of  shipbuilding  until  something  like  a  fixed 
principle  of  construction  could  be  arrived 
at.  So  long  as  the  present  competition 
went  on  the  Admiralty  could  not  suspend 
shipbuilding  in  our  yards.  A  vast  amount 
of  misapprehension  existed  both  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  and  in  that  House  with  reference 
to  turret-ships.  Within  the  last  few  hours 
he  had  been  informed  by  the  highest  au- 
thority that  no  thoroughly  sea-going  turret- 
ship  had  been  constructed  either  in  this  or 
any  other  country  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  Turret-ships  were  of  inesti- 
mable value  for  harbour  defence,  and  two 
sea* going  vessels  of  this  form  were  actu- 
ally now  in  process  of  completion.  Surely, 
then  it  would  be  well  to  suspend  our  judg- 
ment until  a  fair  trial  of  them  had  been 
made  ;  but  it  was  only  fair  that,  as  an  in- 
dependent Member  of  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, when  charges  were  msde  against 
Admiralty  administration,  he  should  state 
the  impression  which  had  been  made  in 
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his  mind  in  the  inTeatigation  thit  wat 
going  on,  and  he  hoped  the  Houfee  would 
not  be  too  hastj  in  adopting  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln.  Shipbuild- 
ing and  the  bedt  models  for  fighting  ships 
were  very  difficult  questions,  but  England 
could  not  afford,  and  never  ought  to  allow 
herself,  to  be  left  behind  in  the  general 
race. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he 
thought  that  at  this  period  of  the  debate 
it  would  be  well  that  he  should  state  the 
views  which  Government  held  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  proposal  which  had  emanated 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Seely),  and  also  give  some  answer,  as  far 
as  he  was  able,  to  the  various  objections 
which  had  been  raised  against  the  policy 
of  the  present  and  preceding  Boards  of 
Admiralty,  and  also  against  the  classes  of 
ships  which  they  had  built.  He  had  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Cashel  (Mr. 
O'Beirne)  for  giving  him  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  a  matter  connected  with  the 
printed  Papers.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  (Captain  Mackinnon)  had  used  epi- 
thets which  he  believed  the  sailors  of  the 
navy  would  be  the  first  to  discountenance 
and  regret,  considering  that  the  charge  of 
wilful  suppression  rested  on  the  First  Lord, 
on  himself,  and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Col- 
leagues. If  it  had  not  been  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cashel  he  would  have  passed 
by  in  silence  the  uncourteous  attack  that 
had  been  made  upon  the  Department  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  belonging. 
The  orifcinal  Return  of  the  Report  of  Ad- 
miral Warden  was  numbered  128,  and 
ordered  on  the  5th  of  March.  It  was 
supposed  to  contain  and  did  contain  the 
despatch  of  the  gallant  Admiral,  the  re- 
marks of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  Ad- 
miral Warden's  abstract  with  diagrams  of 
trials  alluded  to  in  the  Report  of  Decem- 
ber 3rd.  The  Return  took  some  time  in 
printing,  in  consequence  of  the  unusual 
pressure  on  the  Parliamentary  printers.  It 
was  not  till  the  4th  of  May  that  it  was 
printed  and  delivered,  and  then  in  an  in- 
complete form.  The  first  document  was 
omitted,  but  the  Report  on  it  and  the 
abstract  were  printed.  There  could  be 
nothing  wilful  in  the  suppression  of  the 
despatch,  for  the  Controller  of  the  Navy 
in  his  Report  gave  nearly  the  whole  sub- 
stance of  it  to  the  House.  Four  days 
after,  on  the  8th  of  May,  Admiral  Robinson 
the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  finding  the 
Paper  had  been  printed  and  delivered  in 
an  incomplete  state,  came  over  to  the  Ad- 
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miralty  and  pointed  oat  to  him  that  the 

Report  had  been  left  out,  and  thereupon 

he  made  a  Minute  dated  the  same  day, 

using  these  words-^ 

**  This  Report  of  Admiral  Warden  wai  aeei« 
dentally  omitted  from  Return  No.  128,  and  ihoiild 
be  added  to  it.    H.  G.  L." 

As  no  fresh  Motion  was  necessary  for  its 
production  it  was  made  to  bear  the  ssms 
No.  128  as  the  Return,  of  which  it  origi- 
nally formed  part.  On  the  20th  of  May 
the  copy  was  sent  to  Messrs.  Hansard,  and 
it  was  the  10th  of  June  before  the  first 
proof  was  received ;  this  delay  being  owing 
tor  the  plans.  On  the  13th  of  June,  three 
days  afterwards,  the  Report  was  retomed 
to  Messrs.  Hansard,  and  on  the  25lh  of 
June  the  revise  was  received  ;  on  the  7th 
of  July  it  was  issued  to  Members.  The 
great  delay  that  had  occurred  was  owing 
to  the  increased  demands  upon  the  printer 
and  the  great  labour  involved  in  the  pro- 
d action  of  Returns  which  contained  the 
plans  and  diagrams  in  question.  The 
gallant  officer  the  Member  for  Rye  (Osp* 
tain  Mackinnon),  not  content  with  making 
this  charge  against  the  Admiralty  of  snp* 
pressing  a  despatch,  the  greater  part  of 
which  was  given  by  the  Controller  in  bis 
Report,  made  a  personal  charge  against 
him,  and  he  must  say  he  regretted  ex- 
tremely that  after  thinking  it  right  to  in* 
dulge  in  the  language  he  used  he  did  not 
wait  to  learn  what  answer  he  would  make. 
In  the  remarks  he  had  made  on  the  Bt^U" 
rophon  that  gallant  officer  said  he  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox)  had  been  guilty  of  groM 
inaccuracy,  and  that  his  statement  was  the 
correct  one.  He  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) 
had  to  reply  that  the  statements  he  bsd 
made  with  reference  to  the  BMerophM 
were  correet  in  every  particular;  and  those 
statements  were  endorsed  in  the  most  ezset 
manner.  If  the  gallant  officer  would  only 
do  him  the  favour  to  wait  a  very  few  days, 
an  in  teres  tiAg  document  would  be  laid  on 
the  table  from  those  Admirals  who  hsd 
been  consulted,  which  would  prove  tbst 
his  statements  were  quite  correct.  There 
was  another  charge  made  against  him.  It 
he  had  known  that  the  statement  of  Ad- 
miral  Ryder  as  to  the  qualities  of  th« 
Bellerophan  was  part  of  a  private  letter 
be  should  not  have  read  it  to  the  Hoote 
without  having  first  obtained  the  conseot 
of  that  gallant  Admiral  to  his  doing  lo. 
The  House  would  remember  that  he  wsi 
not  aware  until  the  night  before,  that  in 
eonsequence  of  hia  right  hon.  Friend's  (the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty's)  illness^  he 
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^liQvId  hMe  to  moTe  the  Naval  Estimates. 
He  h^A  in  eonsequence  been  compelled  to 
•0  borriedlj  through  a  vast  mass  of  Papers, 
gad  ho  had  not  time  to  do  more  than  to 
gull  from  them  what  he  thought  were  the 
mMt  striking  points  to  lay  before  the  Com- 
vitteo*      It  was   in   consequence  of  this 
lui^^  that  he  had  been  led  to  read  the  ex- 
trast  Id  question,  which  otherwise  he  should 
nol  have  made  public  until  the  gallant 
Admiral  had  repeated  his  statement  in  the 
Beport,  which  was  subsequently  published. 
He  was  the  more  anxious  to  state  that  fact 
Ifttetase  it  appeared  that  some  good  persons 
•Bt-of-doors  had  taken  into  their  heads  the 
•itraordinary  notion  that  by  reading  that 
^wtraet  he  had  implied  that  Admiral  Ryder 
wu  opposed  to  all  turret-ships,  and  had 
iuth  in  the  broadside  system  only.     Their 
.'iwads  must  be  strangely  constituted,  for  it 
li  happened  that  the  speech  he  had  made 
m  that  occasion  was  the  only  one  which 
-  bed  bean  made  of  recent  times  in  which  the 
■tvret  lystem   had  not   been   alluded    to. 
Wbat  Admiral   Rjder    intended    by    his 
llftatement  was  that  the  Bellerophon  was  a 
It  poirerful  and  admirable  armour-dad 
lip  of  war,  and  to  that  opinion  he  still 
Ibered.     These  were  the  three  charges 
Hch  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
^InNight  against  him.     With  reference  to 
fts  charges   that   he   or   his    Colleagues 
UhA  wilfully  suppressed  the  despatch,  he 
ssed  only  refer  to  his  career  since  he  had 
•Btered  that  House  to  convince  hon.  Mem- 
[.  ksrs  that  it  was  impossible  that  he  could 
ki?e  been  guilty  of  being  a  party  to  such 
^•proceeding.     The  hon.  Member  hnd  at- 
tributed not  only  the  worst,  but  the  most 
ikspid  moti?es  to   him  with   reference  to 
tiM  accident  that  had   occurred  with  re- 
-^ect  to  this  despatch.     Ho  did  not  think 
b  worth  while  to  reply  to  such  a  charge, 
Wt  he  could  not  help  saying  that  when  the 
M.  and  gallant  Member  used  the  word 
^mppressed,"   he   had  gone   beyond   all 
'|roper  decorum  of  that  House.    He  turned 
''Vith  the  greatest  pleasure  from  the  remarks 
^the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  those  of 
us  other  distinguished  authorities  who  ad- 
WMsed  the  Committee  that  evening  upon 
'*P**al  matters.     There  was  not  a   single 
^^  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mein- 
wi  for  TayisAick,  Lincoln,  Liverpool,  and 
Krksnhead  to  which  he  as  the   organ  of 
'ttt  Admiralty  in  that  House  could  take 
tfcebast  exception,  although  he  had  listened 
Vidi  the  greatest  attention  and  interest  to 
ftiir  remarks.      The  hon.   Member    for 
Iniitock  (llr.  Samuda)  had  made  it  matter 


of  complaint  against  the  Admiralty  that 
they  had  now  afloat  so  many  different  types 
of  Tossels.     But  surely  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  say  that  in  this  age  of  continual 
advance  in  science  the  Admiralty  were  to 
adopt  one  fixed  and  unchangeable  type  of 
vessel,   even   though   some  years   ago  it 
might  have  been  the  most  powerful  known  ? 
A  ship  that  was  built  to-day  upon  the  most 
scientific  principles  would  become  obsolete 
in  a  few  years,  and  it  was,  therefore,  no 
fault  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  that  they 
had   endeavoured   to  keep   pace  with  the 
advance  of  scientific  knowledge  by  making 
improvements  in  the  tjpe  of  the  vessels 
they  were  building.    He  would  pass  by  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  Liverpool  and  Birkenhead,  because 
he  thought  they  could  be  more  conveniently 
answered  in  his  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincoln.     He   took   it   generally  that 
the    hon.    Members    for    Liverpool    (Mr. 
Graves)  and  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Laird)  were 
in   favour   of  turret-ships.     The   former, 
however,  expressed  a  high  opinion  of  the 
Bellerophon  and  of  the  Hercules,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead   anticipated 
nothing    but  evil   from    them.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  took  very 
much  the  same  line,  and  he  would  now  address 
himself  to  theobservations  of  that  lion.  Mem  - 
ber.     In  the  first  place,  the  tone  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  was  most  agreeable  to 
him  as  the  representative  of  the  Admiralty. 
From  what  tiio  hon.  Member  had  said  he 
deduced  the  fact  that  his  constant  inter* 
course  with  Admiral  Robinson  during  the 
time  he  presided  over  the  Committee,  had 
produced   in  his  mind  the  conviction  that 
Admiral  Robinson   was  one   of   the  most 
conscientious,  painstaking,  and  energetic  of 
our  public  servants.     The  hon.  Member  in 
the  first  place  objected  to  the  Minotaur 
class  having  five  masts  ;  but  that  rigging 
had  been  given  them  by  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  naval  officers,  con- 
sisting   of    Admiral    Schomberg,    Captain 
Mends,  and  Captain  Hall,  Superintendent 
of  the  Shcerness  Dockj^ard.     If  the  hon 
Member  had  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire 
he  would  have  found  that  he  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  had  not  to  defend  the  present  but 
a  former  Board  of  Admiralty  with  renpect 
to  them.     With  reference  to  the  Achilles, 
her  four  masts  were  not  given  her  by  the 
advice  or  the  wish  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy.     The  hon.  Member  had  then  pro- 
ceeded to  draw  a  graphic  picture  of  the 
horrors  of  going  to  sea  in  Her  Majesty's 
gunboat  Vixen,     She  was  certainly  not  a 


1181  Navff'^Irtm-^hd 


{COMMONSi 


FUti—RmMXm^ 


USS 


popular  yesBel  in  the  Bervice ;  bat  of  her 
sister  ship,  the  Viper,  her  commander 
had  reported  more  favourably.  It  should, 
however,  be  recollected  that  these  vessels 
were  built  for  a  particular  purpose  ;  they 
were  intended  to  be  very  small,  of  very 
light  draft  of  water,  to  be  heavily  armour- 


ment  that  hia  right  hon.  Friend  the  Fiitt 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  iasaed  the  dienlar 
inviting  private  shipbuilding  firms  to  send 
in  designs.  The  reason  of  their  doing  n 
was  that  so  touch  had  been  said  of  the 
superiority  of  the  designs  of  privaM 
builders  over  those  of  the  Admiralty  that 


plated,  and  to  carry  the  most  powerful  guns,  i  the  Admiralty  were  desirous  of  testiag 
Itwasimpoftsible  that  ships  built  under  such  i  the  point.  They  were  anxious  to  see 
conditions  could  be  very  comfortable  sea- 1  whether  there  was  anything  in  the  private 
going  vessels,  although   he  believed  they .  trade  which  could  add  to  the  efficienoy  d 


had  been  found  perfectly  eflBcient  for  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  intended. 
The  hon.  Member  next  observed  that  we 
had  not  got  an  iron-clad  fit  for  anything— 
that  not  one  of  them  was  fit  for  ocean 
work.  On  the  contrary,  however,  it  was  a 
fact  that  we  possessed  ironclads,  of  not 


the  ships  of  the  Royal  Navy.  The  hoB. 
Gentleman  had  also  alluded  to  what  In 
alleged  was  the  failure  of  the  AwMmm 
class.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  wu  a 
error  on  that  point,  for  the  two  sloops  ft 
that  class,  which  were  either  leaving  m 
had    left   for  foreign   stations,   bad  follj 


the  most  favourable  type,  which  had  done  j  realized  the  expectations  which  the  LoHb 

of  the  Admiralty  had  entertained  of  then. 
Again  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked,  "  If 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  avers  tin 
Bellerophan  to  be  perfection,  why  are  ait 
more  BeUerophons  built  ?"     The  speesh 
of   the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Iff. 
Graves)  supplied  the  answer.     He  moifc 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  faaJ 
never  stated  that  the  Bellerophan  was  th« 
perfection  of  a  ship-of-war.     What  he  bad 
stated   was   that   she    was    an   ezceileot 
vessel ;  but  the  fact  was  that  in  the  Ar- 
cules  we   had   the    same    class    of  ship 
improved.     The  Hercules  was  an  improvaa 
Bellerophoriy  and  wheu  she  weut  to  saa, 
which  would  be  before  long,  the  hon.  Gea- 
tieman  would,  he  believed,  fully  ackoor- 
ledge  that  she  was  a  most  effioient  ship. 
He  now  came  to  the  Motion  of  the  hoo* 
Member  for  Lincoln— 


and  were  doing  ocean  work  in  an  admirable 
manner.     The  converted  ship  Ocean,  an 
iron-clad  of  an  old-fashioned  typo,  had  met 
with    the    most   terrific    weather   on   her 
journey,  being  caught  in  a  cyclone  of  the 
greatest  violence,  and  yet  had  behaved  ad- 
mirably,  and    had    performed    important 
services  in  distant  seas.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman further  objected  to  what  he  called 
the  vacillation  and  the  uncertainty  of  the 
Constructive  Department,  and  had  pointed 
to  three  ships — the  Research,  the  Pallas, 
and  the  Bellerophon  —  as   having  under- 
gone extensive  alterations  since  they  were 
originally  laid   down.     The  Research  was 
the  first  of  the  converted  ships,  and   was 
the  first  attempt  to  build  a  small  iron-clad 
with  a  low  deck,  which  rendered  her  liable 
to  ship  great  quantities  of   water.      She 
was    built  at  the  time  when   turret-ships 
were  coming  into  vogue,  one  of  the  main 
points  of  which  was  the  low  deck,  and  the 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  built  her  with  a  j 


"  That  a  Goromittee  of  soientilic  men  bs  a^ 
pointed  to  take  into  consideration  the  leidjof 
characteristics  that  should  be  adopted  in  tkf 
low  deck  in  order  that  if  she  did  not  answer  {  '^"'""^  construction  of  the  Vessels  of  the  Naty." 
she  might  be  economically  converted  into  I  There  were  several  reasons  why  he  hoped 
A  turret- ship.  The  Pallas  was  not  then  |  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  btf 
finished,    but    was   in  the   hands   of    the  i  Motion  to  a  division.     Two  hon.  Menberi 


builders.  He  was  sure  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  point  out  that  it  was  by  no 
means  an  unusual  course,  after  a  new  ship 
had  been  in  commission  and  was  brought 
home,  to  make  alterations  ;  and  the  altera- 
tions made  in  the  Pallas  and  the  Research 
were  not  more  extensive  or  more  expensive 
than  those  usually  made.  The  alterations 
in  the  Bellerophon  were  little  more  than  House  their  Report  would  bo  binding  OB 
alterations  on  paper.  In  answer  to  another  the  Admiralty,  who  would  oonsequentlf 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for   come  there,  not  to  defend  their  own  ibipti 


on  that  side  of  the  House  bad  poiotad 
out  that  the  effect  of  granting  snch  tf 
inquiry  as  that  for  which  the  hon.  Gsfl- 
tleman  asked  would  be  to  diminish  till 
Parliamentary  responsibility  of  the  Bosrd 
of  Admiralty  ;  because  if  such  a  Comoiii* 
sion  were  composed  of  gentlemen  oot-<^ 
doors    who    were   not   Members   of  tbit 


Lincoln  (Mr.  Secly),  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  through  no  want 
of  confidence  in  the  Constructive  Depart- 

Lord  Henry  Lennox 


not  to  defend  their  own  policy,  not  to 
defend  the  acts  of  their  Constnietor  or 
Controller,  but  aimply  to  aaj  they  hii 
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earned  out  the  reoommenditione  eontained 
In  the  Report  of  the  CommiBsion.  But 
another  reaton  against  thit  Motion  was 
that  the  present  was  an  exeeedinglj  bad 
time  for  arriying  at  a  deeision  on  this 
anbjeet.  He  might  also  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  diffieulty  attending 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  which 
would  carry  out  the  objects  which  he 
desired,  because  that  Commission  would 
be  utterly  worthless  unless  it  was  so  com- 
posed as  to  gain  for  its  decisions  the 
nnifersal  assent  of  public  opinion.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  most  recollect  that 
the  Commission  would  have  to  decide 
among  other  things  between  the  respect! to 
merits  of  the  broadside  and  the  turret- 
afaips ;  and,  were  they  to  commence  their 
labours  now,  they  would  ha?e  to  decide 
between  practical  experiments  on  the  one 
aide  as  against  theoretical  views  on  the 
other.  The  Captain,  designed  by  Captain 
Coles,  and  the  Monarch,  the  turret-ship 
built  by  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  would 
be  completed  during  the  ensning  winter, 
and  the  trials  of  the  two  vessels  would  be 
made  next  spring,  but  until  that  trial  was 
made  it  would  he  impossible  that  a  decision 
eoold  be  fairly  arrived  at.  He  really  most 
beg  to  correct  the  impression  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  entertained  —  that  the 
iron-clad  ships  which  had  been  completed 
bad  not  yielded  the  results  which  had  been 
anticipated.  That  that  was  not  the  case 
the  following  statement  would  show  : — 

"  The  ettimated  speed  of  the  R&tfal  Oak  was 
19  knota,  and  the  actual  speed  12*62 ;  of  the 
Bmfol  Alfred  13  koota,  as  against  12*35  ;  of  the 
€)aUdoma  13*4,  aa  against  ISO;  of  the  Ocean 
13-4,  aa  against  13*8 ;  of  the  Prince  Consort  12-4, 
aa  againat  13.77 ;  of  the  Zeatous  13,  as  against 
13*49  :  of  the  BeUenrphon  14,  as  against  14-171 ; 
«r  the  Lcrd  Chfde  13,  aa  against  13-43  ;  of  the 
JLord  WatfUn  13,  as  againaC  13*49  :  of  the  PaUoi 
13*8,  aa*  against  13*05;  of  the  Vip0r  9*25,  aa 
agiainst  9*68 ;  of  the  Vixen  9*25,  as  against  9.02 ; 
of  the  Penelope  1300  aa  against  13*77." 


now  approached  what  really  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  subject  — -  the 
question  why  the  Admiralty  did  not  build 
more  tarreft- ships  ?  The  question  was  asked 
filao  by  the  lion.  Member  for  Tavistock 
(Mr.  Samnda),  who  not  only  implored  them 
not  to  build  more  broadside- ships,  hut 
vriahed  them  to  build  two  more  turret-ships 
doring  the  present  year.  But  the  House 
W€Mild  not,  he  trusted,  listen  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Admiralty 
lasad  no  plans  for  turret-ships  which  they 
CNOfild  ooDseientioQsly  recommend  for  adop- 

during  the  present  year.    Then  there 


was  the  reason  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liferpool  (Mr.  Gra?es).  It  was 
always  an  invidious  thing  to  refer  in  that 
House  to  the  doings  of  foreign  countries, 
and  he  was  the  last  man  who  would  feel 
any  jealousy  or  suspicion  of  the  motiTcs  of 
the  powerful  Sovereign  who  ruled  so  near 
our  shores.  But  we  could  not  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  French  were  get- 
ting nn  enormous  iron-clad  fleet  together. 
They  were  already  on  an  equality  with 
ourselves;  and  if  the  House  refused  to 
grant  the  two  ships  which  it  was  proposed 
to  build,  they  would  be  superior.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  French  fleet  was  composed 
exclusively  of  broadsides,  for  they  had  not 
embarked  in  turret-ships  at  all.  They 
had  not  spent,  as  we  have  done,  nearly 
£1,000,000  in  making  these  experiments. 
If  the  House  would  grant  these  two  ves- 
sels, as  he  hoped  they  would  do  at  his 
solicitation,  we  should  he  building  two 
more  broadsides  to  enable  our  navy  to  bear 
comparison  with  other  navies,  none  of 
which  had  tnrret-ships.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  fondly  hoped  up  to  the  night  before 
last  to  be  able  to  attend  that  evening,  and 
be  enabled,  with  that  deep  knowledge  and 
great  attachment  which  he  had  always  felt 
for  the  Department  over  which  he  now 
presided,  to  give  the  House  the  reasons 
why  he  wished  to  build  these  two  broad- 
side-ships instead  of  turret- ships.  He  had 
written  to  him  very  clearly  on  this  point, 
requesting  him  to  say  that  he  was  not 
speaking  as  the  irresponsible  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty  ;  he  must,  therefore,  be 
accepted  as  the  feeble  mouthpiece  of  his 
right  hon.  Chief,  who  would  be  the  last 
man  to  reject  turret-ships.  Indeed,  so  far 
from  having  any  prejudice  against  them, 
he  had  over  and  over  again  spoken  of  their 
advantages  for  home  defence,  and  of  the 
desirability  of  getting  the  pattern  of  a  good 
sea-going  vessel  of  that  description.  So 
lately  as  1865  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
made  a  speech  to  that  effect,  and  most  of 
his  Colleagues,  he  believed,  were  anxious 
to  find  such  a  model.  There  was,  in  fact* 
but  one  feeling  in  the  Admiralty — namely, 
that  we  are  not  in  possession  of  such  in- 
formation and  such  a  model  as  would  war- 
rant us  in  building  turret-ships  instead 
of  broadsides.  The  opinion  of  Admiral 
Telverton  had  been  referred  to.  His  gal- 
lant Friend  had  stated  in  his  Report  that 
the  sea  was  so  rough  in  the  Channel  that 
the  broadsides  could  not  open  their  ports, 
and    that    the    turret- ships    could    have 
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silenced  all  tbeir  impotent  opponents.  Bat 
in  the  same  breath  the  Admiral  stated 
what  ship  he  woald  like  to  see  bnilt.  He 
said  that  the  ship  that  he  wanted  was  one 
that  would  ensure  the  comfort  and  health 
of  Ins  men,  and  he  would  chose  a  Tessel 
with  a  freeboard  of  from  12  feet  to  14  feet. 

Mr.  SEELY  asked,  whether  the  Admi- 
ralty did  not  ask  for  a  vessel  having  her 
guns  12  feet  above  the  water ;  not  12  feet 
of  freeboard  ? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he  would 
read  the  gallant  Admiral's  words — 

"  Tliere  is,  no  doubt,  a  tboroagh  iea*gotng  tur- 
ret-ship, say  12  feet,  or  14  feet,  out  of  the  water." 

But  with  such  a  freeboard  the  very  first 
principle  of  the  advocates  of  turret-ships 
would  be  transgressed.  A  low  freeboard 
was  always  put  forward  as  the  grand 
charm  of  a  turret-ship,  but  with  12  feet  or 
14  feet  of  freeboard  the  builder  would  im- 
mediately have  to  resort  to  armour.  The 
ship  Captain  had  a  freeboard  of  8  feet ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr. 
Laird)  proposed  a  vessel  of  similar  propor- 
tions ;  the  hon.  Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr. 
Samuda)  proposed  a  9  feet  6  inch  free- 
board ;  and  the  turret-ship  launched  the 
other  day  had  been  built  from  designs  by 
the  Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navy,  with  a 
freeboard  of  14  feet.  The  designs  of 
Admiral  Halsted,  which  were  the  admira- 
tion of  everyone  at  the  French  Exhibition, 
presented  a  freeboard  of  16  feet.  It  was 
easy  for  hon.  Members  to  urge  the  Admi- 
ralty to  build  sea-going  turret- ships,  but 
what  sort  of  turret-ship  would  they  agree 
to  recommend?  They  did  not  want  a 
turret-ship  of  the  Mianionomah  class  ;  but 
a  vessel  such  as  that  described  by  Lord 
Clarence  Paget,  which  would  go  to  sea, 
keep  at  sea,  and  be  able  to  remain  there 
for  weeks.  He  therefore  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  place  themselves  in  the  position  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  realize  the  difficulties 
of  their  position  when  they  were  asked  to 
decide  what  wan  and  what  was  not  a  good 
design  for  a  bond  fide  seagoing  ship-of- 
war.  Bespecting  this,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  him  to  point  out  that  two  turret- 
ships  designed  for  cruising  would  be  tried 
in  the  spring.  One  of  them  was  designed 
by  the  arch-priest  of  the  turret  system, 
Captain  Coles  ;  and  in  order  that  the  trial 
might  be  unquestionably  fair.  Captain 
Coles  had  chosen  tonnage,  armour,  and 
builders.  He  had  fixed  on  the  yard  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead~[Mr.  Laird  : 
It's  my  son's  yard  J— and  when  that  ship 
Lord  Henry  Lennox 


was  finished  it  wonld  be  a  model  ship, 
realizing  the  ideal  of  the  projector.    The 
other  was  being  constructed  on  the  p\ani 
of  the  Admiralty,  with  a  higher  freeboard. 
It  was  for  this,  among  other  reasons,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  induced  to 
go  on   again  with  broadsides,  instead  of 
entering  on    the   construction  of  turret- 
ships.     If  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  any 
prejudice  on  the  subject  it  was  in  favour  of 
the  turret  principle,  and  not  against  it :  he 
felt  that  the  weight  of  opinion  in  the  coun- 
try was  in  its  favour.     So  strongly  had  his 
right  hon.  Friend  been  impressed  by  the 
public  opinion  on  the  subject  that  he  fasd 
written  to  several  gallant  eommanders  <^ 
the  Channel  Fleet  to  ask  them  whether  tbej 
thought  the  Admiralty  would  do  well  to 
pause  before  embarking  in  any  more  turret- 
cruiaers  until  these  two  vessels  had  been 
tried  ?  The  answers  were  very  brief.  Two 
gallant  officers  were  in  favour  of  turret-sbips, 
but  they  did  not  appear  to  have  much  confi- 
dence in  their  aea- going  properties,  for  tbej 
remarked,  that  if  they  fail  they  can  be  oat 
down  and  converted  ;  but  of  the  other  opi- 
nions his  gallant  friend  Admiral  Warden 
said — 

"  It  may,  indeed,  be  quite  open  to  doabt  wbs- 
tber  it  is  wise  at  the  present  time  to  oommenee 
building  two  more  tarret-ships  when  there  are 
two  80  near  completion,  and  which  will  be  lo  toon 
on  their  triaL" 

Admiral  Yelverton,  after  regretting  that 
the  trial  would  not  occur  aooner,  said — 

"  All  things  considered,  I  am  clearly  of  opinioa 
that  the  two  turret-ships.  Captain  and  MonarA, 
ought  to  be  fairlj  tested  as  sea>gotng  ships  befois 
we  venture  on  building  other  vessels  of  the  tori 
When  the  numerous  advantages  of  the  tarrst 
system  are  found  to  be  compatible  with  the  maoy 
and  varied  requirements  of  a  B6a>goiog  ship  in  sU 
weathers,  it  will  be  time  to  depart  from  whst  I 
hear  you  now  intend  doing." 

Captain  Foley,  of  the  CaniMdge^  lately 
flag  captain  to  Admiral  Yelverton,  said— 

"With  regard  to  what  I  think  of  turret-shipi, 
and  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to  boild  two 
turret  in  lieu  of  two  broadside-ships  during  this 
year,  I  think  it  would  be  extreme  folly  to  do  M 
until  such  time  as  the  Captain  and  Jiomurtht  no« 
building,  have  had  a  trial  at  sea,  to  test  their  sea^ 
going  qualities.  Having  had,  during  the  last 
year,  some  experience  in  the  Prince  Albert,  I 
consider  the  low  freeboard  turret-ahip  as  uwtfol 
in  the  English  Navy  only  to  proteot  the  port  to 
which  she  belongs  as  a  coast  defenoe,  and  not  as  a 
trustworthy  sea-going  ship,  from  the  (act  that  in 
rough  weather  the  sea  breaks  over  the  deck  and 
will  cause  the  turret-ship  to  bar  up  her  ports  to 
keep  the  water  out,  which  would  otherwise  poor 
in  ;  besides  other  reasons  which  a  eaptain  wonld 
find  out  when  placed  in  such  a  vessel  in  a  heavy 
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•M.    For  {Krotaotion  of  harboan  they  are  admi- 
rable, and  better  than  forte." 

Captain  Hood,  of  the  ExiselUnt,  was  of 

opiDion  that — 

"  All  thinga  eonetdered  with  regard  to  sealing 
iron-cladt,  ehipe  armed  properly  on  the  broadeide 
principle  are  most  decidedly  to  be  preferred  to 
turreUshipe." 

Captain    King    Hall,   SuperiDtendent    at 
Sheerness  Dockyard,  said— 

*'  I  take  the  liberty  of  writing  frankly  to  you, 
becaate  I  deem  it  a  public  duty,  and  seriously 
trust  that  no  pressure  of  irresponsible  opinion 
will  tempt  the  conrd  of  Admiralty  to  order  other 
eea-going  turret-ships  to  be  built  until  the  Monarch 
and  Captain  hare  been  fiiirly  and  honestly  tried, 
their  defects  disoorered,  and  improTementi  sug- 
gested." 

Captain  Vanaittart,  of  the  AehUU$t  was  in 
favoar  of  turrets,  but  did  not  beliefe  any 
deck  above  turrets  could  be  made  strong 
enough  to  stand.  He  would  oommcnce 
building  turrets  at  once,  and  if  not  a  suooess 
as  sea-going  ships  would  eon?ert  them  into 
harbour  defences.  Captain  Chamberlain, 
of  the  Aiia,  was  of  the  same  opinion. 
That,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out  to  the 
House.  WAS  not  a  policy  which  the  Admi- 
ralty felt  themsehes  justified  in  pursuing 
at  the  present  moment,  when  they  were 
anxioos  to  increase  the  number  of  their 
iron -clad  ships  to  a  reasonable  proportion, 
as  compared  with  those  of  foreign  Powers. 
Captain  Willes,  of  the  Steam  Reserve, 
Devonport,  said — 

"  I  think  the  Admiralty  quite  right  in  not  sub- 
■tituting  two  turret-ships  for  the  broadside  ones 
in  the  building  programme,  until  the  Contain  and 
the  Mtmarch  have  been  properly  tried  at  sea.  I 
beg  that  it  may  be  distinctly  understood  that  in 
mj  opinion  a  turret-vessel  proper,  the  Royal 
Sovereign,  has  all  the  elements  necessary  for 
harbour  and  coast  defence." 

Nearly  all  those  gallant  officers  were  in 
faTOor  of  the  construction  of  turret-ships 
for  the  purposes  of  harbour  and  coast  de- 
fence; but  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  deter- 
mined to  go  on  with  the  building  of  broad- 
side-ships until  the  two  turret-ships  to 
which  he  had  referred  had  been  tried.  He 
might  add  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Col- 
league, the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir. 
John  Hay),  had  begged  of  him  to  state 
that*  while  their  views  as  to  the  turret 
•yatem  remained  entirely  unchanged*  they 
moat  cordially  supported  the  line  of  policy 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty  had  deemed  it  right  to 
adopt.  His  right  hon.  Friend,  too,  wished 
him  to  say  that  he  would  do  everything  in 
hia  power  to  hasten  the  trial  of  the  two 
tairet-ahips  which  were  being  bailt.     On 


several  occasions,  owing  to  the  admirable 
workmanship    and   great    zeal   displayed 
by  the  firm  with  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  was  connec- 
ted, much  more  rapid  progress  had  been 
made  with  those  ships  last  year  than  was 
thought  possible,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  lately  written  down  to  ask  whether 
their  completion  might  not  be  still  further 
hastened.      With  respect  to  another  ques* 
tion — the  qualities  of  the  IwnncihU  class 
of  ships — it  would  be,  perhaps,  more  con- 
venient to  deal  with  it  when  Vote  10  came 
under  discussion.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  (Mr.   Samuda)  had  a  distinct 
Motion  to  make  on  the  subject.    Before 
he  sat  down  he  was  about  to  take  a  some- 
what unusual  eoorse,  but  he  hoped  that 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case  the  House  would  give  it  its  sanction. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  hoped  from  day 
to  day  that  he  would  be  able  to  attend  in 
his  place,  but  being,  owing  to  continued 
illness,  disappointed  in  that  expectation, 
he  had  written  him  a  letter,  which   he 
should  wish  to  read  to  the  House.  In  that 
letter  his  right  hon.  Friend  said  — 

<*  I  have  always  been  most  anxious  to  give  a 
fiur  trial  to  torret-ships  at  sea  (and  I  made  a  long 
speech  on  the  subject  in  1866),  and  nothing  I 
could  do  since  I  have  been  in  Offloe  have  I  negleo> 
ted  to  expedite  the  trial  which  will  come  off  in  the 
case  of  the  Captain  and  Monarch,  That  trial 
will  come  off  two  years  before  any  new  tnrret-ship 
laid  down  under  my  authority  this  year  would  be 
ready,  and  I  do  think  it  only  common  prudence  to 
wait  for  the  trials  of  the  Capiain  and  Monarch, 
which  will  come  off  in  the  spring,  more  especially 
when  it  is  considered  how  great  is  the  pre- 
ponderance of  naval  opinion  as  to  doubts  attend- 
ing the  turret  system  as  applied  for  sea-going  and 
cruizing  parposes." 

In  conclusion,  he  had  simply  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln 
would  not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion. He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
show  that  in  the  hands  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  the  turret  system 
would  have  a  fair  trial,  and  he  would 
merely  add  that  it  was  most  painful  to  the 
members  of  the  Board  to  have  to  dismiss 
so  many  dockyard  labourers  employed  on 
wooden  shipbuilding,  in  order  that  they 
might  devote  the  money  to  the  purpose  of 
laying  down  two  ships  to  be  added  to  the 
strength  of  our  iron-dad  fleet.  He  had  to 
apologiie  for  having  trespassed  so  long  on 
the  patience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  feel  that  no  apology  was 
needed  from  the  noble  Lord  for  any  want 
of  efficiency  on  his  part  in  supplying  the 
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place  of  his  Chief  after  the  very  clear  and 
fair  explanation  which  he  had  just  made. 
He  had  in  the  courso  of  his  speech  referred 
to  the  great  difficulties  which  the  Board  of 
of  Admiralty  had  to  encounter  in  dealing 
with  professional  questions  of  the  great  im- 
portance of  that  under  discussion,  and  no- 
body,   he  thought,  who  had  watched  the 
naTal  debates  of  the  last  eight  or  nine  years 
could  haTo  failed  to  perceiTo  that  those  who 
when  out  of  Office  spoke  somewhat  lightly 
on  the  subject,  and  especially  on  the  merits 
of  turret-ships,  were  disposed  very  much 
to  alter  their  tone  as  soon  as  they  became 
responsible  for  the  management  of  affairs. 
He  (Mr.  Childers)  did  not  suppose  that 
politics  had  anything  to  do  in  influencing 
the   opinions    of   hon.    Members    on  this 
question,  for  he    was   not  aware  that    a 
turret-ship  was  either  a  Tory  or  a  Liberal 
production,  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stamford  (Sir  John 
Hay)  had  been  very  candid  in  his  admis- 
sions, and   he  hoped  that  the  change  in 
his    views   would   moderate  the   tone    of 
those  who   were  so  fond  of  dogmatizing 
on  this  subject.     His  noble  Friend   had, 
he  thought,  in  the  present  instance,  ^iven 
good   reasons  why   the  Inquiry  proposed 
by    the  hon.    Member  for  Lincoln    (Mr. 
Seely)    should    not    be    instituted  ;    but 
he  (Mr.  Childers)  could  at  the  same  time 
have  wished  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
able  to  lay  before  the  House  some  plan 
which,  without  destroying  the  liberty  of 
action  of  the  Constructive  Department  of 
the  Admiralty,  or  diminishing  its  respon- 
sibilty  for  all    that  was  done    under    its 
superintendence,  would  give  it  the  advan- 
tage of  a  certain  amount  of  scientific  inves- 
tigation and  advice.     That  was  a  policy 
which  had  been  more  than  once  advocated 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarence  Paget) 
— and  he  should  like  to  see  some  such 
plan  adopted.      He   endorsed    most  fully 
what  had  been  said  on  both  sides  as  to  the 
great  labour,  pains,  assiduity,  and  public 
spirit  displayed   by  the  Controller  of  the 
Kavy,  and  those  engaged  in  all  matters 
connected  with  the  construction  of  ships 
in  late  years.     He  believed  that  they  had 
in  that  gallant  officer  and  in  Mr.  Eeed 
and  the  other  members  of  the  Department 
a  most  efficient  body  of  public  servants. 
The  proposal   of    the    hon.    Member   for 
Lincoln,  whatever  might  be  the  views  of 
those  who  supported  it,  would   have  the 
effect  of  divesting  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
of  a  considerable  amount  of  responsibility, 
and  of  easting  a  reflection  upon  the  ability 
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of  eminent  men  wbo  at  prewDl  adviied  tht 
Board.     On  that  ground  he  ehoiild  feel 
compelled  to  vote    against  the  proposed 
Resolution.   The  noble  Lord  the  Secretsij 
to  the  Admiralty  was  qaite  right  in  sajior 
that  until  the  Vapiain  and  the  MmarA 
were  afloat,  and  experience  wai  obtanied 
of  their  performances,  the  CommissioD,  if 
appointed,    would    find    itself    for  joou 
months  with  practically  nothing  to  do,  aij 
he  would  advise  the  Board  of  Admirsltj 
by  all  means  to  expedite  the  constraetiN 
of  the  iron-clads  which  thej  bad  in  hasi 
He  trusted  that  by  next  spring  ih^Ca§lm 
and  the  Monarch  would  have  had  tbiir 
trial,  and  as  he,  for  one,  was  not  ao  opp» 
nent  of  the  turret  system,  and  had  mori 
than  once  done  all  in  his  power  to  ei- 
courage  it,  he  looked  forward  to  the  i» 
suit  with  the  greatest  interest  aud  mi- 
dence. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  f» 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  thi 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  47;  Nmi 
37:  Majority  10. 

PRINCESS     OF    WALES. 
reply  to  address. 

Viscount  ROYSTON  (CoktrollbiiI 
the  Household)  reported  Her  Msjestj'i 
Answer  to  the  Address  [9th  Joij]  tt 
follows : — 

''  Your  loyal  and  dutiful  Addrett^^A 
Birth  of  the  Princess,  My  6randiM§httr, 
has  afforded  Me  i^iueh  satisfaction;  etiil 
thank  you  for  the  renewed  assurance  cff0 
attachment  to  My  Person  and  Family" 

VANCOUVER'S  ISLAND  AND  BBHISH 
COLUMBIA.— QUESTION. 

YiSGOUNT  MILTON  said,  be  rest  H 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  WW 
direct  means  of  Postal  or  other  Cs» 
munication  exist  between  this  CoooU} 
and  the  aboTo  Colonies?  Altboagb  tti 
Postal  Directory  announced  mails  tlM 
times  a  month  to  YancouTer's  Island,  tbqf 
were  forwarded  only  by  the  United  StiM 
as  far  as  San  Francisco,  where  thif 
awaited  the  arriTal  of  »  ?essel  of  l«>f* 
tonnage,  which  was  oooasionallj  sent  ftia 
the  Pacific  squadron  for  the  parpois  p 
conTeying  despatches  or  mails  to  tM 
island  or  British  Colambia.  This  i^ 
might  be  performed  bj  a  despatoh  M 
at  much  less  expense.  He  wished  tokofVi 
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whether  il  wai  the  habitoal  praotioe  of 
Admirali  in  charge  of  large  Tessels  in  Her 
Majeatj'fl  Senrice  to  carry  mails,  and 
whether  despotch  boats  similar  to  those 
used  hj  the  Trinity  Honse  would  not  be 
better  suited  for  the  conveyance  of  mails 
than  ships  like  the  Sutlej  and  the  Zealous, 
'  which  were  of  3,066  tons  and  3»716  tons 
measurement  respectiTcly  ?  He  wished  to 
know  under  what  head  in  the  Bstimates 
the  cost  of  the  occasional  conTcyanoe  of 
the  mails  of  which  he  had  spoken  is 
charged  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  noble  Vis- 
count must  confine  himself  to  asking  a 
Qaestion. 

Mb.    SCLATER-BOOTH    said,    that 
having  listened  for  some  time  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount  he  was  really 
at  a  loss  to  understand  the  object  he  had 
in  yiew.      He   could    readily   understand 
that  as  the  noble  Viscount  was  interested 
in  the  prosperity  of  Vancouver's  Island  he 
might  feel  it  to  be  a  matter  of  regret  that 
the  colony  should  not  enjoy  postal  com- 
munication with  this  country.     But  that 
was  not   the  only  colony  which    had   to 
forego  that  advantage.     It  was  only  the 
other  evening  that  it  was  stated  that  the  im- 
portant colony  of  Penang  had  been  deprived 
of  such  communication.     He  hoped  the  day 
might  not  be  very  far  distant  when  direct 
postal  communication  might  be  established, 
hot  it  must  be  somewhat  remote,  as  the 
expenditure  would    probably  be  not   less 
than  £10,000  a  year  in  addition  to  what 
was  already  paid,  and  the  correspondence 
with  Vancouver's  Island  was  diminishing 
in  amount.     He  believed  the  whole  diffi- 
enltj  arose  from  this,  that  the  colony  of 
Vancouyer's    Island    was  unable  or  un- 
willing to  pay  the  money  that  would  be 
necessary  to  keep  up  a  postal  communica- 
tion with  San  Francisco,  but  was  no  doubt 
very  desirous  that  the    ftoperial  Govern- 
ment  should  be  at  that  expense.     Any  of 
Her  Majesty's  yessels  that  might  happen 
to    atop   at   the  colony  might  carry  the 
mails,  but  that  was  an  act  of  grace ;  there 
wtkB  no  obligation  on  them  to  do  so.     If 
direct  communication   with   this  country 
were  the  object,  it  must  be  effected  by 
means  of  the  Russian  steamers  from  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama  ;   that  would  involve 
rery    serious  expense,   and    he  was   not 
aware  of  any  intention  of  incurring  it  at 
preeent.     It  was  for  the  colony  to  make 
^arrangements  for  a  line  of  yessels  between 
itself  and  San  Francisco ;  and  if  that  were 
done   the  communication  might  be  suffi- 


ciently speedy.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
asked  under  what  head  of  the  Estimates 
the  expense  was  charged.  [Viscount 
Milton  :  The  casual  expense.]  Under 
no  head  of  the  Estimates  whatever.  A 
stamp  was  affixed  according  to  what  the 
American  Oovemment  charged,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Navy 
if  they  chose  to  carry  those  mails  would 
receive  any  remuneration.  They  certainly 
would  not.  The  noble  Viscount  would 
find  one  or  two  items  in  the  Postal  Esti- 
mates which  might  have  a  bearing  on  this 
question— for  instance,  there  was  an  item 
of  £150  for  a  Post  Office  agent  at  San 
Francisco,  and  another  for  conveyance  of 
mails  by  private  ships ;  and  it  was  a  fact 
that  ships  did  take  out  mails  from  time  to 
time,  but  there  wai  no  direct  communica- 
tion with  the  colony.  The  noble  Viscount 
wished  for  all  the  Correspondence  since 
1859,  but  it  would  be  a  waste  of  money 
to  produce  all  that  had  occurred  since  that 
remote  date.  He  was  sure,  howevery 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Adderley) 
would  be  willing  to  produce  any  letters 
which  might  bear  on  the  subject,  if  it  were 
not  a  fact  that  the  communications  were 
in  an  altogether  imperfect  state  at  present. 
Remonstrances  had  certainly  come  from 
the  colonial  Government,  but  the  Goyem- 
ment  at  home  did  not  see  its  way  to  estab- 
lishing this  communication.  He  saw  no 
object  ^in  producing  the  Correspondence ; 
but  if  the  noble  Viscount  at  a  future  time 
should  move  for  information  in  a  different 
shape,  it  would,  if  possible,  be  produced. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  the 
House  was  yery  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Viscount  for  having  brought  so  im- 
portant a  sobject  before  it  as  the  corre- 
spondence between  British  Columbia  and 
this  country.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  he  was  informed  by  a  publication  from 
the  Post  Office  that  if  he  wished  to  send 
a  letter  to  British  Columbia,  put  it  into 
the  Post  Office,  and  paid  a  certain  sum,  it 
would  arrive  at  a  certain  time,  and,  in  like 
manner,  that  an  answer  would  be  received 
at  a  given  time.  But  it  appeared  from  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  that  there  was 
no  security  whatever  that  the  promise  thus 
given  to  the  public  would  be  kept.  Some- 
thing like  a  deception  was  practised  by 
the  authorities  in  this  country,  in  stating 
through  the  Postal  Directory  that  there 
was  a  weekly  communication  with  Van- 
couver's Island,  when,  in  fact,  such  com- 
munication did  not  exist.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  carefully  to  consider  whether 
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it  would  not  be  cheaper  to  employ  small 
vessels  to  carry  the  letters,  instead  of 
transmitting  them  by  men-of-war.  The 
Commanders  of  the  naval  force  stated  that 
they  were  put  to  great  expense,  and  the 
Admirals  complained  that  they  were  worried 
in  consequence  of  carrying  despatches  and 
letters.  The  answer  which  had  been  given 
was  that  our  young  colonies  must  find  the 
means  to  carry  on  their  postal  communi- 
cation. But  surely  it  would  be  better  to 
give  them  a  small  subsidy.  The  money 
expended  for  coals  for  men-of-war  carrying 
letters,  and  for  agencies,  would  suffice  to 
supply  small  vessels  for  the  service.  It 
was  the  fashion  of  the  day  to  tell  colonists 
that  they  must  do  everything  themselves, 
which  was  grossly  unfair. 

Mr.  ABDERLEYsaid,  that  at  this  mo- 
ment letters  were  despatched  every  Satur- 
day  by  New  York  across  America  to  San 
Francisco,  and  from  San  Francisco  by  an 
American  packet  to  Portland  in  Oregon, 
and  so  to  Victoria  and  New  Westminster. 
Up  to  last  year  the  authorities  in  Vancou- 
ver's Island  had  made  their  own  arrange- 
ments, but  the  result  was  a  complete  failure. 
They  got  into  debt  and  were  unable  to  con- 
tinue the  subsidy.  Since  then  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  attempting 
to  make  some  arrangement  for  establishing 
communication  between  San  Francisco  and 
Victoria.  The  negotiations  were  now  going 
on,  and  would,  he  iiad  no  doubt,  terminate 
satisfactorily.  The  Correspondence  between 
1859  and  1867  would  be  absolutely  use- 
less, as  it  related  to  an  arrangement  which 
had  fallen  to  the  ground,  and  the  colony 
Itself  had  changed  its  condition  ;  while  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  produce  the  sub- 
sequent Correspondence,  because  it  was 
incomplete  at  present,  and  because  it  in- 
volved the  part  which  the  United  States 
Qovernment  were  taking  in  the  negotia- 
tions. This  country  could  not  undertake 
the  communication  by  subsidy.  lie  as- 
sured the  House  that  the  matter  was  re- 
ceiving the  most  careful  consideration,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  soon  be  satisfactorily 
settled. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
DOW  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply— corMi(^ere(2  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(i.)    £87,179,  Victualling    Yards  and 
Transport   Establishments  at  Home   and 
Abroad. 

Mr.  M.  Chamb^i 


(2.)  £64,824,  Medical  Ettablisbmenb 
at  Home  and  Abroad. 

(3.)  £20,709.  Marine  DivUions. 

(4.)  £592,908,  to  complete  the  sum  to 
Naval  Stores,  &c. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  he  wished 
for  some  explanation  of  the  sale  of  shipi 
at  less  prices  than  were  afterwards  gives 
by  the  Government  for  the  old  stores  takes 
from  the  same  ships.  One  ship  was  sokl 
by  Government  for  £2,600,  and  the  piv> 
chaser  received  from  Government  for  eU 
materials  £3,477.  Old  ships  oaght  to  he 
sold  not  privately  but  publicly  to  the 
highest  bidder.  Sales  of  vessels  by  tb 
East  India  authorities  had  been  made  ei 
better  terms  than  the  Government  obtaiaei 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  feaiei 
that  when  selling  their  old  ships  the  Ad- 
miralty proceeded  on  false  principles,  and 
that  the  result  was  a  very  serious  loss  to 
the  country.     From  a  pamphlet  which  hd 
been  published  in  reference  to  these  matld 
it  would  appear  that  the  Admiralty  did  Ml 
ask  for  tenders  from  all  the  world  for  tbui 
ships,  but  invited  one,  two,  or  three  pop* 
sons  to  send  in  tenders  for  the  pnrehsii 
It  did  so  happen,  too,  that  the  ships  woe 
sold  for  a  third  or  fourth  of  the  sun  st 
which  they  had  been  valued  by  our  e«i 
valuers.    One  particular  ship  would  spfev 
in  the  Estimates  as  having  been  purolisiil 
for  £34,000,  but  it  would  be  a  very  gnU 
mistake  to  suppose   that   the  buyer  hi 
really  handed  that  sum  to  the  AdniiiaH^ 
In   accordance  with  the  custom,  lie  m 
the  stores  of  the  ship  back  to  the  Adai- 
ralty,   so  that  he  had  to  pay  them  is^ 
about £13,000 or  £14.000,  theshiplianf 
been  valued  at  £70,000  or  £80,000  bjiv 
own  valuer.     It  was  alleged  —  be  didtft 
say  so— that  there  was  an  nnderstsifti 
between  the  authorities  at  the  AdminlV 
and  those   who  were   invited   to  sendii 
tenders   for  the  purchase  of  ships.    Al 
Admiralty  were  discharging  workmen  fn^ 
the  dockyards.    Why  did  they  not  eoipto 
those  men  in  breaking  up  the  old  ibifii 
If  they  adopted  this  plan  they  coold  kif 
the  stores  and  merely  sell  the  timbers. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  tW 
the  ship  to  which  the  hon.  Member^ 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  bed  it- 
ferred  as.  having  been  sold  at  a  verj  h^ 
price  had  been  so  sold  because  of  tbe  p^ 
valence  of  a  disease  aboard  some  ^^ 
fore  the  sale.  The  hon.  Member  hsd  tfW 
why  the  Admiralty  did  not  sell  bm*  * 
their  old  ships  and  get  good  priM>  ^ 


1146 


Suppfy^lfmjf  IJxTLT  18, 1868) 


Siiimaiei. 


1146 


(bmn.  They  would  be  Tory  bappy  to  do 
80 ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
iodaee  some  of  his  wealthy  oouBtituents  to 
eome  forward  as  purehasers.  He  oould 
auure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  M.  Chambers)  that  there 
was  no  understanding  of  the  kind  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  be- 
tween the  Admiralty  and  any  tradesmen 
or  any  professional  persons.  He  was  not 
snre  that  the  Ghsncellor  of  the  Eichequer 
woold  eoncnr  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  in  thinking  that  the  country  would 
gain  by  bafing  the  discharged  dockyard 
men  re-employed  for  the  purpose*  of  break- 
ing up  old  ships.  Employment  might, 
howe?er,  be  afforded  to  those  men  by  per- 
sons who  bought  the  ships  to  break  up. 
The  question  of  the  manner  in  which  old 
ships  should  be  disposed  of  was  now  en- 
gaging the  attention  of  a  Committee,  and 
be  did  not  think  it  would  be  respectful  to 
that  Committee  if,  on  the  part  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  were  to  pronounce  a  positife 
opinion  on  the  question  at  present. 

Ms.  CANDLISH  said,  that  in  reference 
to  an  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  to  the  effect  that  the  East  India 
Company  used  to  sell  their  old  ships  at 
better  prices  than  those  now  obtained  by 
the  Admiralty,  he  wished  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  ships  of  that  Company 
had  been  built  for  commercial  purposes. 
Ships  bought  from  the  Admiralty   would 
hare  to  undergo  very  considerable  alter- 
ations to  adapt  them  to  commercial  pur- 
poaes,  and   it  was  well  known   that  the 
Bailing  and  managing  the  Tossels  as  com- 
mercial ships  which  had  not  been  built  as 
•oeh  was  more  expensive  than  sailing  and 
managing  under   ordinary   circumstances. 
It  was  an  undoubted  fact  that  in  one  ease, 
where  the  vessel   was  sold  for  £2,000, 
the  Admiralty  re-purchased  the  old  copper 
for  £4,000.     He  thought,  however,  that  it 
would  be  as  well  to  postpone  any  searching 
ioqairy  into  this  subject  until  the  Report 
upon  it  was  published. 

Mr.  OB  ayes  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
aitaotion  to  the  cost  of  coaling  Tossels-of- 
^rar.     The  cost  of  coals  put  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  ships  at  Spithead  was  from  28«. 
to  38f .  per  ton,  whereas  coal  was  delivered 
by  merchant  ships  at  Gibraltar  and  Malta 
at   258.  per  ton.     He  would   reeommend 
that  Portland  should  be  formed  into  a  coal- 
ing atation.    They  had  there  a  magnificent 
harbour,  and  at  an  eipenditure  of  £10,000 
or    jS  13,000  they  might    have  a  coaling 
atation  in  direct  communication  with  the 


I 


collieries.  The  railways  might  bring  down 
the  coal  from  the  collieries,  and  it  might 
be  at  once  put  on  board  the  vessels — a  plan 
which,  if  adopted,  woold  save  30  per  cent 
of  the  coal  now  rendered  useless  for  steam 
purposes  by  breakage.  The  expenditure 
for  this  purpose  he  estimated  would  be 
only  about  £10,000  or  £15,000,  while  the 
yearly  saving  would  be  very  large.  It 
would  be  of  infinite  advantage  to  us  in 
times  of  emergency  if  a  continuous  stream 
of  coal  could  be  relied  upon  for  coaling 
the  ships,  instead  of  their  having  to  wait 
for  a  fortnight  before  they  could  complete 
their  coaling.  He  thought  that  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues 
turning  their  attention  to  it. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  his  previous  remarks  in  regard 
to  the  sale  of  old  ships,  he  knew,  not  of 
one,  but  twenty  instances  like  that  he 
had  referred  to,  in  which  ships  had  been 
sold  far  beneath  their  apparent  value. 
He  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  thought  it  consistent  with  his  duty 
to  tell  him  that  he  had  better  go  to  his 
constituents  and  ask  them  to  buy  those 
old  ships.  His  constituents  knew  how 
intelligently  to  do  their  own  business, 
which  was  more  than  the  Admiralty  seem- 
ingly did.  He  recollected  having  been 
told  on  one  occasion,  when  he  had  com- 
plained of  more  anchors  being  asked  for, 
when  there  were  sufficient  in  store  to 
-supply  the  Navy  for  twenty-five  years, 
that  they  required  seasoning.  He  hoped 
the  present  Admiralty  were  not,  seeing 
they  were  expending  large  sums  for  Dant- 
lic  deals,  going  to  lay  up  sufficient  for 
twenty-five  years. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  thought  the 
difficulties  under  which  the  Admiralty  la- 
boured in  the  sale  of  old  ships  and  the 
criticisms  they  underwent  for  selling  those 
ships  too  ehesply,  and  buying  in  the  old 
copper,  be.f  in^them  at  an  unduly  high 
rate,  arose  from  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
Parliament  in  the  Naval  Stores  Act,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  seek  a  repeal  of  that  Act  { 

Lord  HENR7  LENNOX  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  assure  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  that  nothing  was 
further  from  his  wish  than  to  appear  to 
answer  the  Questions  which  were  put  to 
him  in  a  flippant  manner,  but  the  fact  was 
that,  finding  the  discussion  rather  dull,  he 
had  endeavoured  to  promote  the  hilarity  of 
the  evening.     What  he  wished,  however. 
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to  My  in  earnest  was  that  eaeh  of  the  old 
•hip^  now  cost  £1,000  per  annnm  in  ship- 
keeping,  and  that  it  was  desirable  to  get 
rid  of  tliem  on  the  best  terms  that  could  be 
obtained,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  bring  forward  customers  for 
them.  If  the  ships  were  not  sold  for  what 
they  would*  fetch,  they  would  ha?e  to  be 
broken  up  by  the  shipbuilders  in  the  dock- 
yard at  Sheerness,  which  would  cost  a 
large  sum  of  money.  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Liddell),  he  could  not  pledge  himself  to 
rooommend  the  Admiralty  to  repeal  the 
Nafal  Stores  Act,  which  was  re-enacted 
last  year  at  their  instance. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  must 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  answered  the  Question  he 
had  put  to  him  concerning  the  sale  of  old 
ships  by  public  tender,  instead  of  by  the 
present  system  of  one  or  two  firms  only 
tendering  for  the  Tessels.  If  they  could 
not  get  a  proper  price  for  the  Tessels  they 
should  break  them  up  themselves.  .  .' 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  that  the^ 
latter  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
invoUo  a  large  expense,  as  it  would  be 
necessary  to  engage  men  to  break  up  the 
ships,  and  their  labour  would  be  just  as 
ezpensiTo  as  if  they  were  building  ships 
instead  of  pulling  them  to  pieces.     In  the  I 
only  instance  in  which  the  plan  of  public  I 
tender  had  been  tried  the  ships  had  been  | 
sold  for  far  less  then  the  price  they  usually  i 
realized. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  what  Mr.  I 
Tobden  had  said  was  perfectly  true,  that ; 
there  should  be  buyers  and  sellers  who  i 
would  deal  with  these  matters  in  the  ordi* ! 
nary  commercial  way  of  business.  It  by 
no  means  followed  that  the  system  of  pub- 
lic tender  was  the  best.  Generally  it  was, 
but  not  always. 

Mr.  DU  cane  said,  he  would  beg  to 
state  in  reply  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Graves), 
that  the  present  system  of  coaling  vessels- 
of-war  by  means  of  pontoons  was  only  tem- 
porary. They  were  in  hopes  that  an  ar«  { 
rangement  might  be  made  with  the  railway  \ 
companies  for  the  transit  of  coal  between  ! 
Portland  and  the  Welsh  coast.  But  as  it ' 
would  involve  a  considerable  outlay  to 
adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 
they  thou);ht  it  better  to  wait  until  another 
year  before  asking  for  the  sum  necessary 
to  carry  out  any  improvement  upon  the 
present  system. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Lord  Henry  Lennom 


(5.)  Motion  made,  ud  QveifioB  fn- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exoeedinf  iT4l«5M,  k 
granted  to  Her  Msjettj,  to  oomplett  tht  m 
necesiary  to  defrmj  the  Ezpente  of  Stna  H^ 
ohinery  for  Her  Majetty'e  Shipi  and  VenriiyHt 
for  Paymentf  to  be  msde  tor  Ships  and  Vfnii 
building  or  to  be  built  bj  Contract,  which  il 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  yeiral' 
ing  on  the  Slit  day  of  March  1869." 

Mb.  SAMUDA  aaid,  he  rose  to  Air 
attention  to  the  circumstances  under  wUh 
the  sanction  of  the  Committee  to  tb 
building  of  two  vessels  of  the  Aydaeim 
class,  the  Triumph  and  the  Sunftna%  v« 
asked  for.  Those  vessels  were  of  3,101 
tons  and  800-horse  power  each,  udit 
which  the  House  had  already  sanotiMl 
the  building  of  four  fessela  of  that  dMfc 
Ue  proposed  that  instead  of  the  boUAf 
of  these  two  being  proceeded  with  \m 
turret-vessels  should  be  substituted  k 
them.  A  great  deal  of  valuable  mknt 
tion  might  be  gained  from  two  suebvwdl 
as  he  proposed,  although,  of  coarse,  tUr 
relative  fighting  powers,  aa  compared  wit 
those  and  the  broadside-veasels,  eoold  nff 
be  ascertained  after  several  severe  eagig^ 
ments  had  been  fought.  We  should  Wii 
the  region  of  experiment  for  many  p0 
to  come ;  and  for  the  Government  to  i^ 
fuse  experiment  was  to  refuse  all  f^ 
gross.  The  Admiral  of  the  Channel  IW 
had  expressed  his  opinion  of  our  biii^ 
side  iron-clads  in  no  measured  terms,  b 
stated  that  they  rolled  to  the  lover  pirt 
of  their  porta  in  fine  weather,  and  tail 
upper  part  of  their  ports  in  bad  weate 
Consequently,  in  moderately  bad  wcalhv 
they  could  not  fight  a  single  gon.  Ail 
arose  from  the  fact  that  broadside-ahip 
were  always  obliged  to  be  placed  is  w 
trough  of  the  sea.  Turret-vessels  eooUki 
fought  head  to  the  wind,  and  rolling  tNl 
thus  prevented.  Much  had  been  mS»i 
alleged  objections  by  Admirals  and  eapialtf 
to  building  turret-ships,  but  he  mait  rsaiii 
the  Committee  that  the  opinions  qnoti' 
were  not  really  against  turret-ships.  Tki 
commanders  whose  opiniona  were  siki' 
had  a  case  put  to  them  in  a  partieihr 
way,  and  they  answered  it  aa  all  preM 
men  would  have  done.  The  Adouraly 
said,  *'  Wo  are  building  two  turret-vaiMli 
for  sea  ;  we  shall  be  able  to  try  thea  *•>} 
soon  :  do  you  think  it  will  be  adviiaUali 
build  others  now  or  wait  till  we  tiy  H^ 
which  we  are  building?"  Of  eonm  ^ 
answer  was,  **  We  wonld  prefer  to  ^ 
till  we  saw  those  that  are  bviUnig 
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pleted/'  That  would  be  A  safe  enoDgh  prin- 1  boi,  geeingf  that  so  mnoh  more  eould  be 


eiple  to  ^0  upon  if  waiting  invoWed  only 
delay  ;  but  when  it  in?olfed  the  building 
of  another  and  defeetive  elass  of  shipi  he 
•aid  **  No ;  if  you  must  build,  build  turret- 
Tessels."    Eyeryone  knew  of  the  adran- 
tages  of  turret-shipt,  and  it  was  equally  well 
known  that  their  possible  disadrantages 
would  be  few  ;  therefore!  the  balance  was 
decidedly  in  their  farour.     To  keep  the 
ports  of  a  broadside-ahip  out  of  the  water 
it  was  necessary  to  build  them  high  abore 
the  water-line ;    they  presented  a   good 
target  to  the   enemy,  and   unless  loaded 
with  armour  would  be  in  the  utmost  dsn- 
ger  from   every   shot.      The    alternatifo 
plan  was  to  plate   the  vessel  heavily  in 
the  centres  and  leave  the  ends  compara- 
tively unprotected.     This   he  condemned 
utterly.   The  French  Navy  had  been  often 
pointed  to  as  a  model,  and  he  could  tell 
the  Committee  that  whatever  armour  it 
was  decided   to  put  on  a  vessel  in  the 
French  Navy  was   with  very  few  eicep- 
tions  distributed    in    equal  thickness   all 
over.     That  was  a  much  better  plan  than 
the  one  we  had  tried  of  merely  plating 
the  centre  of  a  ship  heavily  and  leaving 
the  fore  part  and  the  stern  part  unpro- 
tected.    The  plan   could  more  easily  be 
carried   out  in  the   case  of  turret-ships, 
because  from  not  having  any  ports  their 
armour  did  not  require  to  cover  nearly  so 
large  a  surface  and  yet  afforded  complete 
instead  of  only  partial  protection.  The  tur- 
ret-vessel had  thus  two  advantages.     First, 
being  much  lower  in  the  water  it  presented 
a  less  prominent  mark  to  the  enemy's  fire,* 
and  secondly,  what  mark  in  the  shape  of 
hull  did  exist  was  entirely  covered  with 
armour,  and  was   consequently  stronger. 
The  turret* ships,    moreover,    were    im- 
mensely superior  as  regarded  their  offen- 
iiTC  power.     The  whole  horiion  could  be 
swept  by  the  guns  of  the  former,  whereas 
the  range  of  the  latter  was  limited  to  some 
60  out  of  the  180  degrees.     The  Govern- 
ment might  say  the  complete  range  could 
be  gained  by  the  sponsons;  but  that  plan 
was  decidedly  inconvenient.      He  thought, 
therefore,  he  had  given  very  considerable 
reasons  why,  in  the  present  instance,  the 
Admiralty  should  accept  the  view  he  had 
put  before  the  House,  and  why  they  should 
allow  the  experiment  he  advocated  to  be 
tried.  The  advantages  of  the  turret  system 
were  so  great  that  some  allowances  might 
easily  be  made  for  deficiencies.     So  far  as 
aa  ironclads  werecoucemed  everything  par- 
took of  the  charaoter  of  an  experiment ; 


said   in  favour   of  the  turret-ships  than 
could  be  said  of  the  broadside-ships  it  was 
surely  wiser  to  try  experiments  with  the 
former  than  the  latter.     The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  had  told 
the  Committee  that    there   was  no  such 
thing  as  a  sea-going  turret-ship  ;  but  thst 
was  a  mistake.     He  (Mr.  Samuda)  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr, 
Laird)   would    address    the    House,   and 
would  read  an  extract  from  a   communi- 
cation he  had  received  from  one  most  com- 
petent to  judge  on  this  matter.     That  ex- 
tract stated,  on  the  word  of  one  of  the 
best    known   naval   commanders   in    the 
world,  that  a  turret-ship  had  been  tried 
at  sea  in  the  most  unfavourable  weather, 
and  had  proved  equal  to  everything  that 
was  desired  or  expected  of  her.     Much 
was  said  upon  the  point  that  the  turret- 
vessels  were  but  an  experiment;    but  it 
'was  to    be    remembered    that  the   same 
remark   applied  to  the  Audacious  class. 
The  noble  Lord  said  the  Admiralty  had 
not  recommended   the  building  of  a  tur- 
ret-ship,  because    they  had   not  one  on 
which  they  could  rely  as  a  sea-going  ship. 
But  that  was  not  always  the  opinion  of  the 
Admiralty,  for  in  the  first  copy  of  the  Es- 
timates provision  was  made  for  the  build- 
ing of  a  turret-ship  instead  of  one  of  those 
ships  which  he  now  asked  the  Committee 
to  give  up.     The  House  was  then  asked  to 
build   an   additional  turret-ship  at  Chat- 
ham, to  be  called  the  New  Monarch,  What 
he  asked  was  that  that  ship  should  be  re- 
stored.    He  said  at  the  beginning  of  the 
evening  that  he  did  not  wish  to  embarrass 
the  Admiralty,  and  he  would  now  show 
that  he  was  sincere  in  that  expression,  for 
he  proposed  to  omit  from  his  Motion  all 
suggestion  of  the  class  of  ship  they  were 
to  build,  and  leave  it  to  them  to  suggest 
whatever  form  of  turret-ship  they  might 
approve  of,  confining  his  proposal  to  the 
substitution  of  two  turret-ships  in  place  of 
two  broadside-vesaela.       He  would    beg, 
therefore,  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Mr.  laird  said  that,  having  been 
personally  referred  to  in  that  discussion, 
he  wished  to  make  a  very  few  remarks. 
It  had  been  alleged  that  there  were  no 
sea-going  turret-ships  now  afloat.  That 
was  not  correct.  He  knew  of  one  sea- 
going turret-ship  of  3,716  tons  which  went 
to  South  America,  and  encountered  very 
bad  weather  in  rounding  Cape  Horn,  in 
which  she  showed  great  sea-going  qualities. 
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Another  turret-ship,  which  had  heen  afloat 
for  twelve  months,  had  also  encountered  all 
sorts  of  weather ;  and  with  the  permission 
of  the  Committee  he  would  read  first  a 
description  of  one  of  our  hroadside-ships 
in  a  gale  of  wind  in  the  Atlantic,  and  then 
a  description  of  that  turret-yessel  in  a  gale 
in  the  Bay  of  Biscay.  That,  he  thought, 
would  show  the  Committee  that  a  turret- 
ship  could  encounter  bad  weather  and  get 
out  of  it  as  satisfactorily  as  a  broadside- 
ship.  Admiral  Warden,  in  his  Report  on 
the  Channel  Fleet  in  1866,  at  Paragraph 
21,  said — 

<*  To  have  opened  mil  the  main  deok  ports,  judg- 
ing by  the  effect  of  opening  only  five,  would 
have  been  to  have  washed  the  men  away  ft'om  the 
guns,  and  consequently  they  (the  guns)  would  have 
taken  charge  of  the  deck  by  getting  adrift,  but 
with  what  consequences  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible to  predict.  The  most  of  the  cartridges,  if 
not  all  of  them,  would  have  been  destroyed  In  the 
guns,  and  the  guns  which  could  have  been  got  off 
would  have  hurt  nobody." 

That  was*  the  account  given  by  a  most 
experienced  naval  officer  of  a  broadside- 
ship  in  a  gale  in  the  Atlantic.  He  would 
now  quote  the  description  given  of  a  turret- 
ship  of  2,000  tons,  with  four  300  pounder 
guns  and  two  turrets  (the  Prim  Hendrik), 
in  a  very  heavy  gale,  by  her  commander, 
Captain  Jansen,  a  distinguished  officer  of 
the  Dutch  Navy,  who  was  known  to  many 
Members  of  that  House.  Captain  Jansen, 
in  his  letter  bearing  date  21st  December, 
1867,  Cherbourg,  wrote — 

**  I  went  to  sea  at  11  a.m.  on  the  2nd  of  Decem- 
ber, blowing  hard  from  the  N.W.,  with  heavy 
squalls  of  hail,  which  nearly  prevented  me  going 
through  the  passage  Dufour  out,  from  Brest. 
When  outside  I  found  myself  on  a  lee  shore,  with 
a  furious  storm  from  the  N.W.,  and  a  tremendous 
sea,  enough  to  frighten  an  old  sailor.  The  PnM 
Ilendrik  behaved  nobly  as  long  as  she  was  head 
to  sea.  She  went  six  knots  through  the  sea,  which 
went  over  her  as  high  as  the  chimney,  which  is 
now  still  entirely  white  with  the  crysuls  of  salt. 
The  day  after,  although  blowing  hard,  with  a 
more  regular  sea,  we  were  able  to  move  in  all  di- 
rections without  a  heavier  roll  than  15  degrees. 
The  Print  Hendrik  is  an  excellent  ship,  and  could 
use  her  battery  on  Tuesday  with  great  ease,  when 
all  the  ships  we  met  were  close  reefed,  and  several 
wrecks  that  we  saw  indicated  uncommonly  bad 
weather." 

He  would  put  it  to  the  Committee,  after 
hearing  that  account  of  the  behaviour  of  a 
turret-ship  of  2,000  tons  in  a  heavy  gale 
from  so  good  an  authority,  whether  that 
was  not  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  state- 
ment made  that  night  that  no  sea-going 
turret-ship  had  yet  been  built  {  That 
argument  had  been  used  before.  It  had 
been  refuted  twice  to  his  knowledge  in  the 
Mr,  Laird 


instances  to  which  be  bad  adTeried ;  nl 
although  he  should  not  have  been  abls  ti 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistod'i 
(Mr.  Samuda'a)  Motion,  as  origiulj 
framed,  he  was  ready  to  support  it  n  i 
modified  form,  because  he  believed  Ail 
from  the  eiperienee  which  the  Adoinlt] 
had,  or  which  they  could  get  if  thq 
chose  to  seek  it,  they  could  give  the  eon 
try  two  turret-ships  of  the  same  tonmii 
as  the  other  ships  that  they  propoMd  tt 
build,  but  which  would  be  very  superior li 
them  in  every  respect,  and  which  would  Ji 
much  more  credit  to  the  Admiralty  tiMfr 
selves,  while  they  would  be  much  bmn 
useful  to  the  nation. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  he  y 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  remarks  vuk 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock  (lb 
Samuda)  in  introducing  his  AmeDdmit 
Although  misinformed  on  some  of  tb 
points  which  he  had  mentioned,  it  m 
natural  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  ibNU 
try  to  press  upon  the  Committee  the  sdip 
tion  of  his  favourite  system  of  the  tsmt 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  liil 
copy  of  the  Estimates  laid  on  the  tiHi 
there  was  a  turret- ship  to  take  the  piiN 
of  the  Monarch.  That  would  only  pmib 
if  anything,  the  extreme  good-will  oIlM 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  tb 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Corry)  towards  the  tan4 
system.  [Mr.  Samuda  was  understood  M, 
say  that  the  vessel  was  not  the  Mtmt/i 
but  the  Triumph.^  No  ;  the  torret^lff 
that  appeared  in  the  Estimates  wastokM 
been  of  the  Moncirch  class,  whieb  leM 
Gentlemen  had  so  much  decried  ;  bit,  Ic 
reasons  previously  stated,  his  right  hHi 
Friend  could  not  recommend  the  boildi^ 
of  that  turret-ship  this  year.  The  boa 
Member  for  Tavistock  had  dilated  is  glM^ 
ing  terms  on  the  rolling  propeniitioi  i 
the  broadside  iron-elads  ;  but  rolling,  Be 
everything  else,  was  a  matter  of  eifr 
parison.  The  old  two  and  three-deeksi 
were  not  free  from  rolling  propeniiiiei  ii 
bad  weather.  The  hon.  Member  bed  pit* 
bably  read  with  interest  the  able  Rt|*^ 
of  Admiral  Dacres  on  the  Channel  SqisW 
in  1865.  That  gallant  Admiral  itudd 
in  an  old  two-decker,  and  he  had  tveirtS* 
clads,  the  Prince  Consort  and  the  IfcrWii'i 
among  his  ships  ;  and  he  reported  W 
both  of  those  vessels  rolled  less  has^f 
than  he  did  in  his  comfortable  oM  W 
decker.  Therefore  a  sweeping  eoudMip 
tion  of  the  present  class  of  ships  eo  it 
score  of  their  rolling  propensities  ml  i^ 
altogether  fair.     The  hon.  Monhcr  W 
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been  misinformed  with  regard  to  the  French 
NaTj.  The  French  NaTj  had  adopted, 
and  were  now  building,  their  ships  npon 
what  was  familiarly  called  the  belt  and 
box  principle.  With  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Mr.  Laird),  perhaps  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  he  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  had  not 
sufficiently  guarded  himself  on  every  point ; 
but  what  he  had  meant  to  say  was  not 
that  no  turret-ship  had  ever  gone  to  sea, 
but  that  no  model  possessing  the  principal 
attributes  of  the  turret  system  had  ever 
been  submitted  to  the  Admiralty  of  which 
they  could  approve.  The  second  vessel 
alluded  to  was  open  to  the  objection  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tavistock,  that  the  ends 
were  unarmoured,  and  that  a  shot  would 
easily  penetrate  her.  In  fact  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  a  fully  armoured  sea- 
going ship. 

Mr.  LAIRD  said,  the  Zealous^  a  vessel 
of  3,716  tons,  which  went  round  Cape 
Horn,  was  a  fully  armoured  sea-going  ship. 

LoBD   HENRT    LENNOX  said,  that 
was  true,  and  it  was  also  true  that  she 
aailed  nearly  as  well  as  the  Ocean ;  but 
she  was  an  armour-plated  vessel  with  only 
4|  inches  of  armour,  which  would  present 
very   little    power   of    resistance  against 
modem  artillery.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  had  objected  very  much  to  the 
sponsons  or  overhanging  deck,  but  in  that 
respect  the   Admiralty  were  for  once  in 
entire  accord  with  the  private  builders.     In 
the  competitions  of  designs  every  one  of 
the  competitors  sent  in  a  broadside  design 
with  an  overhanging  deck  or  sponson,  which 
would  add  to  the  security  and  steadiness 
of  the  vessel.     No  doubt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  the  worst  rollers  in 
the  fleet  were  the  converted  wooden  ships, 
because  in  them  the  centre  of  gravity  was 
lower  than  the  upper  deck.      The   hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  favour  of  turret-ships  in 
general,  and  he  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  did 
not  deny  that  the  two  Admirals  to  whom 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  were  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  turret-ships  ;  but 
aa  to  whether  the  Admiralty  should  go  on 
with  these  two  vessels  of  the   broadside 
class  he  must  appeal  to  the  two  Admirals 
as  witnesses  in  hid  favour,  for  they   had 
stated  in  the  letter  he  had  read  that  it  was 
not  advisable  to  build  any  more  sea -going 
turrets  at  the  present  time.     This  did  not 
arise  from  any  crotchet  or  fancy  of  the 
Controller's  Department ;  but  he  was  autho- 
rised to  say  that  Sir  Alexander  Milne  and 
Sir  Sidney  Dacres,  two  good  authorities, 
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approved  these  ships,  and  would  regret  if 
anything  interfered  with  their  design.  And 
when  he  had  said  this  he  trusted  he  had 
said  enough  to  induce  the  Committee  to 
support  the  Admiralty  in  the  plans  they 
had  laid  down. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  that  the  turret 
principle  had  a  large  number  of  scientific 
men  in  its  favour,  and  a  complete  series  of 
vessels,  forming  a  turret  navy,  by  Admiral 
Halsted,  were  now  exhibited  at  South 
Kensington  Museum.  These  might  super- 
sede the  system  of  building  broadside-ships; 
but  he  thought  that  both  the  broadside  and 
the  turret-ships  were  at  present  simply 
experimental.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tavistock  would  limit  his  Motion  so  as  to 
stay  all  further  expenditure,  until  experi- 
ments had  shown  the  relative  value  of 
turret-ships  and  broadsides,  he  would  sup- 
port him. 

Mb.  graves  said,  that  if  the  Vote 
were  pressed,  and  if  the  House  were  to 
build  two  Tcssels,  he  must  vote  against  two 
turret- ships  on  a  design  which  had  been 
condemned  by  the  Admiralty.  With  re- 
ference to  the  sponson-ships  proposed  to  be 
built,  they  were  a  great  experiment,  but 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  successfuU 
The  Admiralty  possessed  all  the  informa- 
tion they  required,  and  all  they  had  to  do 
was  to  apply  it.  It  was  professional  and 
practical  rather  than  scientific  and  theoreti- 
cal knowledge  that  was  wanted,  and  there 
was  too  much  science  and  theory.  The  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  Committee  would  sus- 
pend the  Vote  altogether,  or  whether  the 
Government  would  test  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  as  to  two  turret- ships  or  two 
sponson-vessels.  He  would  support  the 
Motion  if  it  were  confined  to  staying  any 
fnrther  expenditure  on  experimental  ships 
which  I  judging  by  the  past,  would  prove 
failures.  He  believed  there  was  great 
merit  in  Admiral  Halsted's  designs. 

Motion  made  and  Question  put, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £742,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  ram 
neoetsary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Steam 
Machinery  for  Her  Majesty's  Ships  and  Vettels, 
and  for  Payments  to  be  made  for  Ships  and  Ves- 
sels building  or  to  be  built  by  Contract,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869."— (Afr. 
Sctmuda,) 

The  Committee  cftmded  ; -*^  Ayes  59; 
Noes  92  :  Majority  33. 

Mb.  graves  said,  he  rose  to  eall 
attention  to  the  defective  development  of 
steam  in  the  case  of  some  of  the  vessels  of 
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tlio  Channel  iqu&droD  lut  jttx.  H«  hiti 
■ome  doubt  as  to  the  present  ijBtem  of 
teDilcrinfC  for  miiehinerj.  Tlie  enginei  of 
the  Belltrophon  cost  £71,000,  jet  thej 
had  failed  tn  exert  the  pover  guaranteed 
except  on  flash  trial  trips,  and  tboio 
of  llie  lnmncibl«  and  Audaoiout  eoit 
£103,700,  although  inakeri  of  the  Mme 
clasB  Bent  in  tenilers  for  £72,200.  He 
ootitended  that  very  great  injustice  wob 
dune  bj  the  present  irresponsible  mode  of 
tendering,  and  would  on  some  futore  occa- 
sion bring  the  whole  subject  before  the 
attention  of  Farliament, 

Originsl  Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

(6.)  £564,237,  to  complete  the  som 
for  New  Works,  Buildings,  Macbinerj,  and 
Repairs. 

Mk.  GKAVES  snid,  he  had  intended  to 
propose  a  reduction  of  the  Vole  bj  £500, 
with  the  Tiew  of  closing  the  Deptford  and 
Woolwich  Dockyards  ;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj,  be 
would  not  raiie  the  question.  He  wa^ 
glad  to  hear  that  t)ie  DcptFord  yard  would 
be  closed,  and  hoped  that  Woolwich  also 
would  shortly  be  giren  up. 

Mr.  Aldehkax  LUSK  said,  that  last 
year  much  more  money  was  asked  for  on 
account  of  this  Vote  than  hnd  been  ei- 
pendcd.  tie  wiihed  to  know  why  that  was, 
and  whet  lind  become  of  the  etcess? 

Mh,  DU  cane  snid,  be  could  only  an- 
swer that  it  lind  not  yet  been  paid  into  the 
Exchequer. 

Vote  agrttd  to. 
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(7.)  £78,164,  Medicines,  Medical  StorM, 
lie. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  said,  as  this  Vote 
contained  a  charge  of  £12,500  for  carry- 
ing out  the  Contagious  Diseaies  Act  in 
arsenals  and  garrison  towns,  (be  operation 
of  which  had  been  Tery  beneficial  both  to 
(he  army  and  nary,  he  wished  to  ask,  whe- 
ther, during  the  coming  Recess,  the  Qo- 
Ternment  would  be  willing  to  appoint  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act,  with  the  Tiew  of  extending  it  to 
other  parts  of  the  kingdom  \ 

Mr.  GATIIOEtNE  HARDY  said,  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Gorernment  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
public  health,  and  he  thought  this  subject, 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion, might  very  well  form  part  of  the  in- 
quiry. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(S.)  £20,365,  Martial  Law. 
Jfr.  OravH 


(9.)  £175,800.    H«ml 
Serrioes, 

Ms.  Aldeuub  SALOHONS  laiiL  ) 
wished  to  call  attention  to  u  inerMif  i 
£300  for  adiertisements  in  ei 
this  Vote.  He  thought  the  a 
explanation. 

Sin  JOHN  HAT  said,  the  barauen 
due  to  the  greater  degree  of  pabtieilr  wW 
they  wished  to  be  giren,  in  orMr  tki 
ibere  might  be  a  larger  eompetilieB. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £500,166,  to  complete  the  sa 
for  Half-pay,  &o.  Nary  and  Royal  HaiiiK 

(II.)  £400,447.  to  ooinplete  the  sr 
for  Military  Pensions  and  Allowances 

(12.)  £123,498,  to  complete  tbe  ■■ 
for  CiTil  Pensions  and  AIlownDcei. 

(13.)  £200.600,  to  complete  tbs  m 
for  Freight  of  Ships. 

(14.)  £42,079,  Greenwich  BospitiliW 
Schools. 

Mr.  ALDXHMSir  LUSK  aaked  thtllk 
Vote  might  not  be  brought  on  that  si^ 
as  it  was  not  put  down  in  tbe  Ordxfc 
the  Day,  and  he  knew  leferal  Utata 
who  were  interested  in  thia  Vote,  bat  Hi 
were  absenti 

Mr.  DISRAELI  aaid,  that  od  Jrilf 
an  opportunity  would  be  given,  aees>A| 
to  the  forms  of  ibe  Honse,  for  bri^ 
the  subject  under  consideration.  Tbiht 
Member  for  Houiloo  (Mr.  Baillie  Coehnri 
bad  left  the  House  on  the  clear  uDdentw 
i(ig  that  his  Motion  on  the  subject  ml 
come  on  on  Friday.  It  would  be  ftrti 
public  eonrenience  that  this  VoteshoaUtl 
taken  to-night.  He  therefore  bcpsl  I* 
hen.  Alderman  would  allow  thaTotaliki 
taken. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  it 
be  as  well  to  take  tbe  Vole 
the  present  proceeding  was  not  to  . . 
a  precedent.     He  would  like  to  aik  Al 
Government  what  was  the  BuuBenW 
would  be  tsken  ta-uiorrowf 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  do  not  pnipM 
8ir,  to  take  any  Estimates  to^uti' 
morning ;  but  that  we  should  meet  at  t^ 
o'clock  to  go  on  with  the  Bleetioo  F^ 
tions  and  Corrupt  Practicea  at  filMli* 
Bill.  To-morrow  evening  I  prnpass** 
should  take  a  MiliUr^  EBtimat^  wkiAJ 
trust,  will  not  lead  to  much  disenaitaitf' 
afterwards  the  Citil  Serrice  EstiM^ 
Perhaps  I  ma*  be  «llowed  to  isj  >» 
reference  to  uie  Foreign  Cattle  Id^ 
Bill  that  I  a^d,  in  uavtr  to  k  Qim^ 
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Bt^j  in  iho  efenip^t  that  aa  iooq  ai  I 
eoold  see  my  waj  with  respeet  to  Supply 
and  tbe  Corropt  Practices  6i11|  I  should 
state  what  would  he  done.  So  far  as  I 
can  judge  now,  I  hope  that  on  Thursday 
evening  non,  Memhers  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discuBsing  the  question,  and  that 
the  measure  will  he  advanced. 

Ma.  AiBBBMAir  LUSK  said,  he  wished 
to  inquire  if  the  Government  intended  to 
go  on  with  GlftM  II.  to-morrow  evening  ? 

J^B.  SCLATBR-BOOTH  sain,  that  the 
whole  of  Class  II.  would  he  taken,  and  also 
a  Supplementory  Estimate,  which  would 
be  laid  on  the  table  to-night. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  remmed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  Tomorrow. 
Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


SIB  ROBERT  NAPIER. 

Resolution  from  the  Committee  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Message  [9th  July]  re- 
ported : 

''That  the  annual  sam  of  Two  Tboaiand 
Pound!  be  granted  to  Uer  Majeety,  out  of  the 
Ceoeolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  to  be  settled  upon 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B., 
and  the  next  surviTing  Heir  Male  or  his  Bodj,  for 
the  term  of  their  natural  lives." 

Reeolotton  aar§ed  to,  Nemine  ConWadUtnU : — 
Bill  errfenftf  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Donaov,  Mr. 
DiaiABU,  and  Sir  STAVPoan  NoBTaoon. 
Bill  iwvftfnled,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  230.] 


BRISTOL  ELECTION. 

Ordered^  That  the  Bvidenoe  taken  he« 
lore  the  Bristol  Election  Committee  having 
baen  delivered ,  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  issue 
bia  Warrant  for  a  New  Writ  for  the  City 
of  Bristol  until  three  days'  Notice  of  a 
Motion  for  the  Writ  shall  have  expired.— 
(Jfr.  Soif.) 


¥OOm  LIW  BOARD    FSOTIfllOKAL  OBDXB  OON- 
mtXATTOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Miohasi.  Hicxa-BsAoa,  Bill 
to  eonflrm  a  ProTisional  Order  made  by  the  Poor 
Law  Board  under  "  The  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Aet,  1807,"  with  relerenoe  to  the  City  of  Salie* 
hqry,  erdir$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michaxl 
Dicks- Beach  and  Sir  JAiisa  Fxroussor. 
Bill  prt$€nUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  231.] 

HouM  adjoomed  at  half  after 

Two  o'oloekt 


HOUSB    OF    LORDS. 
Tueeday^  July  14,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PvBUc  BiLLi— 50«<mcf  Reading-^ 
Lnnatie  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts  Audit* 
(937);  Assignees  of  Marine  Polices*  (926); 
Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)* 
(222);  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  dto.  (Ireland) 
(224);  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  (231);  Bank 
jaolidays  and  Bills  of  Exchange*  (200); 
DiToroe  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court  *  ( 123) ; 
Indorsing  of  Warrants  *  (240) ;  Court  of  Jus- 
ticiary (Scotland)  (232)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland)  *  (233). 

CDmmtfMtftf—Bankruptoy  Act  Amendment  (206) ; 
Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)*  (183  250); 
Land  WriU  Registration  (Scotland)*  (213); 
UniTcrsity  Elections  (Voting  Papers)  *  (201) ; 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements*  (206);  Re- 
Tenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal*  (214); 
MetropoliUn  Police  Funds*  (230);  Fairs 
(Metropolis)*  (228);  Drainage  and  ImproTC- 
ment  or  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2) * 
(207);  Libel  (Ireland)*  (209);  Railways 
(Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  *  (177);  Local  Go- 
Ternment  Supplemental  (No.  6)*  (175) ;  Local 
OoTcrnment  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  (194); 
Hudson's  Bay  Company*  (244):  District 
Church  Tithes  Aot  Amendment  (236.251). 

Report — Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)* 
(213);  University  Elections  (Voting  Papers)* 
(201) ;  Turnpike  Trusts  ArrangemenU  *  (206) ; 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal*  (214)  ; 
MetropoliUn  Police  Funds*  (230);  Fairs 
(Metropolis)  *  (223) ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (]No.  2)  * 
(207);  Libel  (Ireland)  ^(209)-;  Railways  (Ire- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  (177);  Local  Govem> 
moot  Supplemental  (No.  6)*  (175);  Local 
{government  Supplemental  (No.  3)*  (194); 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  *  (244). 

Third  Reading ^Coi\wk\9X  Marriages*  (198); 
Lee  River  Conservancy*  (217);  Railway 
Companies*  (226)  ;  Currsgh  of  Kildare* 
(195);  Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ire- 
land) Aot  Extension*  (184)  andjNUtAf. 

NEW  PEER  INTRODUCED. 

Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport  of 
that  Part  of  the  United  Eingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  oalled  Ireland,  Major 
General  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  having 
been  created  Yisconnt  Bridport  of  the 
United  Kingdom  —  Was  (in  the  nsual 
Manner)  introdaoed. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(The  Lord  Cranvoorth.) 

(no.    208.)      COXXITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pat  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  BilL 
read* 

LoBD  WESTBURY  said,  that  from 
Buoh  a  hasty  perusal  as  he  had  been  able 
to  giye  to  this  Bill  he  had  come  to  the 
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conclusion  that  one-half  of  the  clauses 
were  unnecessary,  and  the  other  half  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  if  not  mischievous. 
He  would  appeal  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Crnn worth)  who  had  charge 
of  this  Bill,  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
proceed  with  it  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session  ? 

LoBT)  EOMILLY  desired  to  join  in  the 
appeal  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
It  had  been  impossible  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  the  Amendments,  which 
occupied  three  pages  and  a  half,  and 
were  only  presented  that  morning.  So 
far  as  he  knew,  the  great  commercial 
bodies  were  opposed  to  the  measure  in  its 
form  as  introduced.  He  had  received  se- 
rious representations  from  three  of  the 
great  commercial  bodies  interested,  object- 
ing to  portions  of  the  clauses  as  they 
stood,  and  a  communication  had  been 
placed  in  his  hands  from  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society  in  which  they  objected  to 
legislation  without  due  time  being  allowed 
for  consideration.  The  argument  that  the 
Bill  has  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
in  a  case  of  this  description  is  not  conclu- 
sive. He  remembered  the  late  Mr.  Hume 
in  the  House  of  Commons  saying,  **  Don't 
let  us  waste  time  in  Committee ;  we  are 
incompetent  to  decide  how  it  should  be 
altered;  let  the  Bill  go  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords  ;  they  have  judges  amongst 
them,  and  will  do  what  it  is  proper.'' 
Accordingly,  the  other  House  often 
trusted  to  their  Lordships  to  set  these 
matters  right.  If  so,  they  ought  to  be 
allowed  proper  time  for  this  purpose ;  but 
he  defied  their  Lordships  to  give  due  con- 
sideration to  a  Bill  bronght  in  and  passed 
in  BO  hasty  a  manner  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  judge  what  its  effect  would  be. 
It  was  not  becoming  the  dignity  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  pass  a  Bill  in  such 
a  manner  that  next  Session  an  amending 
Act  would  be  necessary.  The  question 
of  bankruptcy  was  one  which  ought  to 
be  considered  as  a  whole.  This  had  been 
done  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  he  had, 
unfortunately,  been  compelled  to  withdraw 
his  Bill  for  the  present  Session.  A  frag- 
mentary piece  of  legislation,  however, 
like  the  present,  was  calculated  to  do  a 
great  deal  of  harm.  Ho  trusted  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Eriend  would  not  press 
this  measure  at  this  time;  but  if  he  would 
not  leave  the  law  as  it  now  stood  until 
next  Session,  that  he  would  at  least  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  these  Amend- 
ments for  some  days. 

Lord  WeHlury 


The   lord  GHANCELLOB  :  It  flie 
suggestion  I  am  about  to  offer  ihould  ap- 
pear to  be  opposed  to  the  progress  of  ^s 
measure,  I  trust   my  noble  and  leaned 
Friend   (Lord   Cran worth)   will  giTs  ow 
credit  for  being  quite  disinterested.    The 
Bill  having  been  fixed  for  the  Committes 
to-night,  and  feeling  that  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill  was  desirable,  although  the 
composition  of  the  clauses  was  in  rninf 
respects  defective,  I  thought  it  my  doty 
to  prepare  for  the  discussion,  and  I  put 
on  the  Paper  the  Amendments  that  wen 
in  my  opinion  necessary  to  make  thlii 
good    and    safe    measure.      With   thea 
Amendments  the  Bill  is    one  which  I 
think  it  will  be  proper  and  advantageov 
to  pass.  There  are  two  things  to  be  ained 
at  in  legislation  of  this  kind — first,  tliit 
any  Bill  that  should  be  passed  should  be 
good  ;   and,  secondly,  that  you  should  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  public  mind  that  it  ik 
good,  and  to  take  care  that  those  who 
interested  in  the  matter  should  have 
ficient  time  to  lay  their  opinions 
the   Legislature.      I  have  observed  tbftj:^ 
various  bodies  have  expressed  their  su^ 
prise  that  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  SlmIim^ 
after  a  general  measure  on  the  part  of  tlk^« 
Government  had  been  abandoned,  onepo^^ 
tion  of  that  measure  should  be  takffl  tt--_J 
and  pressed  forward  with  the  object  of  i^^ 
becoming  law.      But,  in  regard  to  l^^*^ 
measure,  representations  from  commeifl^"^ 
bodies  have  been  made    that  objectifl™^ 
present  themselves,  and  that  they  hcv^ 
not  had   an    opportunity  of  consideriis^ 
them.     That  being  so,   your    LordAsp^ 
would  run  some  risk  of  being  accueed  ^ 
hasty  legislation  if,  under  present  cir0Q'|^ 
stances,  you  were  to  pass  this  ^i^,^ 
although  its  objects    are  good,  and  ^ 
Bill  would,  I  think,  be  an  improveoc^ 
of  the  law,  I  would  suggest  that  the  now* 
and  learned  Lord  should  either  allow  th* 
Bill  to  stand  over  until  another  Session,' 
that  he  should  allow  at  least  a  week  i^ 
those  representations  on  the  subject  of  A* 
Bill  which  persons  interested  may  deein 
to  make.      I  believe  that  the  adjoanoieit 
of  the  BiU  until  next  Monday  or  Toeidif 
would  be  desirable. 

LoBD  CRANWORTH  said,  that  hi 
would  postpone  the  Bill  for  a  few  daj^ 
although  he  thought  time  enough  had  ben 
given  for  consideration.  The  Amendmcati 
to  be  proposed  by  his  noble  and  leinc' 
Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  madeagni^ 
show  upon  the  Paper,  but  he  shooU  be 
happy  to  accept  them  with,  ^«Axgh  ^^ 
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Lobs  CHANWORTH  Baid»  he  should 
oppose  tlie  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  moved  that  the 
House  be  resumed.  He  thought  the  un- 
derstanding had  been  that  only  verbal 
Amendments  should  be  now  introduced, 
and  that  the  discussion  on  the  clauses 
should  be  taken  on  the  Report. 

On  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  Affirma- 
tive, 

House  resumed  accordingly  ;  and  to  be 
again  in  Committee  on  Friday  next. 


exception.    He  could  not  admit  that  this 
Bill  was  being  pressed  against  the  wishes 
of  the  commercial  communityi  for  he  held 
in  his  hand  a  petition  from  the  Leeds 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  General 
Association  of  Chambers  of  Commerce  had 
written  to  state  that  he  had   frequently 
heard  the  subject  of  this  small  Bill  dis- 
cussed, and  that  he  was  confident  a  very 
large  majority  of  members  of  the  Chambers 
were  favourable  to  it,  and  expressing  a 
hope  that  it  would  be  passed  into  law.    It 
was  true  it  was  only  a  fragment  of  the 
Imrger  measure,  dealing  with  deeds  of  ar- 
rangements only.     The  whole  legal  pro- 
fession were  agreed  that  these  arrangement 
deeds,  sanctioned  under  the  existing  Act, 
had    given  rise  to   the   greatest  frauds, 
there  being  Tcry  imperfect  security  for 
ascertaining  whether  the  persons  executing 
them  constituted  three-fourths  in  number 
and  value  of  the  creditors,  and  whether 
the  whole  of  the  property  was  given  up. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  House  of 
Commons   a    few  days  after   the   aban- 
donment by  the  Government  of  their  gene- 
ral measure,  and  he  could  see  nothing  in 
the  mode  of  its  introduction,  or  in  its 
fragmentary  nature,  that   should   hinder 
their  Lordships  from  legislating  on  this 
very  small  point  during  the  present  Ses- 
Bion.     The  Amendments  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given  were  chiefly  verbal,  and 
with  one  or  two  exceptions  he  entertained 
no  objection  to  them.     He  thought  they 
might  go  through  the  Bill  in  Committee 
that  evening,  and  discuss  the  Bill  with  the 
Amendments  on  the  Report  on  Monday. 

Lord  ROMILLY  thought  it  would  be 
better  not  to  go  into  Committee  till  Mon- 
day. 


Lobd  west  bury  said,  that  if  time   imposing  taxes  upon  ratepayers  ? 


were  given  to  certain  societies  interested 
in  the  matter  they  would  be  able  to  suggest 
most  valuable  Amendments. 

Thx  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
would  recommend  that  their  Lordships 
now  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  Committee  ; 
and  then  between  this  and  Monday  their 
Xiordshipe  and  the  public  would  see  whether 
there  waa  any  valid  objection  to  be  urged 
to  its  provisions. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (List  of  Creditors  and  Pro- 
perty). 

Thb  lord  chancellor  moved  a 
•eries  of  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
'given  Notice. 


CLERKS  OF  THE   PEACE,  ^.   (IRE- 
LAND)   BILL— (No.   224.) 

{The  Earl  of  Devon.) 

SECOITD  SBADINO. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (  The  Earl  of  Devon.) 

Thb  Easl  of  KIMBERLEY  wished 
for  further  explanation,  deeming  it  a  rather 
strong  measure  to  give  the  Executive  power 
to  fix  a  salary  which  was  to  be  charged 
on  the  borough  rates.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  auy  limit  was  to  be  fixed  on  the 
salary  so  imposed,  and  whether  there  was 
any  precedent  for  conferring  such  a  power 
on  the  Executive  Government  ? 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  said,  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  supply  an  omission  in  a 
former  measure,  which  created  an  office 
involving  labour  without  providing  for 
the  payment  of  a  salary.  He  could  not 
quote  any  precedent  for  this  Bill ;  and  he 
would  consider  the  question  of  limitation 
before  the  Bill  passed  its  next  stage. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CLARENDON  was  nn- 
derstood  to  take  exception  to  this  mode  of 


Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  that 
in  English  boroughs  and  counties  the 
salaries  of  the  clerks  of  the  peace  were 
settled  by  the  magistrates,  and  in  this  case 
it  would  seem  more  rational  that  the  sala- 
ries should  be  settled  by  the  local  authori- 
ties and  approved  by  the  Qovemment.  If 
the  usual  authorities  fuiled  to  make  provi* 
sion,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  might  have 
the  power  to  fix  salaries. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2^  (accord- 
ing to  Order),  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 
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DISTRICT  CHURCH  TITHES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL. —(No.    236.) 
( The  Biah&p  of  Oxford,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said,  the 
Amendment  which  that  Bill  would  eflfect 
would  be  this — that  under  its  action  all  \ 
beneficed  clergymen  who  were  now  rectors 
would  remain  under  the  appellation  of 
rectors,  and  all  those  who  were  now  vicars 
would  remain  under  the  appellation  of 
yicars ;  while  all  perpetual  curates  would 
become  vicars.  That  was  to  say,  there 
would  henceforth  be  only  two  classes  by 
name  of  beneficed  clergy — namely,  rectors 
and  vicars.  There  was  no  sort  of  use  in 
maintaining  the  three-fold  designation, 
which  was  formerly  a  reality,  but  was  now 
an  unreality,  introducing  confusion  without 
any  countervailing  advantage. 

House  in  Committee;  Amendments  made : 
I'he  Keport  thereof  to  be  received  on 
Thursday  next;  and  BiU  to- be  printed  as 
amended.   No.  251. 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICIARY  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— (No.  282.) 

( The    Lord    Chancellor, 

SECOXD   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  the  measure  was  occupied  with  de- 
tails in  regard  to  legal  proceedings  in  Scot- 
land on  which  it  would  be  better  to  post- 
pone comment  until  they  were  in  Com- 
mittee. A  strong  feeling  was  entertained 
in  Scotland  that  a  large  and  comprehensive 
reform  was  necessary  in  respect  to  legal 
proceedings  in  that  country,  which  must 
be  regarded  as  very  cumbrous,  dilatory, 
and  he  was  afraid  very  expensive.  The 
Government  wore  about  to  lecommend  the 
issue  of  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  system  of  pleading  and 
practice  in  the  Scotch  Courts,  with  a  view 
to  the  introduction  of  improvements.  The 
inquiry  itself  must  necessarily  occupy  some 
time,  and  the  legislation  consequent  upon 
it  some  further  time.  It  was  desirable, 
however,  that  the  partial  but  urgent 
Amendments  proposed  by  the  Bill  should 
be  made,  and  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  how  they  would  work. 
The  arrangements  now  proposed,  however, 


were  not  in  any  way  to  Bupcwede  tteik- 
quiry  or  the  action  of  the  OomBdnda, 
which  would  deal  with  the  whole  miljeot 
of  the  pleading  and  practice  of  the  BeotA 
Courts  without  reference  to  the  Amende 
ments  to  be  made  by  that  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ^P 
(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

LoBD  WESTBFRY  understood  that  tin 
Commission  would  embrace  the  subject  ii* 
eluded  in  the  Bill,  and  that  if  the  meamif 
passed  it  would  not  be  made  the  pretot 
for  withdrawing  the  matter  oomprini 
within  it  ftrom  tiie  inquiry  of  the  Oomnii- 
sioners. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  2*  aoooi4- 
ingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  rf 
the  Whole  House  on  I^ursdajf  next 

Home  adjonmad  at  Sevan  o'Mt, 

to  Thursday  next,  bitf  |mI 

Ton  o'eM 


HOUSE   OF   COMMOITB. 
Tuesday,  July  14,  1868. 

MmUTES.>-SuppLT-«mtt</ei^  tn  CommIM 

— Civil  Sebtiob  Eitzmatis — Clau     mj. 
ResohUiont  [July  13]  reported — ^Natt  £11x1111* 
PiTBLio    Bills  —  Resolutions   in   CommitU^ 

Colonial  Shipping. 
Ordered— ColoniBl  Shipping ;  Dnioago  msA  I* 

provement  of  Lands*  (Ireland)  SuppleBai^ 

(No.  4). 


L         ■  J* 

Second  Reading  —  Sir  Robert  Napier's  AomH' 
[230]. 

Committee  —  Eleetion  Petitiooa  and  Cain|k 
Praodces  at  Eieotiona  (re-oomm.)  [63]^a.r« 
Poor  Relief*  [I8ej~B.p.  ;  Tithe  Commotito 
dK;.  Acts  Amendment*  [218]  ;  Publie  Dtpa^ 
ments  PaymenU*  [212];  General  Polios  ssi 
ImproTement  (Sootland)  Act  Aiusnitasii 
(re-comm.)*  [226];  MiliUa  Pay*;  Dnn^ 
and  Iropro?ement  of  Lands  (Irdand)  Suffr 
menUl  (No.  8)  [229];  Liquidation*  [ISOJ. 

Report — Tithe  Commutation,  Ac.  Aoti  Aiw 
raent*  [218];  Public  DeparimenU  PajsMSits* 
[212]  ;  General  Police  and  Improvement  (Soil- 
land)  Act  Amendment  (rr-comm.)*  [22I]; 
Militia  Paj*  ;  Drainage  and  ImproTssMstrf 
Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  II)*  [W]* 
Li<^uidation  *  [220]. 

Conndered  as  amemed  —  Tompike  Aets  Oi^ 
tinuance,  d:o.  *  [149]  ;  PnbUo  Schools  *[tfQf 
Vaccination  (Ireland)*  Plf];  ManltF. 
Elections  (Scotland)*  [811]. 
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Third  BeadvM  —  SaniUry  Aot  (1806)  Amend* 

aent*  [23aX  >^nd  va«#etf. 
^^ttAd^ton  —  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendmeot  * 

[103];    Kon-traders    Bankruptoy    (Ireland)* 

The  HoQse  met  at  Two  of  the  clools. 

ARMY-'INVALID  OFFICE  aS  FROM 
INDIA.— QUESTION. 

Sib  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  tatd, 
he  would  heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  the  tra? elling  allowance 
of  Officers  invalided  home  from  AhjsBinia 
has  been  disallowed  ;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
reason  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  tery  much  regretted  the 
terms  in  which  the  Question  had  been 
pot,  because  it  was  calculated  to  mislead 
the  public  in  two  very  important  respects. 
Any  person  who  was  not  conversant  with 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Army 
would  infer  that  officers  invalided  home 
from  Abyssinia  came  home  entirely  at  their 
own  cost ;  and,  secondly,  that  these  offi- 
eers  had  been  treated  in  a  different  way  to 
which  officers  who  came  from  any  other 
part  of  the  world  were  treated.  He  must , 
protest  against  any  such  inference.  It 
might  also  be  inferred  that  the  War  Office 
had  a  discretion  in  the  matter,  when  the 
troth  was  that  they  had  no  power  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  This  case  came  under  rules 
which  applied  to  all  officers  from  whatever 
part  of  the  world  they  came.  Officers  who 
eame  home  on  sick  leave  were  landed  free 
of  all  cost  in  their  own  country  ;  and  the 
only  cost  to  which  they  themselves  could 
be  put  were  travelling  allowances  as  af- 
fected by  accidental  delays  upon  the  way 
and  the  expense  of  travelling  to  their  own 
homes  from  the  place  where  they  were 
landed.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
rule,  restricted  as  he  had  explained,  bore 
hardly  upon  some  of  the  officers  who  came 
home  ill,  and  tliat  they  should  be  sent  free 
of  cost  to  their  homes,  wherever  those 
homes  might  be.  On  this  account  they 
were  now  considering  a  new  rule.  The 
mle  had  hitherto  been  that  officers  on 
eiok  leave  should  be  considered  in  the  same 
position  as  officers  on  general  leave ;  but 
tho  new  rule  would  be  that  officers  sent 
heme  by  a  Medical  Board  should  receive 
all  their  travelling  expenses. 

Sir  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  said, 
be  wished  to  know  whether  this  would  be 
proepectiTe  only,  or  whether  it  would 
apply  to  the  officers  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred to? 


SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON  was  under- 
stood  to  say  that  he  eould  not  answer  thai 
Question. 

"RUNNING  HIS  LETTERS"  IN  SOOT- 
LAND.— QUESTION. 

Sm  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate, 
What  expense  is  entailed  upon  a  pri- 
soner by  the  process  termed  in  Scotland 
"running  his  letters,"  and  whether  be 
does  not  think  it  advisable  that  this  pro- 
cess should,  in  the  interests  of  accused 
persons  of  small  means,  be  made  as  simple 
and  inexpensive  as  possible  { 

Thb  lord  advocate  stated,  in 
reply,  that  the  process  in  Scotland  termed 
"  running  his  letters,"  was  one  by  which 
a  criminal  could  have  his  trial  removed 
from  the  provinces  to  Edinburgh.  The 
expense  was  about  £2  10<.,  and  if  that 
amount  were  diminished,  many  more  pri- 
soners would  be  induced  to  resort  to  the 
process,  which  would  lead  to  as  much  in- 
convenience as  the  removal  in  England  of 
all  criminal  trials  from  the  Circuit  Courts 
to  London. 

ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND    CORRUPT 

PRACTICES   AT    ELECTIONS    [w- 

ec/mmiiied]    BILL— [Bill  e3.] 

(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exehequtr,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.) 

COMMITTEE.  \^FrogresSf  lOth  Jul^^l 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  17  (Report  of  the  Judge  as  to 
Corrupt  Practices). 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL :  The  addition 
which  I  propose  to  this  clause  is  one  of 
great  importance,  since  it  raises  the  ques- 
tion of  providing  better  security  against 
corrupt  practices  in  municipal,  as  well  as 
Parliamentary  elections.  No  one  is  likely 
to  deny  that  bribery  in  municipal  elections 
deserves  repression  as  much,  and  is  as 
unfit  to  be  tolerated  or  indulged,  as  bribery 
in  Parliamentary  elections ;  and  the  special 
reason  why  it  should  be  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill  is  that,  as  we  are  told  by  all  who 
know  anything  abont  the  matter,  municipal 
bribery  Is  the  great  school  of  Parliamentary 
bribery.  Hon.  Members  of  this  House 
have  on  a  former  occasion  testified  to  this 
fact  from  their  personal  knowledge,  and  I 
shall  quote  only  two  authorities  for  it. 
One  is  that  eminent  Conservative  solioitory 
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Mr.  Philip  Rose,  formerly  as  intimately 

known  to  hen.  Gentleman  opposite  as  his 

partner,  Mr.  Spotforth,  now  is.     Mr.  Rose, 

hefore  the  Select  Committee  of  this  House 

on  Corrupt  Practices,  in  1860,  expressed 

himself  in  these  words — 

"Mj  strong  opinion  is,  that  all  the  efforts 
which  are  now  being  made  to  check  bribery  at 
Parliamentary  elections  will  fail,  for  this  reason, 
that  you  do  not  attempt  to  strike  at  the  root  of 
the  offence.  The  real  nursery  for  the  e?il  is  the 
municipal  contests ;  and  those  oft-recurring  con- 
tests have  led  to  the  establishment  of  what  1 
might  almost  term  an  organized  system  of  cor- 
ruption in  the  municipal  boroughs  throughout  the 
kingdom,  which  provides  a  machinery  ready  made 
to  hand,  available  when  the  Parliamentary  con- 
test arrives." 

My  next  authority  is  the  Committee  itself, 

hefore  whom  this  evidence  was  given,  and 

who  reported — 

'*  That  it  has  been  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
your  Committee,  that  an  intimate  connection  ex- 
ists between  bribery  at  municipal  and  Parliamen- 
tary elections,  and  it  is  expedient  that  the  pro- 
visions as  to  punishments  and  forfeitures  for  the 
offences  of  bribery  at  each  such  election  should 
be  assimilated  as  far  as  possible." 

Notwithstanding  this  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee,  which  I  hope  that  the 
next  House  of  Commons  will  see  the  pro- 
priety of  adopting  in  its  integrity,  I  have 
not  ventured  to  propose  that  the  present 
Bill  should  provide  a  machinery  for  the 
investigation  and  punishment  of  corrupt 
practices  at  municipal  elections.  But  I  do 
propose,  hy  the  present  Amendment,  and 
hy  an  additional  clause  which  will  follow  in 
due  course,  that  when  the  machinery  which 
the  Bill  does  provide  for  the  investigation 
of  corrupt  practices  at  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions is  actually  set  in  motion,  the  inquiry 
may  extend  to  municipal  as  well  as  to  Parlia- 
mentary corruption.  If  the  House  adopt 
niy  Amendment,  the  Special  Commission, 
which  is  already  empowered  to  inquire  into 
Parliamentary  elections  previous  to  that 
which  caused  the  issue  of  the  Commission, 
will  have  the  power  conferred  on  it  of  in- 
quiring, to  exactly  the  same  extent,  into 
previous  municipal  elections.  By  the  ad- 
ditional clause,  the  Judge  who  tries  an 
Election  Petition,  may  take  evidence  to 
prove  that  an  elector  who  voted  at  the 
Parliamentary  election  had  been  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices  at  any  municipal  election 
within  two  years  previous,  for  the  purpose, 
of  course,  of  showing  that  his  vote  was 
corruptly  influenced  at  the  Parliamentary 
election.  The  period  of  two  years  is  se- 
lected with  reference  to  the  term  fixed  by 
the  56th  clause  of  the  Municipal  Corpora- 

Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill 


tions  Act;  and  I  confideotlj  ekdm,  both  for 

the  Amendment  and  for  the  new  clause,  llis 

support  of  all  boo.   Members  who  rsallj 

desire  to  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of  eleetonl 

corruption.     The  hon.  Member  moved  to 

add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  the  foUowiig 

words : — 

**  And  it  shall  be  competent  for  any  inch  C<»> 
mission  to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices  at  pre* 
vious  municipal  Elections  within  the  eoonty  or 
borough  as  fully  as  into  corrupt  praotioes  it  pn* 
vious  Parliamentarj  Elections." 

The  chairman  said,  the  Amendoest 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  suflBcieodj 
relevant  to  the  Bill  to  enable  it  to  be  ii- 
serted  in  the  Bill  in  the  absence  of  a  direel 
Instruction  of  the  House  to  the  Committsi 
on  the  subject.  The  Amendment  kl 
reference  to  municipal  elections,  and  tin 
Bill  referred  only  to  the  elections  of  Mea- 
bers  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  TREEBY  submitted,  that  if  bribeiy 
at  municipal  elections  tended  to  corroptioa 
at  Parliamentary  elections,  the  Amend* 
ment  was  relative. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  observed,  that,  oodsr 
this  clause   the  whole  practice  would  bi 
changed.     The  Judge,  and  not  the  Cob- 
mittee,  would  have  to  inquire  into  the  sasl^ 
and  the  alleged  corrupt  practices  at  tbs 
election.     The  Judge,  and  not  the  Coa- 
mittee,   would   hear  the   evidence.     Tbs 
Judge,  and  not  the  Committee,  would  n* 
port  to  the  House  whether  extensive  « 
ruption  had  or  had  not  prevailed  amosff 
the  constituency.    Hitherto  it  had  devolfed 
on  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  to  hriag 
the  matter  on  the  Report  before  the  Howe; 
but  on  whom  would  that  duty  devolve  under 
the  new  system?     On  the  Govemnieiitf 
They  had  already  enough  to  do.     Was  i^ 
then,  to  be  left  haphaaard  to  any  priiati 
Member  on  either  side  of  the  House  whe 
might  read  the  shorthand  writer^i  noteik 
but  who  bad  neither  seen  the  witoeases  aer 
heard  their  evidence?     That  would  bet 
most  lame  and  impotent  conolusioD,  wik% 
likely  to  encourage  party  feeling  and  gire 
latitude  to  corrupt  practices  than  the  pie- 
sent  system.     The  arrangement  propoMd 
would  lead  to  nothing  being  done,    whit 
he  suggested  was  that  the  issue  of  tbi 
Commission  should  depend  on  the  fisdiBf 
of  the  Judge,  and  not  on  any  AddreM 
being  moved.     He  was  prepared  to  noie 
the  insertion  of  worda  in  this  clause*  atiaag 
the  issuing  of  the  Gommisaion  obligsioij 
whenever  the  Judge  stated  in  his  Bepert 
that  he  had  reason  to  belie?e  that  eeinpt 
practices  had  prevailed  at  an  eleetioa* 
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Hi.  J.  8TUABT  MILL  obserred  that 
ha  bad  lo  altered  his  Ameodment  as  to 
obviate  the  difficulty  started  bj  the  Chair- 
man.    He  proposed  it  should  run  thus— 

*'  And  it  tball  be  competent  for  any  luch  Com- 
Siirioii  to  inquire  how  far  oormpt  practioei  at 
aay  preTions  municipal  Election  maj  have  eon- 
daetd  to  corrupt  practices  at  the  Parliamentary 
StootioD." 

Thb  chairman  felt  bound  to  say 
thai  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminiter,  even  as  it  now  stood, 
•xtended  beyond  the  bond  fide  limits  of 
tlia  Bill,  and  the  Committee  could  not 
well  entertain  it.  He  would  therefore 
•Dggest  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
.bring  up  a  clause  to  the  effect  stated  on 
•iba  Report. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
wrail  himself  of  that  suggestion. 

Mb.  darby    GRIFFITH    supported 

.the   proposal   of  the  right  hon.   Member 

.Ibr  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie)  and  hoped 

ha  would  frame  a  clause  such  as  he  had 

daaeribed. 

,     The   SOLICITOR    GENERAL  said, 

thought  that  the  clause  as  it  stood  was 

.vary  important  and  Taluable  in  itself,  and 

ihatt  therefore,  the  Committee  would  not 

wiah  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether.  It  proposed 

to    enact   that  when    the  Judge    should 

laport  that  corrupt  practices   extensively 

prevailed  in  a  county  or  borough  the  House 

■hould  be  placed  in  ezactlj  the  same  po- 

aition  as  it  was  at  present  when  a  Com- 

■littee  made  a  Report  to  a  similar  effect. 

. .  Tha  Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 

hoD.  Member  for  Westminster   would,  if 

.nbatituted   for    this  clause,  deprive    the 

House  of  the  discretionary  power  it  had 

hitherto  exercised  upon  the  Report  of  a 

-/Committee  being  made  to  it  alleging  the 

\  .aziatence  of  extensive  corrupt  practices  in 

.^m  eoanty  or  borough.      It  was  the  more 

■aeassary    that  this  discretionary    power 

.  aboold  be  left  to  the  House,  seeing  that 

tha  present  Bill  made  the  ratepayers  liable 

.fsr  the  expenses  of  the  Commission.     He 

.ftharafore  hoped  that  the  clause  would  be 

^allowed  to  stand. 

,-->     Mb.    M.    chambers    said,  he  was 

/afrrnid  that  the  Judges  who  were  appointed 

4a  try  these  Petitions  would  be  placed  in  a 

vary  awkward  and  unpleasant  position  by 

.this  Bill ;  they  would  first  be  requested 

la  make  a  Report  as  to  whether  or   not 

.aorropt  practices  extensively  prevailed  in 

M  borough  or  county,  and  when  they  had 

■side  that  Report  they  were  to  be  told 

AaX  they  ware  not  to  be  believed,  and 


that  the  whole  Inouiry  must  be  gone  over 
again  before  the  House  could  act  in  the 
matter.  He  thought  that  a  Commission 
should  issue  as  a  matter  of  course  upon 
the  Report  of  the  Judge  that  corrupt 
practices  were  extensively  prevalent  in  a 
county  or  borough  being  made.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  one  case  out  of  ten  the 
Judge  would  make  such  a  Report,  as  he 
would  content  himself  with  ascertaining  the 
existence  of  one  or  two  cases  of  bribery, 
and  would  then  make  a  dry  Report  to  the 
effect  that  the  seat  was  vacant  by  reason 
of  bribery  having  been  committed. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  that  the  clause  should  either  be 
struck  out  or  considerably  amended.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  a  Judge  should  not  be 
called  on  to  say  extra  judicially  *'  that  he 
had  reason  to  believe  **  that  bribery  exten- 
sively prevailed. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  could  compel  the  Crown 
to  issue  a  Commission  in  these  cases.  The 
best  plan  would  be  to  pass  the  clause  and 
discuss  the  question  in  a  separate  form. 
He  trusted  that  the  Committee  would  be 
allowed  to  make  some  progress  with  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  bouverie  said,  he  had  endea- 
voured  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
with  a  view  to  rendering  it  more  efficient. 
No  one,  he  thought,  could  accuse  him  of 
trying  in  any  way  to  retard  its  passing. 
[*'  Oh  !  "]  He  thought  that  the  course 
now  being  adopted  would  render  cor- 
ruption more  easy,  instead  of  more  diffi- 
cult ;  but,  finding  the  Committee  against 
him,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  18  to  22,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Service  of  Petition). 

Mb.  bouverie  wished  to  know 
whether  a  Member  was  to  be  tapped  on  the 
shoulder  and  served  with  an  Election  Pe- 
tition in  the  same  way  that  a  man  was  now 
served  with  a  writ  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  never  understood  that  tapping  on 
the  shoulder  was  a  necessary  accompani- 
ment to  the  serving  of  a  writ. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  24  and  25  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Shorthand  Writer  to  attend 
Trial  of  Election  Petition). 
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Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  objected 
to  the  construction  of  the  clause,  which 
would  throw  a  monopoly  of  the  shorthond 
writing  into  the  hands  of  Messrs.  Gurneji 
who  already  enjoyed  the  monopoly  of  the 
shorthand  writing  of  the  House  of  Com* 
mens.  Without  in  the  slightest  degree 
wishing  to  impugn  tho  skill  of  those  gen- 
tlemen and  their  staff  he  thought  that  the 
shorthand  writing  business  arising  out  of 
these  Inquiries  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  shorthand  writing  profession  generally. 
Ho  suggested  that  the  shorthand  writer 
to  attend  these  Inquiries  should  be  ap- 
pointed either  by  the  Judge  or  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  would  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hereford 
(Mr.  Clire),  to  leave  out — 

"On  the  trial  of  an  Election  Petition  under 
this  Act,  the  sbortband  writer  of  the  Ilouse  of 
Commons,  or  his  deputy,  shall  attend,  and  shall 
be  sworn  by  the  judge  faithfully  and  truly  to  take 
down  the  oTidonce  given  at  the  trial,  &c" 
and  insert — 

"  On  the  trial  of  an  Election  Petition  under 
this  Act,  a  shorthand  writer  shall  be  appointed 
by  tho  judge  (in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided), 
to  atteud,  and  shall  be  sworn  by  the  judge  laith- 
fully  and  truly  to  take  down  the  evidence  given 
at  the  trial,  &c," 

Mr.  GLADSTONii;  said,  he  should 
support  the  clause  as  it  stood,  seeing  that  if 
they  were  to  interfere  in  this  way  with  every 
small  matter  in  tho  Bill  they  had  better  at 
once  proceed  to  construct  a  Bill  themselves, 
and  to  treat  the  initiatory  action  of  the 
Government  as  amounting  to  nothing. 
The  shorthand  writing  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  performed  by  Messrs.  Gurney 
was  incomparably  well  done.  Ho  had  never 
seen  any  operation  of  the  human  mind 
combined  with  that  of  the  hand  that 
appeared  to  him  so  wonderful  as  the  pre- 
cision with  which  the  proceedings  in  the 
Committees  of  that  House,  where  the 
utmost  confusion  frequently  prevailed,  were 
taken  down  and  read  off  fluently  by  the 
shorthand  writer.  If  the  Government 
were  to  announce  that  this  Bill  was  merely 
of  a  temporary  character  the  greater  part 
of  these  discussions  would  at  once  fall  to 
tho  ground. 

Mr.  M.  C [I ambers  observed  that  his 
object  was  merely  to  permit  the  direct 
employment  of  thoso  who  now  did  the 
work. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  With  the  permission 
of  the  Committee  I  will  take  this  opportu- 


nity  of  stating  that  it  is  the  intmlioii  of 
Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  to  propose  thit 
this  shall  be  a  limited  Bill,  to  rernuD  is 
force  for  three  years  only. 

Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Practiee  of  Hoose  of  Com- 
mons to  be  observed). 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  observed  that  perhspi 
this  would  be  the  proper  time  for  him  to 
move  a  proviso,  to  which  he  believed  tin 
Government  would  not  object.  As  the 
Bill  stood  Parliamentary  agents  would  not 
be  entitled  to  appear  professionally  ii 
Election  cases  before  the  Judges.  Ths 
object  of  his  proviso  was  to  provide  that 
agents  or  counsel  now  entitled  to  pradiii 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  respeet  A 
electioo  matters,  should  be  entitled  t» 
practise  before  the  Judges  in  respeet  d 
similar  matters. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  hi 
would  make  some  additions  to  the  beo. 
Member's  proviso,  and  bring  it  up  as  ssev 
clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  29  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (Reception  of  Judge). 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  wss  iboik 
to  propose  the  insertion  of  words  whidi 
would  throw  the  expenses   of  the  Govt 
held  by  the  Judge  upon  the  locality  whoM 
misconduct  had    been   the    cause  of  tbo 
outlay.     He  apprehended  that  the  object 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  to  edoeila 
public   opinion   to  bear  against  electonl 
corruption.     With  that  view  he  thoogbtit 
would   be  well  to  make  the  ezisteoeerf 
such  corruption  in  any  community  ioeoi' 
venient  to  that  community.     The  presesM 
of  a  Judge  for  a  short  time  in  a  boroogb 
was  not  looked  upon  as  either  a  disgraee  « 
an  inconvenience  to    that    borough.    Oi 
several  occasions  the  House  had  seen  tbe 
anxiety  displayed  by  commanities  to  hivt 
their   particular   locality   selected    as  tbe 
assize  town.     There    were    festivities  of 
farioue    kinds  —  including    the    ''  Aseiie 
Ball  " — daring  the  visit  of  a  Judge  to  s 
county  town.     Perhaps    next   year   thef 
should  hear  of  "the  Bribery  Ball.'*    Tbe 
House  as  much  as  possible  oagfat  to  sveid 
giving  the  smallest  ground  for  the  ssppoii- 
tion  that  the  visit  of  the  Judge  to  trj  • 
ease  under  this  Bill  was  to  be  an  oceseiei 
of  merrymaking.     Ho  had  tltken  the  words 
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of  his  proiiso  from  those  of  a  elaose  framed 
hj  the  €bfernment,  and  applying  to  the 
expensee  of  a  Commission.  He  was  willing 
to  add  words  providing  that  where  the 
allegations  in  the  Petition  were  found  to  be 
friTolous  and  Texatious,  the  expenses  of 
the  inqairj  should  be  borne  bj  the  Peti- 
tioner. 

Page  10,  line  25,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTo  out  the  words  *'  by  the  Oommissioners 
of  the  Treasurj,  oat  of  monlei  prOTided  bj  Par- 
liament/' in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  as  if  they 
Were  expenses  inourred  in  the  regiiitration  of 
'TOters  for  the  ooonty  or  borough/'--(Afr.  Jam49 
Lcfwther,) 

-^instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  no  one  would  go  further  than  he  was 
ready  to  go  in  punishing  a  oonstitoeney 
fbund  guilty  of  corntpt  praetiees  ;  but  the 
House  must  take  eare  not  to  press  that 
principle  too  far.  In  their  anxiety  to  sup- 
press eorruption  they  must  not  do  what 
was  unjust.  The  intention  was  that  a 
Judge  should  proceed  to  the  partteolar  bo- 
rough in  order  to  try  whether  there  had 
been  corrupt  practices  there  or  not.  Now, 
the  Judge  might  arrive  at  the  conolosion 
that  the  charges  were  unfounded,  and  yet 
not  be  prepared  to  hold  that  they  were 
frivolous  and  ? exatious.  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  those  two  findings. 
Again,  the  charge  of  an  undue  return 
might  be  sustained  in  consequence  of  five 
or  ten  persons  in  a  borough  having  taken 
bribes.  The  general  rule  was  that  the 
country  provided  the  expenses  of  judicial 
investigations. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  :-^AyeB  134; 
Noes  67  :  Migority  67. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  31  to  36,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Withdrawal  of  Petition  and 
Substitution  of  new  Petitioners). 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  nothing  could 
be  so  well  contrived  as  the  clause  to  pre- 
Tent  the  presentation  of  Election  Petitions, 
for  which  the  utmost  freedom  ought  to  be 
allowed ;  and  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words — 


•4* 


Sabjeot,  as  aforesaid,  a  sabstitnted  Petitionsr 
shall  stand  in  the  same  position  as  nearly  as  may 
be,  and  be  subject  to  the  same  liabilities  as  the 
original  Petitioner." 

The  SOLICITOR  general  observed 
that  it  was  only  where  the  Judge  was  of 


opiniou  that  the  withdrawal  of  a  Petition 
was  the  result  of  a  corrupt  bargain,  and 
that  the  first  surety  was  a  party  to  the 
corruption,  that  in  case  another  Petitioner 
came  forward  to  prosecute  the  inquiry, 
the  old  sureties  would  remain  liable.  He 
thought  that  a  very  proper  provision. 

Mb.  WHITfiRBAD  explained  that  the 
Committee  intended  by  this  clause  to  pre- 
vent the  withdrawal  of  bond  fide  Petitions; 
and  with  this  view  where  the  Judge  was 
satisfied  that  a  corrupt  bargain  existed  for 
the  withdrawal  of  a  Petition  the  clause 
provided  that  the  £1,000  lodged  by  the 
first  surety  should  be  impounded  and  ap- 
plied, so  far  as  it  would  go,  to  pay  the 
legitimate  expenses  of  the  inquiry. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  LOWE  observed  that  the  sureties 
were  required  by  the  clause  to  guarantee 
that  the  prosecution  of  the  Petition  should 
be  effective,  and  not  merely  that  the  ez« 
penses  should  be  paid, 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to  pre- 
vent the  Petition  being  withdrawn  from 
corrupt  motives* 

YisoouNT  AMBERLEY  thought  that 
the  Petition  should  not  be  allowed  to  be 
withdrawn  under  any  circumstances. 

8iB  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  could 
not  see  how  the  Judge  was  to  ascertain 
whether  the  withdrawal  of  the  Petition  was 
owing  to  corrupt  motives.  If  he  endea- 
voured to  cross-examine  the  Petitioner  the 
latter  might  refuse  to  answer  on  the  ground 
that  he  declined  to  criminate  himself,  or 
else  one  or  two  witnesses  might  be  brought 
forward  who  had  no  evidence  to  give,  and 
it  might  be  said  that  the  ease  had  broken 
down,  as  in  either  of  these  eases  the  Judge 
would  be  helpless, 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  object  of  the  olaose  was  to  pre- 
vent Petitions  being  withdrawn  in  pur- 
suance of  corrupt  arrangements.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  who  had  just  spoken 
had  shown  how  it  was  possible  for  the 
ends  of  justice  to  be  defeated,  and  the 
present  clause  only  endeavoured  to  meet  a 
certain  number  of  the  contrivances  that 
might  be  adopted  with  that  view.  A  for- 
mer clause  provided  for  this  difficulty,  be- 
cause under  it  the  Judges  were  enabled 
from  time  to  time  to  prescribe  rules  under 
which  Petitions  might  be  withdrawn.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  there  could  be  no 
evasions  of  the  Act;  but  if  they  desired 
to  prevent  the  corrupt  withdrawal  of  Peti- 
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iirs 

tioDB  it  was  worth  their  while  to  trj 
ther  the  niacliinery 
effect  thnt  reiult. 

Sia  GRORGE  BOWYER  said,  he  wu 
of  opinion  tliat  t!ic  only  reroedjr  would  be 
found  in  the  appoiiitmeDt  of  a  publio  pro- 
gee  u  lor. 


tCorr^ 


l»t 


Clause  agreed  to. 

ClaaseB  38  to  40,  inclusive,  agresd  to. 


itould  find  tfaftt  that  diffionlty  iiai  ilrnlj 
doTised  would  uot '  been  proTided  for  bj  ui  earlier  dboM. 
Clause,  es  amended,  agned  to. 
Clause  42  agrted  to. 
Clause  43  (Qeueral  CoaU  of  Pedtkn). 
Hb.  J.  STUART  MILL  pnpoMd,b 
page  14,  line  II,  to  insert  aftei 


Clause 
to  appear 

Mr.   BOUVEItIB    called  attention    to 


whole  successful  "  the  wordi' 

Aod  In  tfa*  CMe  of  mj  anoh  Petition  *lNn 
nnj  oorrupt  praotics  ii  charged   to  hat*  tika 


41    Respondent  not  opposing  not    Pj"*-  ""*  •'""'  ^  «!""  "  J"^  »»•  *^ 

■  BK  Pari*  or  to  ultl       "^         ^  I  ii»t  iaj  oompt  prmotIO*  baa  been  prand,lkt 

as  1  any  or  to  sitj.  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^j,  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^ 


n  or  tbs  whole  of  tba  o 


the  fact  Ibftt  there  were  no  means  by  which    P*""* '«  •>•  i'tnj^  by  anj  partj  or  partin  <l« 

the  House  could  be  officially  informed  of    <"■!  h"*  b«*'' P«Trf  fuUiJ  •f  wrropi  p»«6« 

,  _   V      J      •«    >uM  »      or  bT  th«  ODOotj  or  borouh,  m  the  •ame  Biav 


bet '  for  tbe 

ight 


e  steps  taken  from  time  to  time  affect 
ing    seats,    and    consequently   a   Men 
whose  seat  had  been  declared  vacant  m 
still  take  pnrt  in  tliese  proceedings,  and 
in  important  divisions. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  re- 
marked that  the  means  of  ioformation 
were  juit  at  great  as  they  were  at  present. 
Mr.  BOUVERIE  replied  that  at  pre- 
sent the  proceedings  before  Committeeh 
needed  no  notification  to  tlie  House,  be~ 
cause  the  deliberations  and  daties  of  Com- 
mittees  were  really  deliberations  and  dulie« 

of  tiie  House;   but  in   this  case   tliev  were    T""' 

1.1     tioe>, 

constituting  a    new   tribunal,    with   winch 
they  would  have  no  connection  whatever. 


eipenaes loaarred 

"-       uaty  or  borough,  regard  being  Wli 

tanoe  of  leoDriDg  tbe  beet  eVbrtitfdt 

ooanty  or  borougb  for  repreaaion  of  oomft  |n^ 


"  Iq  the  oaM  of  »ttj  Petition  e«niflaiaiD|  if 
I^Dsral  or  eitanaivs  prevalaooa  of  cormptin^ 
tioei,  if  the  court  or  judge  iball  be  of  apiaion  IW 
there  wai  reaiODable  and  probable  grosnd  brtt 
allegationi.  tbe  petitioner  or  petitioom  ihtU  kl 
relieved  of  all  ooals,  ohargei,  and  eipenia  !•■ 
eurred  in  and  aboot  the  inqairT,  and  it  ihill  k 
in  the  power  of  tbe  oonrt  or  jodge  to  diMriM 
tbe  said  ooiti,  cbai^et,  and  oipeuei  in  aaeb  f* 
portions  aa  It  or  he  maj  tbink  fit  between  |an>* 
rho  shall  have  heen  found  guilty  of  eornpifM- 
bo  sball  bave  oaaaad  expraw  lif  iM- 
tioui  conduct,  unfounded  allegationi,  «r  n— 
founded  objectioni,  and  the  counij  ' 


The   solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he    the  oaie  maj  be,  the  eipenaes   ehai^ed  m  It 


county  or  borough  to  be  delrajed 

maonor  aa  eipeniej  incortvd  in  th( 

of  voten  for  tbe  oouotj  or  borougb." 

0  proceedings  o   the  Court  |  ^^^      ..^^  ^^  jj,;.  Amendment  U  lW« 

.nsacted  in  a  cellar.  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^^^^^  ^^j  proMcule  to  OT-i*- 

tion,  acts  of  bribery    or  Other  corropliw* 

elections,  is  a  public  service  ;  ud  l^stv 

being  a  publie  service,  those  who  ■r«js*~ 

ei  all  J  decided  to  have  performed  tbsti^' 

vice  ought  not  to  be  required  to  paj  ■* 

eipenses  of  it  from  their  private  pN^ 

It  is  enough  that  they  take  upon  tbt** 

;  selves  the  risk  of  failing  to  esublisli  1^ 

where  1  charge,  whicb,  we  all  know,  may  e>>ilf< 

"* '         and  does  frequently,    happen  wben  ''  ' 


did  not  wish  to  say  anything   impertinent, 

but    the   right   hon.   Gentli 

member  thnt   ih 

would  not  be  transacted 

Ma.  LOWE  remarked,  that  the  objec- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bouverie)  ought  to  be  removed  by  a  pre- 
Ttous  portion  of  the  Bill,  where  the  de- 
termination of  the  Court  was  ordered  to  be 
reported  to  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  moved  the  addition  of 
the  following  words:  — 


"Tlie  court  or  judge  ahalt, 
■uch  Dotice  tiu  been  giren,  in  tbe  prescribed 

and  manner,  report  the '-  "■    "-    "- 

the  Ilouse  of  Comoiona.' 


the  Speaker  of   perfectly  notorious  that  the  charge  is  «• 

:  But  when  it  has  been  proved  tn>a,M'' 

id,  he  thought  there   judicially    declared    to  be   so   pravsi  ' 

'  maintain  that  the  Petitioners  have  a  ^~' 


Ma.  HENLEY 
was  an  important  omission  in  tbe  clause, 

heoause,  if  the  person  petitioned  against  j  moral  right  to  be  indemni&ed  for  tbiC 
did  not  choose,  from  want  of  means  or  an^  pense.  Their  Srat  claim,  no  doabt,  is  *f 
other  reason,  to  defend  his  seal,  nobody  the  parties  who,  through  Iheir  initnaif 
else  could  come  forward  to  rebut  the  tality,  have  heen  found  guilty ;  ^}^ 
charge  of  bribery  and  corruption  made  !  Judge  may  not  alwaya  think  fittoiiV 
against  the  borough.  i  even  upon  proved  oorruption,  wbss*}' 

The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL  sud,    penalty  as  the  entire  expenaos  of  lbs  Pi^ 
that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)   tion ;   and  it  will  often  happen  tbit  w 
Thg  AlUrntj/  Qentral  ' 
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rirtiM  ha? e  not  the  meant  of  paying  it. 
propose,  therefore  that  the  Judge  should 
have  the  power  of  apportioning  the  expense 
in  whatever  manner  he  deems  most  jast, 
hetween  the  persons  convicted  of  corrupt 
practices,  and  the  conntj  or  horough. 

Mb.  ATRTON  remarked,  with  reference 
to  the  earlier  part  of  the  clause,  that,  as 
persons  would  be  less  able  to  inform  them- 
selves of  their  grounds  of  action  through 
the  shortening  of  time  during  which  a 
Petition  could  be  presented,  a  provision 
making  the  payment  of  costs  depend  upon 
the  event  would  almost  entirely  prevent 
Petitions  being  presented. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said, 
the  Petitioner  did  not  pay  costs  unless  the 
Committee  decided  his  proceedings  had 
been  vexatious.  The  Committee  desired 
on  the  one  hand  to  put  an  end  to  corrupt 
practices ;  but  at  the  same  time  to  pro- 
tect a  Member  from  improper  Petitions. 
The  Judge  was  vested  with  a  discretion 
as  to  awarding  costs. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed, 
and  he  did  not  believe  the  hon.  Member 
would  press  it  when  he  understood  what 
it  comprehended.  It  actnslly  gave  the 
Judge  power  to  award  costs  against  any 
man  whom  another  might  have  charged 
with  bribery  under  circumstances  in  which 
he  could  offer  no  defence.  Any  voter 
might  go  before  the  Judge  and  say,  with- 
out the  least  foundation,  ''  Suoh  a  one 
offered  me  a  sum  of  money."  He  was 
aure,  too,  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment went  far  beyond  the  intention  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  asked,  whe- 
ther since  Judges  could  be  trusted  to  de- 
cide cases  of  political  importance,  the 
Attorney  General  believed  they  could  not 
be  trusted  to  exercise  proper  caution  in 
Awarding  costs  ? 

Mb.  LOWE  thought  costs,  properly  so 
omlled,  could  only  fall  on  persons  who,  as 
parties  to  the  suit,  could  be  heard  ;  here, 
however,  was  a  proposal  to  impose  an 
arbitrary  fine  on  persons  not  parties  to  a 
aait,  and  having  no  power  to  make  them- 
selves heard.  The  same  remark  applied 
to  the  borough  or  county  as  to  persons, 
and  the  only  possible  precedent  which 
eould  be  quoted  in  support  of  either  case 
was  that  of  making  an  attorney  pay  costs 
for  Improper  conduct  in  a  suit. 

Amendment  n^gaUved^ 

Clause  imr$$d  to. 


Clause  44  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Punishment  of  Candidate 
guilty  of  Bribery). 

Mr.  POWELL  observed  that  there  was 
surplusage  in  the  use  of  the  word  "  per- 
sonally,' as  referring  to  the  person  guilty 
of  bribery. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  moved,  in 
page  14,  line  35.  to  leave  out  the  word 
'*  bribery,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
'*  corrupt  practice  *'  in  its  stead.  "  Corrupt 
practice  "  were  the  words  used  generally 
throughout  the  Bill  as  a  description  of  the 
offence  with  which  the  measure  dealt.  His 
object  was  to  extend  the  operation  of  the 
clause  to  persons  guilty  of  treating  or  of 
intimidation. 

Page  14,  line  32  :-^Amendment  pro- 
posed, to  leave  out  the  word  "bribery," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "any  corrupt 
practice," — {Mr,  Mill,) — instead  thereof. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Amendment  would  effect  a  very 
important  change  in  the  Bill.  The  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster had  been  very  fully  discussed  and 
considered  by  the  Select  Committee,  and 
that  Committee  thought  it  would  be  going 
too  far  to  exclude  a  man  from  the  House 
of  Commons  for  seven  years  because  he 
had  been  found  guilty  of  treating  or  guilty 
of  intimidation.  That  penalty  was  by  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  inflicted  on 
any  person  found  guilty  of  bribery. 

VisoouNT  AM  BE  RLE  Y  observed  that 
treating  was  bribery  by  means  of  eating 
and  drinking,  and  therefore  it  was  morally 
as  bad  as  bribery  by  pay-ment  of  money. 

Mb.  Sebjbant  6ASELBE  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  assent  to 
the  proposed  Amendment.  He  did  not 
think  that  a  punishment  which  was  almost 
as  bad  as  transportation  for  seven  years 
should  be  inflicted  merely  for  giving  a  man 
balf*a*crown  to  get  something  to  drink. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  would  persevere  with 
his  clause. 

Mb.  CLAT  thought  that  intimidation 
was  even  worse  than  bribery. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  bribery  * 
stand  part  of  the  Clsuse.'' 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  175; 
Noes  80 :  Majority  95. 

Mb.  POWELL  proposed  to  leave  out 
in  page  14,  line  37,  the  words  '*  during 
the  seven  years"  to  the  end  of  the  clause, 
with  the  view  of  adding  the  words  **  or 
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•itting  in  Parliameiit  for  •nob  ooDotj  or 
borough  daring  the   Parliament  then   in 
eziBtence."     He  observed  that  the  Bill  as 
now  drawn  did  not  retain  the  proyiaion 
that  a  candidate  found  guilty  of  malprac- 
tices by  himself  or  his  agents  should  be 
incapable  of  sitting  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons during  the  then  existing  Parliament 
for  the  same  constituency.     He  thought 
that  a  just  and  wise  provision.     Else  a 
candidate  unseated  on  Petition  might  at  a 
subsequent  election*— that  election  being  a 
pure  election,  and  therefore  free  from  at- 
tack— be  returned  by  force  and  by  virtue  of 
that   very  corruption  which   had   vitiated 
the    former    return.       The    Amendment 
raised   the  whole  of  the  large  question 
whether  a  single  Judge  sitting  alone  with- 
out a  jury  should*  have  the  power  of  de- 
priving a  citizen  of  his  civil  rights.     A  man 
so  charged  was  entitled  to  a  trial  by  jury. 
Before  a  citizen  was  found  guilty  of  such 
an  offence,  and  was  subjected  to  sa^b  a 
punishment,  his  trial  should  proceed,  not 
on  a  collateral  and  accidental  issue,  but  on 
a  fair  issue  fairly  raised,  and  the  verdict 
should  be  arrived  at  after  careful  investiga- 
tion by  a  jury  under  the  guidance  of  a 
Judge  in    reference  to  the    special    and 
individual  case.      It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  enlarge  on  the  horrible  nature  of 
the  punishment  which  sent  a  man  forth 
into  the  world  deprived  of  all  that  made 
life  worth  having,   by  rendering  him  in- 
capable of  sitting  in  Parliament  for  seven 
years.     It  had  been  found  that  extreme 
severity  of  punishment  defeated  its  own 
object,   and  he   was  of  opinion  that  an 
English  citizen   should  not   be  liable   to 
suffer  this  punishment  by  the  aentenee  of 
a  Judge  sitting  without  a  jury.     He  there- 
fore proposed  to  omit  from  the  clause  the 
words  rendering  the  candidate  with  whose 
knowledge  and  consent  bribery  had,  in  the 
opinion  of   the  Judge,   beeq  committed, 
"incapable  of  being  elected  to  and  of 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Common^  daring 
the  seven  years  next  after  the  date  of  his 
being  found  guilty ;"  and  to  substitute  for 
them  a  provision  rendering  such  candidate 
incapable  "of   sitting  in   Parliament  for 
such  county  or  borough  during  the  Parlia- 
ment then  m  existence." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  S7,  to  leaie  oat  from  the  word  *<  Com- 
xnoDB  "  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  *<or  sitting  in  Parliament  for  such 
connty  or  boroavh  daring  the  Parliament  then 
in  existence,"— (llr.PMvdtf,) 

— instead  thereof. 
Mr.  PowM 


Sm  RQUNDELI^  PALMES  said,  that 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  aod  learned 
Member  directed   attention  to  a  matter 
which  it  was  necessary  should  be  properlj 
understood.      It  was  desirable  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  by  the  clause  to 
repeal  altogether  the  preaent  law,  which 
declared  that,  if  a  candidate  were  found 
guilty  ^f  bribery,  treating,  or  undue  io- 
fluance,  by  himself  or  his  agents,  he  should 
be  incapable  of  sitting  in  the  House  of 
Commons    during    the    Parliament   then 
existing.     The  Committee  would  obsene 
that  agency  was  not  mentioned  in  the  pre- 
sent clause,  and  that  omission  would  have 
the  effect  of  operating  as  a  very  great 
stimulus  4nd  encouragement  to  briberj  in 
those  cases  where  the  preaent  law  dis- 
couraged such  offences.     The  unpopularity 
of  the  persons  who  spent  large  sunit  of 
money  in  corrupt  practices  was  not  so  great 
aa  the  advocates  of  purity  of  election  might 
desire,  and  if  a  candidate  who  had  com- 
mitted bribery  were  allowed  to  stand  again 
for  the  same  place  where  the  bribery  had 
been  practised,  it  would  be  ten  to  one  in 
many  cases  that  he  would  be  returned.    In 
abolishing  Election   Committees    it    was 
manifest  that,  if  th^  Houae   intended  to 
retain  the  substance  of  the  existing  law, 
some  words  must  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  to  make  the  present  consequences  of 
agency  applicable  to  a  person  convicted  by 
a  Judge. 

Thb  solicitor  general  stated 
that  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
penalty  in  the  case  of  a  candidate  per- 
sonally guilty  of  bribery  ahould  be  mors 
severe  than  at  present ;  but  it  was  not 
intended  to  filter  the  law  applicable  to 
candidates  guilty  of  bribery  by  their 
agents,  and  he  woold,  in  order  to  preclade 
all  doubt  on  the  point,  undertake  to  bring 
up  a  clause  relating  to  the  matter  upon 
the  Report. 

Mr.  LOWE  thought  that  the  daoie 
seemed  framed  with  undue  aeverity.  An 
immense  penalty  was  annexed  to  the 
offence  mentioned  in  the  olaoae,  and  they 
were  obliged  to  exaggerate  the  character 
of  the  offence  before  they  could  bring 
themselves  to  assent  to  the  penalty.  The 
clause  stated  that  where,  by  the  report  of 
a  Judge  upon  an  Election  Petition,  it  should 
be  found  that  bribery  had  been  committed 
with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  a  candi- 
date, such  candidate  should  be  deemed  to 
have  been  personally  guilty  of  bribefy' 
They  might  say  that,  but  their  saying  so 
did  not    make  the  candidate  personally 
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guHty,  tboogb  by  tbo  qae  of  tboae  worJ9 
tbej  might  seek  to  exoMe  tbemseWea  for 
providing  so  heavy  a  penalty.  In  the  ease 
of  murder  they  might  say  that  any  person 
with  whose  consent  or  knowledge  murder 
was  eommitted  should  be  deemed  person- 
ally guilty  of  murder ;  but  that  was  not 
law.  Such  a  person  was  not  a  prinoipal* 
but  an  accessory.  This  constrained  con^ 
atruction  beiqg  put  on  the  Act  mentioned 
in  the  clause,  the  penalty  imposed  was 
aeTen  years'  exclusion  from  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  penalty  here  would  be 
worse  than  transportation  for  life  to  some 
persons.  It  would  be  extremely  wrong  to 
put  this  tremendous  power  into  the  hands 
of  a  single  Judge,  They  would  defeat 
their  own  object,  for  po  Judge  would  erer 
take  on  himself  the  responsibility  of  say- 
ing what  he  might  think  in  his  own  mind, 
because  he  would  shrink  from  the  oonse* 
quences  it  would  iuToWe.  But  let  them 
look  at  the  matter  with  reference  to  politi- 
cal expediency.  They  were  not  saying  that 
every  man  who  had  done  this  must  be  dealt 
with  after  a  certain  manner,  but  everyone 
who  had  been  profed  to  have  done  it. 
There  was  the  difficulty  of  deciding  what 
was  true  and  false  on  such  testimony  as 
was  given  in  these  oases ;  it  was  not  on 
the  fact  of  a  man  having  done  it,  but  of 
the  witnesses  being  able  to  impress  the 
mind  of  a  Judge  that  he  had  done  it,  they 
were  proceeding.  There  were  Qentlemen 
Bitting  in  that  House  whose  presence  there 
was  most  important  to  the  interests  of 
party  and  the  interests  of  the  nation  ;  and 
there  was  hardly  anything  that  might  not 
be  contrived  by  wicked  and  unscrupulous 
persons  to  procure  their  absence.  Yet  their 
absence  during  the  past  se? en  years,  and 
atill  more  during  the  next  seven  years, 
would  revolutionize  and  alter  the  whole 
history  of  the  country.  Everything  would 
depend  on  the  presence  or  absence  of  those 
two  Gentlemen ;  and  would  they  leave  so 
tremendous  an  issue  to  be  decided  in  this 
manner  ?  He  could  not  reppncile  his  mind 
to  such  a  conclusion.  He  did  not  stand 
there  as  an  advocate  of  those  who  gave  or 
took  bribes ;  but  by  such  arbitrary  and 
harsh  constructions  they  strained  the  laws 
into  what  they  were  not ;  and  their  penal- 
ties, being  utterly  wild,  yiolent,  and  extra- 
yagant,  would  not  check  bribery,  but  rather 
enable  many  to  escape  the  stigma  justly 
due  to  their  misconduct.  They  would  act 
much  more  wisely  by  leaving  these  matters 
to  be  dealt  with  as  they  had  been  already 
—not  to  outrun,  but  trusting  to  the  force 


of  publlo  opinion  to  put  down  thi^  offence. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  here,  as  in  all 
other  oases,  laws  too  severe  and  extraya* 
gant  had  only  a  tendency  to  defeat  them* 
selves. 

Mr.  AYSTON  said,  he  thought  the 
pbserfations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Lowe)  struck  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
Bill.  Observations  very  much  to  the  same 
effect  had  been  made  on  many  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  only  now 
the  right  hou«  Gentleman  had  arrived  at 
a  conclusion  as  to  the  real  character  of  the 
Bill,  and  denounced  it  as  a  most  deplorable 
calamity.  They  were  attempting  to  eom- 
bine  a  civil  and  criminal  auit  -—  to  blend 
two  very  different  things,  and  involving 
such  tremendous  penalties  as  seven  years' 
ostracism  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
But  the  objection  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman came  somewhat  late.  After  con« 
strueting  the  most  excellent  tribunal  they 
could  by  possibility  devise,  and  entitled  to 
every  confidence,  they  suddenly  turned 
round,  and  would  not  allow  justice  to  take 
its  oourso.  He,  on  the  other  hand,  maiur 
tained  they  were  bound  to  accept  the  le- 
gitimate consequences  of  what  they  had 
done  in  the  penal  character  of  the  clause. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  found  that  the  clause  now 
under  discussion  was  accepted  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  last 
year  nem.  con.  Seventeen  Members  were 
present,  and  fifteen  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee voted  for  it,  among  whom  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Caln^. 

Mb.  LOWE :  I  did  not  vote  for  it. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: The  Motion  was  made  and  the 
Question  pot — 

"  That  it  is  deairable  that  personi  found  gniltj 
of  bribery  or  -reported  by  the  Judge  or  Commis- 
sioners  as  baring  been  guilty  of  bribery  should, 
notwithstandinff  any  indemnity,  be  fbr  seven  years 
inoapaeitated  from  being  elected  as  Members  of 
ParliaoMttt,  ovTOting  for  Members  of  Parliament, 
or  holding  munieipal  oflioes,  or  being  included  in 
a  Commission  of  the  Peace/' 

That  question  was  put  at  the  instance  of 
the  ri|^t  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Russell  Gurney),  and  agreed  to.  Of  course 
he  was  not  able  to  ssy,  from  the  report  of 
the  proceedings,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  before  then  left  the  room. 

Mr.  LOWE  :  I  did  leave  the  Com- 
mittee-room. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  ov  m  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  waa 
there  immediately  before. 
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Mb.  LOWB  :  I  wm. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thx  EXCHE- 
QUER :  No  Member  of  the  Committee 
took  exception  to  the  Resolution.  Of 
course,  it  was  open  to  any  Member  of  the 
Committee  to  change  his  mind. 

Mr.  LOWB :  I  did  not  change  my  mind 
on  that  matter. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  changed  his  mind.  But  he 
did  not  record  his  vote  against  the  propo- 
sition. With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
it  was  desirable  to  ha?e  such  a  provision  he 
would  say  a  few  words.  Why  was  money 
spent  in  bribery  ?  The  object  to  be  attained 
was  a  seat  in  that  House  ;  and  if  it  were 
provided  that  on  Members  being  convicted 
of  spending  money  illegally  in  order  to 
obtain  a  seat  in  Parliament  that  object 
would  be  defeated,  very  strong  discourage- 
ment would  be  given  to  bribery.  No  doubt 
there  might  be  oombinations  and  conspira- 
cies to  prove  distinguished  Members  of  the 
House  guilty  of  bribery  ;  but  they  must 
trust,  as  in  other  cases,  to  the  acumen 
of  the  tribunal  to  detect  and  defeat  those 
conspiracies. 

Mr.  CLAT  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  not  be  induced  to  con- 
sent to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridge(Mr.  Powell), 
which  proposed  to  place  the  man  who  was 
cognisant  of  bribery  being  committed  for 
him  with  the  individual  who  was  so  unfortu- 
nate as  to  have  over-sealous  friends  who 
bribed  on  his  behalf,  but  without  his  know- 
ledge. He  doubted  whether  seven  years' 
exclusion  was  a  sufficient  punishment  for 
those  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery. 

Mr.  PAULL  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  would  not  carry  the 
punishment  intended. 

Mr.  WHITBBEAD,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  explained  that  the  penal 
clauses  had  been  very  much  discussed,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Calne  voted 
with  the  minority  against  them.  The  best 
course  would  be  to  withdraw  the  penal 
clauses,  and  to  leave  the  law  upon  the 
point  as  it  now  stood. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  said,  he  thought  it 
was  not  just  to  treat  an  accessory  in  the 
same  manner  as  a  principal,  althongh  it 
appeared  the  lion.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Clay)  was  incapable  of  understanding  the 
distinction. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Powell),  both  on  grounds  of  justice 
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and  expediency,  was  a  good  one.    After 
the  stigma  had  been  oast  upon  a  man,  all 
the  witnesses  might  admit  that  they  bad 
made  a  mistake,  or  might  be  convicted  of 
perjury,  yet  there  would  be  no  means  of 
setting  him  right  for  seven  years.     He 
should  like  to  know  how  long  such  a  regu- 
lation would  remain  in  force  after  one  of 
the  Leaders  of  that  House  was  exdoded 
under  this  provision.     The  best  way  would 
be  to  leave  the  period  of  exclusion  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Judges  who  tried  the 
Petition. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
thought  the  stigma  resulted  from  the  con- 
viction of  the  offence,  and  not  from  the 
punishment  inflicted  by  the  tribunal.  The 
real  foundation  of  all  who  spoke  against 
the  clause  was  want  of  trust  in  the  tribonsl. 
He  did  not  include  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  in  the  number,  for  he  had 
been  all  along  in  favour  of  the  tribanal. 
The  Amendment  did  not  provide  against 
the  candidate  trying  his  fortune  in  another 
borough  or  county;  for  it  might  happen 
that  the  reputation  which  a  candidate  had 
acquired  in  this  respect  would  tell  in  hit 
favour  in  a  locality  where  bribery  was 
valued. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  .—Ayes  197 ; 
Noes  26 :  Majority  171. 

VisoouKT  AMBERLET  moved  that  ths 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  monk  asked  whether  the  Bill 
would  be  taken  as  the  first  Order  on  re* 
suming  Business  this  evening  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Ambarley)  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  that  the  clause  might 
be  agreed  to. 

YisoouKT  AMBERLEY  said,  he  wooU 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  (Penalty  for  employing  eor- 
rupt  Agent). 

Mb.  POWELL,  said,  he  wished  to  limit 
the  words,  to  prevent  candidates  from  hciag 
entangled  by  acts  of  which  they  were  not 
conscious.  Under  the  clause^it  might  be 
considered  that,  by  the  most  casual  pro- 
ceeding, a  candidate  had  engaged  a  person 
to  act  for  him.  He  therefore  proposed  to 
insert  after  the  word  "  engaged,"  the 
words  "as  an  agent." 
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Mb.  CANDLISH  mored  that  the  Chair- 
man  report  ProgreM. 

Hoase  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Tkursdayf  at  Twelve  of  the  oloek. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  stated  that, 
through  the  wrong  Paper  being  placed  in 
the  Chairman's  hands,  a  much  smaller  sum 
was  TOted  for  Greenwich  Hospital  last 
night  than  was  actually  required,  that 
being  the  last  Vote  that  was  taken.  In 
order  to  remedy  this  he  would  move  that 
the  Report  of  Supply  take  precedence  of 
the  other  Orders, 

Resolutions  reported  : 

First  Thirteen  Resolutions  read  a  second 
time,  and  agreed  to. 

Fourteenth  Resolution  read  a  second 
time,  and  re-eommitted  to  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

SUPPLY. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  proposed, 
<*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 
0B8EBTATI0N8. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  extent, 
eost,  and  classification  of  the  Civil  Service. 
Premising  that  on  account   of  the    late 
period  of  the  Session,  to  which,  in  order 
that  certain  Returns  might  be  prepared, 
the  question  had  been  deferred,  he  was 
unwilling  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Esti- 
mates, and  should  not  therefore  address  the 
House  at  so  great  a  length  as  he  had  origi- 
nally intended,  he  remarked  that  although 
there  had  recently  been  debates  upon  par- 
lienlar  portions  of  the  Civil  Service,  the 
entire  subject  of  its  organisation  had  not 
been   discussed  for  some  time  past.     The 
preaent,  he  thonglit,  was  an  appropriate 
time  for  considering  it,  for  this  was  the 
end     of   a   Parliament  and   of  an    elec- 
toral aystem,  and  the  impending  change 
wonld    undoubtedly    lead    to  considerable 
alterations  in  the  manner  of  dealing  with 
the    public    expenditure  and    public    De- 
partments.    He  was  anxious,   too,    at  a 
moment  when  our  finances  were  not  in  a 
condition  to  afford  any  increase  in  these 
ehar^^ea,  to  strengthen   the  hands  of  the 
Government;  for  an  increase  had  unfortu* 
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nately  of  late  been  the  rule.  Moreover, 
the  new  system  of  examinations,  whether 
competitive  or  test  examinations  —  the 
result  of  the  labours  of  two  very  valuable 
civil  seisrants  some  years  ago — had  been 
in  operation  long  enough  to  show  what  its 
effect  had  been  upon  the  service,  and 
whether  any  amendment  was  required. 
Another  reason  for  considering  the  ques- 
tion at  the  present  time  was  that  whereas 
some  years  since  only  a  fraction  of  our  civil 
expenditure  was  included  in  the  Estimates 
—owing  to  the  charges  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  the  Civil  List,  and  various  fee  and 
other  funds  not  coming  direotly  under  the 
oogniaance  of  Parliament — we  had  gradu- 
ally brought  the  whole  of  it,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  one 
or  two  minor  Departments,  and  the  charges 
of  the  Judges  and  great  Officers  of  State, 
within  the  annual  Votes.  The  House  was 
thus  able,  on  the  face  of  the  Estimates,  to 
ascertain  the  charge  of  the  Civil  Service, 
and  to  deal  with  it  as  a  whole.  In  the 
suggestions  and  criticisms  he  was  about  to 
offer,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  any  existing 
vested  interests,  or  with  the  fair  claims  of 
any  member  of  the  service  ;  for  he  thought 
the  inadvertent  neglect  of  this  rule  when 
making  great  changes  had  had  a  mischiev- 
ous effect.  His  principle,  too,  in  dealing 
with  these  great  establishments  would  be 
to  economiie,  not  by  here  and  there  cutting 
£50  or  £100  off  salaries,  but  by  endea- 
vouring to  reduce  the  numbers  where  the 
charge  was  too  great ;  and  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  that  there  was  an 
excellent  opportunity  for  an  enterprising 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  making 
such  reductions.  He  would  proceed  to  give 
the  House  some  figures  as  to  the  expense 
and  condition  of  the  Civil  Service,  mean- 
ing by  that  term  the  body  of  persons 
employed  in  the  Government  service  in 
civil  capacities,  and  charged  directly  or 
indirectly  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  or 
the  Votes  of  Parliament — including  mem- 
bers  of  the  Judicial,  Legal,  and  Police  estab- 
lishments, the  Revenue  Departments,  and 
the  civilians  employed  in  the  army  and 
navy,  but  excluding  all  officers,  whether 
combatants  or  non-combatants,  provided 
for  in  the  Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy. 
He  would  now  give  to  the  House  the  pre- 
sent charge  and  the  present  number,  as 
accurately  as  he  had  been  able  to  obtain 
them.  And  here  he  would  say  that  he  had 
to  thank  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Ezohequer»  who  with  great 
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kindoess  had  placed  at  bia  disposal  the 
resources  of  the  Treasury,  and  enabled 
him  to  obtain  those  figures,  if  not  quite 
accuratelj,  yet  as  nearly  so  as  it  was 
possible  to  do  in  the  case  of  sijph  fast 
establishments.  The  state  of  things  was 
this  —  The  salaries,  wages,  payments  for 
serTioes  in  the  shape  of  remuneration,  sti- 
pends, or  whatever  else  it  might  be  called, 
in  the  Gifil  Service  proper  amounted  alto- 
gether to  £1,855,000  a  year.  The  similar 
payments  in  our  Judicial  and  Police  estab- 
lishments amounted  to  £2,833.000.  The 
payments  in  our  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  some  services  amounted  to  £3,280,000 
a  year ;  and  the  payments  of  civilians, 
strictly  so  called,  in  the  Naval  and  Military 
Departments,  or  in  other  words,  in  the 
War  Office,  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Dock- 
yards, amounted  to  £2,868,000  a  year. 
The  Uouse  was  therefore  dealing  with  no 
less  a  sum  than  £10,839,000  a  year  in 
respect  of  the  civil  expenditure  of  the 
country.  The  House  would  be  interested 
in  comparing  that  sum  with  the  strictly 
Military  Votes  or  the  Votes  for  the  pay 
and  allowances  of  the  combatant  and  non* 
combatant  forces  of  the  army  and  navy. 
Separate  Votes  were  taken  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates  for  the  pay  and  pro- 
visions of  the  officers  and  men  of  the  two 
forces  ;  and  these  together  made  up  a 
sum  of  £8,785,000.  Therefore,  the  ex- 
penditure for  what  were  strictly  speaking 
civil  salaries  and  wages  exceeded  by  no 
less  than  £2,000,000  the  entire  annual 
charge  for  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  army  and  navy. 
[General  Pbel  asked  the  number  of  men 
included  in  the  Returns.]  He  was  on  the 
point  of  giving  this  information.  There 
were  650  persons  in  the  higher  grades 
of  the  four  divisions  of  the  Civil  Service 
who  received  annual  salaries  to  the  amount 
in  aU  of  £1,092,000  a  year.  Of  course, 
he  excluded  from  this  the  officers  near 
the  person  of  the  Sovereign  charged  on 
the  Civil  List.  There  were  364  clerks  re- 
ceiving altogether  as  salaries  £368,000, 
and  here  he  was  only  taking  clerks  of 
the  highest  grade,  with  salaries  of,  or 
above,  £800  a  year.  Then  there  were 
13,808  clerks  and  others  receiving  sala- 
ries under  £800  a  year,  which  made  a 
sum  of  £3,369,214 ;  so  that  there  were 
altogether  in  the  Civil  Service  14,822  per- 
sons employed  receiving  salaries  to  the 
extent  of  £4,830,392.  Then  there  were 
on  wages  79,554  persona  who  receiTed 
£4,448,106.  Both  classes  made  a  total 
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of  94,376  persons,  who  rec6i?ed  from  the 
State  £9,278,498.     In  addition  to  that 
the  State  had  to  pay  for  clerical  assistance 
a  sum  of  £154,131,  and  for  salaries  and 
allowanoes  to   persons  not  entirely,  but 
only  partially,  paid  from  Imperial  fnadt 
£1,406,392.      The  sum  total,  therefore, 
amounted  to  £10,839,021.  But  we  not  only 
paid  this  large  sum  to  our  sivil  servantB, 
bat  we  allowed  in  the  shape  of  civil  pensions 
and  superannuations  a  very  large  sum  be- 
sides. There  was  for  this  purpose  a  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  £352,000 ; 
Civil  Votes   for  Police,    £118,000;   for 
others,  £255,000 ;  Law  Funds,  £50,000; 
Revenue  Votes,  £468,000  ;    Army  Votes, 
£135,000 ;  Navy  Votes.  £223,000;  mak- 
ing a  total  of  £1,601,000,  which,  added 
to  the  charge   for  salaries,  &c.,  gave  a 
grand  total  of  £12,440,000.     He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  country  in  the  world 
in  .which   so    large  an    expenditure   was 
made  in   the   Civil    Service  at  the  pre- 
sent time.     It  was  exceedingly  difficult  to 
make  a  comparison  in  this  respect  with 
foreign  countries.     In  the  case  of  France, 
as  the  House  well  knew,  the  whole  expen- 
diture of    the  Administration,   with  very 
slight  exceptions  indeed,  was  charged  upon 
the  public  Revenues,  not  as  in  this  conntiy, 
in  which  the  charge  to  a  very  great  extent 
was  borne  on  the  county,   borough,  and 
other  local  rates.      He  bad  said  that  he 
could  not  make  a  oomplete  oompariton 
of  oar  civil  expenditure  with  the  civil  ex- 
penditure of  France ;    but  he  had  taken 
some  pains  to  compare  the  oost  of  one 
branch^that  of  the  administration  of  jn** 
tice — in  both  countries.     The  items  of  eoit 
for  the  administration  of  justice  in  France 
was  as   follows  : — Salaries— Department, 
£23,000;    Cour  de  Cassation,  £47,000; 
Cours  Imperiales,  £279,000 ;  Cours  d'Ai- 
sises,  £6,000;    Tribunaux  de  Prdmisre 
Instance,  £410,000  ;  Tribanauz  de  Gooh 
merce,    £7,000;    Tribanauz   de  Police, 
£3,000  ;    Juges  de   Pais,    £315.000- 
£1,090,000;  other  expenses,  £245,000 
— totol,  £1,335,000.     The  oost   of  the 
administration  of  justice  in'  England  wsi 
as  follows :— Chancery,  £180,000 ;  Cooi- 
mon  Law,  £182,000  ;  Probate  and  Admi- 
ralty, £106,000;  BankraptoT,  £120,000; 
County  Courts,  £491,000  ;  Police  Coorti, 
£41,000;    all    other   Coorto,   £33,000; 
prosecutions,  £212,000  ;  sundry  eipenwif 
£50,000 ;  total  for  England,  £1,415,000. 
In  Scotland— Courts,  £205,000.    Inlrs- 
land  — Coarta  £244,000;    proseostiooi. 
£18,000;    sundry,   £32,000;    total  fo 
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Iralaod,  £394.000.     Total  for  tho  XTDitod 
Kingdom,    £1.924,000  ;     and     if     the 
£315,000  (the  salaries  of   the  Juges  de 
Psiz),  was,  as  in  fairness  it  ought  to  be, 
deducted  for  the  purposes  of  comparison 
from  the  Freneh  Estimate,  the  result  was, 
that  our  Estimate  was  nearly  £1,000.000 
10   ezoess    of   that   of   France.      Now, 
what  were  the  real  facts  as  to  our  oiyil 
eipenditore  ?     There  was  no  doubt  that 
wilhin  the  last  twenty  or  twenty-fife  years 
that  eipenditore  had  greatly  increased.    It 
had  not  increased  in  the  years  from  1861 
to  1865,  but  it  had  gone  on  increasing 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years.     He 
did  not  say  that  at  the  present  time  by 
way  of  refleotion  on  anyone,  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  deny  that  the  tendency  for  the 
last  twenty-five   years   had    been   in   the 
direction  of  a  steady  increase  in  our  civil 
charges.     He  had  tried  to  compare  Eng- 
Ijsh  with  foreign  expenditure,  and  also  the 
expenditure  of  particular  Departments  at 
home  with   one  another.    It  was  exceed- 
ingly difiAcalt  to  do  so,  because  the  sys- 
tem had  altered  very  much  of  late  years. 
There  ware  Departments,  however,  as  to 
which  you  oonld  legitimately  compare  their 
stete  io  1853  and  their  state  now.     For 
example,    the    Foreign   Office,   in    1853, 
employed  fifty-one  persons  ;   it  now  em- 
ployed eighty-five.     In  1853  the  Colonial 
Office,  before  the  great  colonial  changes, 
which  one  would  have  thought  would  have 
reduced   the  staff  there,  employed  thirty- 
sereD   persons  ;    now  it  employed    fifiy- 
three.      The  Department  of  Works  then 
employed     thirty-seven    persons ;   now   it 
employed  eighty-four.    Again,  in  1853,  the 
expenditure  of  the  Admiralty  Office  proper 
was   jei22,000 ;   it  was  now   £182,000, 
thowing  an  increase  of  £60,000.     On  the 
other   hand,  the  Treasury,  where  eighty- 
four  persons  were  employed  in  1853,  now 
had  eightjofive ;  and  in  the  Pay  Office  at 
both  periods  there  were  seventy-three  per- 
•one.     It  was  not  therefore  impossible  in 
eoaie    Departments  to  keep  down  this  in- 
ereaae  of  numbers  and  of  expense.     In  the 
olher  cases  mentioned,  to  his  mind  the  in- 
crease was  such  that  nobody  could  wonder 
if  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  showed  the 
effects   of  it.     It  was  impossible,  without 
an    immense    amount  of  trouble   and   of 
oSciml   knowledge  —  which,  of  course,  at 
the    present  moment  he  did  not  possess — 
to   oorapare  the   total  expenditure  in  the 
Ciiril    Serwice  at  the  two  periods,  because 
there  bad  been  so  many  transfers  of  charge 
fron  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the  Votes, 


and  from  the  Naval  and  Military  Votes  to 
the  Civil  Votes,  and  so  on,  that  the  mere 
figures,  if  quoted,  would  only  deceive  the 
House.     But  he  had  adduced  facts  which 
could  be  substantiated,  and   those   facta 
evidently  deserved  the  attention  of  the  Oo- 
vernment.     One  of  the  principal  evils  in 
the  Civil  Service,  as  at  present  constituted, 
sprung  from  the  entire  want  of  systematic 
classification  in  the    different  salaries   of 
public  servants.     There  were  not  two  De- 
partments in  which  civil  servants  of  the 
same   class    had    the    same    rates    and 
augmentations  of  salaries.     When  he  was 
at  the   Treasury   he   examined   into  this 
question  in  reference  to  one  Department 
—  ^ie    warehousing   Department  of    the 
Customs — and  there  he  found  not  less  than 
eighteen  varieties   of  classification,   with 
different  minimums,  different  maximums, 
different  augmentations,  and  different  pro- 
portions of  salary,  so  that  an  officer  had 
eighteen   different  sets   of   chances    with 
reference   to   his   promotion.     The  same 
system   prevailed   in   other   Departments. 
Now,  he  did  not    mean  to  say  that  the 
whole  service  should  be  classified   in  the 
same  way  ;    but  at  present  there  was  an 
entire  want  of  system,  in  spite   of   the 
exertions  of  the  Treasury.     Such  a  state 
of  things  produced  the  worst  results,  be- 
cause it  led  to  constant  complaints   and 
grumbling  on  the  part  of  the  officers  ;  and 
when  complaints  and  grumbling  prevailed 
the  public  service  could  not  be  satisfac- 
torily carried  on.     The  next  evil  was  the 
want  of   a  sufficient   distinction  between 
officers  who  worked  with  their  brains  and 
officers  who  worked  with  their  hands.  One 
common    word  '*  clerk "  was   applied    to 
gentlemen  of  the  highest  education,  whose 
information  and  ability  rendered  immense 
service   to  their  country,  and    men   who 
were  well  paid  at  £100  or  £150  a  year 
for  the  merest  routine  work.     This  want 
of  a  distinction  between  brain  and  band 
work  was  a  greater  cause  of  difficulty  than 
that  to  which  he  had  just  alluded.     And 
he  would  give  a  practical  illustration  of  the 
mistakes  made  even  recently  in  not  recog- 
nising this  distinction.     There  were   for- 
merly in  the  Customs  two  distinct  classes 
of  officers — the    one   known    as    landing 
waiters  and  gaugers,  men  of  considerable 
education,  who  rose  to  £400  or  £500  a 
year,  and  even  to  the  highest  posts  in  the 
Customs  ;  and  below  them  were  weighers, 
tidewaiters,  and  inferior  officers.     For  a 
reason  which,  he  admitted,  possessed  con- 
siderable weight,   these  two  olaasee  had 
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been  praoticallj  amalgamated.  You  now 
had  tiie  landing  officers,  who  were  the 
old  landing  waiters  and  gangers,  and 
the  out-door  officers,  who  were  the  weigh- 
ers and  tidewaiters  ;  and  all  appoint- 
ments to  the  superior  were  made  from 
the  inferior  class,  so  that  no  landing  wait- 
ers could  obtain  employment  unless  they 
had  passed  through  the  inferior  class  of 
out-door  officers.  The  result  was  that  you 
had  far  too  good  men  as  nut-door  officers, 
and  you  would  find  a  difficulty  by-and-by 
in  obtaining  sufficiently  good  men  as  land- 
ing officers.  There  was  a  story — he  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  anything  but  a 
story— that  a  high  wrangler  at  Cambridge, 
who  might  have  been  a  Fellow  at  one  of 
the  small  Colleges,  was  to  be  found  among 
those  doing  the  duty  of  weighers,  because 
he  hoped  by-andby  to  become  a  landing 
waiter,  with  a  superior  salary.  The  effect, 
also,  of  the  competitive  system  of  exami- 
nation was  gradually  to  raise  the  standard, 
and  thus  to  give  you  too  high  a  class  of 
men  for  the  simple  duties  which  inferior 
officers  had  to  perform.  He  was  in  favour 
of  competitive  examination  for  the  class 
of  persons  for  whom  it  was  originally  in- 
tended ;  but  he  thought  that  in  the  onse  of 
minor  appointments,  from  which  there  was 
no  promotion  to  the  establishment,  it  should 
be  left  to  the  heads  of  Departments  to  en- 
gage or  dismiss  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility. At  present  you  got  men  who  were 
above  their  work  and  were  always  asking 
for  increase  of  pay.  Examination  and  even 
competitive  examination  was  very  well  in 
the  right  place  ;  but  he  was  not  for 
competitive  examination  run  mad,  and  he 
feared  that  the  system  was  tending  in  that 
direction.  Another  evil  was  the  want  of 
any  systematic  control  over  the  expenditure 
of  Departments  and  over  the  salaries  and 
numbers  of  public  servants.  What  was 
the  case  with  regard  to  our  legal  Depart- 
ment ?  Who  was  responsible  for  the  legal 
arrangements  of  the  country  ?  The  Trea- 
sury knew  nothing  about  them  until  an 
application  was  made  ;  the  Home  Office 
would  repudiate  all  responsibility  ;  the 
Attorney  General  was  overwhelmed  with 
work,  and  did  not  attempt  administrative 
functions ;  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no 
charge  in  the  matter,  and  thus  there  was 
nobody  who  was  responsible  for  the  financial 
arrangements  of  our  Courts  of  Justice. 
The  result  was  an  expenditure  of  from 
£300,000  to  £500,000  more  than  was 
necessary  ;  and  if  we  had  a  Minister  upon 
whom  we  could  call  to  redress  abuses  these 
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things  might  be  remedied.  Witli  a  r». 
sponsible  Minister  for  instanee  tbere  eoiU 
hardly  have  been  such  a  seaoda]  at  tba 
Middlesex  Eegistry  and  its  three  Bineearei 
created  since  the  so-called  reform  of  the 
Law  Departments.  An  evil  whieb  it  wii 
delicate  to  allude  to  was  the  absence  if 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  House.  Ii- 
stead  of  endeavouring  to  repress  eitn- 
vagance,  hon.  Members  were  perpetesOj 
urging  greater  expenditure  at  the  instanei 
of  individuals  or  Departments  ;  thus  tb 
Treasury  had  to  do  that  whieh  the  HoM 
ought  to  do  ;  and,  in  the  absence  of  pn^ 
per  Parliamentary  interference  and  Mf 
port,  the  Treasury  was  becoming,  ni 
Department,  nnpopnlar  with  the  other  IV 
partments,  and  much  of  its  time  expeoW^ 
on  contests  with  other  offices,  to  the  M 
ment  of  its  efficiency  as  the  highest 
thority  on  general  questions  of  finsnee.  bj 
therefore  ventured  to  say  that  tlie  Hi 
ought  to  interfere  to  a  greater  extent  tlaj 
it  did  in  the  direction  of  enforcing  eoooivJ 
in  the  public  Departments.  Another  Mtj 
in  the  Civil  Service  which  must  be  looUj 
into  before  long  was  unnecessary  lOf^j 
annuation.  The  object  of  supersDOSiMlj 
was  two-fold.  One  was  to  retain  fslMkbj 
public  servants  and  not  expose  thet 
the  temptation  of  more  remunerative  fl^ 
ployment,  and  the  other  to  provule'j 
old  age  for  those  who  might  hsvegf**! 
more  time  to  the  public  than  to  their  i^| 
affairs  and  so  prevent  them  being  tenp] 
out  as  beggars  into  the  streets.  OfVJ 
two  objects  the  former  was  of  conne  W 
more  important ;  and  the  latter  wosM  W*! 
come  insignificant,  as  the  facilitiei  if  J 
making  provision  for  old  age  thn^l 
companies  or  the  Government  sab^J 
system  became  better  known.  Bat  ve  if  | 
plied  the  system  to  a  mass  of  pohKe^ 
vants  as  to  whom  it  was  a  matter  of  d^* 
parative  indifference  whether  they  left  ttf 
service  or  not.  The  practical  eM** 
we  did  not  get  those  servants  for  ssyk* 
pay  than  we  should  get  them  for  if  Afl* 
were  no  superannuation  ;  and  the  ^ 
fact  of  Its  being  looked  forward  to'J 
a  sort  of  vested  right  did  harm  i>^ 
of  good,  because  it  led  ns  to  retail  ^ 
efficient  public  servants.  We  ^MigVJl 
confine  superannuation  to  the  higl>W^ 
of  the  service — to  those  working  *>^^ 
brain.  In  the  other  ranks  it  wonU  bev 
sirable  to  introduce  the  sytteni  of  i^ 
tions  from  salarieSf  the  amount  piM  ii^ 
be  returned  with  interest  when  aflMBl*" 
the  service.     To  add  the  ri^t  of 
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annaation  to  a  salary  when  the  office  ooold 
be  adeqaateljr  filled   without    the  super- 
annnuation  was  to  a  great  extent  to  throw 
monej  away.     He  now  oame  to  the  re- 
medies he  would  propose.     First,  he  would 
gife  all  puhlio  serfants  to  understand  that 
if  they  could  reduce  their  numbers,  the  re- 
duction should  be  taken  into  account  in 
dealing  with  their  salaries.     He  heliefed 
that  if  this  were  done,  in  many  instances 
two  public  servants  would  be  able  to  do 
work  which  now  required  three.     Next  a 
clear  distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
clerks  and  writers,  between  brain  work  and 
handwork.     In  the  clerical  part  of  the  ser- 
tice  we  should  extend  the  system  adopted 
in  the   Admiralty  and    Customs   of  em- 
ploying an  inferior  class  of  men  as  writers, 
and  paying  them  by  the  day,  without  any 
right  to  superannuation,  and  with  power  to 
discharge  them  if  their  services  were  not 
satisfactory.     We  might  certainly  carry 
out  this  plan  much  further  than  wo  did  in 
the  Military  and  Naval  Departments,  and 
be  should    like  to  see  soldiers  employed 
open  work  for  which  we  paid  at  the  rate  of 
three  or  four  times  as  much  as  a  soldier's 
pay.     Th«  third  remedy  he  proposed  was 
simplification  of  class.     It  was  possible  by 
degrees  to  lay  down  a  rule  as  to  classifica- 
tion, which,  of  course,  would  not  apply  to 
all  Departments  equally,  but  still  one  which 
would  prevent  enormous  additions  to  our 
expenditure.  Fourthly,  for  the  future  when 
^persons  as  to  whom  we  did  not  require  the 
present  system  of  supersnnuation  entered 
the  service,  he  would  give  them  no  right  to 
superannaation  ;  but  would  treat  them  as 
we  treat   a  large  number  of  persons  in 
the  dockyards,  in  fact  all  the  officers  and 
men  io   the    factories,  who  remained  in 
the  service  just  as  much  as  they  would 
if  they  were  entitled  to  superannuation.  In 
thb  way  we  should  in  process  of  time  save' 
between  £750,000  and  £1,000,000.    The 
last  remedy  he  would  propose  was  that 
the  House  should,  by  its  own  efforts,  en- 
deavour to   increase   the   control  ef  the 
Treasury,  and  enable  them  to  carry  out 
those  financial  reforms  which,  if  they  were 
well- treated  by  this  House  he  knew  the 
Treasury  was  capable  of  carrying  out.     In 
making  these  suggestions  he  meant  to  con- 
vey no  reflection  upon  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.    It  was  not  a  party  but  an 
eeoooroical  qoestion  which  was  involved ;  it 
was  aimply  now  the  House  could  best  dis- 
charge one  of  its  most  important  functions; 
and  if  he  had  done  no  more  for  the  pre- 
sent than  direct  the  attention  of  some  hoo. 


Members  to  the  subject  his  object  would 
have  been  gained. 

DEPARTMENTS  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH,  Ao. 

BBSOLUTION. 

Sm  J.  CLAEKE  JERVOISE  rose  to 
move— 

*'  That  it  ia  expedient  that  the  Departments  of 
Publio  Health,  Cattle  Plague,  and  Quarantine 
should  cease  to  exist  as  Establishments,  duo  regard 
being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and  to  all  in- 
dlTidnal  claims." 

He  reminded  the  House  that  this  was  no 
new  subject  with  him.  He  had  addressed 
the  House  more  than  once  on  the  subject 
of  the  public  health,  though  he  had  not 
been  able  to  make  himself  intelligible  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  who  fancied  on 
one  occasion  that  in  referring  to  the  illness 
of  the  Minister  for  War,  he  was  referring 
to  his  official  conduct.  The  case  of  the 
Minister  for  War  or  of  Prince  Arthur 
proved  that  the  remedies  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  of  no  avail.  It  was  not  from  faulty 
vaccination,  for  it  might  be  said  of  them, 
what  Hood  said  of  Miss  Kilmansegg — 

**  In  shori  she  was  bom,  and  bred,  and  nurst. 
And  dressed  in  the  best  from  the  very  first. 

To  please  the  genteelest  censor ; 
And  then,  as  soon  as  strength  would  allow. 
Was  Taocinated,  as  babes  are  now. 
With  Tims  taken  from  the  best  bred  cow 
Of  Lord  Althorp's,  now  Lord  Spencer." 

The  failure  of  the  precautions  in  the  case 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  illus- 
trious Prince  was  a  proof  of  the  practical 
inutility  of  the  Department.  He  contended 
that  the  whole  of  the  establishments  refer- 
red to  were  based  upon  a  theory  which  was 
easily  refuted  by  the  Sixth  Report  of  the 
Medical  Officers  of  the  Privy  Council,  and 
a  vast  expense  had  been  incurred  without 
any  corresponding  results.  Some  time  ago 
it  was  determined  to  employ  special  convey- 
ances for  persons  taken  to  the  hospitals;  bnt 
the  very  first  one  that  refused  to  employ 
them  was  the  Smallpox  Hospital.  Passing 
from  that  point  to  the  cattle  plague,  ha 
contended  that  the  employment  of  special 
railway  cars  had  failed,  because,  it  was 
not  in  the  cars  but  in  the  conveyance  of 
cattle  that  the  so-called  infection  lay.  Ho 
denied  altogether  that  the  cattle  plague 
had  been  communicated  by  infected  cattle 
imported  from  abroad.  The  doctrine  of 
the  Privy  Council  was  not  founded  on 
scientific  grounds.  ["  Agreed  !  *']  As  for 
quarantine,  the  Vice  President  of  Coun- 
cil on  Education  had  stated  that  it  waa 
not    established     for    aanitary    purposes. 
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Wheo  the  Estimates  were  brought  forward 
he  should  tnoye  that  the  expense  charged 
for  these  Departments  should  be  disallowed 
and  the  establishments  suppressed. 

The  CHANCRLLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  failed  to  observe  the 
hon.    Baronet's    Notice    on    the    Paper ; 
otherwise  he  would  have  risen  immediately 
after   iiis   hon.   Friend    the    Member  for 
Pontefract   (Mr.  Childers)  had  concluded 
his  speech.     With  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  understood 
that  for  some  time  the  Treasury  had  been 
considering   the   question,   whether   there 
might  not  be  a  further  reduction  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.    He  believed  that  if  the  provisions  of 
the  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  Bill  should 
be  carried  out  it  would  enable  the  Trea- 
sury to  effect  a  considerable  reduction  in 
the  expenses  of  that  Department.     But, 
apart    from    the   question,    whether    that 
should  be  carried  or  not,  the  Treasury  were 
considering  whether  a  reduction  could  not 
he  made.   With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract,  (Mr.  Childers) 
ho  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  done 
good  service  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  Civil  Service.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  the  large  amount  of  sala- 
ries and  pensions,  and  the  figures  to  which 
he  had  called  the  attention  of  the  House, 
showed  that  this  was  a  matter  of  no  little 
importance.   He  hnd  compared  the  number 
of  persons  employed  at  the  present  day 
in  the  different  Departments  of  the  Civil 
Service  with  the  number  employed  some 
years  ago  ;  but  he  had  himself  admitted 
most  candidly  that  that  comparison  would 
bo  imperfect  unless  you  went  into  all  the 
causes  of  increase,  and   into  the  different 
duties  assigned   to  the  Departments  now 
in  contrast  with  the  duties  assigned  then. 
Anyono  who  had   followed   the  course  of 
legivlation  for  the  last  few  years  must  be 
aware  that  the  tendency  had  been  to  re- 
quire a  much  greater  supervision  over  dif- 
ferent brnncbes  of  tratje,   of  agriculture, 
and  of  the  other  descriptions  of  employ- 
ment in  which  the  population  of  this  coun- 
try was  engaged,  than  had  been  required 
formerly.     There  was  now  a  close  inspec- 
tion of  the  factories  in  which  young  per- 
sons and  children  were  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing operations.     Now,  such   super- 
vision  required   an    increased   number  of 
civil  servants  and  an  enlarged  organization. 
Again,  there  had  been  a  rapid  progress  in 
luxury   and    refinements.      Persons  were 
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content  a  few  yean  ago  to  U?e  in  a  moeb 
more  frugal  way  than  they  did  now.   Pe^ 
sons  now  required  luxuriea  and  refinenenU 
which  a  few  years  ago  were  only  enjojal 
by  those  in  a  higher  grade  than  they  oe* 
copied.    All  those  oireomatanceB  tended  to 
increase  the  expenditure  for  thq  Civil  Ser- 
vice.    He  was  not  at  all  sure,  either,  whi- 
ther those  additional  luxuries  did  not  nwki 
persons  in  the  Civil  Service  think  that  tbs 
hours  formerly  spent  in  publio  offiees  wsn 
too  long,  that  so  constant  an  attention  ti 
business  as  had  formerly  been  paid  to  it 
was  irksome,  and  that  thej  onght  to  te 
afforded    more   frequent   opfK>rtunities  if 
absenting  themselves  from  daty.     In  htH, 
there  was  muoh  greater  luxury  in  evsiy 
department  of  life  now  than  there  had  bea 
in  the  days  of  our  fathers.     There  w« 
more  luxurious  living  and  a  greater  !»■- 
ber  of  hours  and  days  were  spent  in  jkh 
sure ;  and  the  effect  was  felt  in  inernari 
demands  on  the  public  pnrse.     He  thoofU 
all  that  must  be  taken  into  aeeount.    Nift 
only  had  the  salaries  of  different  offeeA 
been   raised,  but  more  persons  were  if* 
quired   to  do  the  work.     He  thoaght  il 
probable  that  something  might  be  dons  it 
the  way  of  reducing  the  number  of  peisoM 
employed  in  the  publio  service ;  bat,  M 
regarded    salaries,    he    could   assure  tk* 
House  that  the  Treasury  was  the  gnat 
keepinfi;  down  Department.    He  had  heirl 
it    alleged    that    the   Treasury   wai  ih^ 
spending  Department ;  but  it  was  in  ih» 
other  Departments — more  particolsrly 
War  Department  and  the  Admiralty— 1 
great  expenditure  took  place.    If  any    ^ 
Gentlemen  attended  even  for  one  daji* 
the   Treasury   he   would   bear  tbers  tk« 
constant  cries  of  ••  Give,  give,  giv^"  ••^ 
"  Lend,  lend,  lend,"  followed  on  the  fij^ 
of  the  Office  by  the  reply,  *'  No,  no,  ^ 
But,  with  great  respect,  he  most  as;  ^ 
in  its  efforts  to  keep  down  the  pi^ 
expenditure,  the  Treasury  was  notstni* 
backed  up  by  the  House  of  Commona  » 
was  true  that  in   Parliament  load  90^ 
plaints  were  made  of  the  amount  of  ^ 
expenditure;  but  when  pensions  and  ttl^ 
ries  were  brought  under  the  notice  of  ^ 
Members  the  tendency  of  the  Hoom  W 
to  inorease  those  charges.     His  right  htf* 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  ftrlt* 
Queen's    County  constantly  blamed  Ih* 
Treasury   for   refusing    to   make  Mrti* 
payments — [General  Doirini:  Hear,kssrl] 
— but  it  was  his  belief  that  if  hoo.  Mis' 
bers  supported  the  Treasury  in  itsattwipl> 
to  keep  down  the  publio  ezpenditsn^  tbif 
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woqU  d»  mneh  more  good  than  thej  ooold 
poMiUj  do  by  making  al>«tract  speeches 
ftod  flo  forth.  His  hen.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefraet  had  compared  the  ex- 
penaea  eonneeted  with  the  administration 
•f  J^aiiee  herewith  the  expenses  connected 
wiib  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Fmiee.  He  had  said  he  possessed  no 
mwe  of  making  a  comparison  between 
Mlj  Other  items  in  the  Civil  Service  ex- 
pCMitare  of  the  two  countries.  Now,  he  did 
not  go  so  far  as  his  hon.  Friend,  because  he 
thought  he  had  no  means  of  making  a  com- 
Muiaon  between  the  two  items  compared 
wm  bta  hon.  Friend.  He  believed  that  the 
■niinistration  of  justice  in  this  country 
oad  the  administration  of  justice  in  France 

KMJed  on  different  principles.  He 
ht  it  quite  likely  that  under  a  system 
If  whioh  the  administration  of  justice  was 
to  mnoh  eentralized  that  administration 
it  coat  much  less  than  it  did  in  our 
itiy,  where  to  a  very  great  extent  it 
localised.  But  that  whioh  satisfied 
might  not  satisfy  England.  It  was 
the  last  importance  that  a  country  should 
satisfied  with  the  system  under  which 
was  administered  to  its  people,  and 
ore  this  was  one  of  the  things  in 
of  which  we  must  have  regard  to 
itj  as  well  as  to  quantity.  He  con- 
thst  to  a  great  extent  he  went  with 
hon.  Friend,  as  regarded  the  compe- 
sjstem.  He  believed  that  when  we 
it  into  the  very  low  branches  of  the 
Service  we  made  a  mistake.  In  these 
es  our  object  was  to  get  men  of  good 
Asfieter,  and  trustworthy.  Of  course  it 
necessary  that  they  should  have  a 
a  amount  of  education  to  enable 
to  perform  their  duties  ;  but  the  of- 
fctof  going  too  low  with  competitive  ex- 
'tBilslions  was  to  get  men  who  were  above 
Alb  work.  A  man  who  passed  a  compe- 
Ittvi  examination,  and  was  then  appointed 
^•4ia humble  position,  said — **  I  have  passed 
•lamination  and  obtained  so  many 
I  am  entitled  to  something  better 
this."  The  consequence  was  that  he 
a  discontented  man.  He  was  not 
;:lli(sut  to  give  his  services  for  the  salarj 
^pMbh  had  been  paid  te  the  man  who  had 
^iMeded  him.  He  believed  that  the  feel- 
[  ^t  to  whieh  he  had  just  referred  was  at 
^3t$  bottom  of  a  good  deal  of  the  discontent 
'^^  Aa  Civil  Service.  Therefore,  while  ad- 
the  utility  of  competitive  examina- 
10  the  higher  branches,  he  did  not 
Aiok  thej  should  run  the  sjstem  too  far. 
Friend  had  spoken  of  the  want 
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of  classification.  A  good  deal  might  be 
said  on  that  score  ;  but  he  did  not  know  a 
more  diflScult  question  with  which  the 
Treasury  had  to  deal  than  that  of  the  ad- 
justment of  the  duties  and  the  salaries  of 
officers  in  the  Civil  Service.  The  matter 
was  one  on  which  scarcely  any  two  persons 
could  be  found  to  agree.  The  classifica- 
tions of  Departments  and  of  ranks  on  some 
general  principle  was  matter  to  which  he 
had  been  turning  his  attention  for  a  long 
time  ;  but  though  in  theory  such  a  classifi- 
cation was  one  whieh  recommended  itself, 
in  praciice  it  presented  serious  difficulties. 
It  could  not  be  started  without  leaving 
vested  interests  untouched.  In  almost 
every  Department  a  place  had  to  be  made 
for  some  person,  who,  though  not  properly 
coming  within  it,  was  really  indispensable 
to  the  office.  It  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  lay  down  any  role  to  which  there  would 
be  no  exceptions.  If  a  uniform  system 
were  established,  and  regard  were  had  to 
vested  interests,  the  role  so  established 
could  not  be  carried  out  for  a  century,  or 
for  fifteen  or  twenty  years  at  least ;  and 
before  then,  some  new  notion  might  spring 
up,  which  would  make  another  change 
absolutely  necessary.  Those  were  very 
considerable  difficulties  in  a  practical  point 
of  yiew  ;  and  although  the  theory  might 
do  very  well  if  they  were  starting  with  a 
tabula  rasa  in  a  new  society,  yet,  in  an  old 
country  like  this,  with  different  Depart- 
ments which  had  grown  up  from  time  to 
time,  and  where  the  existing  staff  had  had 
their  salaries  fixed  with  reference  to  their 
special  duties,  the  difficulties  in  establishing 
such  a  system  would  almost  appal  anybody 
who  attempted  it.  At  all  events,  it  could 
only  be  done  by  means  of  a  Commission, 
going  not  only  into  the  question  of  the 
salaries  of  the  different  Departments,  but 
also  into  the  duties  of  almost  every  officer, 
and  certainly  of  every  class  of  officer  in 
them.  The  subject  was  really  one  of  vast 
dimensions,  and  he  confessed  that  he  al- 
most thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
pretty  well  alone  than  to  embark  upon  an 
unknown  sea.  At  that  hour  of  the  night 
he  would  not  trespass  further  on  the  time 
of  the  House,  as  he  wished  to  get  into 
Committee  ;  but  the  question  was  one  on 
which  it  was  possible  to  speak  at  almost 
any  length  ;  and  if  he  did  not  follow  the 
hon.  Member  further  into  it,  it  was  from 
no  disrespect  towards  him,  nor  from  any 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  importance  of 
the  subject.  He  thanked  him  for  bringing 
the  question  forward,  and  he  hoped  that 
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the  hon.  Member's  remarks  would  not  be  i 
without  their  effect  on  the   Hoqbo  when 
they  were  coD&idering  questions  of  salaries 
and  pensions. 

Motion  negatived. 


COURTS  OF  APPEAL— ASSESSED  TAXES. 

QUESTIoy. 

Mr.  TREEBY  begged  to  inquire  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Trensury,  Whether  he  has 
directed  his  attention  to  the  Return  which 
he  had  brought  under  the  Notice  of  the 
Ilouso  last  night,  on  the  subject  of  Courts 
of  Appeal  in  ca^ea  of  A^setised  Taxes? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
exceedingly  sorry  that  he  was  unable  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Gentfeman's  statement 
last  night.  His  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  Return  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
mofed  some  months  back,  and  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  table.  That  Return  showed 
that  throughout  the  country  there  were  a 
great  number  of  towns,  containing  a  con- 
siderable population,  which  were  situated 
more  than  four  miles  distant  from  a  Court 
of  Appeal  for  Assessed  Taxes.  Considering 
the  great  amount  of  apparent  incon? enience 
whicli  that  must  occasion,  it  was  surprising 
that  the  complaints  of  the  taxpayers  were 
not  more  frequent  or  more  bitter  than  they 
were  on  that  account  He  could  only  say 
that,  having  made  inquiry  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue,  he  was  in- 
formed it  was  very  rarely  that  serious 
complaints  were  made  to  them  of  the 
inconveniences  which  must  undoubtedly  ex- 
ist, and  that  practically  they  found  little 
difficulty,  when  complaints  were  made,  in 
getting  the  Local  Commissioners  to  ap- 
point more  convenient  places  for  holding 
the  appeals.  Still  the  subject  was,  no 
doubt,  one  requiring  consideration  with  a 
view  to  the  provision  of  a  remedy.  That 
was  only  one  instance  among  many  of 
what  the  people  of  this  country  were  will- 
ing to  bear  in  order  to  enjoy  the  advan- 
tage of  a  tribunal  which  was  independent 
of  the  Government.  The  Local  Commis- 
sioners were  generally  country  gentlemen, 
and  were  entirely  unpaid,  fie  would  take 
care  that  inquiries  should  be  made  into 
the  extent  to  which  those  difficulties  pre- 
vailed, and  hoped  in  the  course  of  the  Re- 
cess to  be  able  to  inform  himself  whether 
legislation  on  the  matter  was  necessary,  or 
whether  it  was  possible  by  other  means  to 
remove  great  part  of  the  inconvenience  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  JSkeheguer 


CIRCULAR  DELIVERY  COMPAHT  AKD 
THE  COMMISSIONAIRES. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  WTLD  said,  he  would  beg  to  uk 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Post  Office  anthoritiea  are  aware  thtt 
the  Circular  Delivery  Company  (Limited) 
was  a  strictly  co-operative  Company,  de- 
livering documents,  newapapera,  and  ci^ 
culars  for  their  own  members  only  by  their 
own  servants ;  and,  whether  it  is  their  la- 
tent ion  to  press  for  the  penalties  in  tbs 
case,  as  it  appears  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Company  in  question  have  been  striedj 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Post  Offisi 
Act ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  pro* 
seeute  the  body  of  Commissionaires,  whs 
have  been  for  years  employed  publicly  ia 
doing  precisely  the  same  kind  of  work;  ud, 
if  the  Post  Office  authorities  do  not  ioteid 
to  prosecute  in  that  case  what  are  the  rii- 
sons  for  the  exemption,  and  how  the  Cosh 
missionaires  can  legally  do  that  which  tki 
Circular  Delivery  Company  (Limited)  ii 
prosecuted  for  doing  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  the Chu- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  prevented  1} 
the  rules  of  the  House  from  speaking  sgtis; 
but  if  it  had  been  otherwise,  his  right  hot 
Friend  would  not  have  been  able  to  loinr 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Gkntlenuii 
because  the  matter  to  which  it  related  wit 
at  the  present  moment  before  a  Court  eft 
Law. 

IRELAND— ROT AL  IRISH  ACADEVT. 
OBSEBTATIOSS. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  rose  to 
the  attention   of  the   Government  to 
present  condition  of  the  Royal  Irish  Ao 
demy,  owing  to  the  operations  of  tho  Imb- 
Board  of  Works.     There  were  three  ft 
ferent  operations  carried  on  under  one  S^ 
partment  in  Ireland,  and  the  result  vii 
mismanagement,  confusion^  and  eipema 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHI- 
QUER  :  The  threefold  operations  ji* 
named  have  been  brought  to  a  terani^ 
tion. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  was  eztrenilf 
glad  to  receive  this  aasurance.  The  Bojil 
Irish  Academy  possesses  the  most  remsrk* 
able  collection  of  Scandinavian— he  iiesil 
Celtic  antiquities  ;  and  this  vast  eolleeM 
is  shut  up  in  boxes  acattered  here,  ther^ 
and  everywhere.  He  wished  to  kiiVi 
Whether  anythinff  is  going  to  be  doae  ^ 
enable  the  Royal  Iriah  Acmdeny  Co  eibibh 
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its  Huseam  to  the  public?  Large  sums 
have  been  contributed  by  the  public,  and 
the  collection  ought  to  be  open  to  tEe 
public. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  a 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  all 
the  Art  Institutions  in  Ireland,  and  he 
hoped  the  result  of  their  labours  would  be 
to  terminate  the  abuses  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred. 

Motion, "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  nowlea? e 
the  Chair,'*  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

SuppLT— conif(i0re<2  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £35,609,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Treasury. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £28,000,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day 
of  March  1869,  for  Her  Migesty's  Foreign  and 
other  Secret  Services." 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  that  this 
Vote  had  gone  unchallenged  sinee  he  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.  In 
this  country  it  was  part  of  our  creed  that 
puhlic  matters  should  he  discussed  in  the 
light  of  day. .  Open  doors  and  full  news- 
paper reports  were  advocated  as  necessary 
to  political  health,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  there  should  be  a  Vote  of  this 
kind.  He  had  been  informed  that  part  of 
the  money  asked  was  not  for  the  purest 
objects,  and  unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  could  assure 
bim  that  none  of  this  money  went  for 
base  and  corrupt  political  purposes,  he 
should  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
£10,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £18,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
IB  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  8 1st  day  of  March  1869,  for  Her  Minesty's 
Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services."— ^Jfr.XutiSr.} 


Sir    JOHN    OR  AT  agreed 
Committee  ought  to  know  what 
with  this  secret  ser? ice  money, 
for  all  they  knew,  be  employed 
purposes,  as  in  the  payment  of 
and  spies.     If  they  were  told 
seoret  sertico  money  waa  wanted 
would  vote  it  freely. 


that  the 
was  done 
It  might, 

for  base 
informers 
what  the 

for  they 


Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  it  was 
obyious  that  no  detailed  explanation  could 
be  given  of  the  destination  of  secret  service 
money.  It  had  been  the  practice  of  the 
House  for  many  years  to  entrust  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  distribution  of  this  sum, 
no  part  of  which  went  in  "  base  or  political 
purposes. "  Almost  the  whole  of  the  amount 
was  disbursed  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
none  of  it  went  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Alderman  SALOMONS  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  explanation  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  Al- 
derman Lusk). 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  it  was 
hardly  so  explicit  and  to  the  purpose  as 
he  could  have  wished ;  but,  under  the  eir- 
oumstaneeSy  he  would  not  press  his  objec- 
tion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  voUhdrawn, 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £56,410f  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Home  Office. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  there  was  an 
understanding  that  the  expenses  of  the 
Fisheries  Commission  should  not  he  in- 
ereased,  and  he  therefore  regretted  to  see 
an  addition  of  five  persons  oonnected  with 
the  Commission. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  said,  there  was 
an  increase  of  £5,600  in  this  Vote.  There 
was  now  no  need  for  some  of  the  In- 
spectors, as  the  Act  under  which  several 
were  appointed  in  Scotland  had  been  done 
away  with. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand how  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
Inspectors  were  always  the  same  fixed  sum. 
Was  it  done  by  contract  ? 

General  DUNNE  wished  to  know  when 
the  present  system  would  cease  ? 

Mr.  WALDEGRAYE-LESLIE  said, 
he  thought  the  fees  to  surgeons  in  the 
Factory  Department,  which  had  increased 
from  £1,550  to  £2,000,  ought  to  be  paid 
by  the  factory  owners  themselves,  and  not 
by  the  Government.  The  salaries  of  the 
Local  Government  Aot  Office  had  increased 
by  £1,000.  He  thought  that  fees  to  cover 
the  expenses  of  this  Office  ought  to  be 
charged  to  those  towns  which  employed  its 
agency. 

Mr.  OATHORNE  HARDY  said,  there 
had  been  a  considerable  inorease  in  the 
number  of  Inspectors  of  late  years,  and  if 
the  House  passed  Acts  which  required 
Inspectors  to  carry  them  out,  they  must 
not  be  sorprised  if  this  Vote  showed  an 
increase.    The  Fisheries  Commission  waa 
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being  woond  up,  and  an  additional  Com- 
missioner was  appointed  to  bring  the  matter 
to  a  conclnsion.  Those  in  Scotland  were 
paid  so  maoh  a  day  while  actual! j  em- 
ployed. The  fees  paid  to  certifying  sur- 
geons under  the  Factory  Acts  were  for 
examining  children  to  see  that  they  were 
of  age  to  be  employed,  and  the  House  could 
not  expect  this  expense  to  be  paid  by  the 
factory  owners. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £52,453,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Foreign  Office. 

Mr.  Aldbbmak  LUSE  asked  for  an 
explanation  of  the  increased  number  of 
clerks  employed,  and  the  large  augmen- 
tation of  this  Vote  year  after  year. 

Mr.  SGLATER-BOOTH  stated  that 
the  arranging  of  a  large  accumulation  of 
papers  in  the  Library  had  necessitated  a 
temporary  increase. 

Mr.  NBATE  wished  to  know  who  were 
employed  in  making  the  translations,  which 
were  often  very  slot  only  and  incorrect  ? 

GoLONSL  SIKES  said,  be  thought  there 
was  mystificstion  in  these  accounts.  Items 
were  bandied  about  from  one  Department 
to  another,  and  it  was  impossible  to  detect 
where  the  items  of  the  net  increase  were 
to  be  found. 

Mr.  SGLATER- booth  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
should  not  object  to  the  introduction  of  a 
better  classification.  He  presumed  that 
all  tbe  clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office  were 
acquainted  with  modern  languages,  and 
were  therefore  intrusted  with  translations. 

CoLONBii  SYEBS  said,  he  objected,  not 
to  an  improved  classification,  but  to  eon- 
■tant  alterations. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £19,990.  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Colonial  Office. 

(6.)  £65,725,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  Aldermak  LUSE  remarked  that 
the  expenses  of  this  Department  were 
continually  increasing.  He  thought  that 
some  of  those  Inspectors  who  were  oon- 
sidered  necessary  to  be  employed  to  look 
after  different  branches  of  trade  should  be 
paid  by  those  for  whose  benefit  they  were 
appointed. 

Sir  J.  CLAREB  JBRVOISE  inquired 
as  to  the  Inspectors  of  lime-juice,  whose 
payment  was  included  in  the  Vote? 

Mr.  GHILDBRS,  with  reference  to  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  temporary  elerks 

Mr.  Oathome  Hardy 


from  fifty-one  to  sixty,  and  of  the  junior 
clprks  from  twenty-four  to  thirtj-one, 
suggested  that  temporary  and  supplement* 
ary  clerks  should  be  abolished,  and  that 
persons  of  the  class  of  writer  should  be 
employed  whose  numbers  might  vary  with 
tbe  amount  of  business  which  bad  to  be 
got  through. 

Mr.  WALDBGRAVE-LESLIE  thought 
that,  instead  of  employing  sixty  temporary 
clerks,  persons  who  had  been  superseded 
and  pensioned  for  reasons  difficult  to 
understand  might  be  utilised.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  more  notice  had  not  been  taken 
of  the  large  nember  of  able-bodied  officials 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  been  pen- 
sioned off  at  large  retiring  allowances,  to 
make  room  for  new  appointments. 

Mr.  HETQATB  inquired  whether  the 
present  system  of  collecting  agricultursi 
statistics  was  to  be  continued,  or  whether 
a  better  had  been  def  ised  ? 

Mr.  READ  remarked  that  the  ex- 
pense of  these  statistics  had  increased  bj 
£4,500.  In  1866  the  sum  was  £10,000 
for  two  Returns;  whereas  it  was  now 
£14,500:  last  year  it  wan  £18,000,  sod 
only  one  Return  was  collected. 

Colonel  STEES  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Read)  was  mistaken,  there  being  s 
decrease  and  not  an  increase  of  £4,500. 
He  belieTod  these  statistics  would  prore  of 
very  great  value  as  tho  system  became 
better  organized,  and  the  prejudices  of 
tbe  agriculturists  disappeared. 

Mr.    STEPHEN    CAVE    stated,    is 
answer  to  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Childers),  that  supplementary 
clerks  were  extinct  as  a  class,  were  being 
only  a  few  left,  and  no  others  being  ap- 
pointed. The  temporary  clerks  were  exsetlj 
the  class  whose  employment  his  hon.  Frieod 
had  suggested,  they  being  taken  on  when 
wanted  on  weekly  wages,  and  discharged 
when  the  occasion  for  their  aerrices  cessed. 
This  was  a  better  plan  than  the  employ- 
ment of  law  stationera'  clerks,  who  were 
often  of  a  class  which  rendered  it  unde- 
sirable that  they  ahould  mix  with  the  other 
clerks.     The  hon.  Member  for  Fhisbiirf 
(Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  had  noticed  the  io- 
creasing  expenses  of  the  Board  ;  hot  he 
must  be  aware  that  the  increase  had  been 
oaused  by  varioua  Votes  of  the  Hottae» 
imposing  upon    the    Board    many  dsties 
which  they  were  by  no  means  anxioes  to 
undertake,  and  this  accounted  for  the  sog* 
mented  number  of  junior  clerks.  Inspectioa 
of  gas  companies  had  been  thrown  on  tbe 
Board  of  Trade^  and  next  year  his  bos* 
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Friend  woold  see  an  inoreaBe  of  charge  on 
that  accoant.  The  inspeotion  of  lime  juice 
also  was  one  of  those  things  which  had 
heen  forced  upon  the  Department.  Medical 
o£5cer8  had  declared  that  lime  juice  was 
the  proper  prefentitiye  against  scurfy. 
The  Qofernment  knew,  howef er,  that  the 
juice  which  had  hitherto  heen  sorted  out  to 
merchant  ressels  was  rery  had.  It  was, 
in  faet,  not  lime  juice  at  all,  but  was  com- 
posed of  nitric  instead  of  citric  acid. 
The  country  demanded  that  remedies 
should  he  taken  against  the  scurry,  lime 
juice  was  the  best  remedy,  and  therefore 
the  Government  were  compelled  to  appoint 
an  inspector  of  that  juice.  Then  there 
If  as  an  inspection  of  oyster  fisheries  and 
also  of  cables  and  anchors,  both  of  which 
measures  were  carried  in  that  House 
against  the  wish  of  the  late  Qofemment, 
and  he  feared  he  was  himself  instrumental 
in  carrying  them.  And  so  it  was,  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  beginning  of  the  year 
perhaps  urged  the  Gofemment  to  under- 
take such  and  such  a  duty,  and  afterwards 
when  they  saw  the  Estimates  complained 
of  increase  of  charge.  But  new  duties 
could  not  be  undertaken  by  auf  Depart- 
ment without  entailing  additional  expense. 
With  regard  to  the  inspection  of  ships  he 
had  to  say  that  he  had  always  resisted  the 
roofement  in  that  direction,  because  he 
belicfed  it  would  add  enormously  to  the 
Totes.  The  same  remark  applied  to 
training  ships  and  sailors'  homes.  As  an 
instance  of  the  kind  of  pressure  to  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  subjected  he  might 
mention  that  only  that  fory  day  he  had  re- 
ceifed  a  deputation,  urging  upon  his  De- 
partment to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
seeing  that  railways  were  possessed  of 
proper  stations  and  lef  el  crossings.  With 
regard  to  what  had  been  said  about  luper^ 
annuatiout  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
there  was  a  tendency  to  haf  o  senior  clerks, 
who  from  farious  circumstances  were  not 
quite  capable  of  [^rforming  their  duties. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Pon- 
tefract  (Mr.  Childers)  that  the  system  of 
competitifo  examination,  though  very  bad 
as  regarded  the  lowest  class,  would  do  away 
with  much  of  the  ef  il  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. There  were  some  eases,  howefer» 
in  which  it  was  better  to  get  rid  of  a  man 
by  giving  him  a  retiring  allowance  than  to 
continue  him  in  office.  With  regard  to 
agricultural  statistics  he  might  express  the 
hope  that  they  were  year  by  year  beooming 
more  and  more  eorreot.  fie  tmated  they 
would  beoome  stiU  more  accurate.    They 


were  practically  becoming  less  expensife 
so  far  as  collection  was  concerned,  and 
would  in  time  work  more  smoothly  than  at 
present.  He  beliefcd  that  many  of  the 
higher  classes  and  of  the  landleitis  them- 
selfcs  had  need  of  education  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  only  the  other  day  that  he 
got  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  of  high  po- 
sition, who,  in  answer  to  a  circular  asking 
for  agricultural  statistics,  declined  to  gifc 
them,  alleging  that  this  was  a  legacy  which 
the  present  Government  had  inherited  from 
the  inquisitorial  Whigs.  He  had  answered 
all  the  questions  that  had  been  put  to  him, 
and  had  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
heads  of  Departments  were  all  most 
anxious  to  economise  as  much  as  possible. 

Mb.  read  inquired  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Gofemment  at  any  future 
time  to  have  horses  included  in  the  Re- 
turns ? 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  number  of 
horses  in  the  country  would  be  an  .extremely 
valuable  addition  to  the  Returns ;  but  as 
the  Returns  were  entirely  voluntary,  they 
must  watt  for  a  short  time  before  they 
could  ask  people  to  make  any  addition  to 
them. 

Mr.  WALDEGRAVE-LESLIE  wished 
to  know  in  what  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom the  foreshores  were  situated  which  were 
alluded  to  in  the  blue  book  ?  Where  they 
in  Scotland  or  in  the  South  of  England  ? 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  question.  Applications 
were  constantly  being  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  arrange  disputes  with  regard 
to  foreshores  in  various  parte  of  the  king- 
dom. 

Mr.  HBYGATE  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
regard  to  agricultural  statistics,  was  satis- 
factory. He  hoped  the  experiment  wonld 
be  persevered  in. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  oot  exoeadinf  £3,176,  be  granted 
to  Her  Mi^Astj,  to  complete  the  sura  neoessary  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coune  of 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  8 1st  day 
of  Mareh  1860,  for  the  Salaries  of  the  Officers 
and  Attendants  of  the  Hoosehold  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  and  other  Ezpenies." 

CoLOKEL  FRENCH  bore  his  testimony 
to  the  admirable  manner  in  which  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  discharged 
the  duties  of  his  Offioe,  and  expressed  his 
belief  that  an  addition  ahoald  M  made  to 
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his  allowance.  In  case  of  a  change  of 
Government,  no  future  Viceroy  would  be 
likely  to  maintain  tho  dignity  of  the  Office 
with  the  splendour  with  which  it  had  been 
maintained  by  Lord  Abercorn  on  the  sum 
now  allowed. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  not  contemplate  anything  so 
distressing  as  the  retirement  of  Lord 
Abercorn  from  his  present  Office  ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  proyed  that  it  was  not  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Government  to  increase  the 
salary  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mr.  Alderman  LUSK  moved  the 
omission  from  the  Vote  of  the  sum  of 
£1,574,  appropriated  to  *'  Queen's  Plates" 
in  Ireland.  Fie  saw  no  reason  why  the 
State  should  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
of  racing  and  modern  racing  practices. 
If  gentlemen  wished  to  hunt  or  to  run 
racehorses  they  might  do  so,  but  should 
not  ask  the  public  to  pay  for  prizes  for 
such  questionable  objects  as  the  latter. 
Modern  racing  had  degenerated  into  some- 
thing like  the  lowest  description  of  trading; 
and  when  they  saw,  as  they  might  do  by 
a  reference  to  the  public  prints  and  to 
police  Courts,  that  many  of  high  and  low 
position  in  society  were  ruined  by  follow- 
ing such  pursuits,  he  strongly  protested 
against  the  House  being  a  party  to  these 
proceedings. 

Motion  made,   and  Question   proposed, 

'^That  the  Item  of  £1,574  6#.  2d.  for  Queen's 
Plates  to  be  run  for  in  Ireland,  be  omitted  from 
the  proposed  vote." — {Mr,  Luik.) 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  had  never  succeeded  in  reducing  any 
Yote,  often  as  he  had  attempted  to  do  so. 
This  question  had  been  so  often  discussed 
that  it  was  not  worth  while  to  debate  it 
now.  He  felt  surprised  at  finding  an 
Alderman  of  the  City  of  London,  the  Cor- 
poration of  which  had  always  been  so 
strongly  supported  in  that  House  by  the 
Irish  party,  opposing  a  grant  of  that  de- 
scription. It  should  be  remembered  that 
a  much  larger  sum  was  contributed  from 
the  Civil  List  to  racing  purposes  in  this 
country.  In  London  when  a  mob  levelled 
the  Park  railings  they  were  re-placedat  the 
public  expense,  and  it  was  hard  to  object 
to  an  item  of  this  kind  oifecting  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  ought  not  to  break  the 
contract  between  the  Irish  Members  and 
the  Liberal  party  on  so  trifling  a  Vote. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  he  wished 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  Plates  were 
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allocated.  If  the  object  were  the  improve- 
ment  of  the  breed  of  horses,  the  Plates 
ought  not  to  be  given  to  one  locality  only, 
but  ought  to  be  distributed  to  varioos  parti 
of  the  country. 

General  DUNNE  also  thought  the 
Plates  should  be  more  fairly  divided. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  the 
races  and  the  conditions  under  which  tbej 
were  run  were  regelated  by  Her  Majesty  i 
Master  of  the  Horse,  who  was  quite  readj 
to  attend  to  any  suggestion.  The  condi* 
tions  under  which  the  Queen's  Plates  were 
to  be  run  for  in  future  had  been  altered 
recently,  with  the  view  of  promoting  im- 
provement in  the  breed  of  horses.  He 
was  sure  that  the  representations  of  thoie 
who  were  most  interested  would  be  readilj 
attended  to ;  but  he  believed  the  geoersl 
opinion  was  that  the  running  for  the  Platsi 
was  most  useful  at  the  Curragh,  becaoss 
more  horses  were  trained  there  than  soj- 
where  else.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fisi* 
bury  (Mr.  Alderman  Lusk)  had  referred  ts 
facts  which  everybody  n^ust  deplore  ;  but 
the  Irish  turf  was  entirely  free  from  tbs 
scandals  alluded  to. 

Colonel  SYKES  wished  to  know  wbst 
were  the  duties  of  the  Gentlemen -at-Lsifs? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  a  Yieeroy 
must  have  a  Household,  and  it  could  hsrdlf 
be  said  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  wssove^ 
supplied  with  attendants. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSE  said,  he  vooU 
this  Session  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agrndio, 

(8.)  £14,927,  to  complete  the  sum  ftr 
Chief  Secretary,  Ireland,  Offices. 

(9.)  £12,646,  to  complete  the  saa  for 
Paymaster  General's  Office. 

(10.)  £4,136,  to  complete  the  som  i«c 
Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Bsoisi' 
brancer,  &c. 

(11.)  £22.700,  to  complete  the  sod  for 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Workip 
England. 

Mr.  Aldbrmav  LAWRENCE  uM 
why  the  property  connected  with  Datt** 
politan  improvements  made  under  titffi' 
rection  of  this  Department  had  not  bMS 
sold,  and  the  accounts  completed  f 

Mr.  WALDEGR aye- LESLIE  ob- 
served that  during  the  time  the  First Cof 
missioner  of  Works  had  beeninOffiet" 
Royal  Arms  were  allowed  to  be  pot  os  Ai 
metropolitao  or  profinoial  branslMisfAi 
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Po8t  OSoe.  He  hoped  tlie  noble  Lord  wonid 
inqiiire  into  the  matter.  At  the  noble  Lord 
WA8  amember  of  the  ConBtitational  party,  this 
conduct  must  be  very  painful  to  his  feelings. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(12.)  £17,546,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland. 

(13.)  £36,354,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
House  of  Commons*  Offices. 

(14.)  £28,585,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Privy  Council  Office. 

(15.)  £1,918,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Privy  Seal  Office. 

(16.)  £6,407,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Civil  Service  Commission. 

(17.)  £25,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department. 

(18.)  16,958,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Reve- 
nues, Ao,  

Mr.  Aldermak  LAWRENCE  com- 
plained that  all  the  charges  were  not  in* 
sorted  in  the  account,  and  asked  for  an 
explanation.  He  also  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  road  through  Kensington 
Palace  Gardens  to  Bayswater  was  closed 
to  public  cabs,  notwithstanding  that  to  a 
g^at  extent  it  was  maintained  out  of  the 
public  funds. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  that  the 
accounts  furnished  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
Office  of  Woods  were  net  accounts,  after 
making  certain  deductions.  They  were 
accounts  such  as  would  he  furnished  by  an 
owner  of  an  estate,  after  making  various 
allowances.  The  Woods  and  Forests  had 
no  option  in  the  matter  of  the  road  referred 
to  ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries  on  the 
■ubject. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  thought  that  the 
closing  of  the  road  against  the  public  was 
a  very  questionable  proceeding. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(19.)  £14,926,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office. 

(20.)  £140,183,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission. 

(21.)  £30,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Mint. 

(22.)  £13,294,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Copyhold  Inclosure  and  Tithe  Commission. 

(23.)  £7.200,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts;  Imprest 
Expenses. 

(24.)  £27,961,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Register  Office. 

(25.)  £11|132,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for 
National  Debt  Office. 


(26.)  £3,429,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  d&o. 

(27.)  £2,820,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lunacy  Commission. 

(28.)  £1,449,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Registrars  of  Friendly  Societies. 

(29.)  £12,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charity  Commission. 

(30.)  £19,071»  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Patent  Office,  d&o. 

(31.)  £215,909,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Printing  and  Stationery. 

(32.)  £11,867,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Scotland. 

(33.)  £4,608,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Register  Office,  Scotland. 

(34.)  £3,206,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lunacy  Commission,  Scotland. 

(35.)  £9,223,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland. 

(36.)  £2,296,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Public  Record  Office,  Ireland. 

(37.)  £63,267,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ireland. 

(38.)  £14,722,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
General  Reftistrar  Office,  &c.  Ireland. 

(39.)  £250,  Boundary  Survey,  Ireland. 

(40.)  £1,188,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests,  Ire- 
land. 

Re'CammiUed  Resolution,  reported  this 

day,  read,  as  followeth  : — 

"That  a  flum,  not  exceeding  £42,079,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  Greenwich  Hospital  and  SohooU,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  81st  day  of  March  1809.'^ 

Whereupon — 

(41.)  Reiolved,  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£127,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  defray 
the  Expenaes  of  Greenwich  Hospital  and  Schools, 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1869. 

(42.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £20,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  coarae  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  on  the  diet  day  of  March  1869,  for 
the  Compensation  granted  to  the  Portpatriek 
Railway  Comminy  in  oonseqaence  of  the  Abandon- 
ment of  Mail  Commnnication  between  Donaghadee 
and  Portpatriek." 

Mr.  NEATE  moved  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress,  as  thej  had  now  come  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  the 
House  had  reoei?ed  no  information  upon 
them. 

Motion  m|tde,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  learo  to  ait  again."— (if r.  Ifeate.) 
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Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  this  sab- 
ject  had  been  discuued,  and  the  Vote  had 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GANDLISH  said,  there  were  only 
three  or  four  more  Votes  to  complete  the 
Estimates  for  the  year,  and  they  ought  to 
finish  the  Supply  to-night. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  reminded  the  House 
they  had  only  sat  since  nine  o'clock.  Time 
was  now  ?ery  Taluable,  and  he  wished  to 
get  through  Supply  to-night  that  they 
might  proceed  on  Thursday  morning  with 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill. 

Captain  VIVIAN  observed  that  there 
was  likely  to  be  a  discussion  on  a  post- 
poned Army  Vote. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  Go?ern- 
ment  were  ready  to  take  the  discussion 
that  night.  If  it  did  not  come  on  now,  it 
must  take  precedence  of  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Bill  on  Thursday. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINQTON  said,  that  he 
had  postponed  the  Army  Vote  in  order 
that  a  Paper  which  he  had  presented 
might  be  printed.  The  Paper  was  not  yet 
in  the  hands  of  Members  ;  but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  be  content  to  pass  the 
Vote. 

Colonel  JERVIS  said,  that  they  had 
been  waiting  for  months  for  this  particular 
Paper,  and  without  it  they  could  not  de- 
termine whether  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  or  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  respect  to  a  certain 
scheme  of  retirement  should  be  considered. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  laboured 
under  a  complete  misapprehension.  The 
House  had  ncfer  waited  for  the  Paper, 
which  he  only  mentioned  a  few  days  ago. 
The  Paper  contained  no  scheme  of  any 
reform,  nor  had  he  any  scheme  to  propose. 

Colonel  JERVIS  stated  that  for  months 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers)  refrained  from  pressing  this  ques- 
tion because  it  was  clearly  understood  that 
the  War  Office  had  a  scheme  to  propose. 

Mr.  childers  observed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  on  two  occasions 
stated  that  he  was  preparing  a  scheme, 
and  he,  in  consequence,  asked  for  the 
production  of  the  Paper  in  connection 
with  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
never  made  any  promise  to  produce  any 
scheme.  The  Report  to  be  produced  was 
simply  that  of  the  actuaries  on  the  scheme 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  childers  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention to  charge  his  right  hon.  Friend 

Mr.  Neate 


with  any  breaob  of  fmith.  It  wm  ^tt 
clear  if  there  was  to  be  any  diseiMsioB  oo 
this  subject,  it  ooold  not  be  to-night. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  Mid,  he  tmstcd 
they  would  be  allowed  to  past  the  two 
additional  Votes  on  the  Paper,  and  thus 
facilitate  Business. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdravm. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ctgreed  to. 

(43.)  £7,500,  CompeoBation.  Ezplosion 
at  Clerkenwell. 

The  chancellor  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER explained  that  the  sum  collected 
in  local  subscriptions  had   been  expended 
in  providing  medicines  and  sustenance  for 
the  sufferers  during  the   time  they  were 
incapacitated  for  work,  and  in  the  case  of 
those   permanently  injured    towards  pro- 
viding them  with  pensions  to  insure  them 
against  dependence  on  parochial  relief.   la 
some  cases,  also,  it  had  been  applied  in 
the  purchase  of  tools  to  workmen  where 
their  tools  had   been  destroyed.     Certain 
furniture  also  had  been  provided  out  of  the 
fund.     The  voluntary  efforts  of  that  Conh 
mittee  had  been  of  great  assistance  to  the 
sufferers,  and  the  benevolent  persons  tnh 
gaged  were  deserving  of  every  commenda- 
tion for  their  admirable  exertions.     The 
Committee  had  represented  to  the  Govern" 
ment  that  they  were   entirely  nnable  to 
give  compensation  to  those  whose  property 
had  been  destroyed.     Some  of  the  parties 
had  been  advised  that  they  had  a  remedy 
against  the  Hundred  as  in  the  case  of  s 
riot ;  but  that  had  been  tried,  and  it  wsi 
decided  that  the  diabolical  proceeding  wu 
not  in  the  nature  of  a  riot,  but  an  itteopt 
to  rescue  from  prison  a  prisoner  who  hu 
committed  an  offence  against  the  Ststa. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  was  tboagki 
the  Government  ought  to  make  some  com- 
pensation to  those  who  had  suffered  by  the 
destruction  of  their  property.     Ther  b^ 
therefore  sent  a  proper  person  to  malcc  is* 
quiry,  and,  although  they  had  not  yet  got 
a  detailed  Report,  it  was  believed  the  ton 
now  taken  would  be  sufficient  for  the  pfl^ 
pose. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  the  Tf«' 
sury  occupied  a  most  unenviable  poatkn 
in  allowing  that  to  be  done  by  privste  Ib* 
dividuals  which  ought  to  have  beendos* 
by  the  State. 

Mb.  WYLD  eulogized  the  chsritiUs 
and  public  spirited  efforts  made  by  tba 
Prime  Minister  at  the  time  of  the  ti^ 
sion  to  assuage  the  sufflerings  of  those  «bo 
were  wounded  by  the  ezploeioo,  and  mei- 
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tioDed  tb«t  a  depntaiion  had  ealled  on  him 
to-diy  to  reqaett  him  to  state  to  the 
Hottte  how  highly  the  inhabitaote  of  the 
neighboarhood  approved  the  spirit  that 
diipliyed  by  the  GoTemment. 

Mr.  Aldsrmah  LU8E  alao  thanked 
the  Goyemroent  and  the  House  for  the 
ffsnerotts  manni^  in  which  they  had  ren- 
dered aid  to  some  of  his  oonstitoents  who 
were  innocent  victims  of  this  deplorable 
and  wieked  piece  of  madness. 

Tote  agreed  to* 

(44.)  £10,000,  Registration  Expenses. 

Motion    made,  and    Question  proposed, 

'^Tluit  a  snm,  not  ezoeediog  £389,800,  be 
granted  to  fler  Majesty  Cm  additioii  to  the  sum 
of  £81,000  already  TOted  on  acooant),  towards 
delhi/ing  the  Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Redneed  and 
Retirsd  Ottoers,  and  Half  Pay,  whieb  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  from  the  first  day  of  April 
1868  io  the  Slst  day  of  Marah  1869»  inolusive.^' 

Cou>9EL  JERVIS  moved  that  Progress 
be  reported. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  expressed  a  hope  that 
they  should  be  able  to  dispose  of  this  Vote 
on  Thursday,  as  well  as  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the 
Chairman  do  report   Progress,    and   ask 
leafc  to  sit  again,— (Cblon^I  JervU,) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Uonse  renimed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-^awrrov) ; 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrew. 


ooioniAL  sHipPure  biu. 

Ccntidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

RsiotuU,  That  the  Chairman  be  direoted  to 
moTe  the  House,  that  leare  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  regis- 
tration of  Ships  in  British  Possesions. 

Resolation  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
bvongbt   in   by    Mr.    Stiphsit   Catb   and  Mr. 

A^DBELBT. 

BiU  pretented,  and  read  the  first  tims.  [Bill  286.] 


SBAIKAOX    AKS     mPBOTlXSHT    OF    lUUM 
(iBXLAHD)  supplemental  (VO.  4)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Scii^nR-BooTB,  Bill  to  oon- 
flrm  a  Pro? isional  Order  under  the  Drainage  and 
ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  and  the 
Aoia  ansending  the  same,  ordered  to  be  brooght 
in  hj  Mr.  ScLiTBa-BooTB  and  The  Earl  of  Mato. 
Bill  preeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  236.] 

Hoose  adjourned  at 
Two  o'elook. 


H0T7BE    OF    COMMONS, 
JFedneeday^  July  15,  1868. 

MfNUTES.]  —  Supply  —  considered  in  Com" 
mittee — Retolutione  [July  14]  reperUd — Citil 
SxBTioB  EsniiATBa — Class  11. 

PoBuo  BaxB — Second  Reading — Poor  Law  Board 
Pro? isional  Order  Confirmation  *  [231] ;  Drain* 
age  and  Improfement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Svp- 
plemental  (No.  4)  •  [235]. 

ComnmifUe — Investment  of  Trust  Funds  Sapple^ 
mental  [164],*  negatived;  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Pharmaoy  Act  Amendment  [181];  Titles  to 
Land  Consolidation  (Sootland)  (re-^omm.)^ 
[151] ;  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuitj  [230]. 

Beport-^Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmaoy  Aot 
Amendment  [181-238] ;  Titles  to  Land  Con- 
solidation (Sootland)  (iv-eomm.)  *  [I^I]:  SiP 
Robert  Napier's  Annaity  [230]. 

Contideredatamended^PMio  Departments  Pay- 
menU*  [2121 

Third  Reading-^FuhUo  Schools  •  [133];  Tithe 
Commutation,  ^.  Aots  Amendment*  [218]; 
Vaeoination  (Ireland)  •  [217] ;  Monieipal  Eleo- 
tiona  (Sootland)*  [211];  Militia  Pay*; 
Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland^ 
Supplemental  (No.  3)*  [229];  Liquidation* 
[220],  and|>asie(<. 

IRELAND— ROTAL  IRISH  INSTITUTE. 

QTTEsnoir. 

Sib  FATBIGK  O'BRIEN  Bald,  he 
would  b^  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  the  unanimous  Resolution 
of  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  in  &vour  of 
the  purchase  of  the  site  of  the  Exhibition 
Palace  for  the  Royal  Irish  Institute  has 
been  reoeiTed;  aod  whether  the  Goyem- 
ment  intend  to  accede  to  its  prayer  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  repUed 
that  the  Resolution  had  been  recei?ed, 
and  that  due  weight  would  be  given  to  it. 
There  was  a  Commission  sitting  on  the 
subject,  and  until  their  Report  had  been 
taken  into  consideration  it  would  be  pre- 
mature on  the  part  of  the  GoTomment  to 
announce  what  course  they  proposed  to 
take  with  respect  to  it. 

SALE     OF   POISONS   AND    PHARMACY 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BlLh-^Lorde,^ 

[bill  181.]      OOMMITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
BiU  eonndered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clanses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 
Clauses  4  and  5  omitted. 
Clauses  6  to  15,  indusive,  agreed  to. 
Clause  16  (Reserring  Rights  of  oertaia 
Persons). 
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Kb.  LOWE  moved,  in  line  6,  after  the 
word  ''  dealing,"  to  leare  out  ''  nor  with 
the  retailing  of  arsenic,  oxalio  acid,  cyanide 
of  potassium,  or  oorrosiye  sublimate  for 
use  in  manufactures." 

Page  6,  line  6— 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
<'  dealing,"  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  nor 
with  the  retailing  of  arsenic,  oxalic  acid, 
cyanide  of  potassium,  or  corrosive  subli- 
mate for  use  in  manufactures."  —  {Mr. 
Lowe,) 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society  did  not  wish  to 
retain  the  words,  and  they  were  not  ori- 
ginally in  the  Bill. 

Loan  ELCHO  said,  he  objected  to  the 
omission  of  those  words,  which  would 
unnecessarily  limit  the  retail  of  common 
articles  of  household  use.  The  clause  which 
he  proposed  to  substitute  for  the  1 7th  clause 
in  the  Bill,  would  in  the  way  of  regulation 
give  as  much  security  as  could  reasonably 
be  expected  against  the  careless  sale  or 
wrong  use  of  ordinary  poisons. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
only  desired  that  poisons  should  be  bought, 
sold,  and  kept  in  bottles  or  wrappers  pro- 
perly labelled ;  so  that,  if  possible,  no 
mistakes  should  occur  in  their  use. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  30; 
Noes  67  :  Majority  27. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 

would  beg  leave  to  move,  at  the  end  of  the 

clause,  to  add — 

"  Provided  always  that  registration  under  this 
Act  shall  not  entitle  any  person  so  registered  to 
practice  medicine  or  surgery,  or  any  branch  of 
medicine  or  surgery/' 

Proviso  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  17  (Poisons  to  be  distinctly 
labelled). 

Lobd  ELCKO  proposed  that  this  clause 
should  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  LOWE  proposed  that  the  clause 
should  be  amended.  There  were  two 
Amendments,  in  fact,  before  the  Commit- 
tee. The  noble  Lord  proposed  to  substi- 
tute a  new  clause,  and  he  (Mr.  Lowe) 
would  amend  the  present  clause.  The 
Committee  would  have  to  decide  which 
was  the  preferable  alternative.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  clause  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  considerable  improvement  i 


on  the  present  ittte  of  thinp;  bat  ttin 
was  a  good  many  objections  to  it   The 
noble  Lord  proposed  that  poisons  should 
be  divided  into  two  classes,  but  both  wen 
to  remain  in  one  Sohednle,  and  to  be  dis- 
tinguished only  by  asteridcs.     Kow,  that 
was  a  most  inconvenient  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject.    The  soble  Lord  pro* 
posed: — 

"  It  shall  be  nnlawM  to  sell  any  poison  what- 
soever to  a  person  unknown  to  the  seller,  nnleM 
he  gives  evidence  that  he  requires  it  for  a  legitt 
mate  purpose,  and  is  aware  of  the  uaes,  dangv, 
and  proper  dose,  as  the  ease  may  be,  of  niA 
poison." 

What  chance  was  there  that  these  require 
ments,  if  of  any  value,  would  be  complied 
with  by  the  Utile  shopkeepers  throughoat 
the  country  ?    How  was  tiie  "  evidence" 
that  the  person  "  required  it  for  a  legiti- 
mate purpose"  to  bie  given?     He  ni^t 
want  it  "for  a  legitimate  purpose," but 
he  was  not  to  have  it  unless  he  was  wd 
read  up  in  public  and  forensic  mediciiN. 
And,  then,  who  was  to  be  the  judge  of  aD 
this?     Perhaps  some  old  woman.    Thii 
seemed  to  him  a  very  inadequate  way  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.     What  he  im- 
posed  was  this— They  had  already  flu 
precedent  of  the  Arsenio  Act,  which,  al- 
though it  dealt  with  only  one  poisoo,  wai 
a  most  salutary  Act,  and  it  seemed  to  hia 
that  the  proper  course  would  be  to  place aB 
ordinary  poisons  under  the  same  reatne* 
tion.     With  this  view  he  begged  to  mora 
in  line  18,  before  "  It/'  to  insert— 

"Of  poisons  which  are  not  artielei  la  Iks 
British  PbarmacopoBia,  none  shall  be  sold  tioeft 
under  such  conditions  as  are  prescribed  is  nffn 
of  Arsenic  by  sections  first  and  second  of  Um  Ait 
fourteenth  and  fifteenth  Victoria,  chapter  IhirtMar 
intituled  '  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Saleof  Anrtte.' 
which  sections  for  this  purpose  shall  be  nU  •*  1^ 
the  word  '  poison  '  were  throughout  substitotf^is 
them  for  the  word '  arsenio ; '  and  of  poisooiwUBk 
are  articles  in  the  said  Phannaoopoeia,ncBS  ■Is'l 
be  sold  otherwise  than  under  the  same'eosditiii* 
as  aforesaid,  or  else  under  the  written  order  if  a 
legally  qualified  medical  practitioner,  unlsii  '^  ^ 
prepared  as  an  ointment  or  liniment  or  othir^ 
for  external  use,  or,  if  for  internal  uss^  W  ^ 
quantity  not  exceeding  one  ordinary  mefisv 
dose  of  the  article ;  and" 

in  line  22,  after  '•  any,"  1«*7«  Jj 
*' seller  of  any  poison  not  so  diitiat^ 
labelled,"  and  insert  •'person  adW| 
poison  otherwise  than  as  herein  proTidel 
Lord  ELCHO  observed  that  the  incflS- 
vonience  of  "  asterisks  "  might  be  got  »* 
of  by  haviDg  two  Schedules.  His  rigl>^^ 
Friend  had  admitted  that  the  clause  ww 
he  proposed  to  bring  up  was  an  ii 
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ment  on  the  Bill  as  originally  drawn. 
The  clause  embraced  all  the  regalations 
which  the  Pharmaoeatical  Society — a  body 
of  gentlemen  in  daily  practice,  and  to 
whom  the  public  were  under  great  obliga- 
tions— considered  requisite,  establishing, 
as  it  did,  the  proper  medium  between 
drawing  the  law  so  tightly  that  it  must 
break  in  their  hands  and  that  laxity  which 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  whole  com- 
munity. He  was  informed  that  the  Arsenic 
Act  was  too  stringent,  and  was  practically 
a  dead  letter.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posed Amendment. 

LoHD  EGBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  know  how  a  seller  of  poison 
was  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  a  customer's 
assertion  that  he  required  the  poison  for 
destroying  rats  ?  He  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBEES  said,  the  clause 
would  compel  the  homosopathist  to  put 
the  word  "  poison"  upon  all  his  bottles. 

Miu  LGWE  said,  the  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  observation 
was  that  a  whole  bottle  of  homoeopathic 
medicine  would  not  amount  to  a  dangerous 
dose.  The  difference  between  his  clause 
and  that  of  his  noble  Friend  was  that  by 
his  clause  the  buyer  of  poison  must  be 
introduced  to  the  seller,  whereas  by  his 
noble  Friend's  clause  the  buyer  might  be 
a  person  unknown  to  the  seller. 

LoBD  ELGHG  said,  that  his  clause  re- 
quired tliat  the  buyer  should  satisfy  the 
seller  that  he  required  the  poison  for  a 
legitimate  purpose. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  would  leave  the 
decision  to  the  conscience  of  the  seller, 
who  had  an  interest  in  selling. 

Amendment  mgatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr€$d  to. 

Clause  18  $truek  out. 

Kemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Lord  ELGHO  mored,  in  place  of  Clause 
4,  which  had  been  omitted,  to  insert  a  new 
clause-* 

"  Any  penon  who  at  ths  time  of  the  paMing  of 
this  Act  shall  be  of  full  age,  and  shall  produce  to 
the  registrar  on  or  before  the  thirty-first  day  of 
Deoember,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy,  certificates  according  to  Schedule  (E)  to 
this  Act,  that  ho  had  been  actanlly  engaged  and 
employed  in  the  dispensing  and  compounding  of 
prescriptions  as  an  assistant  to  a  Pharmaceutical 
chemist  or  to  a  chemist  and  druggist,  as  defined 
by  Clause  three  of  this  Act,  shall,  on  passing 
mch  a  modified  examination  as  the  Govncil  of 
the  Pharmaoeutioal  Society,  with  the  consent  of 

YOL.  CZCni.  [XHZBD  aiBW.] 


the  Privy  Council,  may  declare  >>  be  lufflcient 
CTidence  of  his  skill  and  competency  to  conduct 
the  business  of  a  chemist  and  druggist,  be  regis- 
tered as  a  chemist  and  druggist  under  this  Act." 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  wonld  submit  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  being  to  require 
education  on  the  part  of  those  who  sell 
poisons,  the  clause  was  wholly  indefensible 
in  making  the  distinction  of  a  modified 
examination.  It  is  urged  that  these  per- 
sons have  a  vested  interest.  A  vested 
interest  in  what?  A  vested  interest  in 
Ignorance — in  not  knowing  enough  to  pass 
the  examination  usually  required. 

LoHD  ELGHO  said,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  hard  upon  those  now  dispensing  me- 
dicines if  they  had  to  pass  the  same  exami- 
nation as  apprentices  entering  the  business. 
A  modified  examination  in  their  case  would 
give  the  requisite  protection  to  the  public. 

Mb.  THOMAS  GAVE  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  many  of  the  present  assist- 
ants had  been  in  business  and  failed,  and 
others  were  married.  It  would  be  very 
hard  upon  them  to  insist  on  their  passing 
a  stringent  examination. 

Glause  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  THOMAS  GAVE  suggested  the 
insertion  in  the  fourth  line  of  the  words 
*'  for  not  less  than  four  years." 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  he  was  willing  to 
modify  his  clause  to  the  extent  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Mr. 
T.  Gave)— namely,  that  the  assistants 
must  have  been  actually  engaged  in  the 
dispensing  of  medicines  for  four  years. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  ho 
assented  to  the  clause  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  assistants  affected  by  it  should 
have  been  engaged  in  the  dispensing  of 
medicines  for  four  years,  and  should  be 
registered  assistants  under  the  Pharmacy 
Act. 

Mb.  Aldebikan  LTJSK  said,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  term  should  be  reduced 
to  three  years. 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  he  was  willing  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  ±*insbury,  and  to  reduce  the  period  of 
service  required  to  three  years. 

Glause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LOWE  proposed,  in  place  of  Glause 
5,  to  insert  a  new  clause  (Registration  of 
Ghemists  and  Druggists),  by  which  che- 
mists and  druggists  should  be  entitled  to 
be  registered  under  the  Act  without  pay- 
ing any  fee. 

danse  agrtod  to. 
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tiOBD  ELCHO  proposed  a  olause  in  lieu 
of  Clause  17,  rendering  it  unlawful  to  sell 
certain  poisons  marked  with  an  asterisk  in 
Schedule  (A)  to  persons  unknown  to  the 
seller,  laying  down  certain  regulations 
respecting  the  registration  of  the  sale,  and 
imposing  penalties  for  breaches  of  such 
regulations. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  he  objected  to  making 
a  dintinction  between  poisons  which  a  man 
might  sell  and  poisons  which  he  might 
not  sell  to  unknown  persons.  He  con- 
tended that  those  poisons  referred  to  in 
the  Schedule  as  poisons  which  ought  not 
to  be  sold  to  persons  unknown  were  really 
not  more  used  for  criminal  purposes  than 
other  poisons.  The  asterisk  would  apply 
to  arsenic,  prussic  acid,  cyanide  of  po^s- 
slum,  strychnine,  and  corrosive  sublimate; 
but  oxalic  acid,  chloroform,  aconite,  bella- 
donna, essential  oil  of  almonds,  and  such 
things,  do  not  fall  within  the  proTision. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  the  reason  why  was 
that  these  latter  are  used  in  the  common 
purposes  of  life.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Schedule  should  be  divided  into  two  parts 
— one  containing  poisons  in  common  use 
for  ordinary  purposes,  and  the  other  those 
of  a  more  subtle  character,  and  generally 
selected  for  criminal  purposes. 

Mb.  LOWE  submitted  that  the  distinc- 
tion  utterly  fails. 

The  distinction  between  the  poisons  in 
the  Schedule  was  omitted  from  the  clause ; 
and — 

Mb.  LOWE  then  moved  that  poisons 
should  not  be  sold  to  persons  unknown, 
unless  such  persons  were  introduced  by  a 
person  known  to  the  seller. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  thought  that 
such  a  provision  would  lead  to  a  system  of 
touting. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BRUCE  moved,  that  in  the  case 
of  the  sale  of  poison  the  name  and  resi- 
dence of  the  introducer  of  a  purchaser 
should  be  entered  in  the  book  of  the 
seller. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  proposed 
an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  no  poison 
should  be  sold  unless  a  purchaser  could 
satisfy  the  vendor  that  he  really  required 
it  for  medicinal  purposes. 

Mr.  LOWE  pointed  out  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  already  agreed  that  no  poisons 
should  be  sold  to  persons  unknown.  To 
pass  this  Amendment  would  render  legal 
the  sale  of  poisons  to  any  one. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  asked  in 


what  position  a  person  would  be  if  in 
strange  place  where  he  was  unkoown  1 
required  to  purchase  a  poisonous  drag 
Suppose,  for  instance,  he  was  in  BimuDj 
ham,  and  wanted  a  dose  of  laudanu 
to  cure  the  toothache,  how  was  he  ^ 
get  it  ? 

Mb.  Serjeikt  GASELEE  said,  f] 
chemist  might  think  the  noUe  Ln 
wanted  to  destroy  himself. 

Amendment  negixtived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
New  clauses  added. 
House  resumed. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  en 
sidered  upon  IHdag,  and  to  be  prtnta 
[Bill  238.] 

MINES  ASSESSMENT  BILL-[Biii,  »I.; 

{Mr,  Percy  Wyndluvn,  Mr.  Cavenduh  BaOimi 

Mr.  Benderion.) 

COKSIDRRATIOX. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amenU 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  taka 
into  Consideration." 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  be  va 
not  a  Cornishman,  and  had  no  direct  iote 
rest  in  this  matter.     He   accepted  A( 
principle  laid  down  by  the  House,  tbal 
the  law  of  rating  should  be  applied  ti 
all  mines.     It  would  be  very  dilBeidt 
however,  to  apply  it  to  the  Cornish  miM 
unless  special  provisions  were  introdoeed^ 
in  consequence  of  the  peculiar  ciiem- 
stances  and  conditions  of  that  baiioeM. 
It  was  impossible  to  determine  who  ra 
to  be  looked  upon  as  the  owner  oroooapier 
of   such  mines.    The  subject  had  ben 
considered    by  a  Select   Committee  kits 
year,  which  recommended  certain  dfUM 
that  would   have  e£fected   the  objeetift- 
view.     But,  instead  of  being  agreed  to^ 
those  clauses  had  been  swept  clean  ifST 
at  the  last  Wednesday's  sitting.    Theta 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  HiB- 
lets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  came  to  the  taUi^  *^ 
performed  the  unprecedented  ftat  of  e^ 
cocting  a  Bill  that  was  altogether  net  it 
five  minutes.      They  had  hcNSid  of  Ai 
"Ten  Minutes  Bill;"  but  that  wn Ba- 
thing to   the   legislative  perfonnsaee  tf 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  HanMi 
He  felt  confident  that  its  provisions  wmH 
be  found  not  to  work.    Ilie  yield  bei^ 
preoarioui  it  would  be  impoanUe  ti 
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tain  the  anxmal  value.  Then  the  Bill 
said  the  mine  was  to  be  rated ;  bat  the 
mine  could  not  be  rated  ;  they  must  deter- 
mine on  some  particular  person  who  was 
to  be  rated.  If  the  woi^  occupier  was 
taken,  and  nothing  more,  then  no  one 
could  doubt  that  both  the  landlord  and 
the  lessees  would  be  liable.  In  cases  of 
limited  liability,  all  the  partners  would  be 
occupiers.  The  only  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  to  puzzle  all  the  overseers  in 
Cornwall,  put  a  large  amount  of  money 
into  the  pockets  of  the  lawyers,  and  cause 
a  Tast  amount  of  confusion  to  everybody. 
The  Bill  would  be  altogether  inoperative 
except  for  the  benefit  of  the  legal  profes* 
Bion.  It  was  beyond  the  ingenuity  even 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets to  solve  in  five  minutes  a  question 
which  had  puzzled  lawyers  and  the  Le- 
gislature for  two  years.  He  had  had  va- 
rious communications  from  attorneys  and 
others  in  Cornwall,  all  agreeing  that  under 
the  present  clauses  it  could  not  be  deter- 
mined who  was  to  be  rated,  or  on  whom  a 
distress  was  to  be  levied.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  leave  the  Bill  in  its  present 
condition.  The  Bill  must  be  altogether 
re-drawn  and  re-considered.  He  believed 
it  would  be  necessary  to  revert  substan- 
tially to  the  provisions  recommended  by 
the  Select  Committee,  which  he  thought 
might  be  adopted  with  some  modification. 
As  it  was  manifest  that  the  Bill  would  not 
work,  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  ^rther  during  the  present 
Session.  Precipitate  legislation  would 
not  promote  the  object  in  view,  and  he 
therefore  begged  to  move  that  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  be  postponed  to 
that  day  fortnight. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  fortnight." — [Sir  Robert  ColHer.) 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  he 
regretted  that  the  clauses  framed  by  the 
Select  Committee  were  not  discussed  last 
Wednesday,  but  hoped  the  provision  con- 
tained in  them  would  be  brought  forward 
again  and  fully  considered.  He  thought 
the  objections  to  the  clauses  were  quite 
secondary  to  the  affirmation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  Amendments  might 
be  introduced  to  meet  the  objections  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Sir  Kobert  Collier).  As  to  the  clause  for 
dividing  the  rate  between  the  landlord 
and  the  occupier,  two  distinguished  lawyers 


had  stated  their  opinion  to  be  that  it 
would  have  that  effect..  Mines  were 
already  rated  in  many  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Bill 
would  cause  the  Cornish  mines  to  be  rated 
in  an  objectionable  or  oppressive  manner. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  his 
constituents  were  so  much  interested  in 
this  matter,  that  he  must  be  permitted  to 
speak  on  their  behalf.  He  did  not  speak 
in  virtue  of  his  office.  Unless  the  greatest 
care  was  taken  in  the  mode  of  rating 
Cornish  mines,  that  industry  must  come 
to  an  end.  The  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  he 
took  to  be  nothing  more  than  a  pointed 
sarcasm  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton), 
The  hon.  Member  doubtless  judged  from 
the  discussion  which  had  already  taken 
place,  that  there  was  no  likelihood  of 
bringing  the  question  to  a  practical  issue, 
and  in  the  vein  of  which  he  was  a  mas- 
ter, he  suddenly  drew  up  a  bald  clause, 
which  he  offered  to  the  Committee  as  a 
solution  of  the  difficulties  of  the  case 
which  had  perplexed  all  parties  for  years, 
and  this  clause  the  Committee,  weary  of 
the  discussion,  had  suddenly  adopted.  It 
could  not  possibly  work.  To  pass  the 
Bill,  therefore,  as  being  a  measure  which 
dealt  with  all  the  difficulties  of  rating 
would  not,  ho  thought,  redound  to  the 
credit  of  the  House.  The  subject  re- 
quired further  consideration.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  House  would  do  well  to  post- 
pone legislation  on  this  subject  till  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HTTGESSEN  said, 
that  this  was  a  question  of  Cornwall 
against  all  England.  The  Committee  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  mines  in  Corn- 
wall as  well  as  elsewhere  should  be  rated; 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  general  law  of 
rating  were  applied  to  Cornish  mines,  the 
local  authorities  would  carry  it  out  in  a 
fair  manner.  If,  however,  difficulties 
arose,  they  could  come  to  Parliament  and 
Qsk  for  their  removal.  If  the  Bill  was 
unworkable  there  were  a  sufficient  number 
of  Gentlemen  of  the  long  robe  in  the  House 
to  suggest  such  alterations  as  would  make 
it  workable.  Some  new  clauses  had  been 
given  Notice  of,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  proceed  to  consider  them,  so  that 
legislation  might  not  be  postponed  till  next 
Session,  there  having  already  been  too 
much  delay. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
inform  the  House  that  his  constituents 
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viewed  with  ^eat  dissatisfactioii  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  since  it  did  not  attempt  to  redress 
the  anomalies  under  which  coal  mines 
laboured.  He,  however,  thought  it  due  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  to  state  that 
what  was  done  on  a  former  occasion  was 
to  avoid  laying  down  any  hard  lines  of 
assessment.  The  House  sanctioned  the 
principle  that  the  exemption  of  mines 
other  than  coal  mines  ought  to  be  removed. 
Considering  that  a  Law  Officer  as  well  as 
an  ex-Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  had  pro- 
nounced this  measure  to  be  unworkable, 
he  thought  that  the  only  course  which 
the  House  could  pursue  was  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  the  matter, 
and  to  throw  on  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment the  task  of  saying  how  the  difficulty 
was  to  be  got  over,  and  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  next  Session  providing  for  the  proper 
assessment  of  mines.  The  coal  mine  in- 
terest would  be  sorry  to  see  the  anomalies 
under  which  they  suffered  extended  to  all 
other  mines. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  that  though  interested 
in  coal  mines,  he  thought  that  great  ques- 
tion had  properly  been  excluded  from  the 
present  Bill.  He  wished  to  ascertain  from 
disinterested  parties  whether  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Sir  Robert  Collier)  were 
well-founded  ?  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Bill  would  not  work.  In  that  case,  it 
should  be  re-committed. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  that  having  care- 
fully examined  the  clause,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  wording  of  it  was  so  vague 
that  it  would  not  properly  work;  and  he 
recommended  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
thrown  out,  and  to  allow  time  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
what  he  understood  the  House  to  mean 
was  that  all  the  mines  in  England  should 
be  rated  on  the  same  principle  as  far  as 
possible,  and  that  clauses  were  to  be 
brought  up  at  the  present  stage  to  render 
the  measure  workable.  But  on  looking 
at  the  clauses  on  the  Paper,  he  considered 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  Robert  Collier)  per- 
fectly valid.  He  therefore  thought  it  de- 
sirable not  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Bill  during  the  present  Session.  He 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  having  I 
Mr,  Liddell  I 


obtained  a  decision  ftom,  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  rating  of  mines,  should  rest 
satisfied  with  that,  and  pos^>one  further 
legislation  on  the  subject  till  another 
opportunity.  He  was  himself  very  anx- 
ious  that  there  should  be  legislation  on  the 
subject,  and,  though  it  would  not  come 
within  his  Department,  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  question  would  be  disposed  of 
next  Session. 

LoBD  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  said,  he 
would  also  join  in  the  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy 
Wyndham)  to  postpone  the  further  oonsi- 
deration  of  the  Bill.  He  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  feel  disappointed  at 
not  being  able  to  pass  the  Bill ;  but  it  had 
been  shown  that  it  would  cause  great 
doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  the  hoo. 
Member  would  be  much  more  disappointed 
if  it  were  to  give  rise  to  disaatisfactiia 
among  the  mining  classes. 

Mr.  ayrton  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  obtained  a  clear  expression  of 
opinion  on  two  points — that  all  mines  tt 
present  exempted  should  in  future  bo 
rated,  and  that  there  should  be  no  speeiil 
mode  of  rating.  Without  assistance  from 
the  Government  the  hon.  Member  coold 
not  hope  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  he  would  do 
well  to  withdraw  it  for  the  present. 

Mr.  PAULL  said»  he  must  oppose  tiis 
Bill  as  one  that  would  involve  the  mioing 
interests  in  ruinous  complications.  Tbe 
mining  interests  of  Cornwall  were  not  op- 
posed to  the  principle  of  rating  mioes; 
but  they  insisted  that  if  a  measure  wero 
passed  to  assess  mines,  it  should  be  a  well- 
considered  one,  which  would  deal  ftirlj 
with  all  parties. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  after 
the  appeal  to  him  by  several  hon.  ICoffl- 
bers  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  he  wooU 
withdraw  the  Bill. 

Question,  '<  That  the  word  '  now '  itend 
part  of  the  Question,"  put  and  Mffn^SisA 

Words  add4d. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat|  lod 
agreed  to. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  dtferrtiWi 
Wednesday,  29th  July. 
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BIB  ROBERT  NAPIER'S  ANNUITY  BILL. 

{Mr.  Dodion,  Mr.  DUraOi,  Sir  Staffed 

Narthecte.) 

[bill   230.]      COBIUITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

^  Mb.  Sebje^lkt  GASELEE  said,  he  de- 
nied to  take  that  opportunity  of  express- 
log  his  opinion  that  it  would  be  more 
naefiil  to  Sir  Robert  Napier  and  his  family 
to  give  him  a  lump  sum  of  £50,000  in- 
stead of  the  proposed  annuity.  Besides, 
the  giving  of  a  lump  sum  would  be  to 
throw  all  the  burthen  on  ourselves, 
wbereas  this  pension  would  throw  a  bur- 
then on  posterity.  He  very  much  re- 
g;retted  that  Her  Majesty  had  not  been 
requested — if  it  would  not  be  interfering 
with  Her  Majesty's  Prerogative — to  make 
Sir  Robert  Napier  a  Peer  for  life,  instead 
of  conferring  upon  him  a  hereditary  dig- 
nity. He  felt  certain  that  the  decision  of 
the  Lords  on  the  question  of  life  peerages 
would  have  to  be  re-considered.  The 
introduction  of  such  peerages  would  be 
one  of  the  greatest  improvements  that 
ooold  be  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

House  resumed ;  Bill  reported,  without 
Amendment;  to  be  read  the  third  time 
Te-^oMrraw. 

House  adjonrned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOTJSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursdaf/,  July  16,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— SvLicT  CoiouTTXB— Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  ParliamenU  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Uiher  of  the  Black  Rod — The  Lord 
WiUoughbjr  de  Eresbjr  added. 

PuBUO  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Sanitary  Act 
(1866)  Amendment*  (253);  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance*  (253);  Public  Schools*  (262) ; 
Tithes  Commutation,  Ac.  Acts  Amendment* 
(856);  Vaccination  (Ireland)*  (254);  Muni- 
eipal  Elections  (Scotland)*  (263);  Militia 
Pity*;  Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3)  *  (255)  ; 
Public  Departments  Payments*  (264). 

Second IUading^(jonisig\o\x%  Diseases  Act  (1866) 
Amendment*  (185);  Court  of  Session  (Scot- 
land) *  (246) ;  Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down  Railway  Companies*  (238). 

CemmUiee — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  *  (221- 
869);  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Accounts 
Audit*  (237);  Assignees  of  Marine  Policies* 
(225)  ;  Poor  Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ire- 
land)* (223);  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  dsc.  (Ire- 
l«ad}*    (82i-261);    Petit   Juries   (Ireland)* 


(23 1 ) ;  Divorce  and  Bfatrimonial  Causes  Court  * 
(123):  Indorsing  of  Warrants*  (240);  Court 
of  Justiciary  (Scotland)*  (232)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Buildinfirs  and  Glebes  (Scotland)*  (233). 

Report—yfehi  Indies*  (249);  Entail  Amend- 
ment (Scotland)*  (183);  Assignees  of  Marine 
Policies*  (225-260) ;  Poor  Law  and  Medical  In- 
spectors (Ireland)*  (222);  Petit  Juries  (Ire- 
land)* (231) ;  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes 
Court*  (123);  District  Church  Tithes  Act 
Amendment*  (251);  Indorsing  of  Warrants* 
(240). 

Third  Reading — Land  Writs  Registration  (Scot- 
land)* (213);  University  Elections  (Voting 
Papers)*  (201);  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrange- 
ments* (206);  Metropolitan  Police  Funds* 
(230);  Fairs  (Metropolis)*  (223);  Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
mental (No.  2)*  (207);  Libel  (Ireland)* 
(200);  Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment* 
(177);  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  8)*  (104);  Hudson's  Bay  Company* 
(244). 

Rcyal  AaserU  —  Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland) 
[31  dc  32  Viet.  c.  50] ;  Renewable  Leasehold 
Conversion  (Ireland)  Act  Extension  [31  A  33 
Vict.  c.  62];  Registration  [31  ds  32  Vict.  o. 
58];  Bank  of  Bombay  [31  &  32  Via.o.  63]; 
Consular  Marriages  [31  ds  32  Vict.  c.  61J  ; 
Curragh  of  Kiidare  [31  ^  32  Vict,  c.  60]. 

PRIVATE    BILLS— RAILWAY    BILLS— IN- 

CREASE    OF    RATES. 

STAKDIMO   OBDER. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  that,  while 
he  agreed  in  the  principle  of  the  Resolu- 
tion passed  by  their  Lordships  a  few  even- 
ings ago  on  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Taunton),  yet  it  required 
some  little  modification.  The  alteration 
he  proposed  was  principally  confined  to 
the  addition  that  the  Report  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  made  *'  after  the  Rill 
had  been  read  a  first  time  in  this  House." 
With  regard  to  the  policy  of  increasing 
the  fares  and  rates  on  railways,  a  parallel 
case  would  be  the  tolls  on  turnpike  roads. 
In  the  case  of  turnpike  trusts,  money  had 
been  borrowed  and  roads  had  been  made, 
many  of  which  had  been  ruined  by  the 
railways.  The  policy  of  Parliament  in 
such  cases  had  been  not  to  increase  the 
tolls,  but  to  reduce  the  interest,  in  order 
that  the  debt  might  be  paid  off.  He  was 
more  strongly  than  ever  of  opinion  that 
no  separate  increase  of  tolls  should  be 
granted  to  any  railway  company.  No 
doubt  peculiar  circumstances  might  arise, 
but  they  would  be  such  as  to  apply  to  all 
railways,  and  not  to  any  one  in  particular. 
If  Parliament  once  admitted  the  principle 
that  when  a  railway  by  its  mismanage- 
ment and  improvidence  had  brought  itself 
into  difficulties  it  might  come  and  ask  for 
an  increase  of  fares,  there  would  be  no  end 
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to  Bucli  oases.  The  Legislatare  would,  in 
fact,  be  offering  a  premiam  upon  railway 
mismanagement. 

Standing  Order  No.   179.  amended  by 

inserting  after  Section   3.  the    following 

Section : — 

Section  4.  That  no  Bill  which  proposes  to  in- 
crease the  Rates  now  payable  on  the  Conveyance 
of  Goods  or  Passengers  on  any  Railway  shall  be 
read  a  Second  Time  until  a  Report  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  Subject,  made  after  the 
Bill  has  been  read  a  First  Time  in  this  House, 
shall  have  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Order, 
as  amended,  bo  printed, 

PROMISSORY  OATHS  BILL— {No.  343.) 
( The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Commons'  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order). 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND  moved 
that  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
mons in  this  Bill  be  agreed  to. 

The  Eael  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
that  there  was  a  misapprehension  abroad 
as  to  the  8th  clause.  There  was  a  notion 
that  the  clause  as  it  stood  went  so  far  as 
not  only  to  repeal  the  Oath  of  Supremacy, 
but  to  exonerate  the  clergy  altogether  from 
any  obligation  to  recognize  the  Supremacy 
of  the  Crown.  He  believed  that  was  a 
totally  erroneous  idea  ;  but,  as  the  matter 
was  one  of  very  great  importance,  he  had 
spoken  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  about  it, 
and  he  wished  to  know  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  what  his  opinion  was 
upon  the  subject  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  My 
noble  Friend  has  been  good  enough  to 
inform  me  beforehand  of  his  intention  to 
ask  this  Question.  I  own  that  I  am  my- 
self very  glad  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
mentioned  this  subject  to  your  Lordships, 
because,  judging  from  observations  made 
elsewhere,  there  does  appear  to  be  a  con- 
pidcrable  amount  of  misunderstanding  as 
to  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  as  to  the 
couscqui'uces  of  any  repeal  of  that  Oath. 
There  can  be  no  greater  mistake  than  to 
suppose  that  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  and 
what  I  may  term  the  law  and  doctrine  of 
the  Queen's  Supremacy  are  tho  same 
thing,  or  that  they  have  been  in  recent 
times  co-extensive.  In  point  of  fact,  from 
circumstances  which  can  bo  easily  ex- 
]duined,  the  Oath  which  has  been  called 
tho  Oath  of  Supremacy  has  for  a  long  time 
—  for  nearly  two  centuries  —  ceased  to 
express  in  any  shape  or  form  the  doctrine 

Lord  RedesdaU 


of  the  Sapremaoy  of  the  Soyereigii,  The 
Supremacy  of  the  BoTereign  depends  upon 
a  sanction  very  mnch  higher  than  the 
obligation  of  an  oath.  Sir  Matthew  Hale 
and  Lord  Coke  both  say  that  the  Royal 
Supremacy  rests  on  the  Common  Law  and 
requires  no  statute  to  support  it.  The 
three  main  statutes  which  relate  to  the 
Royal  Supremacy  are  the  24,  25,  ft  26 
Henry  VIII.  I  will  not  trouble  yofot 
Lordships  by  quoting  at  length  from  these 
statutes ;  but  I  will  mention  the  words  of 
one  of  them — the  25  Henry  VIII. — from 
which  your  Lordships  will  see  the  form  of 
legislation  then  adopted  with  regard  to 
the  Supremacy  of  the  Crown.     It  says— 

"This  your  Graoe'i  realm,  reeogniiing  M 
superiority  under  God  but  only  your  Grace,  utk 
been  and  is  free  from  any  subjection  to  any  mia'k 
laws ;  but  only  to  such  as  have  been  derisidL 
made,  and  ordained  within  this  realm,  lor  thi 
wealth  of  the  same,  or  to  such  other  as  by  saAr* 
ance  of  your  Grace  and  your  progenitors  tbi 
people  of  this  your  realm  ha^  taken  at  their  fht 
liberty,  by  their  own  consent  to  be  used  amosf 
them,  and  have  bound  themselves  by  long  use  iM 
custom  to  tho  observance  of  the  same,  not  u  M 
the  observance  of  laws  of  any  foreign  PriiM^ 
Potentate,  or  Prelate,  but  as  to  the  customed  asl 
ancient  laws  of  this  realm,  originally  eitabliArf 
as  laws  of  the  same,  by  the  said  sufferance^  soi* 
scnts,  and  custom,  and  none  otherwise." 

And,  further,  the  24  Henry  YIIL  stain 
that— 

<*  Whereby  divers  sundry  old  authentic  hiiieriM 
and  chronicles  it  is  manifestly  declared  and  tx- 
presscd,  that  this  realm  of  England  is  an  empifi^ 
aud  so  hath  been  accepted  in  the  world,  govefMd 
by  one  supreme  head  and  King,  having  tbe  djf* 
nity  and  Koyal  estate  of  the  Imperial  Crowa  cf 
tho  same ;  unto  whom  a  body  politick,  compsrt 
of  all  sorts  and  degrees  of  people,  divided  intent 
and  by  names  of  spirituality  and  temponliQ* 
been  bounden  and  owen  to  bear,  next  to  God  s 
natural  and  humble  obedience  ;    he  beiitf  siM 
institute  and  furnished,  by  tho  goodness  and  nfr 
fcrancc  of  Almighty  God,  with  plenary,  whole  ill 
entire  power,   pre-eminence,  authority,  pnnf*^ 
tive,  and  jurisdiction,  to  render  and  yield  jntiet 
and   final  determination  to   all  manner  oijUki 
resiants,  or  subjects  within  this  his  realm  in  •& 
.  causes,  matters,  debates,  and  contentioos^  ki^ 
j  pcning  to  occur,  insurge,  or  begin  withia  thi 
limits  thereof,  without  restraint  or  piuiucart* 
to  any  foreign   Princes   or  Potentates  of  Ai 
world." 

That  was  the  form  in  which  the  Sop*' 
macy  of  the  Sovereign  in  matters  temjKiw 
and  ecclesiastical  stood  in  the  rei^ « 
Henry  VIII.  As  a  matter  of  k"**!} 
your  Lordships  will  remember  that  ^ 
these  Acts  were  repealed  in  the  reigft  « 
Mary,  but  were  re-enacted  in  the  \^  ^ 
Elizabeth  ;  and  you  may  take  is  ods  • 
the  most  condensed  ezplanatioDS  rf  tiN 
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lagUMioi  of  the  Ist  of  Elizabeth  the 

BtatmnfBlt  of  Mr.  HaUam,  who  Boya^ 

'•Th*  iwa  ilmtalw  eoaeted  in  the  tot  year  of 
Elinbethy  oomzaonlj  oallod  the  Aota  of  Supre- 
mtaj  aad  Uniformity*  are  the  main  links  of  the 
Aofflicaa  Choreh  with  the  temporal  Constitution, 
uS  eBtabhih  the  tabordhmtion  and  dependeney 
oftha 


lfow»  these  Btatotea  of  Elizabeth  oontinne 
to  ttie  present  day  ;  they  are  the  stotates 
which  are  the  fim  and  broad  expression  of 
the  Boyal  Snpremaoy ;  they  are  binding 
npon  eyery  suDJect  of  the  realm,  whether 
a  layman  or  a  clergyman ;  and  so  for  as 
tiie  dedaration  of  the  law  and  the  strin- 
gency of  the  law  go,  that  law  would 
remain  binding  upon  every  subject  of  the 
Crowtt^i  whether  he  did  or  did  not  take  any 
Oath  or  make  any  declaration  respecting 
it  But  now>  as  regards  tiie  case  of  the 
clergy,  befbre  coming  to  the  Oath  of  Su- 
premaey,  as  it  is  somewhat  inaccuratelT 
ei^ed— tfie  deigy,  independently  of  aU 
statutes  and  of  tSi  mles,  are  in  a  position 
essentially  differing  from  the  laity  in  this 
lespeet^-that  they  subscribe,  among  other 
things,  the  37th  Article  of  Rdigion,  and 
dedare,  on  ordination  and  on  tafing  p08« 
session  of  any  benefice,  that — 

**  The  Queen's  Mi^jeety  hath  the  chief  power  in 
this  Rodm  of  England  and  other  her  Dondnions, 
vnto  whom  the  ehief  Gofemment  of  all  estates  of 
this  Realm,  whether  thqr  be  Eeolesisstioal  or 
OiTil,  in  aU  causes  doth  iq;>pertain ;  and  is  not, 
nor  ought  to  be,  subject  to  any  foreign  Juriadio- 
tioii." 

Therefore,  in  addition  to  the  general  laws 
which  bind  all  the  subjects,  there  is  this 
specific  declaration  signed  by  all  clergymen 
at  their  ordination,  which  has  a  pecoliar 
operation  on  their  consciences  from  the 
form  of  expression  used.  That  is  the  state 
of  the  case  as  to  the  law  of  Supremacy ; 
but  as  to  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  the  his- 
tory of  it  is  a  Tery  singular  one.  Origi- 
nally, the  Oath  of  Supremacy  was  passed 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  and  it  really  was 
what  its  name  professed  to  be ;  it  was  an 
expression  of  the  law  and  doctrine  of 
Supremacy  in  all  its  breadth— 

"  I,  A.  B.,  do  utterly  testify  and  declare  in  my 
eonacienee  that  the  Queen's  Highness  is  the  only 
Saprsme  Goreinior  of  this  Realm,  and  of  all 
oHwr  Her  Highnese's  Dominions  and  countries, 
ma  well  in  all  spiritual  or  ecclesiastical  things  or 
emuses  as  temporal ;  and  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Person,  Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate,  hath,  or 
oagfai  to  have  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority, 
p>e  enrinmiee,  or  authority  ecclesiastical  or  spiri- 
toad  within  this  Realm ;  and,  therefore,  I  do  ut- 
tevly  renounce  and  forsake  all  foreign  iurisdictions, 
powers,  superiorities,  and  authorities,  and  do 
promise  that  from  henceforth  I  shaU  hear  fiUth 
tmoaUegianoe  to  the  Queen's  Highness,  her 
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hein  and  lawfiil  snooessors,  and  to  my  powev  shall 
assisl  and  defond  all  jurisdictions,  pre-emiBsnee% 
pririlegeo,  and  avihoritiee  gnnted  or  bdonging  to 
the  Queen's  Highness,  her  heirv  and  auecessors, 
or  united  and  annsged  to  the  Imfierisil  Crewa  of 
thiaRealau" 

Tour  Lordshipff  win  observe  fliat  (hat  w^as 
an  Oath  which  had  both  an  affirmative  and 
a  negative  part  The  afflrma^ve  part 
testified  to  the  existence  of  the  Boyal 
Supremacy  in  all  matters  ecdeidastical  and 
temporal ;  the  negative  part  disowned  the 
jurisdiction  of  an^  foreign  Prince.  The 
second  form  in  which  the  OaHi  paaied  was 
after  the  Bevolution  in  the  reign  of  William 
and  Mary,  when  a  remarkable  change  was 
made  in  it ;  the  affirmative  part  of  the 
Oath  was  omittedi  and  it  became  a  nega- 
tive Oath  only — 

"  I,  A.  B^  do  swear  that  I  do  from  my  heart 
abhor,  detest^  and  abjure,  as  im|>ious  and  heretical, 
that  dsmnable  dootiine  and  position,  that  Princes 
excommunicated  or  deprifcd  by  the  Pope,  or  any 
authority  of  the  Seeof  Rome,  may  he  deposed  or 
murdered  by  thdr  subjects,  or  any  other  whatso- 
erer.  And  I  do  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince^ 
Person,  Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate,  hath  or 
ought  to  have  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority, 
pre-eminence,  er  authority,  eoclesilistiohl  or  spiri- 
tflisi,  within  this  Rsalm." 

There  is  no  doubt  it  continued  to  be 
called  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  but  it  ut- 
terly fiBoled  to  express  a  large  part  of  the 
doe&ine  of  Supremacy.  It  denied  the 
supremacy  of  any  foreign  prince  or  poten- 
tate, bnt  it  fedled  to  affirm  the  Supremacy 
of  the  Sovereign  in  matters  ecdesiastioBi 
and  temporal.  That  was  the  second  form 
of  the  Oath.  The  third  Oath,  adopted  in 
1858,  still  oontinued  simply  a  negation; 
and  tiie  Act  of  1858  used  these  words— 

'<  Instead  of  Oaths  of  Allegiance,  Supremacy, 
and  Abiuration,  when  the  same  are  now  by  law 
required  to  be  taken,  and  taken  and  subscnibed 
respectively,  the  following  Oath  shall  be  taken 
and  subserihed." 

I  should  have  ima^ned  from  these  words 

tiiat  the  intention  was  that  the  name  of 

the   Oath   of  Supremacy  should  cease. 

However   that  may  be,  the  only  words 

again  touching  the  Snpremacyin  this  Oath 

are  as  follows:— 

*'  I  do  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince^  Person, 
Prelate,  State,  or  Potentate  hath,  or  o^ght  to 
have,  any  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  pre* 
eminence,  or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  soiritual, 
within  this  Realm ;  and  I  make  this  declaration 
upon  the  true  fidth  of  a  Christian." 

Tour  Lordships  will  see  that  this  was  still 
a  negative  Oath  witiiout  any  affirmative 
words.  The  fourth  time  that  tiie  Oath 
was  dealt  with  was  in  1865  by  theOlerioal 
Subsoriptbn  Act,  which  enaoted  that— 

-^-  2  R  4 


1231 


Prommory 


iLOHDS} 


OMiBi 


12S3 


"  Evaiy  penon  about  to  be  ordained  priest  or 
deaooa  aball,  before  ordination,  in  the  presence  of 
the  Arohbishop  or  Bishop  hj  whom  he  is  about  to 
be  ordained,  at  such  time  as  he  may  appoint,  make 
and  subseribe  the  declaration  of  assent,  and  take 
and  subscribe  the  Oath  of  Allegianoe  and  Supre^ 
mao7  according  to  the  form  set  forth  in  the  Act 
of  1858." 

Therefore,  before  the  present  Bill  was 
brought  into  Parliament,  the  law  of  Sa- 
premacy  continued  without  any  change. 
The  clergy  subscribed  the  37th  Article, 
which  a&med  that  law  in  aU  its  breadth, 
and  they  took  in  addition  what  was  called 
rather  improperly  the  Oath  of  Supremacy, 
which  was  nothing  more  than  a  negation 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome. 
This  Bill  does  not  alter  in  any  way  the 
doctrine  or  the  law  of  Supremacy,  which 
is  left  exactly  as  it  stood.  Every  clergy- 
man is  under  the  same  obligation  as  before 
to  subscribe  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  in- 
cluding the  37th.  All  that  the  Bill  does 
is  to  terminate  that  Oath  of  negation 
which,  as  regards  a  deigyman,  is  per- 
fectly unnecessary,  because  it  is  contained 
in  the  37th  Article ;  and  as  regards  all 
the  other  subjects  of  the  Crown,  it  is 
unnecessary  too,  because  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  that  Oath  of  negation  is  regulated 
by  the  general  law  of  the  country,  whether 
the  Oath  continues  or  not  I  thmk,  there<^ 
fore,  your  Lordships  will  bo  of  opinion 
that  there  is  really  no  ground  for  any  of 
the  apprehensions  that  have  been  enter- 
tained that  the  law  or  doctrine  of  Supre- 
macy is  in  any  way  interfered  with  by 
tiiis  Bill. 

Lord  WESTBURY:  As  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee  to  which 
this  Bill  was  referred,  I  beg  leave  to  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  re- 
specting it.  Notwithstanding  what  has 
flillen  from  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor) — which  in  law  and 
good  sense  too,  is  perfectly  correct — I  very 
much  regret  that  we  permitted  this  Bill 
to  come  down  with  one  form  of  expression 
which  is  contained  in  it.  For  although 
to  persons  conversant  with  the  subject  that 
form  of  expression  cannot  create  any  error 
or  lead  to  misconception,  yet  to  the  gene- 
rality of  persons  I  am  afraid  it  will  give 
rise  to  considerable  difficulty.  The  form 
of  expression  I  allude  to  is  that  contained 
in  the  8th  section,  whereby  it  is  proposed 
to  enact  that — 


<c 


Tho  form  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  provided 
by  this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  substitnted  in 
the  oaso  of  the  Clerical  Subscription  Act,  1865, 
for  the  form  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  and  Sapre- 
mocj  therein  referred  to." 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


This  mode  of  ezprewlon  aeema  to  impoit 
that  the  Oath  of  Supremaef  shall  hmBS- 
forth  be  annulled,  and  the  nmple  0^  of 
Allegiance  substituted  for  it.     Now,  it  ii 
perfectly  true,  as  the  Lord  GhaaoeQorliii 
said,  that  it  does  not  in  the  smaUeit  ds- 
gree  afifoct  the  obligations  of  the  oleigyar 
the  obligations  of  the  laity,     flupniii 
jurisdiction  in  ecclesiastical  matters  iaiU 
cases  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual  is  the  «- 
sence  of  the  Supremacy  of  the  Grown*  Hh 
Crown  has  not  supremacy  in  any  matte 
of  doctrine,  nor  any  authority  whatefw  ti 
assert  anything  with  respeot  to  doelriM 
except  the  meaning  of  the  written  kv. 
Tho  Supren^acy  of  the  Crown  is  this— Oit 
all  jurisiiiction  proceeds  from  the  Cnwi^ 
and  must  be  exercised  by  yiitue  of  i^ 
pointments  made   by  the   Grown.    Thi 
final  jurisdiction  in  all  matters  eodsshi* 
tical  and  spiritual  is  centred  in  the  Ciowii 
Now,  your  Lordships  will  be  good  eooMJk 
to  obs^e  that  I  use  the  word  '' jai]id» 
tion,"  and  not  "  authority."    Then  aif 
be  spiritual  authority  and  paaUnal  anlhs- 
rity ;  but  jurisdiction,  whidi  is  thei^U 
juB  dicendt,  is  Tested  in  the  Growi^oi 
can  only  be  exennaed  by  authority  of  tti 
Crown.    This  was  the  prerogative  of  Ai 
Kings  of  England  even  before  the  It- 
formation.    At  the  time  of  the  Beftnoa* 
tion  the  Supremacy  of  the  Grown  wm 
finally  asserted  and  establiriied  in  tfaii— 
that  there  should  be  no  appeal  to  BooMb 
but  that  the  ultimate  decision  of  all  ooolii 
siastical  cases  should  centre  in  the  Crowi^ 
and  in  persons  appointed  for  that  pnrpon 
by  the  Crown.     My  noble  and  Issiiioi    \ 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  has  atated  iM 
is  the  true  idea  of  the  Supremacy  of  fli 
Crown.     It  is  also  given  in  the  ri^t  An 
in  the  words  by  which  the  deigr  bid  si 
pray  for  the  Queen  as  being  **  in  ul  mittan 
ecclesiastical  and  spiritutd  within  ttM 
her  dominions  supreme."    Supreme,  si  I 
have  already  observed,  for  the  puipooarf 
finally  declaring  the  law  upon  these  siA* 
jects.     The  S7th  Article  also  oontaifli  s 
correct    expression    of    the    positiTS  tf 
affirmative  doctrine  of  tho  Suprsmisf  <f     \ 
the  Crown,  and,  after  laying  this  dm 
it  proceeds  to  give  a  more  exprev  Ud' 
tion.     It  says — 

*<  The  Qaeen's  Miyostj  hath  the  chief  poMfb 
tliie  Realm  of  England  and  other  her  Duiiiiinr 
unto  whom  tho  cluef  Goremment  of  all  EiUMib 
this  Realm,  whether  they  be  EocIeiiMttHiil  * 
Civil,  in  aU  caosee  doth  appertain ;  aad  ii  K^  , 
nor  ought  to  be,  subject  to  aaj  forrign  Jorirf^ 
tion.  When  we  attribnta  to  Ibe  ^^pew'e  ^ 
jestj  the  chief  CtoTenunent,  bj  whioh  TiU«  *• 
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that  ooold  have  beei^seleoted.    Sir  Henry 
Storks  entered  on  bis  duties  on  the  Ist 
of  January ;  and  the  question  now  was 
what  was  to  be  the  practical  result  of  that 
appointment,  and  what  steps  were  to  be 
taken  to  promote  the  union  of  the  separate 
Departments,   as  recommended  by  Lord 
Strathnairn's  Committee.  It  was  not  until 
the  month  of  June,  however,  that  any  in- 
formation was  given  or  any  discussion  took 
place  as  to  the  results  of  Sir  Henry's  ap- 
pointment.   At  that  time  there  was  laid 
before  the  other  House  of  Parliament  the 
Correspondence  which  had  passed  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  War  Department. 
When  the  Correspondence  first  appeared 
he  (Earl  de  Grey)  turned  to  it  with  much 
interest,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  afford 
a  clear  explanation  of  the  position  which 
Sir  Henry  Storks  was  to  occupy  in  the 
War  Department  as  Controller-in-Chief, 
likewise  of  the  duties  which  he  was  to 
discharge,  and  of  the  steps  taken  with  the 
view  of  carrying  out  the  amalgamation 
during  the  six  months  which  had  elapsed 
since  his  appointment.    He  regretted  to 
say,  however,  that  after  a  careful  perusal 
of  the  Correspondence  he  could  not  find  in 
it  that  full  and  clear  information  which  he 
trusted  would  have  been  afforded,  and  con- 
sequently he  had  felt  it  his  duty  before 
this  Session  closes  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State,  to 
supplement  the  information  contained  in 
the  Correspondence,  and  to  clear  up  some 
points  which  were  obscure.  Now,  in  order 
that  he  might  make  clear  to  the  noble  Earl 
and  to  their  Lordships  his  object  in  asking 
the  Question  of  which  he  had  given  Notice 
he  must  in  the  first  place  remark  that  he 
was  strongly  convinced  that  one  of  the 
most  important  reforms  in  connection  with 
our  military  Departments  was  that  closer 
union  of  the  various  civil  Departments  of 
the  army  —  the  Commissariat,  Purveyors, 
Transport,   and    Barrack    Departments — 
which  formed  the  basis  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Committee. 
He  believed,  indeed,  that  the  present  state 
of  these  Departments  was  so  unsatisfactory 
that  if  we  were  to  engage  in  a  European 
war  we  should  at  the  outset  of  such  an 
undertaking  find  ourselves  involved  in  se- 
rious difficulties.     Therefore,  as  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  the  first  and  principal 
duty  of   the   Controller-in-Chief  was  to 
effect  a  complete  amalgamation  of  those 
Departments,  giving,  of  course,  due  con- 
sideration to  existing  interests.     It  was, 
however,  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that 


the  minds  of  soma  lUnderoiia  folks  to 
W  dikadtdp  we  ^v»  not  to  oar  Piinoes  the  mintt- 
teilntfotthcr  of  God's  Word  or  of  the  SacrameDts, 
tiM  wniohthinfft  the  Injunotiont  also  set  forth  hj 
SUflAeCh  oar  Q^een  do  most  plainly  testify,  but 
ttnS  caIj  Piorogative  which  we  see  to  have  been 
Mw&a  alwaya  to  all  godly  Princes  in  Holy  Scrip- 
vam  hj  God  himself;  that  is,  that  they  shoald 
aU  Estates  and  Degrees  committed  to  their 
hf  God,  whether  they  be  Ecclesiastical  or 
and  restrain  with  the  civil  sword  the 
and  evil  doers.  The  Bishop  of  Rome 
no  jorisdiotion  in  this  Realm  of  England." 

temporal  sword  and  the  spiritual 
igwwcd  are,  for  the  purposes  of  ruling  all 
whitos  and  degrees,  constitutionally  vested 
in  tlie  Sovereign,  but  the  office  of  the 
Itegyman  is  not  interfered  with. 
i.'  In  answer  to  an  observation  of  the  Earl 
|f  Hasbowbt, 

.  Iou>  WESTBXJRY  said,  that  if  he  had 
Sbianred  the  form  of  expression  contained 
in  llie  Bill,  he  would  have  suggested  the 
Ipmiety  of  altering  it. 
^  Tn  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
history  of  the  legislation  on  the  subject 
not  creditable  in  respect  of  the  way 
irliieh  Acts  of  Parliament  were  drawn. 
Act  of  1865  was  drawn  at  a  late 
of  the  Session,  and  an  Amendment 
inserted  introducing  the  term  "  Oath 
Bopremaoy  and  Allegiance  "  contained 
Hie  Act  of  1858:  and  that  error  had 
perpetuated  in  the  present  Bill. 

Commons,  Amendments  agreed  to, 

[ia  WAR  OFFICE  — DEPARTMENT  OF 
CONT  ROL.— QUESTION. 

Sol  de  GREY  akd  RIPON  asked  the 
•Secretary  of  Stote  for  War,  Whether 
Arrangements  for  the  Establishment 
tfts  new  Department  of  Control  in  the 
Tsr  Office  and  for  the  closer  Union  of 
CiTil  Departments  of  the  Army  arc 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
I  the  general  Nature  of  those  Arrange- 
?  Their  Lordships  were  no  doubt 
that  the  evidence  taken  by  Lord 
lim's  Committee  a£forded  con- 
proof  that  the  existing  arrange- 
^27*"  ^Q  regard  to  the  administration  of 
^^■•sinl  branch  of  the  army  were  highly 
^I^Misfaotory.  Those  who  took  an  interest 
.?Ptte  subject  had  watched  carefully  what 
':^  gone  on,  and  he  believed  everyone 
;:.^  took  any  interest  in  the  army  heard 
\  -)nft  latisfiEtction  in  November  last  of  the 
'  4|omtment  to  the  office  of  Controller  of 
•JkBenry  Storks.  He  (Earl  de  Grey) 
ttjr  approved  the  step,  and  he  believed 
iit  m  Henry  was  the  very  fittest  man 


kMsi 


1236 


I%0  War  Offic&^ 


(LORDS )        Leparimmi  of  CMrO.       IM 


such  a  duty  could  bo.  effectually  performed 
in  a  short  time.  The  task  was,  in  fact,  a 
most  arduous  one,  and,  he  believed  it 
would  test  all  the  administrative  ability 
even  of  80  experienced  a  man  as  Sir  Henry 
Storks.  At  any  rate  ho  felt  confident  it 
was  an  undertaking  which  could  not  be 
carried  to  a  satisfactory  issue  if  the  officer 
charged  with  it  in  the  first  instance  were 
merely  empowered  to  lay  down  general 
regulations  for  the  guidance  of  the  De- 
partments and  to  frame  the  rules  which 
were  afterwards  to  be  followed.  It  was 
also  necessary  that  ho  should  see  those 
rules  carried  into  effect,  and  that  he  should 
not  relinquish  his  post  until  the  new  De- 
partment was  in  a  position  to  run  alone — 
if  he  might  use  the  expression.  Such 
being  his  opinion  he  not  unnaturally  re- 
ferred to  the  Papers  in  order  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  precise  position  in  which 
the  ControUer-in- Chief  had  been  placed, 
but  he  confessed  there  was  much  obscu- 
rity on  that  point.  He  was  unable  to 
make  out,  for  instance,  whether  Sir  Henry 
Storks  had  been  appointed  Gontroller-in- 
Chief  with  the  intention  that  he  should 
hold  the  office  as  long  as  his  doing  so 
might  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  public 
service,  and  as  long  as  it  might  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  hold  it  in  order  thoroughly 
to  carry  out  the  work  on  which  he  was 
engaged ;  or  whether  it  were  merely  in- 
tended that  he  should  hold  it  only  a  short 
time  for  the  purpose  of  laying  down  ge- 
neral regulations  under  which  the  contem- 
plated reforms  were  to  be  accomplished. 
Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been  appointed  Con- 
troUer-in-Chief.  with  a  salary  of  £2,000 
a  year,  and  with  a  position  equal  in  all 
respects  to  that  of  a  permanent  Under 
Secretary  of  State.  This  was  clear  from 
the  commencement  of  the  Correspondence; 
and  yet  Sir  Henry's  position  was  de- 
scribed in  the  last  letter  from  the  Trea- 
sury as  a  provisional  arrangement  entered 
into  with  a  view  to  his  framing  regu- 
lations, carrying  out  the  impending  changes 
in  the  War  Office,  and  bringing  the  es- 
tablishments into  working  order.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  not  have  contemplated 
that  the  Controller-in- Chief  would,  as  a 
rule,  be  in  the  position  of  an  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  nor  was  it  as  a  rule  neces- 
sary that  he  should  be  so.  But  when  he 
saw  Sir  Henry  Storks  placed  in  that  posi- 
tion he  concluded  that  that  step  had  been 
taken  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment felt  it  was  only  right  that  so  dis- 
JSarl  De  Grey 


tinguished  an  officer  shoald,  while  he  held 
the  post  of  Controller,  have  the  olAclal 
rank  and  status  of  an  Under  Secretary. 
He  should  deeply  regret  if,  for  the  sake  of 
saving  £500  a  year  by  reducing  the  saluy 
from  £2,000  to  £1,600,  any  risk  iboali 
be  run  of  losing  the  advantage  of  ffir 
Henry  Storks'  services  as  the  head  of  the 
Control  Department,  even  for  a  single  day, 
before  he  had  completed  the  work  which  he 
had  undertaken  to  perform.  He  trosted 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  woold 
give  a  distinct  explanation  as  to  the  red 
position  which  Sir  Henry  Storks  now  e^ 
cupicd.  This  letter  from  the  Trearaij 
went  on  to  state  what  were  the  relatita 
positions  of  the  Department  of  Control  anl 
the  other  Departments  of  the  War  Ofioi^ 
particularly  the  Finance  Department  Ihe 
Treasury  appeared  to  apprehend  that  then 
would  bo  a  collision  between  those  tvf 
Departments  ;  but  he  confeesed  he  did  not 
share  in  that  apprehension.  It  seemed  to 
be  intended  that  the  Account  or  FioaiM 
Department  should  freely  lay  before  tki 
Secretary  of  State  their  comments  oa  tki 
proposals  of  all  the  other  Departmentfl^  u 
far  as  expenditure  or  financial  affaire  irai 
concerned.  He  quite  concurred  in  tki 
propriety  of  such  an  intention,  and  li 
should  even  hesitate  to  place  any  nanvff 
interpretation  on  the  phrase  "finandd 
afi'airs.''  Whenever  an  increase  of  * 
penditure,  either  actual  or  perspectiiik 
was  involved,  it  ought  to  be  the  dotyrf 
the  Finance  Department  to  state  Aflt 
views  on  the  subject  to  the  Secretary  flf 
State  for  his  consideration.  On  thatpM>^ 
therefore,  he  had  no  issue  to  raiae.  b 
should,  however,  like  to  know  the  pnaM 
interpretation  which  the  noble  Earlj^aea 
upon  that  sentence  in  the  letter  vhkk 
related  to  the  compilation  of  the  EstinuMi 
It  was  laid  down  that  it  should  be  fl* 
duty  of  the  Financial  Department  to  eo*" 
pile  the  Estimates  for  all  army  expend 
ture.  Now,  the  Estimates  went  throm^ 
various  stages  in  the  course  of  their  ftt* 
paration.  In  the  first  instance,  they  wol 
prepared  by  the  branches  introsted  wila 
the  administration  of  the  various  Deput* 
ments,  and  then  sent  to  the  Finance  D** 
partment,  where  they  were  brought  ^ 
gether  and  checked  one  with  another,  tm 
also  considered  in  their  general  fintnfl^ 
bearings.  He  hoped  it  was  not  now  i^ 
tended  to  take  the  first  preparation  of  v 
Estimates  from  the  various  administi^ 
branches ;  and  further  he  hoped  the  loUi 
Earl  would  be  able  to  show  that  ibei*' 


1287         l%e  War  Ofi&$^         (Trxr  16, 1868)      Dtpartnmi  of  Control      1288 


Bponribili^  for  the  EstimateBand  for  every 
one  of  their  details  would  still  rest  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  alone.  The  Acconnt 
or  Finance  branch  was  a  Department  of  the 
War  Office  precisely  like  the  other  branches. 
It  was  responsible  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  to  him  alone  ;  it  took  its  orders  from 
him,  and  from  him  alone.  He  did  not  wish 
to  under-rate  the  importance  of  the  duties 
of  the  Account  or  Finance  Department ; 
he  believed  they  were  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. He  only  desired  to  make  it 
clear  that  its  duties  were  entirely  conducted 
under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  under  a  responsibility  to  him 
and  to  him  alone.  So  far  was  he  from 
being  disposed  to  undervalue  the  impor- 
tance of  that  Department,  that  it  had  more 
than  once  crossed  his  mind  whether  ad- 
vantage would  not  be  derived  from  placing 
the  chief  superintendence  of  financial 
business  in  the  War  Office  —  of  course 
under  the  Secretary  of  State — in  the  hands 
of  a  Parliamentary  officer  somewhat  ana- 
logous to  a  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  did  not  give  that  as  a  positive  opinion, 
but  wished  merely  to  show  that  in  holding 
that  that  Department  was  not  outside  of 
the  War  ^Office,  bat  was  one  under  the 
Secretary  of  State,  his  remarks  did  not 
proceed  from  any  desire  to  depreciate  that 
Department,  but  from  a  desire  that  all 
those  Departments  should  be  kept  in  due 
Bubordination,  so  that  the  authority  and 
the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  be  weakened  or  over-^adowed. 
He  looked  upon  it  that  the  real  and  im- 
portant duty  which  Sir  Henry  Storks,  or 
whoever  might  be  the  Controller-in-Chief, 
had  to  perform  was  to  re-organize  upon  a 
thoroughly  efficient, basis  the  civil  Depart* 
ments  of  the  army  outside  the  War  Office. 
They  should,  as  far  as  possible,  assimilate 
their  arrangement  so  that  their  army 
should  be  managed  at  home  in  the  same 
manner  as  it  was  managed  abroad,  and 
and  also,  that  as  far  as  practicable — of 
course,  with  the  necessary  differences— it 
should  be  administered  in  time  of  peace  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  time  of  war.  It 
was  obvious  that  that  was  the  only  means 
by  which  they  could  really  get  the  ad- 
ministrative branches  of  the  army  into  a 
proper  state  for  the  outbreak  of  hostilities; 
and  that  the  more  closely  they  could 
assimilate  their  Departments  in  time  of 
peace  to  the  system  requisite  for  a  time  of 
war  the  more  they  would  be  prepared  for 
war.  And  it  was  because  he  knew  the 
unaatisfiaotory  condition  of  those  Depart- 


ments at  present,  and  because  he  felt  that 
a  grave  and  serious  responsibility  would 
rest  on  any  Government  that  delayed  the 
re-organization  of  those  Departments  on 
such  a  basis,  that  he  trusted  he  should 
hear  that  evening  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  also  that  Sir  Henry  Storks 
was  now  about  to  set  himself  to  work  in 
carrying  on  outside  the  War  Office  that 
re-organization  of  the  civil  Departments  of 
the  army  which  he  believed  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  reforms  of  our  military 
system. 

Ths  Eabl  of  LONOFORD  said,  that 
this  was  a  subject  which  had  on  various 
previous  occasions  occupied  the  attention 
of  Parliament.  In  1859  or  1860  the 
House  of  Commons  appointed  the  Com- 
mittee on  Army  Organization;  and  in 
1861  the  late  Lord  Herbert  of  Lea  took  up 
the  question  and  proposed  to  the  Treasury 
a  reform  somewhat  of  the  nature  of  that 
now  under  consideration.  The  course  of 
events  in  the  five  following  years  was  not 
favourable  to  the  consideration  of  the  pro- 
posed changes,  and  nothing  was  done  until 
186d,  when  the  project  was  revived.  The 
year  1866  and  a  great  part  of  1867  was 
occupied  by  the  most  valuable  Inquiry  of 
Lord  Strathnaim's  Committee,  whose 
valuable  Beport  was  presented  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1867.  At  the  end  of  the  same  year 
Sir  John  Pakington  proposed  to  the  iSrea- 
sury  the  appointment  of  Sir  Henry  Storks 
as  Chief  Controller,  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  contemplated  re- 
forms. The  appointment  was  concurred  in 
by  the  Treasury,  and  Sir  Henry  Storks 
at  once  assumed  his  office  to  prepare  for 
the  execution  of  the  scheme  of  re-organi- 
zation of  which  he  was  to  have  the 
direction.  In  the  following  March  his 
proposals  were  submitted  to  the  Treasury, 
who  in  April  asked  for  further  informa- 
tion, which  was  immediately  afforded 
them.  Then  followed  some  correspondence 
respecting  the  Eoyal  Warrant  for  the 
constitution  of  the  new  Department,  and 
on  the  28th  April  the  Boyal  Warrant  was 
issued.  On  the  29th  of  June  the  Trea- 
sury wrote  expressing  their  views  as  to 
the  arrangements  then  contemplated,  and 
suggesting  various  modifications  in  those 
arrangements ;  and  a  day  or  two  later  Sir 
John  Pakington  substantially  accepted  the 
modified  terms  proposed  by  the  Treasury ; 
and  now  there  remained  several  points  to 
be  considered.  That  was  the  position  in 
which  the  matter  at  present  stood  ;   and 
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he  hoped  that  in  a  yery  few  days  they 
would  commence  to  hring  the  new  ar- 
rangements into  gradual  operation.  It  was 
true  that  the  discussions  hetween  the 
various  Departments  of  the  army  hitherto 
had  been  rather  complicated ;  that  their 
harmonious  action  had  been  somewhat 
overlooked  in  their  original  constitutions ; 
and  that  they  were  not  so  designed  as  to 
work  together  well  on  the  occasion  of  a 
great  strain.  Thati  however,  would  now 
be  remedied,  and  the  Chief  Controller 
would  be  the  sole  authority  at  the  War 
Office  to  govern  Departments  and  Staffs 
which  had  hitherto  been  under  four  or  fife 
different  heads.  The  illustrious  Duke 
(the  Commander-in-Chief),  on  a  former 
occasion  when  that  subject  was  men- 
tioned, appeared  to  fear  that  the  Chief 
Controller  would  have  too  much  power, 
and  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  control 
that  officer  himself ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  trusted  the  illustrious  Duke 
would  find  that  any  objection  on  that 
ground  had  been  obviated.  One  of  the 
causes  which  had  tended  rather  more  than 
another  to  delay  the  preparation  of  the 
scheme  was  a  Httle  over-anxiety  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  secure  to  them- 
selves sufficient  financial  control  against 
the  presumed  tendency  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  towards  extravagance.  But  on  that 
point  the  Treasury  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  had,  he  thought,  now  come  to  an 
understanding,  and  he  trusted  that  there 
was  now  no  risk  of  collision  between  the 
two  Departments.  The  scheme  was  now 
BO  far  organized  that  its  gradual  adoption 
would  be  immediately  proceeded  with. 
Bather  an  exaggerated  importance  out-of- 
doors  had  been  given  to  that  reform,  which 
was  a  re-distribution  that  would,  he  trusted, 
effect  certain  improvements  in  the  Depart- 
ments ;  but  the  new  Controller  would  not 
not  be  a  magician,  who  by  a  wave  of  his 
wand  could  prevent  the  possibility  of 
future  delay  or  disappointments.  He 
hoped  the  public  service  would  gain  greatly 
by  the  adoption  of  the  scheme ;  but  the 
measure  should  be  taken  for  what  it  was 
— an  important  interior  re-arrangement, 
and  not  a  panacea  against  all  future  short- 
comings. There  would  still  be  some  red- 
tape  and  a  considerable  amount  of  corres- 
pondence connected  with  the  Administra- 
tion, and  there  would  also  still  be  preju- 
diced persons  ready  to  circulate  and  to 
listen  to  any  story  against  the  War  Office. 
Nevertheless,  he  hoped  the  scheme  would 
result  in  great  advantage  to  the  country. 

Thi  JSarl  of  Longfin-a 


Ths  Duxs  of  CAMBEIDGE:  The 
subject  of  the  noble  Earl's  (Earl  Be 
Grey's)  Question  is  one  of  such  vast  im- 
portance to  the  service  that  I  feel  bound 
to  express  my  great  satisfaction  that  it 
has  been  brought  before  your  Lordsbipt' 
House  ;  because  certainly  since  this  Trea- 
sury Minute  has  been  published  and  cir- 
culated there  has  been  such  a  Tariety  of 
opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  that  Minute 
that  it  is  extremely  difficult  for  an  out* 
sider  to  understand  what  its  effect  is.  I 
trust  we  shall  get  that  information  to- 
night— although  I  do  not  think  we  haye 
yet  obtained  all  we  could  wish.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  singular  documents  I  erer 
read.  Its  intention  appears  to  tide  over 
any  difficulties  and  make  everything 
smooth  and  easy ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing  that  it  puts  the  War  Office  in  an  un- 
desirable position.  I  do  not  see  how  two 
bodies  can  be  placed  on  an  equal  footing 
and  yet  both  have  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  the  Secretary  of  State,  wilhont 
there  being  continual  collision  between 
them,  and  without  the  Secretary  of  State 
being  kept  in  a  state  of  perpetual  hot 
water  between  the  two.  I  understand 
that  this  is  not  the  intention,  but  that 
what  has  hitherto  been  the  practice  shall 
continue  to  be  followed.  I  most  sincerely 
hope  that  this  will  be  so ;  for  one  of  the 
most  essential  points  in  our  military  or- 
ganization is  to  bring  matters  into  some 
sort  of  ship-shape  in  the  War  Office.  We 
are  perpetually  told  that  our  military  or- 
ganization is  so  defective  that  it  will 
break  down  on  the  first  emeigenoy.  ^o 
doubt  a  great  deal  is  wanted,  and  I  can- 
not help  feeling  that  on  all  sides,  and 
without  reference  to  one  side  of  the  Eooae 
or  the  other,  that  the  modifications  re- 
quired for  the  War  Office  are  so  important 
that  they  cannot  be  delayed  a  single  day 
longer.  I  understood  that  my  gallaat 
Friend  Sir  Henry  Storks  was  wisely, 
prudently,  and  judiciously  selected  bj  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  be  Con- 
troUer-in-Chief,  and  I  presume  that  it  was 
on  account  of  the  high  position  which  hs 
would  fill  that  it  was  thought  inoonre- 
nient  and  improper  to  ofier  him  this  post 
without  at  the  same  time  giving  him  the 
rank  and  position  of  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State.  It  might  have  been  expected 
that  after  Sir  Henry  Storks  had  been  se- 
lected for  this  post  he  would  hare  been 
placed  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  da- 
ties  of  the  office.  But  what  has  been  done. 
Immediately  Sir  Henry  Storks  wished  to 
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take  his  place  and  perfonn  the  ftiDctionB 
of  his  offloe,  difficulties  arose.    It  was  dis- 
covered that  the  office  of  Controller  was 
of  so  important  a  character  that  he  ought 
to  he  controlled.     Objections  were  raised 
from  a  variety  of   quarters,   which  pro- 
duced this  extraordinary  Treasury  Letter, 
and  which  for  the  future  considerably  mo- 
difies the  position  of  Sir  Henry  Storks. 
I  hope  that  whatever  may  be  hereafter 
the  decision  with  regard  to  Sir  Henry 
Storks  one  thing  will  be  clearly  under- 
stood, and  I  shall  be  glad  of  some  assur- 
ance from  my  noble  Friend  after  I  have 
sat  down  that  he  will  be  left  in  the  posi- 
tion for  which  he  has  been  selected  until 
he  has  not  only  been  able  to  carry  out  the 
reforms  recommended  by  himself,  but  until 
he  has  seen  that  the  whole  system  works 
efficiently  and  well.  It  is  not  enough  that 
he  should   always  be  there   to  indicate 
what  ought  to  be  done,  but  he  ought  to 
be  continued  in  that  position,  irrespective 
of  whatever  other  arrangements  may  be 
made,  until  he  has  seen  the  working  of 
the  new  system  and  satisfied  himself  that 
it  would  produce  good  results.    He  ought 
also  to  satisfy  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
matters  were  in  such  a  state  that  his  suc- 
cessor would  follow  in  his  footsteps  and 
carry  out  the  duties  of  the  office  so  that 
they  would  work  smoothly  and  well.    If 
that  is  to  be  the  eflfect  of  the  Letter,  and 
if  my  noble  Friend  will  give  me  an  as- 
rarance  that  this  is   the   feeling  of  the 
War  Office,  the  effect  which  this  Treasury 
Minute  has  produced  upon  me  will  be 
greatly  relieved.    There  is  another  obser- 
Tation  I  wish  to  make  on  this  remarkable 
document,  and  on   which    I    feel   very 
strongly.     It  contains   a  most  singular 
paragraph,  in  which,  among  other  recom- 
mendationsy  it  is  stated  that  there  should 
be  an  additional  Under  Secretary  appointed 
to  assist  the  Secretary  of  State  on  military 
matters,  who  shall  generally,  if  not  al- 
israys,  be  a  military  mam     I  apprehend 
that  the  meaning  of  that  is  that  this  offi- 
cial shall  give    military  advice    to  the 
Secretary  of  State  on    points  connected 
-with  the  working  of  the  office.     If  that 
is  the  intention  my  mind  is  greatly  re- 
lieved, for  I  regard  this  as  a  wise  and 
prudent  arrangement    But  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  effect  of  the  Minute  is  to  make 
titia  officer  supersede   all  other  military 
advisers,    including   the    Commander-in- 
C^bief,  who  has  hitherto  been  considered 
ttie  military  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  whatever  political  party  he  might 
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be  connected  with.  Providing  that  this 
arrangement  does  not  place  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  an  inferior  position  to 
that  of  the  Under  Secretary-^who  need 
not  be  a  military  man  at  all— and  provided 
also  that  military  advice  is  to  be  given 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief,  and  that  the 
advice  given  by  the  Under  Secretary  shall 
be  confined  to  points  connected  with  the 
office,  I  shall  be  quite  satisfied;  but  I 
should  like  to  have  some  assurance  on 
that  subject  from  my  noble  Friend.  I  am 
delighted  to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  De  Grey)  that  the  responsible  finan« 
cial  officer  of  the  War  Office  is  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  There  can  be  no 
other  authority.  He  may  take  any  officer 
of  his  Department  to  advise  him  on  special 
or  confidential  matters,  to  whom  he  may 
refer  those  matters  which  are  essential  for 
the  proper  working  of  the  office;  but  I 
contend  that  what  is  called  the  compilation 
of  the  Estimates,  though  made  by  the 
various  Departments,  should  be  made  under 
the  direct  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  who  should  be  controlled  exclusively 
by  the  Treasury.  I  am  delighted  to  hear 
that  there  is  not  to  be  a  smaller  Treasury 
in  the  War  Office.  The  Treasurer  of  the 
War  Office  is  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  the  only  controlling  power  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  the  Treasury 
itself.  Another  point  of  importance  is 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  in  the 
various  Departments.  The  Estimates  to 
be  of  any  value  in  a  large  office  like  the 
War  Office  can  only  be  prepared  by  the 
heads  of  the  several  Departments.  They 
should  then  be  corrected  and  adopted  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  But  if  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  his  individual  capacity,  or 
the  Government  as  a  body,  should,  after 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  make  a 
considerable  reduction  in  them,  I  contend 
that  it  is  the  province  of  the  various  heads 
to  propose  their  own  reductions  in  those 
Departments,  and  that  it  should  not  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  a  financial  officer  who  may 
know  nothing  of  the  individuality  of  the 
Departments,  and  who  has  only  to  deal 
with  the  results.  It  is  true  that  after  the 
question  has  been  considered  by  the  De- 
partments the  whole  question  must  go 
back  to  the  financial  officer,  who  will  re- 
port to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  that  is 
a  very  different  thing  from  having  a 
financial  officer  to  decide  upon  his  own 
ipu  dixit,  and  to  say  what  ought  to  be  the 
reduction  in  the  various  items.  Upon  that 
point  there  aeems  to  be  a  want  of  oleamess 
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in  what  fell  from  the  nohle  Earl  who  spoke 
last  (the  Earl  of  Longford),  and  I  hope 
that  he  will  be  able  to  give  us  some  fur- 
ther explanation  on  this  point.  I  hope 
there  will  be  no  delay  in  going  on  with 
such  reforms  as  are  contemplated,  for  your 
Lordships  may  rest  assured  that  the  un- 
certainty that  hangs  over  offices  when 
changes  are  intended  to  be  made  is  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  and  mischievous  both 
inside  and  outside  the  office.  It  is  essen- 
tial it  should  be  clearly  understood  that 
whenever  changes  are  thought  desirable  and 
are  determined  upon  they  should  be  at 
once  commenced  ;  although  they  should 
be  carried  out  no  doubt  with  the  greatest 
forbearance  and  consideration  for  those 
concerned,  but  yet  with  as  little  delay  in 
carrying  out  a  great  measure  of  reform  as 
possible.  There  is  no  point  of  military 
interest  on  which  the  country  has  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  more  strongly  than  the 
desirability  of  some  regular  system  which 
should  avoid  confusion  and  tend  to  con- 
firm the  wise  and  prudent  arrangements 
which  have  been  made  from  time  to  time 
by  the  various  military  Departments.  I 
hope  that  the  result  of  to-night's  conver- 
sation will  be  to  satisfy  Sir  Henry  Storks 
that  no  intention  is  implied  in  this  Minute 
of  removing  him  from  the  important  post 
for  which  ho  is  so  well  fitted,  and  the  du- 
ties of  which  I  feel  sure  he  will  discharge 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  great  simplification  of  the  general 
arrangements  of  the  War  Office. 

Loan  NORTHBROOK  said,  that  no  one 
could  have  held  office,  as  he  had  done, 
in  the  War  Department  without  feeling 
the  necessity  of  extensive  but  judicious 
changes.  The  explanation  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  must  have 
greatly  increased  the  apprehensions  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  de  Grey) ;  for  though 
the  noble  Earl  deprecated  the  importance 
attributed  to  the  matter,  and  represented 
the  re-organization  of  the  Department  as 
a  very  ordinary  proceeding,  the  correspon- 
dence on  tho  subject  was  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary character.  In  December,  1867, 
tho  War  Office  applied  to  the  Treasury  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Controller-in-Chief, 
with  a  position  equivalent  to  that  of  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  and  with  a  salary  of 
£2,000  a  year ;  but  in  the  following  June 
tho  Treasury  proposed  the  appointment  of 
a  Controller  without  tho  rank  of  Under 
Secretary,  and  at  a  salary  of  £1,500,  and 
likewise  of  a  principal  Financial  Officer 
with  a  salary  of  £1,500,  and  with  a  deputy. 
The  Duke  of  Cambridge 


The  latter  appointment  bad  notbemttbd 
for ;  but  the  very  next  day  the  War  Oftee 
accepted  the  proposal  of  the  Treasury  with 
the  exception  of  some  details.  Discasnou 
must  evidently    have   occurred   between 
December  and  June,  but  no  light  had  been 
thrown  on  them — though  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  imply  that  the 
Treasury  objected  to  the  original  scheme 
because  they  wished  to  secure  eflkient 
financial  control.     The  Treasury,  indeed 
had  of  late  years  shown  a  dispositioD,  a 
well  in  the  case  of  the  Admiralty  as  of  tte 
War  Office,  to  set  up  little  Treasuries  ii 
the  various  Departments,  so  as  to  hold 
communications  with  subordinate  offieen 
in  them  without  the  intervention  of  the 
heads.      The  question  was  whether  thi 
principal  Financial  Officer  and  his  depniy 
were  to  be  the  officers  of  the  Treasoiy  or 
of  the  War  Office— for  this  was  the  giirf 
the  whole  question.     If  the  intentioawtf 
that  every  proposal  connected  with 
diture  should  go  from  the  Controller-in- 
Chief  to  the  new  Financial  Officer,  hof 
was  the  business  of   the   former  to  ki 
carried  on  ?     It  must  not  be  supposed  ^ 
this  would  be  a  mere  form,  for  the  fanltrf 
the  War  Department  was  that  it  wasgiifl 
to  endless  correspondence  and  delay,  tsJ 
he  could  conceive  no  proposal  more  eslsi' 
lated  to  increase  the  evils  already  existii^ 
Moreover,   to  take  off  the  responsifaili^ 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  officer  of  pni' 
tical  knowledge  and  transfer  it  to  an  el* 
cer  not  having  such  knowledge  was  likrif 
to  encourage  the  former  to  be  reckleei  ii 
his  recommendations    as  to   expenditDH^ 
since,  whether  they  were  accepted  cr  xe- 
jected,  the  responsibility  woidd  not  nit 
with  him.     As  to  the  preparation  of  tha 
Estimates,  the  Secretary  of  States  as  fbv 
illustrious  Duke  had  remarked,  was  tbv 
person  responsible,   and    unless  he 
brought  in  contact  with  the  officer  d 
tical  knowledge  there  was  little  chance 
efficiency  or  economy.     The  noUe 
(the  Earl  of  Longford)  had  not  gJM  * 
full  explanation  on  this  point.  As  a  ArSit^ 
he  must  protest  against  that  portion  of  A^ 
scheme  which  implied  that  no  militBT 
man  was  fit  to  be  the  Financial  Officer,  fiv 
he  had  found  military  men  quite  as  ansio* 
for  economy  as  civiUans,  and  men,  nan- 
over,  who  from  their  professional  knpV' 
ledgo  were  much  more  fitted  than  eiriliii> 
to  offer  excellent  suggestions  with  s  vKf 
to  economy.     Indeed,   at  the   time  thi 
Treasury  put  forward  their  scheme  thi 
offioe  of  permanent  Under  Seoelaiyv* 
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hdd  ^  a  dTilian.  When,  too,  the  gigantic 
ezpenditiire  attendant  upon  the  Indian 
Biiitiny  was  brought  down  to  something 
Hke  a  peace  expenditure,  it  was  military 
men  who -did  it,  General  Balfour  being 
one  of  the  most  distinguished.   He  hoped, 
therefbre,  that  so  unwise  a  rule  would  not 
be  laid  down.  He  should  like  some  further 
azplanation  as  to  the  position  of  Sir  Henry 
Starks — whether  he  was  to  remain  Con- 
tnller-in- Chief  with  the  salary  and  position 
«i%inally  proposed,  or  with  the  less  re- 
sponsible position  suggested  by  the  Trea- 
aofy.     In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  say 
I    flbat  this  matter  was  one  of  yery  great 
Matiminl  importance,  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Cknremment  had  been  induced  to  give  way 
to  fhe  Treasury,   he  hoped  they  would 
Mtire  as  quickly  as  possible  by  a  change 
[[•mt  position  from  the  place  which  they  now 
^  Meupied,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  country 
iroald  support  them. 

Ths  Eabl  of  LONGFORD,  in  ezpla- 

patkni,  said  that  there  was  no  intention  of 

'  iBteifering  with  the  functions  of  the  illus- 

Bake  or  the  Horse  Guards  as  they 

•t  present  exercised.     It  was   the 

earnest  wish  of  the  Department  that 

Henry  Storks  should  continue  to  hold 

position  of  Controller- in- Chief.     The 

ISliutriouB  Duke  had  spoken  of  the  Esti- 

It  had  been  his  intention  to  ex- 

^IfUli  that  the  Estimates  would  be  framed 

yaj  much  as  at  present,  and  would  be 

(jlranitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

^ir.    The   Pinancial    Secretary  of  the 

Tnssiiry  would   be   consulted,    but  not 

•ttlusively.     The  illustrious   Duke   was 

lln  anxious  that  no  time  should  be  lost 

M  proceeding    with    the    arrangements, 

^Ush  were  entirely  in  accordance  with 

■•e  wish  of  the  War  Office.   But  the  delay 

jM  besn  yery  much  occasioned  by  another 

?y^>  to  which  the  illustrious  Duke  had 

■^•jfered — namely,  the  necessity  of  consult- 

^the  yested  interests  of  the  numerous 

^■wb  employed  in  the  different  Depart- 

•Jts.    He  quite  concurred  with  what 

~  fcllen  from  the  noble   Lord   (Lord 

Jjjtkkrook),  that  it  was  not  impossible 

»  military  men  might  be  found  quite 

^fBpetent  to  conduct,   as  financiers,  the 

mtiry  finances  of  the  accounts  of  the 

wsrOfflce. 

LoED  STRATHNAIRN  said,  that  the 

Jill  question  now  before  the  House  was, 

;«faitared  to  think,  whether  the  recom- 

%Ddations  of  the  Committee  oyer  which 

A  had  presided  should  be  carried  out  or 

4si   In  Older  to  earry  those  recommenda- 


tions into  effect  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  adopted  two  yery  important 
measures — he  had  selected  an  officer  of 
acknowledged  ability  and  tried  experience 
to  preside  oyer  the  organization  of  the 
new  system,  and  he  had  giyen  that  officer 
the  high  appointment  of  Under  Secretary 
of  State  with  a  proportionate  salary.  Un- 
fortunately, howeyer,  the  Letter  of  the 
Treasury  bearing  date  the  29th  of  June — 
the  last,  he  belieyed,  of  the  Correspondence 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House- 
had  nullified  the  adyantages  of  that  ap- 
pointment of  Sir  Henry  Storks  as  Under- 
Secretary,  and  was  opposed  to  the  tenour 
and  spirit  of  the  most  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  oyer  which 
he  had  presided.  It  was  eyident  that  an 
officer  in  Sir  Henry  Storks'  position  re- 
quired all  the  assistance  he  could  get  in 
carrying  out  a  difficult  task.  It  was 
equally  eyident  that  the  announcement  in 
the  Treasury  Letter  of  the  date  which  he 
mentioned  must  haye  yery  materially  in- 
terfered with  that  influence  which  was  so 
necessary  for  Sir  Henry  Storks'  success. 
There  was  another  point  in  the  Treasury 
Letter  to  which  he  wished  to  refer,  and 
that  was,  the  association  of  an  Officer  of 
Finance  with  the  Controller-in-Chief  on 
equal  terms.  In  other  words,  the  Treasury 
proposed  to  associate  two  officers  with 
wholly  different  objects,  and,  he  must  say 
from  past  experience,  he  feared  antago- 
nistic views.  Speaking  briefly,  the  Chief 
Controller  might  be  said  to  represent  ex- 
penditure, while  the  Financial  Officer 
represented  economy.  There  would  there- 
fore be  a  perpetual  jarring  between  the 
two  Departments.  That  association  of 
incoherent  elements  was  entirely  opposed 
to  the  most  essential  recommendations  of 
the  Committee,  which  were  that  the  ad- 
ministratiye  or  ciyil  Departments  of  the 
army,  now  disconnected,  should  be  brought 
into  unity  of  action  with  the  regimental 
Departments,  under  one  authority,  one 
head  ;  the  Con troller-in- Chief  representing 
the  authority  and  duties  of  the  Secretary 
for  War  and  those  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief.  He  thought  the  House  was  largely 
indebted  to  his  noble  Friend  on  the  oppo- 
site Benches  (Earl  De  Grey)  for  the  zeal 
and  ability  with  which  he  had  a  second 
time  brought  this  question  before  the 
House.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
illustrious  Duke  as  to  the  yital  importance 
of  this  matter.  Their  Lordships  might 
be  surprised  to  hear  that  one  of  the  great 
diffioufties  which  Sir  Robert  Napier  had 
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lately  to  enooanter  was  a  total  disorgani- 
zation of  the  transport  for  the  Ahyssinian 
campaign.  That  disorganization  of  the 
transport  system  at  Bombay  had  been  the 
causo  of  the  delay  of  the  operations  for 
one  month.  It  was  really  no  easy  matter 
to  describe  all  the  difficulties  that  had 
occurred.  Hundreds — he  might  say  almost 
thousands — of  mules  were  landed  on  the 
seashore,  and  there  was  no  one  to  take 
care  of  them.  They  ate  up  fifteen  fathoms 
of  rope  to  which  they  were  attached,  they 
were  badly  tethered,  and  the  whole  ar- 
rangements were  so  bad  that  the  officer  in 
command  was  obliged  to  name  an  officer 
from  the  3rd  Dragoon  Guards  in  order  to 
have  the  commonest  attention  paid  to  the 
animals  in  the  general  pursuit  of  them 
along  the  coast.  He  could  only  join, 
therefore,  in  the  wish  expressed  by  the 
illustrious  Duke  that  no  time  might  be 
lost  in  giving  full  effect  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee.  In  associating 
the  ControUer-in-Chief  with  the  principal 
Financial  Officer  the  Treasury  had  lost 
sight  of  a  condition  to  which  the  Commit- 
tee attached  the  greatest  importance,  and 
which  they  constantly  and  earnestly  advo- 
cated as  a  guarantee  of  the  success  of  the 
organization — that  was,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  should  undertake  no 
army  measure  without  the  concurrence,  if 
,  possible,  or  at  any  rate  the  knowledge  and 
\  advice,  of  the  Commander-in-Chief.  Now 
he  would  be  very  sorry  that  it  should  be 
supposed  that  he  was  a  partizan.  So  little 
was  he  affected  by  partizanship  that  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  established  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  War — 
nnder  the  influence,  certainly,  of  a  loudly 
expressed  public  opinion  —  he  (Lord 
Strathnaim)  at  once  stated  that  every 
military  authority  in  this  country — even 
the  Commander-in-Chief  himself — must  be 
under  the  influence  of  the  superior  autho- 
rity vested  in  the  new  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  But,  while  he  said  that,  he 
must  also  say  that  there  was  no  view 
which  presented  itself  so  frequently  and 
in  such  different  forms  to  his  mind  as  this 
—that  the  greatest  harm  would  be  done 
to  the  military  service  by  the  non -recogni- 
tion of  this  great  principle — that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  while  the 
supreme  military  authority,  should  under- 
take no  military  measure  without  the 
knowledge  and  advice,  and,  if  possible,  the 
concurrence  of  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
half  past  Eleven  o'clock. 

Lord  Sk'athnaim 


HOXTSE    OF    C0HH0N8, 

Thundajf,  July  16,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  New   Mimbib  Swoix^Ralpk 

AubetoD,  esquire,  ybrClitheroe. 
Wats  aitd  Mbans — considered  io  Committee— 
SvTTLJ—€otmdered  in  Committee — Abut  Ein* 

MATBS. 

Poblio  Bills — RetoUtticn  in  CommttfM— Arti- 
sans and  Labourers  Dwellings  [Stamp  Doty]. 

Ordered — Expiring  Laws  Continoanoe  * ;  Woods 
and  Game  Assessment. 

First  Reading^llndton'u  Bay  Company*  [240]; 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance*  [241];  Woodi 
and  Game  Assessment*  [243]. 

Second  Reading  —  Colonial  Shipping  [236] ;  Ad- 
miralty Suits*  [234];  Railway  Companiss* 
[2371. 

Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  —  Eleetrii 
Telegraphs*  [No.  485]. 

Committee — Metropolitan  Foreijni  Cattle  Marinl 
(re-comm.)  *  [139]— b.p.  ;  Poor  Law  Bend 
Frovisional  Oraer  Confirmation  *  [281] 

Report  —  Electric  Telegraphs*  [82-239];  Ptoor 
Law  Board  Provisional  Order  ConfirmatiM* 
[281] 

Considered  as  amended — Titlea  to  Land  Got' 
solidation  (Scotland)*  [151];  General  PoUm 
and  Improyement  (Scotland)  Act  Amendneift' 
[226]. 

Third  Reading  —  Titles  to  Land  OonMUdatM 
(Scotland)*  [151];  General  Police  and  !■- 
provement  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  [190]; 
Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity*  [230],andja«K 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  oloeL 

SOUTH-EASTERN  AND  LONDON,  BRIGH- 
TON, AND  SOUTH  COAST  RAU.WAT 
COMPANIES'  BILLH^  OnUr), 

lords'  AMENDHENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered ;  lefcnl 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  W  ATEIN  moTcd  that  thej  sbonU 
disagree  with  one  of  such  Amendineit^ 
and  reminded  the  House  that  the  iDtemli 
of  about  5,000  persons  were  iufolfad  ■ 
this  matter.  His  object  waa  to  get  reitoni 
to  the  Bill  a  clause  which  their  Lordshipi 
had  struck  out,  and  which  clause  gift  thi 
shareholders  power  to  di? ide  their  itoek 
into  two  classes,  preferred  and  delem' 
stock,  and  this  hsid,  in  other  inttascsiip 
been  found  to  be  a  most  conyenient  eosnt 
One  great  adfantage  was,  that  it  dii- 
couraged  those  speculators  who  eodet- 
Toured  to  keep  down  the  price  of  lioek  i 
and  another  waa  that  it  gave  large  lioUin 
a  yerj  valuable  mode  of  distributing  tkor 
property  in  the  stocks.  The  South-£si(<<* 
Railwaj  Company  now  wanted  to  rain 
£400,000  for  the  purpose  of  constrvetisi 
a  railwaj  to  Woolwioh  and  elsawherSi  ii' 
they  would  ha?e  oonaiderable  diffieoliy  >> 
raising  the  money  Qnleai  this  power  wirt 
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ritod.  There  were  mimeroas  precedents 
grenlinff  it,  etpeciallj  in  tbe  case  of 
tbe  Oreat  I^orthem  and  in  the  strictly 
analogons  case  of  the  East  Anglian.  The 
Bailway  C!ommissioners  in  their  Report  said 
that  the  shareholders  ought  to  he  permitted 
to  arrange  these  things  for  themselTes,  and 
Lord  Redesdale,  in  his  model  Railway  Bill, 
bad  inserted  a  clause  giving  the  power. 
No  one  in  the  other  House  had  objected 
to  the  power  heing  in  the  present  Bill  ex- 
cept tne  Chairman  of  Committees,  who 
carried  his  point  by  a  small  majority,  and 
in  ao  doing  he  (Mr.  Watkin)  must  express 
his  opinion  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
eminently  inconsistent  and  eminently  un- 
jaat,  and  therefore  he  proposed,  in  no  spirit 
of  offence  to  their  Lordships,  that  the  House 
disagree  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  :  I  should  be 

aorry  to  make  any  attack  on  the  noble 

I«ora  the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 

House  of  Lords.     I  have  never  found  him 

wanting  in  courtesy,  and  I  believe  him  to 

luiTe  frequently  done  excellent  service  in 

^.  Moteeting  the  interests  of  the  public.    In 

[v  Aie  instance  I  regret  that  a  personal  at- 

laek  upon  me  by  the  noble  Lord  obliges 

BBO  to  say  a  very  few  words.     The  noble 

^Lord*  in  complaining  of  railway  influence 

Mi  the  Board  of  Trade,  is  reported  to  have 

■Old    in  reference    to  a  similar  clause  to 

-that  of  which  I  have  given  notice  in  the 

Railways'  Regulation  Bill— 

^  In  all  probability  the  imprudence  of  the  Vice 
pMident  will  impose  upon  your  Lordships  the 
— firisltj  of  reyersing  a  decision  of  the  other 
BoiMe."~[d  JBanwrd,  ozcUi.  1078.] 

Aa  to  railway  influence  at  the  Board  of 
Trade,  I  do  not  care  to  say  anything.  The 
opinions  expressed  to  me  by  the  railway 
interest  in  this  House  in  reference  to  this 
fory  Bill  do  not  lead  me  to  think  that 
Atj  share  in  that  opinion.  With  reference 
'to  the  charge  against  myself  I  have  three 
lonarks  to  make.  In  the  first  place,  that 
il  ia  somewhat  strong  ground  to  take,  that 
•  oollision  between  the  two  Houses  is  pro- 
voked by  the  introduction  into  a  public 
KU  of  a  provision  rejected  in  the  House 
of  Lords  chiefly  because  it  was  not  in  a 
pablio  but  in  a  private  Bill.  Secondly,  it 
would  seem  somewhat  unusual  to  discuss 
"  olaawhere "  an  Amendment  which  is 
■orely  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  this  House, 
and  has  never  been  brought  forward. 
Lastly,  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the  Department.  He  is  a  Member  of  the 
Honae  of  Lords.     Surely,  then,  the  noble 

TOL,  CXCIII  [thibd  ssfiiEs.] 


Lord  oncht  to  have  called  him  to  acconnt, 
and  not  nave  attacked— as  I  understand, 
in  the  temporary  absence  of  the  noble  Duke 
— his  representative  in  this  House,  who 
acts  of  course  under  his  direction  in  these 
matters.  I  venture,  therefore,  to  think  that 
the  term  "imprudence''  may  be  more 
justly  applied  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  than  to  the  conduct  oCathe  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  shall  not 
speak  or  vote  in  reference  to  this  Amend- 
ment, as  I  shall  be  prepared  to  support  it 
to-morrow  when  it  comes  before  the  House 
in  Committee  on  the  Railways  Regulation 
Bill. 

Amendment  duagreed  to. 

Committee  ajMxnnUd,  **  to  draw  up  Reasons  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  the 
Amendment  to  which  this  House  hath  disagreed  :" 
— Mr.  MiLNXB  Gibson,  Mr.  Laing,  Mr.  Lbbmak, 
Mr.  Watkik,  and  Mr.  KNATOHBULL-UnaBssiif : — 
To  withdraw  Immediately ;  lliree  to  be  the 
quorum. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PETITION  OF  S.  A.  GODDARD. 

OBSEKTATIOKS. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  Petition  of  Mr.  Samuel 
Aspinwall  Goddard,  merchant  and  gun- 
maker  of  Birmingham  [presented  24th 
April],  stating  his  claims  for  inventions  and 
improvements  in  the  construction  of  breech- 
loading  cannon.  The  hon.  Member  said, 
that  some  years  ago  the  Government  had 
challenged  the  inventive  power  of  the  coun- 
try to  solve  the  problem  as  to  having 
breech-loading  cannon  ;  and  Mr.  Goddard 
was  one  of  the  earliest  to  come  forward, 
and  he  succeeded  in  making  a  breech - 
loading  cannon.  The  weapon  was  handed 
over  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Ordnance, 
that  they  might  test  its  powers.  The 
Members  of  that  Committee  made  various 
suggestions,  and  the  result  was  that  Mr. 
Goddard  manufactured  several  other  breech- 
loading  cannon  and  sent  them  to  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  at  last  he  invented  a  gnu 
which  was  said  by  the  Government  and  by 
the  Select  Committee  to  bo  as  perfect  a 
gun  as  could  at  that  time  be  found.  Mr* 
Goddard  thought  that  having  found  out 
what  was  wanted  he  was  in  a  position  to 
command  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
He  offered  to  the  Government  that  they 
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should  take  the  gun  to  ShoeburyneBS  and 
fire  500  rounds  from  it  without  cleaninyi;, 
the  only  condition  boing  that  they  should 
put  A  wet  sponge  down  it.  Mr.  Goddard 
described  the  merits  of  his  invention  in 
the  Petition,  from  which  he  would  read  the 
following  passage  :  — 


"  This  cannoswas  taken  to  Shoeburynesi,  Ge- 
neral Cator,  the  president,  and  Colonel  W.  11. 
IMckcring,  the  secretary,  and  other  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee  attendinjr*  and  that  it  was 
then  and  there  loaded  and  fired  SAO  or  370  times 
Buccef>t(ivcly  without  sponging  or  cleaning,  and 
without  any  appliance  whatever,  not  even  the  in> 
scrtion  of  the  wet  sponge,  as  had  been  stipulated 
for.  That  these  facts  are  in  substince  recorded 
in  the  Minutes  of  the  Select  Committee ;  that 
this  cannon  has  met  and  satisfied  the  essential  re- 
quiicuients  of  a  bi-eech- loading  cannon;  and  that 
the  qualities  which  it  possesses  are  permanent  and 
not  transitory,  and  may  be  copied  and  extended 
to  other  cannon  indefinitely.  That  General  Cator, 
on  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  declared  that,  •  the 
cannon  worked  well;'  that  neither  he  nor  the  other 
members  of  the  Committee  then  present  could  see 
any  fault  in  it,  but  that '  all  that  ho  and  the  Com- 
mittee could  do  was  to  commend  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment, which  they  would  do.'  I'hat  soon  after  this 
Report  was  sent  in,  ])etitioner  was  instructed  by 
the  War  Department  to  get  up  a  d2-poundcr  upon 
a  similar  construction,  which  was  done,  and  the 
cannon  was  delivered  at  Woolwich,  where  it  was 
proved,  with  three  several  charges  of  18,  18,  and 
20  pounds  of  ]»owder  and  ball,  after  which  it  was 
taken  to  Shoeburyne8s,and  loaded  and  fired  many 
times,  several  times  with  56  lb.  oblong  shot,  with- 
out any  obstruction  arising  and  without  exhibiting 
any  defect.  That  this  d2-pounder  was  mounted 
upon  a  carriage  invented  by  petitioner,  combining 
an  inclined  plane  upon  which  the  recoil  took  place, 
the  force  of  which  was  retarded  by  strong  india- 
rubber  belts,  which  also  drew  it  back  into  posi- 
tion, effecting  the  double  object  of  preventing 
shock  by  recoil,  and  of  placing  the  cannon  in  posi- 
tion, without  the  intervention  of  much,  if  any, 
manual  labour,  which  plan  of  carriage,  though  it 
may  not  bo  brought  literally  into  use,  suggests 
valuable  ideas  to  artillerists  in  Her  Majesty  s  ser- 
vice, and  these  inventions  have,  as  your  petitioner 
believes,  been  to  some  extent  applied.  That  Mr. 
Armstrong's  cannon  was  accepted,  and  that  of 
your  petitioner  put  aside,  the  small  one,  which 
bad  been  so  successful,  being  placed  in  the  Arsenal 
at  Woolwich,  where  it  remains  at  the  present 
time.  That  after  a  large  number  of  Armstrong 
cannon  had  been  manufactured,  including  1,000 
100-pounders,  either  finished  or  in  process  of  ma- 
nufacture, and  a  very  large  sum  of  money  had 
been  expended,  and  after  they  had  proved  defec- 
tive in  service  in  Chinaor  Japan,  as  was  reported, 
Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  War  desired  petitioner 
to  go  to  Woolwich,  and  see  if  he  could  alter  to  his 
plan  the  100-pounder  Armstrong  guns  which  were 
in  preparation.  That  petitioner  did  go  to  Wool- 
wich, and  found  that  his  breeeh-loading  cannon, 
whicli  had  been  lying  at  Woolwich,  had  been  got 
out  and  put  in  order,  and  examined  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  Honourable  Board  of  0/dnanoo, 
and  your  petitioner  humbly  represents  that  the 
request  of  the  Minister  of  War  to  your  petitioner 
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to  go  to  Woolwieh  and  ste  if  he  eooU  Boi  altar 
the  Armstrong  gun  to  his  plan,  aftar  such  exiini- 
natioD  by  the  Select  Committee  had  been  madey 
was  very  conclusive  evidence  of  its  possessing 
substantial  merits,  and  a  very  high  compliment  te 
his  invention.  That,  in  examinmg  the  butts  pre- 
pared for  the  Armstrong  lOO-poonders,  petitioner 
reported  to  the  Select  Comimittee  that  thej  could 
be  finished  on  his  plan,  but  would  not  be  perftot 
guns,  ioasmach  as  that  they  were,  in  his  opinion, 
already  weak  where  they  shoold  be  strong,  whils 
the  alteration  would  make  them  still  weaker ;  but 
that  there  were  at  the  Arsenal  some  70-pounder 
butts  of  a  construction  well  adapted  to  the  object. 
That  the  War  Department  accepted  this  Ueport, 
and  requested  petitioner  to  provide  working  draw- 
ings, and  give  sooh  instructions  to  the  Superin- 
tendent at  Woolwich  as  wonld  enable  him  to  est 
up  a  70-pounder  on  the  proposed  model.  Tut 
petitioner  considered  such  request  in  the  nators 
of  a  command,  and  did  provide  the  drawings,  and 
attended  with  his  machinist  at  Woolwich  on  seve- 
ral occasions  to  giye  instructions  for  getting  op 
the  cannon  and  to  examine  the  execution  of  the 
work.  That  the  diflSculties  which  presented  thesi- 
selves  at  the  outset  in  the  construction  of  breech- 
loading  cannon  were,  first,  a  mode  of  dosisf 
the  breech ;  and,  second,  a  mode  of  preventiiig 
the  escape  of  gas  upon  the  discharge,  both  i 
which  are  completely  overcome  in  tlie  cannsi 
produced  by  your  petitioner ;  the  former  aceoa- 
plisbed  by  two  wedges  acting  in  connection  sai 
nearly  simultaneously,  and  the  latter  by  an  aelios 
to  compensate  for  the  stretching  or  ezpandinf  of 
the  iron  upon  a  discharge,  in  proof  of  the  imp8i^ 
tance  of  which  your  petitioner  has  a  written  OOB^ 
munication  from  the  late  Secretary  of  War,  stsl- 
ing  that  the  two  inventions  for  eflRscting  thcM 
objects  were  considered  by  the  Department  vale^ 
ble.  That  petitioner  has  devoted  to  this  inveatios 
some  portion  of  yaluable  time  daring  a  period  sf 
fourteen  years  ;  that  he  has  expended  a  sun  of 
money  which,  with  interest,  amounts  to  morstba 
£5,000 ;  that  he  has  placed  in  the  potaesiioo  sf 
Her  Majesty's  Government  most  valoable  isTM- 
tions  ;  and  that  he  has  had  no  expecution  of  pro- 
fit or  recompense  from  any  other  than  Her  Umf 
jesty's  Government.*' 

The  War  Department  contiDuing  to  refoN 
to  make  Mr.  Qoddard  any  remaneratioB 
for  the  j65,000  he  had  expended  in  what 
might  be  called  the  serTJce  of  the  Goren- 
ment,  or  for  the  Tnluable  time  he  had  giret 
to   perfecting   breech-luading  canoon,  bi 
applied  for  remuneration  for  the  use  of  hift 
invention  in  a  gun  called  the  "  wedge-gan*'* 
which  had  been  got  up  at  Woolirich  U> 
supersede  the  Armstrong  *' hollow  lerei^ 
gun,'*  whereupon  Mr.  Goddard  wu  uketS 
to  go  to  Woolwich  and  examine  that  giBB> 
and  point  out  definitely  wherein  his  iarea^ 
tion  had  been  appropriated.     Mr.  GroddaiC 
accordingly  did  go  to  Woolwieh  and  tsM^ 
mine  the  wedge-gun,  and  found  that  tha 
compensating  6oticAtf»  or  gaa  oheok,  bil 
been  adopted  without  any  change,  and  tbit 
the  principle  of  the  double  wedge  had  ben 
adopted  with   modifioationa.     Sfvenl  i 
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Mr.  Goddard't  minor  contriranceft  had  also 
been  appropriated.  In  order  not  to  be  de- 
eeiyed  by  his  own  judgment  in  examining 
the  wedge  gun  Mr.  Goddard  took  with  him 
to  Woolwich  a  machinist  of  great  practical 
ability  to  inspect  the  gun,  and  to  make  a 
report  thereon,  of  which  the  following  is  a 
copy  :— 

**  I,  John  Huggins,  of  Birminghmm,  mMhiniBt, 
at  the  request  of  Samuel  A  spin  wall  Goddard, 
owner  and  proprietor  of  the  breeoh-loading  gun 
now  lying  at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and  known  by 
the  name  of  the  Church  and  Goddard  gun,  and  of 
the  iuTentions  appertaining  thereto,  went  to 
Woolwich  to  inspect  the  64-pounder  wedge-gun, 
permission  hanug  been  obtained  for  that  purpose, 
in  order  to  ascertain  In  what  respect,  if  any,  it 
embraced  the  InFcntions  comprised  in  the  said 
Church  and  Goddard  gun,  and  haying  carefully  ex- 
amined the  said  64-pounder  wedge-gun,  make  the 
following  report,  yis. : — 1.  I  find  that  the  sliding 
houehe  or  ring  in  the  Goddard  gun  is  adopted  in 
the  wedge-gun  without  any  roodiflcaUon,  with  the 
exception  that  the  bevil  on  the  front  interior  of 
the  bouche  is  omitted,  which  bevil  was  not  neces- 
sary to  the  inyention,  but  was  adopted  simply  as 
a  precautionary  measure  to  insure  the  more  cer- 
tain action  of  the  bouehe.  This  mode  of  closing 
the  breech,  so  as  to  preyent  the  escape  of  gas  on 
a  discharge  of  the  gun,  I  consider  a  most  yalu- 
able  inyention,  and  I  know  of  no  other  meobanieal 
mode  by  which  this  indispensable  object  can  be 
accomplished.  3.  I  find  that  the  double  wedge  of 
the  Goddard  gun  is  applied  to  the  wedge-gun,  but 
in  a  modified  form,  and  in  my  opinion  in  a  greatly 
inferior  form,  inasmuch  as  that,  among  other  dis- 
adyantages,  its  manipulation  in  the  aet  of  loading 
and  firing  would  require  double  the  time  occupied 
hj  the  G^dard  gun  in  that  performance;  the 
principle,  howeyer,  of  the  double  wedge  Is  fully 
adopted  and  applied.  These  two  main  features  of 
the  Church  and  Goddard  gun — yit.,  the  compen- 
sating bowehe  and  the  double  wedg»-H>on8titute 
the  main  features  of  the  wedge-gun." 

The  remainder  of  the  Report  was  imma- 
terial. That  Report  was  sent  to  the  Mi- 
nister of  War,  who  had,  however,  declined, 
or  rather  neglected,  to  make  any  oompen- 
Bfttion  to  him  for  the  trouble  and  eipense 
to  which  he  had  been  put  in  aiding  the 
GoTcrnment  in  their  endeavour  to  perfect 
a  breech-loading  cannon.  Mr.  Goddard 
eaid  that  the  grounds  for  refusal  by  the 
War  Deparment  to  make  him  any  compen- 
sation were,  Orst,  thit  he  had  no  legal 
claim;  secondly,  that  much  money  had  been 
expended  over  another  breech-loading  can- 
non with  an  unsatisfactory  result ;  thirdly, 
that  there  was  no  immediate  necessity  for 
a  breech-loading  cannon  ;  fourthly,  pro- 
bably that  his  did  not  meet  every  require- 
ment. With  respect  to  the  first  of  these 
grounds,  Mr.  Goddard  submitted  that 
elaims  in  equity  might  be  as  strong  as 
olaims  in  law  ;  with  respect  to  the  second 
and  third,  that  he  ought  not  to  sutFer  be- 


cause other  inventions  had  failed ;  that 
although  there  might  be  no  immediate  oc- 
casion for  a  perfect  breech-loading  cannon, 
yet  that  all  the  reasons  in  favour  of  a 
breech-loading  cannon  which  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  spend  a  large 
snm  of  money  in  producing  them  still  re- 
mained in  full  force,  and  that  the  time 
might  come  when  the  want  of  them  might 
be  urgent,  perhaps  indispensable.  While, 
with  respect  to  the  fourth,  it  might  be 
said  that  if  his  gun  was  not  perfect,  it  was 
either  the  first  or  second  best  that  had  been 
offered  to  the  Government.  No  doubt  the 
War  Department  was  much  troubled  with 
useless  inventions  ;  but  in  the  present  in- 
stance a  really  valuable  invention  had  been 
offered  to  them  and  had  undoubtedly  re- 
ceived  their  approbation.  The  Govern- 
ment should  treat  inventors  like  Mr. 
Goddard  with  liberality,  in  the  same  way 
as  they  had  done  inventors  of  small-arms. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  asked  the 
hon.  Member  how  long  it  was  since  Mr. 
Goddard' s  claim  had  been  preferred  at  the 
War  Department. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  that  it 
was  very  likely  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  Office  when  the  last  ap- 
plication on  Mr.  Goddard's  behalf  had 
been  made.  Mr.  Goddard*s  services  had 
extended  over  a  period  of  fourteen  yean. 
He  (Mr.  Sheridan)  should  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  read 
over  Mr.  Goddard's  petition  and  take  the 
matter  into  consideration.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pakington)  had 
intimated  to  him  that  he  would  refer  to  the 
matter  presently,  he  (Mr.  Sheridan)  would 
not  make  a  fbriliai  Motion. 

ARMY— ROYAL  GUN  FACTORIES. 
MOTION  FOB  A  GOMMITTBE. 

Major  ANSON,  referring  to  certain 
complaints  he  had  made  about  a  fortnight 
ago  against  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments in  the  War  Office,  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  in  replying  on  that  occa- 
sion, had  stated  that  his  charges  were 
▼ague  and  indefinite,  whereas,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  were  specific  and  even  minute 
in  their  details.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  further  stated  that  he  had  received 
no  Notice  of  the  charges  he  had  brought 
against  those  Departments ;  but  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about  to 
bring  forward  the  Army  Estimates  in 
Apr3  last  he  informed  him  that  he  had  a 
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Motion  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  those 
Departments,  against  whioh  he  had  very 
serious  charges  to  bring.  He  had,  how- 
ever, postponed  bringing  forward  these 
charges  until  the  officers  of  those  Depart- 
ments had  had  time  to  investigate  them. 
He  had  then  written  a  letter  to  the  War 
Department,  containing  the  charges  he 
had  referred  to,  and  he  held  in  his  hand 
the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
tliat  communication.  It  was  impossible, 
after  such  a  communication,  it  could  be 
said  that  he  had  not  given  fair  Notice  of  the 
charges  ho  was  about  to  make.  It  was 
no  pleasure  to  him  to  make  charges  against 
a  public  Department,  and  he  did  so  simply 
from  a  sense  of  duty.  It  was  unnecessary 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  got 
up  the  other  evening  and  spoken  of  the 
injured  feelings  of  distinguished  officers 
to  whom  his  charges  did  not  in  any  respect 
apply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  an- 
other  part  of  his  speech  assumed  that  he 
(Major  Anson)  had  been  posted  up  in 
those  charges  by  some  outsider.  He  had 
undoubtedly  gone  to  Major  Palliser  for 
information  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  equally  inspired 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories.  Major  Pal- 
liser had  a  right  to  have  his  case  heard  in 
that  House,  seeing  that  he  was  a  most 
distinguished  man,  and  that  his  inventions 
had  saved  the  country  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds.  He  should  conclude 
by  moving  for  a  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  a 
Committee  of  Five  Mombers  be  appointed  bj  the 
Committee  of  Selcotion  to  inquire  into  the  follow- 
ing allegations  :— That  in  1864  the  Royal  Gun 
Factories,  on  being  applied  to  by  tho  Ordnance 
Select  Committee  for  Estimates  for  cheaper 
9-inch  guns  than  those  that  were  being  made  at 
that  time,  sent  in  erroneous  comparative  Esti- 
mates,  on  the  strength  of  which  the  Ordnance 
Select  Committee  decided  in  favour  of  the  gnu 
proposed  by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  ;  that  -  a 
■ample  0-inch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal 
Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of  which, 
on  being  compared  with  the  details  of  the  cost  of 
similar  guns  manufactured  two  years  aflerwards, 
show  great  and  apparently  inexplicable  discre- 
pancies ;  and  that  like  errors  have  been  made 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  with  regard  to  the 
comparative  cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  con- 
verted guns, thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and  unneces- 
sary expense  upon  the  country," — {Major  Anson,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Major  Anson 


CAPTAnr  YITIAN  moTed  an  Amend- 
ment to  add  the  words — 


"  That  Sir  John  Pakington  and  Major  Adsoa 
be  added  to  the  Committee,  for  the  parpoia  of  ex- 
amining witnesses,  and  taldng  part  in  the  pnn 
ceedings,  but  without  the  power  of  voting.** 

He  said  that  he  was  convinced  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  have  broaghi  for- 
ward this  matter  anless  he  had  been 
thoroughly  convinced  of  the  truth  of  what 
he  had  stated ;  and  it  would  be  very  unfair 
if  his  hon.  Friend,  and  also  the  right  hon« 
Baronet,  had  not  the  means  of  cross-ex- 
amining the  witnesses  who  would  appear 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  Inquiry 
were  entered  upon  at  all  it  should  be  fully 
and  fairly  carried  out. 

Colonel  STKES  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, of  which  he  heartily  approved,  con- 
sidering that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
Royal  Ciun  Factories  themselves  that  this 
investigation  should  take  place,  with  a 
view  to  the  removal  of  the  suspicion  which, 
no  doubt,  at  present  existed. 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  origioil 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Anson)  must  be  carried  before  the 
addition  could  be  put  to  the  House. 

Sir    JOHN    PAKINGTON    said,  he 
regretted  the  aggrieved  tone  assomed  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfiela 
(Major  Anson),  because  there  was  already 
enough  of  unpleasantness  connected  with 
the  subject  to  make  it  advisable  that  id  the 
House  at  least  it  should  be  approached  u 
calmly  and  deliberately  as  possible,    ffii 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend   commenced  hii 
speech  by  a  complaint  which  had  alresdy 
been  answered  by  the  statement  of  fMt 
that  he  had  given  no  Notice  of  his  intso- 
tion  to  bring  charges  against  the  oBeend 
the  Gun  Factory.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
was  sorry  to  say  he  could  not  retract  § 
word  he  had  uttered  in  that  respect.    Tin 
proof  of  Notice  now  was,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  some  coromanicstJim 
with  him  (Sir  John  Pakington)  in  ApriL 
last,  in  which  he  intimated  that  he  hso  a 
series  of  charges  to  bring  against  this  De- 
partment ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Hsa- 
ber  must  forgive  him  if  he  did  not  at  thit 
time  bear  in  mind  a  communication  dsm 
to  him  in  last  April.     Then  he  referral  to 
a  letter  and  an  answer  ;  but  the  letter  wai 
not  directed  to  him,  but  to  Major  PsIliMr* 
He  thought  that  a  letter  written  with  ktf 
(Sir  John  Pakington 's)  authority,  in  ApU 
last,   to  Major  Palliser,   could  hardlj  be 
considered  a  notice  of  the  speech  that  Aa 
hon.   and  gallant  Member  wu  goiBg  ^ 
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make  in  Jnly.  Oo  Monday  week  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  made  a  very  important 
Motion  consisting  of  three  parts,  efery 
one  of  which  deserved  serious  considera- 
tion, but  the  Notice  of  Motion  contained 
no  intimation  of  the  serious  charges  ad- 
yerted  to  by  him  in  April,  nor  that  he  was 
going  to  make  those  charges  a  portion  of 
his  speech  in  July ;  and  therefore  ho  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  adhered  to  the  statement 
that  he  had  no  warning  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  going  to  advert  to  the 
subject.  The  details  of  those  accusations 
were  exceedingly  difficult  to  follow  ;  but 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  speech  con- 
veyed serious  accusations,  not  only  against 
the  acts  done  in  the  Gun  Factory,  but 
against  the  motives  of  the  officers,  and  the 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
said  that  the  charges  were  so  serious  that 
they  were  bound  in  fairness  to  make  them 
the  subject  of  inquiry.  Considering  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire,  he  had  certainly  ex- 
pected some  definite  Notice  would  have 
been  given ;  indeed,  without  wishing  to 
introduce  any  asperity  into  the  discussion, 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  had  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  coarse  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  took.  The  Notice  had  first  ap- 
peared last  Wednesday  for  the  following 
Friday ;  but  its  terms  were  very  vague, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  failed  to 
persevere  with  it.  On  Monday,  a  week 
after  the  accusations  had  been  made, 
another  Notice  appeared  on  the  Paper  ; 
but  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  did  not 
persevere  with  that,  and  a  third  Notice 
Btood  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday  last ; 
again,  notwithstanding  he  was  present  to 
meet  the  charge,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  did  not  appear.  Thus,  after  no 
lesB  than  three  distinct  Notices  of  Motion 
had  passed  by,  the  House  was  on  Thurs- 
day called  on  to  consider  the  accusation 
made  last  Monday  week.  Respecting  the 
substance  of  the  Motion  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  offer  ;  he  was  quite  ready  to  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  in 
whatever  shape  might  appear  best  to  the 
House.  He  could  not,  however,  refrain 
from  reminding  the  House  that  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  did  not  touch  the  gravest 
point  of  the  accusations  made  on  Monday 
week  ;  he  trusted  those  allegations  would 
be  considered  by  a  Committee,  and  he  felt 
Tory  confident  the  officers  concerned  would 
be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
erery  one  of  them.  The  gallant  officers 
coneemed  now  stated  that  those  imputa* 


t]on8.could  be  explained  in  the  fullest  and 
most  satisfactory  manner.  What  they 
complained  of  was  the  imputation  of  un- 
worthy motives.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  imputed  motives  which  they  con- 
sidered to  be  most  dishonourable.  One  of 
their  imputations  was  understood  to  be 
that  when  the  gentlemen  referred  to  found 
there  was  a  desire  to  employ  the  trade 
they  immediately  altered  their  prices. 
There  was  another  allegation  which  had 
reference  to  a  particular  gun  ;  but  he  ob- 
served that  this  allegation  was  not  included 
in  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  His  Motion  did  not  touch  it,  and 
he  hoped  he  was  not  going  too  far  when 
he  said  that  in  his  opinion  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  must  allow  him  to  consider 
those  parts  of  his  allegations  which  were 
not  included  in  his  Motion  as  practically 
and  intentionally  withdrawn.  The  feelings 
of  honourable  men  were  very  much  hurt 
at  those  imputations.  His  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  East  Riding  (Lord 
Hotham),  to  whom  all  in  that  House  were 
so  much  indebted,  thought  there  was  an 
objection  to  having  the  proposed  Committee 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
That  being  so,  he  felt  it  right  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lichfield  (Major  Anson)  was  in  no 
way  responsible  for  that  mode  of  nomina- 
tion. He  himself  must  take  that  responsi- 
bility ;  and  his  reason  for  suggesting  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  should  nomi- 
nate in  this  case  was  his  strong  feeling 
that  as  the  Inquiry  was  to  be  in  the  nature 
of  a  judicial  one,  there  should  be  no  room 
for  the  slightest  suspicion  that  there  was 
anything  like  party  or  bias  in  the  Com- 
mittee. However,  in  respect  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Committee  should  be 
named,  he  was  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  addition  to  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  (Captain 
Vivian),  he  must,  for  himself,  beg  to 
decline  to  be  put  on  the  Committee.  In 
the  first  place,  his  numerous  engagements 
would  interfere  with  his  serving  on  the 
Committee ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  he 
should  prefer  not  to  do  so  in  consequence 
of  his  impressions  on  the  subject  itself. 
Then,  he  thought,  it  would  be  difficult  for 
him  to  find  any  Member  of  that  House  to 
conduct  the  case  on  the  other  side  who 
had  gone  so  fully  into  the  subject  and  was 
in  possession  of  so  many  of  the  details  as 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield. 
That  duty  might  be  discharged  by  Colonel 
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Campbell ;  but  as  tbat  gallant  officer  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Houbo,  he  did  not 
knoff  whether  he  would  be  competent  to 
propose  Colonel  Campbell  as  one  of  the 
Committee.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
fiye  Members  of  that  House,  carefully  and 
impartially  selected,  would  be  quite  com- 
petent to  give  a  satisfactory  decision  in  the 
case. 

Lord  IIOTIIAM  begged  to  be  under- 
stood as  not  wishing  to  offer  the  slightest 
opposition  to  the  proposed  inquiry  when  he 
expressed   a    hope    that    the   Committee 
would  not  be  nominated  in  tho  way  pro- 
posed by  the   hon.  and   gallant   Member 
<  Major  Anson).     When  the  Committee  of 
Selection  had  to  nominate  a  Committee,  it 
was  their  duty  to  find  Members  free  from 
any  connection  with   the  subject  to  be  in- 
vestigated.     It  might  so  happen,  there- 
fore, that  the  Members  appointed  were  en- 
tirely ignorant  of  the  subject ;  but  it  must 
be  their  own  fault  if  they  remained  long  so, 
because,  on  entering  the  Committee-room, 
they  found  themselves  confronted  by  nu- 
merous counsel  whose  duty  it  was  to  bring 
forward  the  facts  on  both  sides.     But  in 
tho  case  of  the  Inquiry,  as  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield  it 
would  be  quite  different.'  If  five  Gentlemen 
entirely   unconnected    with    and    knowing 
nothing  of  the  subject  were  selected  there 
would  be  no  counsel  or  no  agents  to  bring 
the  matter  before  them.      The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian) 
proposed  an  attempt  to  remedy  that  incon- 
venience by  moving  that   two  Gentlemen 
should  be  appointed — ono  to  represent  one 
side  and  tho  other  to  represent  the  other 
side — who  should  take  part  in  all  the  pro- 
ceedings, but  abstain  from  voting.     From 
his    own    experience   in  other  cases,    ho 
was  of  opinion  that  a  Committee  formed 
in  that  way  was  a  Committee  of  the  worst 
possible    kind   for   investigating  a  matter 
requiring  examination.     Ho  thought  that 
no  Member  should  be  placed  on  a  Com- 
mittee to  take  part  in  its  proceedings,  and 
at  the  Fame  time  to  be  relieved  from  the 
responsibility    of    voting.      The  proposed 
Committee  was  to  investigate  a  subject  of 
great  public  importance,  and  he  could  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be   selected  by  the 
House  in  tho  usual  manner    In  this  way  a 
Committee  might  be  selected  to  conduct  the 
Inquiry  fairly  and  impartially.    Necesiarily 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield 
would  be  nominated  on  one  side,  and  he 
could  not  but  think  that  his   right   hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

Sir  John  Pakingtim 


would  be  able  to  name  a  Uember  to 
whom  such  information  might  be  topplied 
from  the  War  Ofiice  as  would  enable  hioi 
to  see  justice  done.  He  begged  to  add 
that  he  thought  a  Committee  of  seven 
would  be  quite  large  enough,  and  that  the 
sittings  of  the  Committee  ought  to  be 
continuous  pending  the  Inquiry. 

LoBD  ELCHO,  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Lichfield,  who 
could  not  speak  again,  explained  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  waited  for  a 
day  or  two  in  order  to  see  whether  the  In- 
quiry would  be  proposed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  The  hon.  and  gallaut 
Member  having  made  the  ehargea  thought 
the  investigation  ought  to  be  originated  by 
the  War  Department.  As  regarded  the 
imputation  of  motives,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  entirely  eschewed  the  accuracy  of 
the  view  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  of 
what  he  had  said  ;  but  he  was  content  te 
leave  the  question  of  motives  to  be  decided 
by  the  Committee.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  brought  no  charges  against  aoy 
individual,  but  only  generally  against  thi 
system,  and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  have 
his  allegations  thus  tested  before  a  Commit- 
tee. As  regarded  the  trial  of  this  qnestion 
he  (Lord  Elcho)  confessed  that  the  eoane 
suggested  by  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Hotham)  appeared  to  be  the  right 
one. 

Sill  JOHN  PAKINGTON  expressed 
his  readiness  to  act  upon  the  suggestioa 
which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Hotham). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  vyUhdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed. 

To  leavo  out  from  the  word  *'That"  to  thi 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "a 
Committee  of  Seven  Members  be  appointed  tois* 
quire  into  the  following  allegntions  i — Tbat  ■ 
1864  the  Royal  Gun  FaotorieB,  on  being  srolied 
to  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  for  Eiti* 
mates  for  cheaper  9-inoh  guns  than  tboss  tW 
were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in  eiroawsi 
comparative  Estimates,  on  the  strength  of  wbiflk 
the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  decided  in  frfoor 
of  the  gun  proposed  hj  the  Royal  Gun  FadMU*; 
that  a  sample  9*inch  gun  was  then  made  \if  tto 
Royal  Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  east  rf 
which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  cf  thi 
cost  of  similar  guns  manufactured  two  yM" 
afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently  ineifliB^ 
ble  discrepancies ;  and  that  like  errors  have  bcA 
made  by  the  Royal  Goo  Factories  with  wgui  ^ 
the  comparative  cost  of  new  wroaght-iroa  asi 
converted  guns,  thereby  entailing  a  htsvytf' 
unnecessary  expense  upon  the  country :"— (ilv'^ 
Anion.) 
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Qawtion,  "  Thkt  the  irordt  proposed  to  i  The  next  Wemnt  wa«  ihat  of  \ 


be  left  on(  itftnd  pArt  of  the  QuestioD," 
pat,  and  nsgatived. 
Words  addtd. 

Uain  QiieBtion,  n  amended,  put,  and 
agrtad  to. 

Ordered,  That  3,  Committeo  of  Seven  Momberi 
ba  appnmted  to  Inqaire  into  the  rDllOHing  alle- 
falloni :— That  in  \SU  the  Ro^nl  Gun  Faotorioii, 
on  being  applied  to  by  the  Ordnancs  Select  Com- 
■nittee  Tor  GatimRica  for  cheaper  B-inch  guna  than 
tboie  that  were  being  made  at  that  time,  acnt  in 
erroDBOUi  eomparntive  Eatitnatea,  on  the  aCrenglh 
of  wblah  the  Onlaance  Selcot  Committee  decidiMl 
In  bTonr  of  (be  gun  propoaed  hj  the  Roral  Gun 
Faotoriei ;  that  a  aaniplo  e-ineh  gua  waa  then 
made  bj  the  Rojal  Gan  Factorica,  the  detaita  of 
UiB  o'lit  oF  vhich,  on  being  compflred  with  the 
dataila  of  the  coat  of  similar  guna  manufactured 
two  yeara  aElerwnnla,  ihow  great  and  appareatl; 
InespLicable  diacrepanoiea ;  and  that  Uka  orron 
hare  been  made  bj  (ho  Kojral  Gun  Factorica  with 
regard  to  the  eoiaparative  coat  of  new  vrought- 
inm  and  oonrerted guna,  therebf  entailing  aheav; 
Mtd  tll||ieeeaaBT7  eipenie  upoa  the  coantrjr, — 
{M^or  AHmm.) 

And,  on  Julj  IS,  Seleet  Camtnittee  iwndaaUd 
wfollovf  ; — Major  A K BON,  Mr.  Biaoit.UT,  Mr. 
Hena,  Mr.  Scodrtieli>.  Mr.  Sauddi,  Mr. 
Buui,  and  Hr.  Liibd  : — Thres  to  be  the  quorum. 

MMoXved,  That  thia  House  will  im- 
nediatel;  rciaWe  itaelf  into  the  Cumiuittee 
of  Supply. 

Motion  made,  aod  Quetlinn  propoaed, 
"  That  Ur.  Speaker  do  iioir  lenvo  the 
Chftir." 


to  the  folloning  effect : — 
"  Whcrena,  from  tho  extent  of  on 

the  great  proportion  thereof  usnollj  e; 
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make  ft  further  ,.  _  

educalion  of  diatrcaied  children   of  ni 

aionod  offlcera  and  aoldiera  belonging  to  oui^  ro- 

gulnr  foreea,  our  will  and  plcaiure  ia   tljat  tbo 

number  to    be    admitted  into   our    anid  asflnma 

■hnll   ba  extended  to   793   hoTS  and  31B  giria, 

making  in  the  whole  1,140  children." 

Now,    at    that    tinjo  our    army  numbered 

216,179  tueii,  incluiling,  lionevcr,  n  large 

number  of  foreign  lubsidiea,  white  our  pre- 

Bent  force  amounted  to  204,037.  The  neit 

VVorront  was  that  of  1811,  which  Baid— 

"Bj  y>  Rojal  llighncsa  the  Prince  Kegent  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, our  will  and  pleaturs  ia,  in  the  name  and 
on  behalf  of  UiB  Majesty,  that  the  number  to  bo 
admitted  into  tho  aaid  aajlum  ahalt  be  extended 
to  800  bofB  and  iOO  girli,  making  in  all  1,300 
children,  eiolusire  of  the  infaat  ntabliahment  in 
the  lale  of  Wight." 

The  queation  was  broujtht  before  tho  House 
on  the  4th  of  Maj,  1824,  when  the  lato 
Lord  Herbert  iros  Scoretary  for  War.  The 
C()m]ilaint  llien  mode  woe  that  120  orpiian 
hojH  had  been  taken  from  Chelsea  Agylum 
for  the  purpose  of  making  room  for  the 
BchoolmaslerB  of  the  aniij,  and  the  moment 
the  House  of  Comaiona  bct'anie  aware  that 
the  faot  iTfts  so  he  ordered  the  school  masters 
to  be  leitinved  and  tlio  120  boys  restored 
to  the  aajlnm.  He  would  read  nn  extract 
from  tho  speech  which  was  made  ou  that 
occasion  by  Lord  Herbert,     lie  said — 

"  About  3li0  children  were  now  received  within 
the  walls  of  the  aijlum  ;  while  at  a  former  period, 
vlien  (liere  waa  nlao  a  aimilar  eatabliahmcnt  at 
Southampton,   it  bad  accommodated   ] 


\   to 


humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty— 

"That  Sbe  will  ba  gracious);  pleaaed  to  dir 
that  an  InititnUon  shall  be  eatabliahed  to  reee 
and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters  of  N'on-et 
miasiooed  Offlcera  and  Soldiers  of  our  Armj ." 

The  hoD,  and  gallant  Member  referred  to 
tb«  Chelsea  Asylum,  which  was  eatablishcd 


more    an    '""''   '""^'''B'',  been  found,   both    here   and  a 


•ioh,  that  tlie  exporimcnt  of  educating  a 
largo  nDmbcr  of  girls  together  had  proved  a 
complete  failure,  so  far  aa  regarded  their  future 
course  of  life.  Tho  experiment  had  C0Dse<iueDt1]' 
been  abandoned,  and  be  should  feel  great  hesit.v 
tioQ  in  renewing  it.  With  regard  to  bojs,  the 
case  wsa  different."— [3  Hnntard,  ciixii.  1381).] 


Tbo  s 


which  lie  had  relurucd  at  tho 


hj  hi!  Royal  HighnesB  the  Duke  of  York    time  to  that  Btntemeiit  was  that  he 


in  1801.  The  rules  laid  down  for  thi 
tniaaion  of  children  into  that  asylum,  in 
aceonlaDee  with  the  I^oyal  Warrant  of  the 
2Stli  of  April,  1805,  were  as  follows  :— 

"In  the  selection  of  children  preference  shall 
be  giTan  ia  general — Brat,  to  orphans  ;  secondlf, 
to  tboae  whose  fathers  ha<a  been  killed  or  haTe 
died  on  foreign  service ;  thirdly,  to  those  who 
ha*e  lost  (heir  mothers  and  whose  fathers  are 
■tssnt  on  aerrisa  abroad  i  fourth!;,  to  thoaa  whose 
fctban  are  ordered  on  foreign  ssrrice,  or  whose 
fiwita  hara  eUiar  ebildien. 


daugliterB  wero 
more  likely  to  turn  out  ill-conducted  in 
after-lifo  than  any  olhei-  porllon  of  Ilor 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  that  if  they  had 
turned  out  badly  it  uiuat  be  owiug  to  the 
grossest  negligence  on  the  part  of  those 
wbo  had  charge  uf  iheni.  Now,  what  he 
had  then  said  lie  believed  to  be  |)erfectlj 
true,  and  ho  liud  himself  fur  many  years 
beeu  a  subscriber  to  an  asylum  tho  success 
of  whioU  corruhurated  that  view,  although 
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his  attention  had  nerer  been  sufficiently 
directed  to  the  admirable  manner  in  which 
it  worked  until  this  year.  The  establish- 
ment to  which  he  referred  was  called  the 
Soldiers*  Daughters'  Home.  It  was  in- 
stituted in  1855  by  Major  the  Hon.  Powys 
Keck,  at  the  terminition  of  the  Crimean 
war.  General^Boileau  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee.  460  had  been  admitted;  176 
were  now  in  the  house,  and  146  had  been 
placed  in  domestic  senrice.  A  prize  was 
given  to  girls  who  remiined  two  years  in  the 
same  situation  ;  ninety-two  entered  service 
prior  to  1866,  of  whom  forty-seven,  or 
nearly  one  in  every  two,  have  had  prizes. 
Girls  who  had  left  the  asylum  since  1866 
were  not  yet  eligible  to  receive  the  prize. 
Besides  the  girls  placed  in  service  three  bad 
been  trained  as  schoolmistresses,  and  two 
obtained  Queen's  Scholarships  by  competi- 
tion. It  was  supported  by  voluntary  con- 
tributions, and  there  were  thirteen  endowed 
scholarships — eight  of  the  Royal  Artillery 
Crimean  Fund,  two  of  the  Crimean  Endow- 
ment Fund,  and  three  of  the  Havelock  Me- 
morial Fund,  for  one  girl  each  from  the 
5th,  64th,  and  84th  Regiments.  The  first 
two  were  perpetual ;  the  third  expired  in 
1882.  Was  not  the  success  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, as  shown  by  those  figures,  a 
proof,  he  would  ask,  of  the  justice  of  his 
reply  to  the  statement  of  Lord  Herbert 
that  if  the  girls  had  turned  out  badly  under 
the  charge  of  the  Government  it  was  owing 
to  some  negligence  on  the  part  of  those 
whose  duty  it  was  to  look  after  them  ?  He 
hoped  that  under  these  circamstances  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Department  would  be  disposed  to  view  the 
Motion  which  he  was  about  to  make  with 
favour.  Some  time  must  of  course  elapse 
before  the  institution  required  could  be 
satisfactorily  established;  but  might  it  not, 
in  the  meantime,  be  possible  to  grant  a 
sum  of  money  to  such  an  institution  as 
that  which  he  had  just  mentioned  on  the 
understanding  that  it  should  receive  a 
certain  number  of  children  until  another 
asylum  for  them  could  be  provided  ?  There 
were  a  great  number  of  vacancies  in  the 
institution,  because  its  funds  did  not  per- 
mit of  the  admission  of  more  girls.  There 
was  an  amount  of  £29,000  of  prize  money 
arising  from  the  Crimean  War  which  had 
not  been  distributed  to  the  troops  owing 
to  the  smallness  of  the  sum;  but  it  was 
as  n^uch  their  right  as  their  pay,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  part  of  this  sum  might 
be  granted  to  this  institution. 

Cohnel  North 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  QaestiOD,in  order  to  add  the  words  "an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
praying  that  She  will  be  graoiously  pleased  to 
direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  established  to 
receive  and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters  of 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Soldiers  of  our 
Army,"— {Cofofwi  North.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.^ 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  fully 
appreciated  the  excellent  motives  wbieh 
induced  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleroan 
(Colonel  North)  to  malce  the  present  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  appeared  to  have  forgotten 
the  establishment  at  Wandsworth,  in  fall 
operation  under  the  Patriotic  Fund  Com- 
missioners. Past  experience  threw  doubts 
on  the  success  of  such  experiments ;  bat 
he  had  reason  to  suppose  that  the^tab- 
lishment  at  Hampstead  was  successful, 
and  he  believed  also  that  the  one  at 
Wandsworth  would  prove  successful.  The 
Duke  of  York's  School,  which  was  re- 
moved to  Southampton,  was  afterwards 
broken  up,  in  consequence  of  the  girls 
from  it  turning  out  badly  ;  and  they  had 
similar  experience  in  reference  to  a  similar 
establishment  in  Ireland.  In  the  establish- 
ment at  Wandsworth  300  orphan  daughters 
of  soldiers  and  sailors  were  carefully 
brought  up.  Of  course,  the  children  of 
those  engaged  in  the  Crimean  War  had 
the  6rst  chance  of  admisaion  ;  but  their 
number  was  being  rapidly  diminished  by 
the  course  of  time,  and  he  thought  that 
the  House,  before  acceding  to  the  present 
Motion,  had  better  wait  to  see  whether  the 
hopes  entertained  with  regard  to  the  tiro 
establishments  he  had  just  mentioned  wers 
confirmed  before  proceeding  to  farther 
experiments. 

CoLOKEL  6  ARTTELOT  said,  he  thooght 
the  Patriotic  Fund  had  the  best  title  to 
State  assistance,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  be  glad  to  extend  their  operations 
if  possible. 

An  hon.  Member  said,  that  there  was 
a  remarkably  well-conducted  institution  for 
the  orphan  daughters  of  soldiers  nesr 
Dublin,  and  he  thought,  if  funds  were 
given  to  such  establishments  by  the  Go- 
vernment, it  would  have  a  fair  claim  for 
assistance. 

CoLONBi.  NORTH  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leavei  wUhdraum. 
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ARMY— CONTROL  DEPARTMENT. 
MOnON  FOR  PAPERS. 

Colonel  JERYIS   rose  to  more  an 

Address  for — 

"  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the  Con- 
trol Department  originally  sent  in  by  the  War 
OiBoe  to  the  Treasury,  together  with  any  memo- 
randa thereupon  by  the  Assbtant  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  together  with  the  reply 
thereto  by  the  Controller  in  Chief." 

In  the  discuBBion  tbe  other  erening  he  had 
obBenred  that  it  appeared  from  the  Papers 
CD  the  table  as  if  the  Treasury  did  not 
desire  that  Sir  Henry  Storks  should  remain 
at  his  post  as  ControIIer-in- Chief ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  War 
then  told  him  that  he  laboured  under  a 
most    extraordinary    misapprehension    in 
supposing  that  the  Goremment,  after  bar- 
ing selected  Sir  Henry  Storks  on  account 
of  his  high  character  and  distinguished 
abilities,  had  now  turned  round   on  that 
distinguished  o£Bcer  and  declared  that  they 
did  not  want  him.     He  (Colonel  Jervis) 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  speaking  without 
a  knowledge  of  the  facts  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, and  he  now  declared  that  every 
word  of  his  statement  was  correct.     The 
Papers  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  would 
distinctly  prove  all  the  allegations  he  had 
made.     They  would  show  that  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet,  up    to    a   certain    period, 
worked  with    entire    cordiality  with    Sir 
Henry  Storks,  and  that  suddenly  that  gal- 
lant o£Bcer  found  himself  thrown  over,  the 
regulations  framed  by  him  being  cast  aside. 
If  he  was  correctly  informed  there  were, 
in  fact,  two  Secretaries  of  State  for  War 
—one  recognized  by  the  House  and  tbe 
country  ;  but  there  was  another  at  the 
War  Office,  who  was  more  powerful  than 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War — who  that 
individual  was  he  did  not  know.     It  could 
Doi  be  the  Director  of  Ordnance,  nor  tbe  Ac- 
eountant  General,  nor  Sir  Edward  Logard  ; 
bot   the   Papers  asked   for  would   alone 
tell  them  who  this  great  power  within  the 
Department  was.     It  was  right  that  the 
Hoaae  should  know  who  were  the  ruling 
powers  of  the  Department.     What  he  now 
wiahed  to  state  was  that  he  was  not  inoor- 
reoi  in  his  statement  on  a  previous  even- 
ing ;  but  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
not    accurately  informed  by  those  whose 
datj  it  was  to  give  him  proper  information. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «  That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Qnettion,  in  order  to  add  the  words,  *<  an 


humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty, 
that  She  will  be  graolonsly  pleased  to  give  direo- 
tions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Oopy 
of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the  Control  Depart- 
ment originally  sent  in  by  the  War  OflBoe  to  the 
Treasury,  together  with  any  memoranda  there- 
upon by  the  Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  together  with  the  reply  thereto  by  the 
Controller  In  Chief," — (Colonel  Jervu,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  this  question  of 
Army  Control  could  not  be  too  often  consi- 
dered. It  was  not  his  intention  to  find 
fault  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  for  in  all  commu- 
nications with  his  right  hon.  Friend  he  bad 
always  found  him  most  anxious  to  promote 
the  e£Bcienoy  of  the  service ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could 
have  had  his  will,  and  if  tbe  Control  De- 
partment had  been  established  in  accord- 
ance with  tbe  Letter  of  tbe  8th  of  March, 
there  would  be  no  reason  for  any  Member 
of  that  House  to  find  fault  with  wbat  had 
occurred.  There  existed  an  erroneous  im- 
pression among  a  portion  of  tbe  public, 
who  supposed  that  this  controversy  was  a 
fight  between  the  civil  and  military  officers 
of  the  War  Ofiice,  the  latter  endeavouring 
to  place  the  military  element  above  the 
civil  element.  He  held  in  his  hand  an 
article  which  appeared  recently  in  the 
Saturday  Remew,  which  clearly  showed 
either  that  the  public  mind  had  been  led 
astray  upon  this  question,  or  that  there 
was  an  animus  manifested  by  certain  autho- 
rities in  the  War  Department  which  was 
thoroughly  discreditable  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned.    It  was  said  in  that  article — 

*<The  adverse  decision  of  the  Treasury  is  of 
course,  for  all  practical  purposes,  an  end  of  the 
really  great  career  which  was  open  to  Sir  Henry 
Stories  and  General  Balfour  at  the  War  Office. 
They  had  the  chance  of  distinguishing  themselves 
by  the  introduction  of  great  reforms  into  our 
Army  Administration.  They  have  used  their 
opportunity  to  serve  a  project  for  intensifying  the 
already  intolerable  control  which  the  Horse  Guards 
indirectly  exerciies  over  the  War  OflBce.  If  they 
had  been  left  undiiturbed,  not  a  civilian  would 
have  remained  six  months  in  any  position  of  im- 
Dortanoe,  and  the  army  would  haye  governed  the 
Minister  of  War  through  his  exclusively  military 
subordinates,  and  hare  risen  superior  to  Parlii^ 
mentary  control.  What  it  would  have  cost  under 
such  a  system  no  one  can  guess ;  but  happily  the 
ohief  agents  in  the  scheme  have  defeated  them- 
selves by  excess  of  seal.  There  is  now  little  more 
to  fear,  for,  though  discussion  may  be  burked  in 
the  present  Parliament,  military  domination  is 
the  faat  thing  which  the  new  House  is  likely  to 
endure.  Whether  Sir  Henry  Storks  and  his  as- 
sistant will  retire  on  the  signifloant  hint  of  the 
Treasury,  or  will  ding  a  little  longer  to  the  rank 
and  emoluments  of  a  position  whioh  they  have 
not  known  how  to  flll«  is  very  imnuUeriaL" 


136? 


Army — Control 


(OOMUONS) 


Dip&iritmt* 


IMS 


lie  was  inolined  to  think  that  article 
was  inspireil  hy  sorao  high  authority  in  the 
War  Department  of  the  Government.  From 
what  he  had  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  War  Office, 
ho  hclicvcd  there  existed  in  its  Departments 
a  great  joftloiisy  of  the  new  office  of  Control- 
Icr-in-Chief,  which  was  to  control  them  all. 
It  appeared  tliat  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  set  aside  the  intentions  of  Lord 
Strathnairn*s  Committee  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  one  man  to  control  all  these 
Departments  under  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Sir  Henry 
Storks,  who  was  selected  for  the  post  he 
now  filled  as  being  the  most  competent 
man  in  the  country  to  re-organize  these 
unor;(anized  Departments  and  to  bring  them 
under  some  system  of  control,  and  General 
Balfour  had  given  evidence  before  Lord 
Strathnairn's  Committee,  and  a  scheme  bj 
which  there  should  be  one  Controller  sub- 
ject to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Committee,  which 
was  approved  by  some  of  the  most  compe- 
tent authorities  on  the  subject.  That 
scheme  had  been  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  who  approved  it,  and  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Treasury  asking  them  to 
endorse  it,  and  stating  that  in  the  event 
of  their  doing  so  it  might  be  put  into  im- 
mediate operation  on  the  Ist  of  April  in 
Ireland,  where  it  was  proposed  to  try  it  in 
the  first  instance.  This  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  met  by  objections 
on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  which  were 
accepted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  had  now  in  opera- 
tion a  system  of  control  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  place  of  that  proposed  by  Sir  Henry 
Storks  and  General  Balfour.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head  at  that 
statement ;  but  he  could  not  say  that  the 
present  system  had  received  the  approval 
of  those  gallant  gentlemen.  He  (I^ord 
Elcho)  should  be  glad  to  hear  his  explana- 
tion on  the  matter.  A  great  deal  of  mis- 
apprehension appeared  to  prevail  respect- 
ing the  alleged  desire  among  certain  officers 
at  the  War  Office  to  place  the  military 
element  above  the  civil  element ;  but  he 
believed  that  the  various  Departments  of 
the  War  Office  would  be  much  better  and 
more  economically  administered  if  the  du- 
ties were  performed  by  officers  and  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  army,  as  was 
the  case  in  every  other  well-regulated 
military  Department,  such  as  those  in 
Prussia  and  France.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 

Lord  Elcho 


tleman  had  advocated  the  prineipla  of  giving 
higher  pay  for  more  work  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  he  believed  that  by  the  system 
of  employing  half-pay  officers  in  the  higher 
classes  and  non-commissioned  officers  in  the 
lower  grades  they  would  obtain  infinitely 
better  work  for  a  less  amount  of  pay,  while 
it  would  prove  a  stimulus  to  enlistnent 
in  the  army,     In  fact,  he  believed  that  It 
would  prove  a  most  desirable  investmeot 
of  the  publie  money  to  buy  up  all  the  inte- 
rests of  the   present  clerks,    in   order  to 
appoint  military  men  in  their  room,  and  bt 
thought  the  scheme  one  well  worthy  of  tW 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemta. 
In  the  event  of  the  various  offices  being 
filled  by  military  men.  there  would  be  m 
danger  of  the  military  element  beeoming 
insubordinate,  or  of  its  attempting  to  bs- 
come  superior  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  who  would  still  be  the  completfl 
autocrat  of  his  Department,  and  saperior 
to  every  other  authority  at  the  War  Ofiea 
—  even   to   the    Horse    Guards  and  tfas 
Commander-in-Chief.     The  Duke  of  Cs» 
bridge,   in    giving   evidence    before   tki 
Commission  of  1860,  said,  in   answer  ft 
Question  4,105,  that  he  should  recogniM 
the  superior  authority  of  the  Secretair  of 
State  for  War  in  all  cases.     It  wasdev 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  eiH^ 
cised  complete  control  over  the  Comroaodtf- 
in-Chief,  except  in  matters  of  discipte 
and   even   in  such  instance  the  altioaH 
appeal  was  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ftr 
War.     Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  himsdfi 
civilian,  had  said  after  the  CrimcsD  Wir 
that  military  men  should  be  employed  to 
a  large  extent  in  the  War  Office.    M 
instead   of  appointing   one   Controllerii' 
Chief,  it  was  proposed  to  establish  ank 
the  new  system  practically  two  ControllA 
one  of  whom  might  be  a  financial  gend** 
man,  who,  though  thoroughly  eompettft 
to  administer  the  monetary  affairs  of  thi 
Department,  might  be,  on  the  other  biai 
utterly  ignorant  of  the  means  of  seeuvf 
military  efficiency,  or  incapable  of  forniiC 
a  sound  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  or  otba^ 
wise  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Cfl>* 
troUer-in-Chief.      He   could  not  lee  thi 
necessity  for  the  appointment  of  one  Ceij 
troller  General  who  was  to  excreiie  eoiUw 
with    regard  to  military  matters,  vA  ■ 
another  who  was  to  exercise  control  M 
financial  matters.     The  Secretary  of  Stito 
who  was  responsible  to  Parliament  w*^ 
still  have  the  control  of  the  CootnUir'*' 
Chief.     The  Report  was  foil  of  ptf«IJ| 
which  pointed  to  the  Gootroller  u^^ 
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officer  who.  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commit- 
tee, should  gOTern  the  whole  Department, 
being  responsible  alone  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  practical  result  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  Lord  Strathnairn's  Comjmit- 
tee  was  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  at  home  and  the  general  ofiScers 
commanding  abroad  would  have  to  deal  in 
all  matters  relating  to  the  administration 
of  the  army  with  one  responsible  officer. 
Last  night,  meeting  Lord  Strath naim,  he 
asked  him  whether  he  approred  the  present 
position  of  this  question;  and  he  was  bound 
to  say,  giving  the  utmost  credit  to  his 
right  hon.  Fnend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  for  the  excellence  of  his  inten- 
tions, he  should  be  ?ery  much  surprised  if, 
in  the  discussion  which  was  to  come  on  to- 
night on  this  subject  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Strathnftirn)  did  say  that  he  approved  this 
system,  or  that  it  did  give  effect  to  the 
Report  of  his  Committee.  On  the  contrary, 
he  believed  he  would  say  that  he  eonsidered 
the  whole  scheme  of  the  Controllership 
they  had  laid  down  after  the  most  careful 
inquiry  had  been  out  out,  and  that  the 
scheme  as  originally  proposed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  been  nulli6ed  by  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings. In  conclusion,  he  thought  this 
subject  was  of  an  importance  that  could 
not  be  exaggerated,  and  on  which  the 
public  were  greatly  mistaken. 

Sib  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHBR  urged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
John  Pakington),  in  justice  to  his  Depart- 
ment as  well  as  to  himself,  to  accpde  to  the 
Motion  of  bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Jervis),  in  order  that  the  country 
might  know  what  were  really  his  views 
upon  the  matter  at  issue. 

Captain  VIVIAN  denied  that  he  had  ever 
contended  that  the  Controller- in-Chief  was 
to  be  equally  powerful  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
always  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  should  possess  entire  and  supreme 
control  over  his  own  and  every  other  De- 
partment connected  with  the  army.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  was  any  material  difference  between 
the  draft  regulations  that  were  withdrawn 
and  the  regulations  which  were  now  being 
acted  upon.  He  understood  that  they  were 
aobatantially  the  same.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accede  to  bis 
lion,  and  gallant  Friend's  wishes. 

Mb.  CHILDERS    said,   that    looking 


forward  to  a  much  larger  change  in  the 
relations  of  the  principal  officers  of  our 
military  Departments,  he  only  regarded'the 
present  controversy  as  relating  to  a  tempo- 
rary expedient.  But  even  as  to  that  it 
was  undesirable  to  adopt  false  principles  ; 
and  he  could  not  too  strongly  protest 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  his  noble 
Friend — that  the  Accountant  General  was 
the  only  person  to  whom  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  refer  as  to  financial  matters 
involved  in  proposals  by  a  Controller-in- 
Chief,  or  other  administrative  officer. 
When  bis  noble  Friend  referred  to  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan,  he  forgot  that  that 
Gentleman  bad  proposed  that  an  Under 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  the  financial 
adviser  of  the  War  Minister. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  remain  silent  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Elcho).  This  conversation  had 
been  commenced  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Harwich  (Colonel 
Jervis),  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  pre* 
sumed  that  he  was  not  aware  he  was  acting 
in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  or 
the  Speaker  would  have  interrupted  him 
when  he  was  making  his  statement.  It 
struck  him,  however,  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  not  acting  in  accordance 
with  their  usual  practice  in  the  course  he 
had  taken.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
commenced  his  observations  by  referring  to 
a  speech  of  his  (Sir  John  Pakington's), 
made  in  that  House  more  than  a  week  ago, 
and  then,  passing  on  to  a  speech  made  by 
himself  in  reply,  arrived  at  the  comfortable 
conclusion  that  he  (Colonel  Jervis)  was 
right,  and  he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  was 
wrong.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  dis- 
tinctly stated,  in  reference  to  the  Papers 
laid  before  the  Housej  that  the  Government 
bad  turned  round  upon  Sir  Henry  Storks, 
and  displayed  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  him. 

Colonel  JERVIS :  What  I  said  was, 
that  it  would  appear  to  be  so  from  the 
reading  of  the  Papers. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
noticed  that  in  strong  language.  He  said 
such  a  statement  was  wild,  unfounded,  and 
unjustifiable.  He  did  not  shrink  from  one 
of  these  words,  but  was  rather  disposed  to 
reiterate  them.  The  statement  was  utterly 
unfounded.  He  repeated  that  the  most 
harmonious  feeling  existed  between  him 
and  Sir  Henry  Storks,  and  he  should  be 
base  indeed  if  be  had  aoted  in  any  way 
inconsistent  with  that  respectful  feeling 
which  he  had  ever  evinced  towatda  thai 
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difltinguisliecl  Gentleman.  When  then,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  came  down  to 
the  House  and  made  a  statement  to  the 
effect  that,  finding  Sir  Henry  Storks  had 
Bcrved  his  (Sir  John  Pakington'a)  purpose, 
he  was  trying  to  get  rid  of  him,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Harwich  was  casting  upon  him  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  an  aspersion  which,  if  he 
did  not  at  once  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
possible  manner,  he  should  be  unworthy  to 
hold  the  Office  which  he  now  filled.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  went  on  to  allude 
to  another  power,  which,  he  said,  was  equal 
to  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State  within 
the  War  Office.  It  was  much  to  be  lamented 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  should  have 
founded  such  statements  upon  mere  idle 
gossip  picked  up  here  and  there.  He  had 
never  heard  such  a  remarkable  departure 
from  anything  like  an  accurate  knowledge 
of  what  was  the  real  state  of  the  War  Office 
as  was  shown  in  the  speeches  both  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Harwich  (Co- 
lonel Jer?is)  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Eloho). 
There  was  no  such  rivalry  of  opinion  going 
on  in  the  War  Office  as  was  supposed  from 
the  speeches  alluded  to.  Now,  his  noble 
Friend  had  read  an  extract  from  the 
Saturday  Review,  and  all  he  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  could  say  was,  that  ho  had 
never  seen  that  article.  [Lord  Elcho  :  I 
did  not  say  so.]  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  course  pursued  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  an  unusual  one.  He  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  was  sorry  to  say  he  had  observed 
in  certain  letters  which  appeared  lately  in 
the  London  Press  a  combination  of  person- 
ality and  mis-statement  regarding  War 
Office  affairs  which,  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  generally,  he  deeply  regretted  ;  be- 
cause, however  erroneous  those  statements 
were,  they  were  sure  to  be  accepted  as 
facts  by  a  certain  portion  of  the  public. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  believed  that  the 
article  in  the  Saturday  Review  was  in- 
spired by  some  person  high  up  in  the  War 
Office. 

Lord  ELOHO:  No;  what  I  said  was, 
I  do  not  think  it  impossible  that  the  article 
was  inspired.  I  did  not  say  that  I  had 
reason  to  believe  it  was  inspired. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON:  Well,  that 
was  pretty  much  the  same  thing.  Now, 
he  refused  to  believe  that  anvone  in  the 
War  Office  could  be  so  base  and  disloyal 
as  to  publish  newspaper  attacks  upon  the 
Department  with  which  he  was  connected. 
He  would  not  deny  that  he  had  heard  snob 
statements  before,  that  he  had  been  told 

Sir  John  Pakington 


that  these  penonalitiea  and  attaeks  bid 
proceeded  from  acme  one  connected  with 
the  War  Office ;  bat  he  for  one  did  not  be- 
lieve that  statement,  and  all  he  could  itj 
in  reply  was  that  if  the  man  were  poiotel 
out  he  should  know  how  to  deal  with  him. 
The  noble  Lord  said  he  believed  that  somt 
differences  had  ariaen  between  him  and  Sir 
Henry  Storks  and  General  Balfour.  [Lord 
Elcho  denied  having  made  such  statemeat] 
He  could  only  say  there  was  not  the  alighp 
est  foundation  for  such  an  insinuation.  Ht 
had  further  to  ezpresa  hia  regret  thattbtn 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  ami 
desirous  to  see  this  system  of  control  e•^ 
ried  out  should  eome  down  to  that  Hoon 
and  throw  difficulties  in  his  way,  and  k 
more  than  any  others  to  endanger  the pn^ 
perity  and  success  of  the  working  of  tk 
scheme.  It  was  idle  to  suppose  that  mkI 
a  large  change  as  was  contemplated  tM 
be  effected  without  great  diffiealty  iW 
perhaps  inconvenience  to  certain  geotkM 
of  high  position  in  the  office ,  but  the  tf 
culty  was  much  increased  by  the  cnV 
which  was  pursued  by  Gentlemen  wb 
ought  to  give  him  all  the  enconragemeiti 
their  power  instead  of  throwing  obiticii 
in  his  way.  This  was  the  more  to  Wi^ 
gretted,  inasmnch  as  the  objectioni  tfH 
were  for  the  most  part  futile  and  unfoioH 
for  he  did  not  believe  that  any  cbaogevit 
ever  inaugurated  with  greater  pronnii 
success.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Heikv 
for  Harwich  (Colonel  Jervis)  had  noviw 
him,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Meobffb 
Truro  (Captain  Vivian)  had  asked  bin  t* 
other  evening,  to  produce  a  Copy  i^ 
Regulations  which  were  first  drawn  s^^ 
Correspondence  written  by  Mr.  Galtoa,*' 
the  answers  of  Sir  Henry  Storks.  Ffl** 
nally  he  should  not  have  sligh test  obJMti* 
to  their  production  ;  indeed,  he  sboaU  b 
pleased  to  see  them  upon  the  table  of  Ai 
House.  But  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentltf* 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  remeaki 
that  if  he  were  to  accede  to  this  Motloib 
would  be  establishing  a  precedent  of  Ai 
most  dangerous  and  objectionable  ckui^ 
ter.  Whenever  any  departmental  cIm^P 
was  introduced  Parliament  had  a  nS^J] 
be  informed  of  the  change  ;  but  to  dam* 
the  productioa  of  snch  Corre^pondooei ' 
that  now  asked — documents  which  AU^f 
looked  upon  to  a  great  extent  as  privsH* 
their  character — would  be  establiihflff* 
precedent  which  could  not  botiDJaiiiMV 
affect  the  best  interests  of  the  pvUieii^ 
vice  of  this  country,  Beliering  tkit  0^ 
would  be  the  reanUy  he  eoald  not  stfH^* 
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the  Motion  made  by  hia  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend. 

Colonel  JERVIS  said,  that  he  felt 
bound  not  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
prodaction  of  these  Papers. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  consider  before  giving  a  de- 
cision on  a  point  whioh  was  of  the  utmost 
importanoe.  If  the  House  were  to  insist 
upon  the  production  of  Papers  and  Corres- 
pondeoce  which  concerned  the  preparation 
and  preliminary  consideration  of  measures, 
they  would  thereby  put  a  stop  to  that  free- 
dom of  criticism  which  was  always  invited 
OD  such  occasions,  and  which  contributed 
so  much  to  the  perfection  of  public  mea- 
sures. The  moment  that  it  became  known 
that  the  opinions  of  those  most  competent 
to  judge  of  public  measures,  and  who  were 
invited  to  express  them,  were  likely  to  be 
produced  in  that  House,  great  disadvantage 
to  the  public  service  would  result,  because 
everybody  would  naturally  shrink  from  the 
responsibility  he  would  have  to  encounter. 
Instead,  then,  of  the  Government  having 
the  advantage  of  the  suggestions  which 
they  were  in  *the  habit  of  receiving,  and 
the  information  and  criticism  which  better 
enabled  them  to  carry  out  any  changes 
which  they  contemplated  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  public  affairs,  they  would  find 
themselves  in  the  position  of  having  to 
deal  with  merely  mechanical  persona,  who 
would  afford  only  information  upon  points 
on  which  they  were  well  up,  and  they  (the 
Government)  would  lose  the  advantage 
ariaing  from  those  large  spontaueous  sug- 
gestions, and  from  that  general  information 
which  tended  greatly  to  the  advantage  of 
the  public  interests.  He  trusted  then,  for 
the  sake  of  the  public  service,  that  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  this  demand  for 
the  production  of  the  Papers  called  for. 

Question  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  DISRAELI,  referring  to  several 
other  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  said,  it 
waa  really  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee  upon 
the  Army  Vote.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Casbel  (Mr.  0*Beirne],  who 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  respecting  the 
Shoobnryness  experiments,  would  waive 
hia  right,  in  order  to  allow  the  Vote  in 
question  to  be  taken  in  Committee. 

Mr.  0*fiEIRNE  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Motion,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  him 


an  opportunity  of  bringing  that  most  im- 
portant matter,  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  before  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  The  hon.  Member 
can  bring  on  his  Motion  upon  the  Report 
of  Supply  under  any  circumstances. 

Mb.  0*BEIRNE  expressed  his  dissatis- 
faction with  such  an  arrangement. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  House  will  sit 
on  Saturday,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  then  afforded  the  oppor- 
tunity he  desires. 

Mb.  CANDLISH  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  put  down  the 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Bill  as  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  for  that  evening,  it 
having  been  fixed  for  the  Morning  Sitting? 
[••No,  no!"]  That  Bill  and  the  Irish 
Registration  Bill  must,  he  presumed,  be- 
come law  before  the  close  of  this  Session, 
the  Government  having  pledged  themselves 
to  carry  them.  The  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill  might  fairly  take  precedence 
that  evening  of  the  Cattle  Market  Bill. 
[••No,  no!"] 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  desired  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
declared  that  all  business  connected  with 
the  question  of  Reform  would  be  the  first  to 
be  wound  up.  The  Irish  Registration  Bill 
was  not  only  connected  with  Reform,  but 
its  immediate  passing  was  a  necessity. 
There  could,  therefore,  be  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  have  precedence  of  the  Cattle 
Market  Bill.  ["No,  no!"]  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ad- 
here to  the  declarations  which  he  had 
made,  and  either  proceed  with  Reform 
measures  or  assign  some  intelligible  reasons 
for  deviating  from  that  course. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  repeat  it  is  the 
determination  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  carry  the  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  Bill,  and  all  I  can  say  is  this — I 
will  not  advise  Her  Majesty  to  prorogue 
Parliament  until  that  measure  is  definitely 
decided  upon  by  the  House.  With  that 
view  alone  I  propose  a  two  o'clock  Sitting 
of  the  House  to  morrow  in  order  to  go  on 
with  that  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  appeal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Mllner  Gibson) 
on  the  subject  of  Corrupt  Practices,  I  do 
not  think  that  I  have  said  anything  to 
justify  that  phrase  as  a  description  of  my 
policy.  My  wish  is  to  fulfil  the  engage- 
ments I  have  made  with  a  number  of  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House,     I 
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and  I  feel  my.elf  bound  to  adhere  to  that  (IRELAND)._OBSERVATI0!IS. 

arrangement.     1  do  not,  of  courBe,  know        SiR  JOHN  QRAT  rose  to  call  attes* 

how  long  the  discussion  upon  that  subject  tion  to  the  alterations  reeentlj  made  in  Um 

may  take  ;  but  perhaps  it  maj  terminate  Second,  Third,  and  Fourth  Lessons  issoed 

before  the  usual  time  of  adjournment.     In  to  the  Schools  under  the  charge  of  the  Boari 

that  ease  we  shall  take  the  Irish  Regis-  of  National  Education,  Ireland ;   and  tc 

t ration  Bill,  which  is  on  the  Paper.    In  the  mo?e  for  the  Correspondence  and  llinntci 

new  fervour  for  Reform  principles  of  the  of  ETidence  of  the  Proceedings  in  refir- 

right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  ence  thereto.     The  hon.  Member  siid  il 

— of  which  by  the  way  he  gave  us  very  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Hoim 

little  taste  during  the  general  discussions —  that  at  the  close  of  last  Session,  when  Ibc 

he  seems  to  throw  a  doubt  upon  our  sin-  Education    Estimates    were    before    thi 

cerity  in  those  questions  immediately  con-  House,  he  raised  a  discussion  with  rafer 

nected  with   it.     He  may,  however,  rest  ence  to  primary  education  in  Ireland  ;  sad 

assured  that  the  Irish  Registration  Bill  will  he    then    showed    conclusively    that  tb 

pass  thid  Session,  because  without  it  we  mixed  system  of   education  was  a  nwri 

cannot  make   the   appeal  to  the   country  myth,  and   the  case  he  bad  on  that  osil* 

which  we  are  so   desirous   of  expediting,  sion  to  bring  under  their  notice  afforded! 

Allowing  this  arrangement,  then,  to  stand,  remarkable  illustration  of  the  curious eftll 

I  propose  that  on  to-morrow  at  two  o*ciock  of  attempting  to  prop  np  a  rotten  lyitM^ 

we  shall  proceed  with  the  Corrupt  Practices  and  of  the  false  position  that  fraodilml 

Bill.  system    enforced    the  Commissionen  If 

take.     The  illustrative  case  he  hadtoai- 

BRISTOL  ELECTION.-QUESTION.  duce   occurred  in  the  city  of   Kilkssq^, 

Mr.    Serjeant  GASELEB  said,  that  Z^'''),  be  had   the   honour' to  repreiMt 

having  given  way  to  the  Government  on  a  P'^  ^^^-  ^^  ^.^.'^^^J  PresbyterisuBr 

former   occasion    on    being  told   that  he  ;»ter,  casually  visited  the  model  scboil- 

should    have   an   opportunity  of   bringing  ^''^^  ^^'^^  *°^  complained  that  most 

this  subject  forward,  he  found  that    tht  P«>per    passages   were    admitted    loj 

pledge  given  by  the  Government  had  been  ^,"^5  ^^^«  *"^  sanctioned  by  the  Boiii 

fulfilled  by  his  Motion  being  placed  thirty-  ^*^^  ^"*  passage  pointed  out  as  impisM 

ninth  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day.     Finding  ^as   a   portion   of    the    >nost  fiqoiiiH^ 

he  should  be  out  of  Order  in  now  bringing  ^^'^"1'^"^    ^[    '/»!   "f '^"•^  ^*^»  JS 

forward  his  Motion,  he  wished  to  ask  the  f'^^  ^^/^!,  *•*?.  ^S?"^^  ^°T\ - 

Solicitor  General   in  the  absence  of   the  ^^^^  I^    a^"^'^'   ^^'^^  7^fi^ 

Attorney  General,    Whether  it   was    his  f^  ^"^   ^T^,  """  Tf^/^i^^J^l^ 

intention  to  prosecute  those  who  had  been  |"«T""  ^^^"^  '^  ^^^T^'  V"^  7^f  "^ 

guilty  of  bribery  and  other  malpractices  at  '«»«  l^nown  or  admired  in  EngUnd.  gii«« 

the  last  Bristol  election  ?  ,'"^**  ^'^^^uu  ""l^-  L''"^ '"*  \''TfZ 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he  »o^e .^^  ^a»*b  which  adorn  the  Imh  p 

had  no  doubt,  though  he  had  had  no  com-  »^^*  *  *"^|"^'  ""^^  ^^^™®?  improper  by* 

munication  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^ev  gentleman  becauae  it  cootaioed  thi- 

on  the  subject,  that  the  Attorney  General  ^®'*°" 

had  given  consideration   to  this  Question.  "  Her  beads  while  she  nambend. 

He  apprehended,  however,  that  his  learned  T*»f  baby  still  slambered. 


Friend  would  think  much  further  inquiry 
necessary  before  he  could  decide  upon  in- 
stituting proceedings,  about  the  result  of 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  judge. 

Mr.  NEATE  offered  his  notes  on  the 
evidence  taken  bfifure  the  Bristol  Election 
Committee  to  the  Attorney  General,  and 
assured  him  that  the  information  they  con- 
tained would  enable  him  to  prosecute  a 
dozen  persons  without  a  moment's  hesita- 
tion. 


Mr,  Disraeli 


And  smird  in  her  face  as  the  beodsd  krbn* 
*  Oh  !  bless'd  be  that  wamiog, 
My  child,  thy  sleep  adomiog,    ^ 

For  I  know  that  the  Angels  are  whiiperiaf  nl 
thee. 

"  *  And  while  they  are  keeping 
Bright  watoh  o*er  thy  sleepug. 
Oh !  pray  to  them  softly,  my  baby,  wttb  M 
And  say  thou  would'st  rather 
They'd  watoh  o'er  thy  £Uher         ^ 
For  I  know  that  the  Ancels  are  whiipvtaC*" 
thee.' " 


That  was  true  to  natare»  and  the  Cl 
sioners,  reoogniiing  the  faet,  bare  eriaw 
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a  Dew  edition  of  the  seeond  book,  from 
which  this  improper  ballad  has  been  ek- 
pungedp  in  conformity  with  Archbishop 
Whately's  role  of  shutting  oat  erery  alia- 
sion  to  Catholic  practices,  and  by  degrees 
Protestantiiing  the  children.  The  rere- 
rend  censor  proceeded  then  to  the  fourth 
book,  and  there  he  found  a  passage  quoted 
from  the  old  English  ehronioles,  ak  trans- 
lated by  John  S.,  deseriptire  of  the  death 
of  an  English  Catholic  Queen^  Philippa. 
The  dying  Catholic  Queen  is  described  by 
the  chronicler  as  making  the  sign  of  the 
Cross  on  her  heart — and  Lord  Bemers  trans- 
lated the  passage  in  the  same  way — and 
commending  her  husband  and  children  to 
the  protection  of  Hearen.  The  Rev.  Mr. 
Porter  objected  to  this  historical  work,  be- 
cause it  represented  the  dying  Christian  to 
have  made  the  sign  of  the  Cross,  and  the 
Commissioners,  true  to  the  ideas  of  miied 
education,  have  falsified  the  quotation  in 
a  new  edition,  to  please  the  bigotry  of 
those  who  abhor  the  symbol  of  redemption. 
The  third  book  came  then  under  his  censor- 
ship. It  contained  a  description,  by  a 
Protestant  historian,  of  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  of  the  Irish  ecclesiastical  sees 
— the  old  see  of  Glendaloogh,  known  to 
tourists  as  the  Seven  Churches.  The  his- 
torian referred  to  the  monastic  ruins,  once 
beautiful,  and  dedicated  to  the  serfice  of 
God,  but  now  in  desolate  decay,  and  be- 
cause they  were  built  by  Catholics  the  re?, 
gentleman  objected  to  its  being  said  that 
they  were  dedicated  to  Qod's  serrice,  and 
demanded  that  the  description  of  an  Irish 
roin  should  be  shut  out  from  schools  in 
which  Irish  children  are  taught.  He  (Sir 
John  Gray)  would  not  dwell  on  the  moral 
of  all  this ;  the  Commissioners  eomplied 
with  the  demand,  and  the  three  books  have 
been  cancelled  and  withdrawn  from  every 
school  in  Ireland,  and  new  editions  substi- 
tuted on  the  complaint  of  this  most  tole- 
rant advocate  of  the  mixed  system. 

The  Eabl  of  MAYO  sud,  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  responsible  for  the  altera- 
tions made  in  the  books  referred  to.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  a  list  of 
the  Returns  he  required,  he  (the  Earl  of 
If  aye)  would  take  care  to  furnish  him  with 
all  the  mformation  he  required. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKIITQTON  said,  in  re- 
ference to  a  Question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  Sheridan)  at 
an  early  part  of  the  day,  he  had  only  to 
Bay  that  Mr.  Goddard*s  name  was  a  long 
time  before  the  War  Office.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  communicate  with  him  (Sir 


John  PtJcington)  privately  he  would  en- 
deavour to  satisfy  him  upon  the  subject  he 
alluded  to. 

Main  Question  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,**  put,  and  ctgreed  to* 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply— 0Of>«ui^e<i  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"That  a  lum,  not  exceeding  £389,600,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majest/  (in  addition  to  the  sum  of 
£81,000  already  Yoted  on  account),  towards  de- 
fraying the  Charge  for  Full  Pay  of  Reduced  and 
Retir^  OflBoers,  and  Half  Pay,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  from  the  first  day  of  April 
1868  to  the  Slst  day  of  March  1869,  inclusive." 

Qbnsral  DUNNE  called  attention  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Military 
Reserve  Funds  ;  and  referred  to  the  several 
sohemes  suggested  for  promoting  retirement 
among  officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and 
Engineers,  contending  that  the  inducement 
to  he  offered  to  officers  to  retire  should  be 
equal  to  their  hopes  if  they  remain^  in  the 
corps.  The  system  of  purchasing  out  the 
officers  of  the  Engineers  and  of  the  Artillery 
with  sums  from  a  reserve  fund  to  which 
they  never  had  contributed  was  a  most  ob- 
jectionable one,  and  had  been  condemned 
by  a  Committee  who  had  gone  very  fully 
into  the  subject.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War 
would  inform  the  House  that  they  were 
going  to  put  an  end  to  this  mode  of  pur- 
chasing out  officers,  and  to  do  something 
towards  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  CHILDBRS,  while  admitting  that 
the  subject  was  a  difficult  one,  and  while 
not  blaming  the  Government,  thought  at 
the  same  time  that  it  was  very  un* 
fortunate  the  War  Department  had  not 
come  to  a  decision  in  reference  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  General  (General 
Dunne)  had  just  referred.  On  the  other 
question,  nothing  could  be  worse  than  the 
system  under  which  the  officers  of  non- 
purchase  corps  were  now  retired.  A  fixed 
sum  was  provided,  out  of  which  officers  of 
a  certain  standing  might  or  might  not, 
according  to  their  rank,  receive  snnuities 
of  £600  or  £450  a  year ;  but  it  was  a 
farce  to  call  this  a  system  of  retirement. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  there 
should  be  a  fixed  scale  according  to  length 
of  service,  and  that  officers  should  be 
allowed  to  oompound  for  the  payments  to 
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which  they  wonid  he  entitled.  The  only 
thing  the  House  had  got  hefore  them  in 
reference  to  the  intentions  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  was  a  Paper,  drawn  up  hy  the  actu- 
aries and  based  upon  speculations  entirely 
gratuitous,  as  far  as  the  Committee  were 
concerned,  on  the  part  of  gentlemen  in  the 
War  Department  and  at  the  Horse  Guards. 
It  was  true  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
came  before  the  Oommittee,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  heard  some  of  these  specula- 
tions; but  they  never  even  alluded  to  them  in 
their  Report ;  and  the  Paper  was  perfectly 
useless  so  far  as  the  House  might  want  it.. 
He  must  therefore  disregard  it  as  an  au- 
thority in  the  discussion  of  the  question. 
Even  according  to  the  view  of  the  parties 
themselves  the  scheme  was  so  absurd  that 
it  was  impossible  for  reasonable  men  to 
deal  with  it.  He  hoped,  seeing  what  ideas 
were  in  vogue  in  his  office,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  would 
not  commit  Parliament  and  the  country  to 
any  change  in  the  present  arrangements 
till  next  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON,  in  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (General  Dunne),  with  reference 
to  the  reserve  fund,  said,  that  as  the  change 
involved  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
was  a  very  important  one  he  thought  the 
best  course  to  adopt,  looking  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  army  was  to  consider  it 
during  the  Recess.  He  had  therefore  ap- 
plied to  the  Treasury  and  had  obtained 
their  sanction  to  deal  with  the  reserve  fund 
exactly  as  heretofore  up  to  the  time  when 
the  Estimates  would  be  introduced  next 
year.  By  that  time  the  Government  would 
have  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  course 
which  they  would  be  prepared  to  take  in 
reference  to  the  fund.  As  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Cbilders), 
he  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  already 
stated,  that  it  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary before  long  to  have  a  new  plan  of  re- 
tirement for  the  non-purchase  corps.  The 
questions  involved,  however,  were  very 
complicated  and  difficult,  and  it  was  far 
more  important  that  any  scheme  which 
was  devised  should  be  well  done  than  that 
it  should  be  done  quickly.  He  would  as- 
sure his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  that  no 
premature  action  would  be  taken  upon  the 
subject  to  which  he  referred,  and  that  no- 
thing would  be  done  without  the  sanction 
of  Parliament.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
be  content  with  his  assurance  that  during 
the  Recess  he  should  give  further  consider- 
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ation  to  the  anhjeot.  There  was  in  the 
Vote  they  were  about  to  pass  a  soni  of 
£5,000,  being  the  second  instalment  of 
£10,000  for  the  Engineers  ;  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  that  that  £5,000  should 
not  be  expended  as  was  intended. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  That  is  dbtinotlj 
my  wish. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  hsd 
no  objection  to  accept  the  suggestion. 

Colonel  JERYIS  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  understood  the  sob- 
ject.  This  £5,000  was  part  of  £10.000 
which  should  have  been  voted  last  year  for 
the  Engineers. 

Mb.  pace-be  re  SFORD  trusted  thst 
the  Committee  would  not  consent  to  with- 
draw this  £5,000. 

Captain  ARC  HD ALL  complained  of  the 
consolidation  of  barrack  districta»  thereby 
imposing  additional  duties  on  barrsek 
masters  for  which  they  were  inadequstelj 
paid. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  reiujned. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  Tcnwrmuft  at 
Two  of  the  o'clock. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  MICHAEL 
O'HANLON.— QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Ii  it 
the  fact  that  Michael  0*HanIon,  formerly 
a  resident  in  Belfast,  and  who  has  a  wife 
and  four  children  totally  dependent  for 
their  support  on  his  earnings  as  a  working 
gardener,  had  been  nearly  eighteen  montbi 
in  prison  ;  and,  if  so,  if  any  reason  can  be 
assigned  for  not  bringing  him  to  trisl  or 
admiting  him  to  bail  ? 

Thb  Eabl  of  mayo  said,  that  an  Order 
for  the  discharge  of  Michael  O'Hanloo  wu 
made  out  on  the  8th  of  this  month,  and  be 
had  heard  that  morning  that  he  had  been 
discharged  under  that  Order. 

NATURALIZATION  AND  EXPATRUTIOK- 

QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  woold 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  there  hss  been 
any  recent  Correspondence  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Qovemment 
of  the  United  States  on  the  question  of 
naturalization  and  expatriation  ;  and,  if  ee* 
whether  he  is  willing  to  lay  such  Corre- 
spondence upon  the  Table  of  the  Eoom' 
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Lord  STANLEY :  Sir,  the  House  will 
probably  ha?e  seen  in  some  English  news- 
papers the  Despatch  from  the  United 
States*  GoTernment  upon  this  subject,  to 
which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  That  Despatch  was  placed  in  my 
hands  a  few  days  ago,  and  it  appears  to 
hare  been  made  public  in  America  pre- 
Tioos  to  its  reaching  this  country.  Before 
it  came  into  my  hands,  I  had  written  to 
the  British  Minister  at  Washington  upon 
the  subject — a  Despatch  which  must  have 
crossed  that  of  Mr,  Seward  on  its  way  to 
this  country.  In  that  Despatch  I  ex- 
plained the  Tiews  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
Tcrnnient  upon  the  question  of  naturalisa- 
tion as  it  now  stands.  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  no  objection  to  lay  that  Despatch,  as 
well  as  that  of  Mr.  Seward,  upon  the 
table,  I  may  also  repeat  what  I  have 
already  stated  in  answer  to  a  Question  put 
to  me  in  this  House,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  quite  prepared  to  accept 
in  principle  the  views  of  the  naturalization 
question  for  which  the  United  States'  Go- 
Ternment contend,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
apprehend  that  any  misunderstanding  can 
arise'  oat  of  it.  We  have  declined,  how- 
ever, to  enter  into  any  treaty  upon  the 
subject  just  at  present,  for  two  reasons — 
firstly,  because  some  legal  details  have  to 
be  arranged,  and  are  now  being  considered 
by  the  Commission  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  and  next  because,  even  if  we  were 
to  act  irrespectively  of  the  Report  of  that 
Commission,  such  a  treaty  would  be  per- 
fectly useless  until  an  Act  of  Parliament  is 
passed  to  bring  it  ioto  operation.  I  need 
not  say  that  in  the  state  of  Business— not 
only  as  it  is  now  but  as  it  has  been  for  the 
past  month — it  would  have  been  useless  to 
attempt  to  bring  in  so  large  and  important 
a  measure.  If  it  should  be  my  fortune  to 
have  any  share  in  the  Government  next 
year,  I  shall  be  ready  to  introduce  a  Bill 
upon  the  subject  in  the  new  Parliament. 

METROPOLIS— NEW  COURTS  OF  JUS- 
TICE.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  Aldbbmait  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  notices  will  be  served 
during  the  autumn  on  the  owners  of  houses 
in  Holywell  Street,  and  also  on  the  owners 
of  houses  in  the  line  of  a  new  street  from 
the  Strand  to  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  on 
the  west  side  of  proposed  New  Law 
Courts,  in  order  that  a  Bill  may  be  brought 
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in,  during  the  next' Session  of  Parliament, 
to  provide  approaches  to  the  site  of  the 
New  Courts  of  Justice  by  the  removal  of 
Holywell  Street  and  the  formation  of  a 
new  street  from  the  Strand  to  Lincoln's 
Inn  Fields  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Royal  Commissioners  did  not 
recommend  the  removal  of  the  property 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
approaches  to  the  New  Law  Courts.  And, 
however  desirable  it  might  be  that  these 
houses  should  be  removed  for  metropolitan 
improvements.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  no  intention  of  giving  the  notices  with 
a  view  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  for  the  purchase 
of  the  property  next  year. 

IRELAND- 
FENIAN  PRISONERS,  WARREN  AND 
COSTELLO.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take  into 
favourable  consideration  the  question  whe- 
ther the  time  is  arrived  when  the  very 
heavy  sentences  passed  on  Warren  and 
Costello,  the  only  two  persons  of  the  crew 
of  the  Jachnell  who  have  not  been  re- 
leased, may  be  remitted  or  mitigated  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO,  in  |eply,  said,  he 
was  glad  the  hon.  Member  put  the  Ques- 
tion, because  considerable  misapprehension 
seemed  to  exist  upon  the  subject.  The 
two  prisoners  referred  to  were  convicted 
for  coming  to  Ireland  in  an  armed  vessel, 
and  cruizing  along  the  coast  in  order  to 
raise  an  armed  insurrection  against  the 
Queen.  The  only  evidence  given  against 
them  of  their  proceedings  in  the  United 
States  of  America — was  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Fenian  Brotherhood  pre- 
vious to  the  5th  of  March,  1867,  the  date 
of  overt  acts  connected  with  the  rising  in 
which  their  brother  conspirators  were 
engaged.  That  evidence  was  necessary  to 
connect  them  with  the  Fenian  society,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Treason 
Felony  Act  that  brought  them  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  country,  so  that  in 
reality  their  case  did  not  differ  in  any  con- 
siderable degree  from  those  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  Fenian  prisoners  tried  and 
convicted  in  Ireland.  He  was  afraid  the 
time  was  hardly  yet  come  when  it  would  be 
possible  to  enter  into  anything  like  a 
general  consideration  of  the  sentences 
passed  upon  the  Fenian  prisoners  with  a 
view  either  to  a  oommutation  or  a  remissioa 
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of  their  senteneei,  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  Bce  any  exception  in  the  case  of  these 
two  prisoners. 


IRELAND— INEQUALITY   OF  TAXATION 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  heen  directed  to  the  in- 
equality of  taxation  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  shown  by  Return  No.  345, 
printed  by  Order  of  this  House  on  the 
22nd  June  last,  by  which  it  appears  that 
the  amount  of  Revenue  for  each  £100  of 
as^^esscd  Property  and  Income  Tax  paid  by 
Great  Britain  in  the  year  1854  was 
£23  18«.  Uid.;  while  that  paid  by  Ire- 
land was  £27  15ir.  lid.  :  the  amount  paid 
by  Great  Britain  in  1861  was  £21  9«.  5^(2.; 
that  paid  by  Ireland  was  £29  28,  Hid.  : 
and  that  paid  by  Great  Britain  in  1866 
was  £17  14^.;  while  that  paid  by  Ireland 
was  £29  10«.  T^d.  per  cent. :  and,  whether 
he  proposes,  during  the  Recess,  to  consider 
this  inequality  of  taxation  with  a  view  to 
its  bein^  remedied  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  as  the  Question  affected  the  Treasury, 
perhaps  the  House  would  permit  him 
to  answer  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
The  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go?ern- 
ment  had  been  drawn  to  the  Return  lately 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  an 
inquiry  had  been  made  and  was  being  con- 
tinued into  the  causes  which  appeared  to 
show,  on  the  face  of  a  Return  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  in  his  Question,  what 
was  certainly  not  in  accordance  with  the 
common  impression,  that  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  was  in  a  higher  ratio  than  that  of 
England.  One  cause  probably  that  tended 
to  that  was  that  the  basis  of  Schedule  A 
in  Ireland  was  notoriously  lower  than 
the  basis  of  Schedule  A  in  England. 


METROPOLIS— PARK  LANE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  wonld  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  Whether 
the  Board  of  Works  are  going  to  pull  down 
the  public  houses  on  the  eastern  side  of 
Park  Lane,  since  the  proposal  to  widen 
the  Lane  through  Hamilton  Place  has  been 
rejected  ? 

Mr.  TITE  said,  in  reply,  that  in  1864 
an   application,  which  was  refused,   was 
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made  to  the  Oofemment  to  Mile  4  eoM- 

munication  through  the  Park.  The  same 
scheme  was  submitted  to  the  Qofemmeiit 
by  Mr.  Snell,  but  with  no  better  soceess. 
In  1865  the  Board  of  Works  introduced  i 
Bill  to  open  Hamilton  Place;  but  it  wii 
opposed  by  Mr.  Gore  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  after  being  referred  to  i 
Select  Committee,  it  was  rejected.  lo 
1866  the  Board  of  Works  brought  in  i 
Bill  to  open  up  Park  Lane  by  taking  dowi 
Gloucester  House.  In  1866-7  there  woe 
no  means  of  carrying  out  the  improvement 
through  the  Coal  and  Wine  duties,  and  tbe 
Bills  of  1866  and  1867  had  to  be  withdrawn. 
The  sanction  of  the  GoTernroent having  besB 
this  year  obtained  for  the  continuance  of  tbe 
Coal  and  Wine  do  ties,  a  Bill  was  broufshtii 
but  the  plan  of  taking  down  GloueesterHonM 
was  unfortunately  rejected  unanimously  bj 
the  Select  Committee.  The  question  wn, 
therefore,  still  open,  and  the  poasibiliiy  of 
widening  the  other  side  of  Park  Lane  wii 
under  consideration,  and  also  the  suggestim 
of  the  Committee  of  1868.  Not  a  momsnt 
would  be  lost  in  considering  the  question 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  and  he  hoped 
next  Session  to  be  able  to  bring  in  a  BiD 
by  which  this  desirable  improToment  might 
be  carried  out,  but  eertainly  not  by  Ike 
removal  of  Gloucester  House. 


IMPORTATION   OF  FOREIGN    CATTLE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  would  beg ti 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigi 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Commereial  Treitf 
between  Sweden  and  this  Country  eontaitf 
the  *'  most  favoured  nation  **  Clause ;  ui 
if  so,  whether  the  Government  propose  ti 
extend  to  cattle  imported  from  Swedes^ 
being  a  country  free  from  cattle  plagae-' 
similar  privileges  to  those  whioh  havebeo^ 
granted  to  cattle  imported  from  Portogal* 
Spain,  and  Normandy :  whether  it  woil^ 
not  be  in  accordance  with  our  Treatv  sb'^ 
gagements  with  Pruaaia,  which  embrace 
the  ''most  favoured  nation  ''  Clause,  tha^ 
similar  privileges  should  also  be  granted  H^ 
cattle  imported  from  Schleiwig  Holifen^ 
in  case  such  province  be  found  to  be  en^ 
tirely  free  from  cattle  plague  ;  and,  wbe^ 
ther  any  representations  have  been  nsdv 
to  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  in  reference 
to  the  importation  of  cattle  from  Dennark, 
and  whether  the  Government  dedinei  ts 
remove   the  existing  restrietiona  on  tb 
importation  of  cattle  born  DeuMik,  ^ 
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ifiodgli  tbat  eonntry  is  and  haa  been  en* 
tirely  free  from  cattle  plaffoe  f 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  r^ply,  that 
tfie  cotnmercial  treaty  between  Sweden 
and  this  country  did  contain  the  "most 
favoured  nation  "  clause,  but  stipulations 
of  that  kind  bad  not  been  held  to  apply, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  reasonable  tbat 
they  should  be  considered  as  applying  to 
restriotionB  temporarily  imposed  for  sani- 
tary porposes  only,  and  not  imposed  with 
%  fiew  of  giving  one  country  a  commercial 
advantage  over  another.  That  also  an« 
Bwered  the  second  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  related  to  our 
treaty  engagements  with  Prussia.  With 
regard  to  the  third  part  of  the  Question, 
many  representations  had  been  addressed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  although  these  representations 
were  addressed  to  the  Foreign  OflSce  in  the 
first  instance,  it  rested,  not  with  him,  but 
with  the  Council  Office  to  consider  what 
restrictions  should  be  imposed  for  sanitary 
purposes. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  if  the  re- 
atrictions  were  not  necessary  for  sanitary 
purposes,  he  understood  the  noble  Lord  to 
aay  the  "  most  favoured  nation  "  clause 
would  upply.  Therefore,  if  there  was  no 
cattle  plague  in  Sweden  and  Denmark, 
those  countries  had  a  right  to  demand  that 
that  clause  should  be  carried  into  effect. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  that  was  a 
matter  for  argument. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  not  as 
argument,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
wished  to  ask,  If  it  was  true  that  if  there 
was  no  cattle  plague  in  Sweden  and  Den- 
mark, the  "  most  favoured  nation''  clause 
applied  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  a  question  on  a  hypothe- 
tical case,  which  he  could  not  answer  on 
an  occasion  of  this  kind,  inasmuch  as  he 
would  have  to  enter  on  a  longer  discussion 
than  the  rules  of  the  House  would  permit 
him.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  raise  the  question,  he  had  better  bring 
it  on  in  a  form  in  which  it  might  be  de- 
bated. 

Hb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  wished  to 
ask,  Whether,  as  Denmark  was  free  from 
the  cattle  plague,  the  Government  intend 
to  withdraw  the  restrictions  on  the  impor- 
tation of  cattle  from  that  country  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  the 
question  was  not  as  to  the  landing  of  cattle, 
aince  that  was  permitted,  but  as  to  what 
waa  to  be  done  with  the  cattle  after  they 


were  landed.  Cattle  imported  from  Spain 
were  allowed  to  go  inland;  but  there  were 
reasons  why  the  regulations  passed  respect- 
ing cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  Brittany, 
and  Normandy  should  not  be  applied  to 
Denmark.  The  ships  that  went  to  Spain 
were  engaged  in  the  wine  trade  alone,  and 
did  not  go  to  any  other  country  than  Spain, 
so  that  there  was  no  danger  of  the  cattle 
contracting  any  dieeaae  on  board  those 
ships  ;  but  the  ships  that  went  to  Denmark 
went  also  to  Revel  and  the  Baltic  porta, 
and  cattle  might  very  well  contract  disease 
in  them.  Another  reason  was  that  Spain, 
Portugal,  Brittany,  and  Normandy  reared 
more  cattle  than  they  required  for  their 
own  use,  exportingonly,  but  not  importing; 
so  that  there  was  no  danger  of  the  cattle 
contracting  disease  before  their  embarka- 
tion ;  but  in  the  case  of  other  countries  this 
did  not  apply.  When  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  cattle  being  imported  from  Den- 
mark, he  must  mean  that  they  were  ex- 
ported from  Schleswig  and  Holstein  be- 
cause the  porta  were  in  those  provinces, 
and  cattle  from  Hungary,  Podolia,  Galicia, 
Stjria,  and  other  districts  where  the  cattle 
plague  was  indigenous,  were  conveyed  to 
the  ports  of  Schleswig  and  Holstein,  and 
might  be  brought  to  this  country.  For 
those  reasons  it  would  be  imprudent  to  ap- 
ply the  same  regulations  to  the  northern 
ports,  where  the  same  security  against 
cattle  plague  did  not  exist. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  had  confined 
his  question  to  Denmark  proper. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said, 
there  waa  no  port  of  export  from  Denmark 
proper. 

APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE  CUSTOMS,  Ac. 

QUBRIOK. 

Mr.  A.  RUSSELL  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  considering  the  re- 
cent decision  of  the  House  to  confer  the 
franchise  on  the  officers  of  the  Customs, 
Inland  Revenue,  and  Post  Office,  he  is  not 
of  opinion  that  Members  of  Parliament 
should  be  precluded  from  making  applica- 
tion in  favour  of  persona  seeking  employ- 
ment in  those  Departments  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  intention  of  legislating 
with  the  view  of  precluding  Members  of 
Parliament  from  making  application  in 
favour  of  persons  seeking  employment  in 
Government  Offices,  because  of  the  recent 
Act  removing  their  disabilitiea, 
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IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN  SHEEP. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  GILPIN  Bai(],  he  would  bep;  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Go?ernment  hate  auj  objection  to  con- 
tinue to  allow  Foreign  Sheep  imported 
into  London  to  be  removed  alive  to  popu- 
lous inland  towns  as  at  present,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Privy  Council ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
except  Foreign  Sheep  from  the  operation 
of  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
Bill? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  there  was  no  intention  to  pre- 
Tent  foreign  sheep  from  going  into  the 
country,  as  the  Order  in  Council  showed  ; 
but  the  evidence  adduced  against  the  Bill 
by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Milncr  Gibson) — he  referred  especially  to 
that  of  Mr.  Rudkin,  the  Chairman  of  their 
Market  Committee — proved  incontestably 
that  there  was  great  danger  in  the  free 
transit  of  foreign  sheep,  and  induced  the 
Committee,  and  the  Government  also,  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  prevent  sheep  from  infected  places 
from  going  into  the  country. 

DISTRIBUTION    OF     TROOPS     IN    THE 
NORTH  OF  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
What  were  tlie  circumstances  which  in- 
duced the  Government  to  send  50  men 
and  2  officers  of  the  28tb  Regiment  to 
Colcraine  on  July  13th  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  removal  of  men  to  particular  places 
could  not  be  taken  as  an  indication  that 
any  disturbance  of  the  public  peace  was 
apprehended.  The  fact  was,  that  they 
were  placed  only  in  those  spots  where 
their  services,  if  they  were  required,  would 
be  most  available,  and  the  sending  of  those 
troops  to  Coleraine  was  due  to  this  circum- 
stance alone. 

FIRES  FROM  RAILWAY  ENGINES. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  great  and 
increasing  destruction  of  growing  crops 
and  other  property  by  fires  caused  by  sparks 
from  Railway  Engines;  and  why  Railway 
Companies  should  not  be  prohibited  from 


using  Coals  in  Locomotive  EngiiMt  at  least 
till  the  harvest  is  ended  f 

Mr.  STEPHEN  C AYE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  received  no  recent 
communication  on  this  subject.  Fires 
were,  no  doubt,  occasionally  caused  by 
sparks  from  locomotives,  and  in  dry  wea- 
ther, such  as  that  which  now  prevails,  the 
danger  was,  of  course*  much  increased. 
Still,  if  negligence  could  be  proved  agaioit 
a  company,  it  was  liable  for  damages.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  wire  caps  should 
be  used  for  the  funnels,  snch  as  are  seen 
on  Italian  railways  ;  but  these  were  fonod 
materially  to  impede  the  draught,  and  be> 
sides  had  not  proved  effectually  preventivs. 
There  was  no  law  prohibiting  the  use  of 
coals,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  was  alio 
powerless  in  the  matter  ;  the  objection  ti 
the  substitution  of  coke  consisted  in  iCi 
much  heavier  cost.  Sparks,  like  smoke, 
were  formed  of  particles  of  imperfecdj 
consumed  fuel,  and  a  clause  in  the  Railway 
Regulation  Bill  of  this  Session,  which 
provided  for  a  more  perfect  consumptioo  of 
smoke,  would,  he  hoped,  tend  to  prevosl 
the  mischief  of  which  his  hon.  FriosJ 
complained. 

CATTLE  PLAGUE  COMPENSATION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  read  said,  he  wished  to  ask  dw 
Vice  President  of  the  Privy  Council,  If  iH 
the  Claims  for  Cattle  Plague  CompensatioB 
are  settled  ;  and  when  the  final  Report « 
the  Cattle  Plngne — a  great  portion  of  vbiek 
has  been  in  type  since  May,  1867 — willbi 
in  the  hands  of  Members;  and,  whether  At 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  CoH' 
cil    Office    is   likely    to    be   permanent « 
and,    if  so,    why  Agricultural    StatislieH 
which  cost  last  year  £18,000.  the  CorO 
Averages,   costing  annually  £2,700,  so^ 
other  Returns  connected  with  Agrieultor^* 
should  not  be  collected  through  this  0^^ 
fice? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU,  in  rtplf"^ 
said,  although  there  were  still  thlrty-e»^ 
outstanding  claims  for  compensatioD, 
delay  was   not  in  the   Conneil  Office ;  t^ 
arose  from  the  difficulty  of  getting  the 
ccssary  information  from  the  clerks  of  tk^ 
local  authorities.     The  final  Report  oo  tkp 
Cattle  Plague  was  now  awaiting  only  tkr 
completion  of  the  medical  Report  sod  As 
illustrations.     It  was  true  that  portioBiof 
it  were  in  type  in  May,  1867,  bat  tkoM 
portions  consisted  only  of  the  ststtstics  ^ 
1865  and  1866.    The  Report^  whan  io*- 
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pleted,  would  oontain  a  full  hittorj  of  the 
Outbreak,  from  its  commencement  to  its 
termination.  It  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  early  in  the  Recess.  The  Trea- 
sury has  appointed  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  desirability  of  making  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy  Council 
permanent,  and  the  Commission  will  meet 
in  a  few  days.  The  remaining  portion  of 
the  Qaestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  was 
unable  to  answer. 

POST  ^OFFICE- VANCOUVER'S    ISLAND. 

QUESTION. 

YiscoUNT  MILTON  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  VlThether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Ta- 
ble of  the  House,  a  copy  of  tho  Despatch  of 
Mr.  Card  well  to  the  uovernor  of  Yancou- 
Ter*s  Island,  dated  11th  October,  1865, 
No.  57,  transmitting  Copy  of  Correspond- 
ence with  the  Treasury  and  the  Post  Office 
relating  to  the  postal  communication  be- 
tween that  Colony  and  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  could  not  see  the  use  of  giving  to  the 
House  a  despatch  from  a  late  Secretary 
of  State  to  a  late  Governor  of  a  colony 
which  no  longer  existed,  respecting  nego- 
tiations which  had  come  to  an  end.  New 
negotiations  were  now  on  foot,  which  he 
had  recently  stated  to  the  House ;  but,  for 
reasons  he  then  gave,  it  would  n^  be  proper 
to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  table  respecting 
tbem  until  they  had  come  to  a  conclusion. 

TURKET—EMBASST  HOUSE  AT 
THE  RAPIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Estimate  founded  upon  the  plan  of  Colonel 
Gordon,  which  was  selected  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  new  Embassy 
House  at  Therapia ;  and  whether  the 
eootract  has  been  entered  into  for  the 
erection  of  that  house  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER.BOOTH,  in  reply,  said 
be  was  unable  to  lay  upon  the  table  the 
Estimates  and  plans  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  because,  although  the 
Estimate  would  not  exceed  £10,000,  the 
plan  had  been  materially  altered.  Colonel 
Gordon  had  left  Constantinople,  and  the 
gentleman  now  in  charge  of  the  building 
was  the  British  Consul  at  Constantinople  ; 
he  believed  the  interests  of  economy  would 
be  best  consulted  by  leaving  the  matter  in 
bis  hands.     ETerjthing  hiMl  been  done  to 


insure  that  the   work  should  be  carried 
out  economically. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET;BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
it  having  been  given  in'evidence  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolitan 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  that  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  would  have  the 
effect  of  considerably  raising  the  Govern- 
ment Contracts  for  the  supply  of  cattle  for 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  thus  of  increasing 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  Whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  providing 
that  foreign  cattle,  whether  imported  into 
London  or  any  other  port,  may  be  forwarded 
alive,  on  the  same  conditions  as  English 
cattle,  to  Aldershot,  Portsmouth,  and 
Chatham,  >nd  other  [military  and  naval 
establishments,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Privy  Council? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member*rather  tended  to  antici- 
pate the  discussion  which  would  probably 
arise  on  the  first  Order  of  the  Day.  As 
he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  under- 
stood it,  the  evidence  of  the  Government 
contractors  was  that  they  would  be  able 
to  supply  dead  meat  at  Aldershot  cheaper 
than  live  meat.  He  did  not  think  this  was 
a  convenient  time  for  discussing  contradic- 
tory opinions  on  the  point. 

IRELANIX-BARRAGES  AT  HULLINGAR. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  in  the  absence 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Captain 
Greville)  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  the 
large  and  commodious  Barracks  at  Mul- 
lingar  have  for  some  time  been  unoccupied 
by  a  Regiment  of  the  Line,  and  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  are  only  two  Com- 
panies quartered  there ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  central  situation  of  Mullin- 
gar  Barracks,  on  a  line  of  Railways  which 
connects  it  with  the  North  and  South,  aa 
well  as  the  East  and  West  of  Ireland,  he 
does  not  think  it  desirable  that  as  large  a 
force  should  be  kept  there  now  as  for- 
merly ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Irish  Goternment  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  distribution  of  the  troops  in 
Ireland,  except  in  cases  of  preserving  the 
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public  peace;  all  ordinarj  moTements  of 
the  Army  were  directed  by  the  War  Office. 
His  own  opinion,  however,  was  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  station  troops  at  Mul- 
lingar  in  any  considerable  force. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE  MAR- 
KET {re-cammitied)  BILL— [Bill    139.] 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr,  Bunt) 

COMMITTEE.       ADJOXTRNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[26th  June],  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair;''  and  which  Amendment 
was, 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  requiring 
that  in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  the 
Cattle  Plague  into  this  Country  from  abroad,  all 
foreign  cattle  and  other  animals  imported  into  the 
Port  of  London  shall  be  landed  at  one  proscribed 
spot,  and  shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive,  ought 
not  to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general. policy 
of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the  foreign 
cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the  United  King- 
dom,"— {Mr,  Milner  Gibson,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  *'That  the 
Tvords  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  that  the  question 
raised  by  the  Bill  itself  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  heing  nothing  less  than 
this — wiiether  this  country  should  continue 
the  policy  which  it  had  been  pursuing  for 
twenty  years,  or  whether  it  should  reverse 
that  policy.  Parliament  had  now  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  revert  to  Protection 
or  persevere  in  the  great  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  which  had  led  to  results  so  bene- 
ficial, not  only  to  this  country,  hut  to  all 
the  world.  The  Government  had  intro- 
duced a  Bill  of  a  most  protective  kind — 
and  how  had  it  heen  introduced  ?  It  had 
been,  at  least,  as  far  as  regarded  the 
principle  involved  in  it,  smuggled  into  the 
House  in  the  first  instance  ;  but  when  it 
came  before  the  Select  Committee  he  and 
other  hon.  Members  perceived  that  it  was 
a  measure  of  rank  Protection.  Jt  would 
defeat  one  of  the  great  objects  Sir  Robert 
Peel  had  in  view  when  asking  Parliament 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  Free  Trade  in 
cattle  —  namely,  that  of  securing  to  the 
people  of  this  country  meat  at  prices 
within  their  reach.  During  the  investi- 
gation conducted  by  the  Select  Committee 
it  was  admitted  on  all  hands—- by  the  ad- 
Tocates   as  well    as    by  the  opponents  of 

Ihe  Earl  of  Mayo 


the  Bill — that  the  effect  of  the  meeaure 
would  be  to  raise  prices  very  much.    Gra- 
ziers certainly  said  that  its  effect  would  be 
to  bring  about  Free  Trade;  but  when  asked 
what  they  meant  by  Free  Trade  they  SMd 
they  meant  free  competition.     When  the 
inquiry  was  carried  a  little  further  it  ap« 
peared  that  they  meant  competition  among 
themselves,   but   a  keeping    out    of   the 
foreigner.     Within  a  few  months  after  the 
passing   of  this    Bill  the   importation  of 
foreign  cattle  would  come  to  an  end.    In- 
deed, he  might  refer  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  in  support  of 
that  proposition,  for  the  noble  Lord  had 
frequently   avowed    in    that    House  thtt 
foreign  dealers  would  not  send  their  cattle 
to  this  country  if  the  animals  were  to  be 
slaughtered  at   the   port  of   debarkation. 
But  the  Select  Committee  had  beard  the 
evidence  of  more  practical  men  than  the 
noble  Lord — botchers  and  farmers.     The 
latter  said  that  if  this  Bill  passed  prieei 
would  be  improved  ;  and  they  added  thtt, 
in  their  opinion,  prices  ought  to  be  im- 
proved.     The   butchers    stated   that  the 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  advancing 
prices  ;    but  their  objection   to  this  wii 
that,  while  prices  would  be  increased  the 
supply  would  be  diminished.     Perhaps  it 
had   been   the   desire   of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  that  some  of  bii 
party  should  be  educated    in  Free  Trsds 
principles  by  the    right  hon.  Member  ftf 
Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  and  other  Ksn* 
hers  of  the  Committee;  but  he  did  not  thick 
anything  had  heen  effected  in  that  way  bl- 
yond  getting  some  of  the  right  hon.  Gestle- 
man's  (Mr.  Disraeli's)  supporters  toadait 
that  if  you  limited  the  supply  and  incrtsM^ 
the  demand  you  would  raise  prices.  The  pit' 
tence  for  the  Bill  was  the  rinderpest,  whieb 
had  visited  this  country  a  year  or  a  jttf 
and  a  half  ago  ;  but  it  had  not  been  sbovi 
that  such  a   measure  was   necessary  te 
keeping  that  disease  out  in  future,  or  tbil 
it  would  effect   that   object.     Before  tb* 
Committee,  M.  Eouher,  the  chief  of  tbi 
Department    in    France   which    bad  ibi 
matter  under  its  charge,  attended  for  dn 
purpose  of  explaining  what  arrangenaiH 
were  made  for  preventing  the  ravages* 
rinderpest  across  the  Channel.     The  poM- 
tion   of  France   was   far  less  favonrsbii 
than  ours,  and  yet,  though  they  had  tbi 
disease  there  eight  or  ten  times,  they  hil 
never  found  any  difficulty  in  stampisf  '^ 
out  without  in  any  degree  giving  np  Ai 
full  and  free  importation  of  foreign  estdti 
It  was  very  instructi?e  to  see  hov  tUi 
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informtttoii  was  reoeiTod  bj  the  conntrj 
Gentlemen  on  the  Committee.  One  would 
heTo  thought  thej  would  have  listened  to 
it  with  the  greatest  interest;  hut  it-  was 
evident  that  M.  Rouher  had  had  in  them 
a  comparatively  unwilling  audience.  In 
France  the  rinderpest  had  been  stamped 
out  with  a  loss  of  600  head,  whereas  it 
eost  us  278.000.  besides  54.000  that  had 
been  slaughtered  on  account  of  the  disease. 
In  Austria,  too,  which  was  the  only  country 
where  rinderpest  still  existed,  the  plague 
was  confined  to  one  or  two  provinces,  and 
surely  the  Government,  before '  they  sub- 
jected the  country  to  a  tax  of  £2,000,000, 
or  £3,000,000  in  the  enhanced  price  of  their 
food,  ought  to  have  inquired  how  the  Ger- 
mans contrived  to  restrict  the  malady 
within  a  few  districts.  Depend  upon  it, 
the  real  rinderpest  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  feared  was  foreign  competition. 
There  was  a  minor  point  on  which  he  de- 
sired information.  Did  the  Government 
intend  to  adhere  to  their  resolotion  to  ad- 
mit cattle  from  Spain,  Portuffal,  and 
Brittany  ?  If  they  did,  it  seemed  to  him 
hardly  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
country  to  attempt  thus  to  evade  our  ob- 
ligations under  **  the  most  favoured  nation" 
efanses  of  our  treaties.  The  only  effect 
•f  this  Bill  would  be  to  raise  seriously  the 
price  of  meat.  This  would  especially  be 
the  case  in  London,  for  two  reasons — be- 
cause it  would  limit  the  supply,  and  be- 
eause  the  expense  of  the  coostruction  of 
the  foreign  market  would  fall  upon  the 
metropolis.  It  had  been  estimated  that 
the  cost  would  be  nearly  £500,000;  and 
it  was  also  believed  that  it  would  be  four 
er  five  years  before  the  market  could  be 
opened;  so  that,  during  all  that  time,  the 
meat  market  would  be  in  a  state  of  con- 
fusion and  uncertainty.  A  rise  of  price  in 
the  article  of  meat  touched  the  comfort  of 
the  people.  In  1866  the  number  of  foreign 
cattle  in  the  metropolitan  market  was 
343.000  head,  and  in  1867  that  number 
was  decreased  by  56,000,  or  nearly  15  per 
cent.  It  was  diflScuIt  to  measure  the 
amount  of  privation  and  suffering  caused 
by  that  diminution.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  never  consent  to  infringe  on 
the  great  policy  of  Free  Trade,  and  that 
the  friends  of  that  policy  would  by  their 
vigilance  and  perseverance  prevent  the 
adoption  of  such  a  law  as  the  one  now  pro- 
posed. It  might  appear  to  be  harmless  ; 
but  he  believed  that  it  would  prove,  if  it 
was  passed,  a  most  vicious  and  prejudicial 
pieee  of  legislation. 


Sib  J.  CLARKE  JERYOIBE  said, 
that  the  Medical  Officer's  Report  in  1863 
stated  that  the  diseases  which  figured 
behind  the  dead  meat  market  were  various. 
The  more  important  were  contagious  fevers, 
parasitic  diseases  and  typhoid  ;  and  Mr. 
Gamgee  (who  was  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
be  a  great  authority  on  such  subjects) 
stated  it  to  be  his  belief  that  one-fifth  of 
the  mutton,  beef,  veal,  Ac,  sold  in  this 
countfy  was  considerably  diseased.  He 
also  stated  that  the  epidemic  diseases  were 
entirely  owing  to  the  importation  of  diseased 
meat,  and  that  by  the  adoption  of  more 
strict  precautionary  measures  it  might  be 
greatly  reduced.  It  was  well-known  thai 
pleuro -pneumonia  was  one  of  the  roost 
fatal  kinds  of  cattle  disease,  yet  up  te  the 
year  1845  it  was  absolutely  unknown  in 
this  country.  The  number  of  cattle  im« 
ported  in  1860  was  104,000,  and  three 
times  the  number  imported  died  of  disease. 
He  had  another  duty  to  discharge  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter.  In  *'  another  place,'' 
when  the  cattle  plague  was  under  discus- 
sion, all  sorts  of  threats  and  menaces  were 
held  out  against  every  magistrate  who 
neglected  his  duty  by  not  enforcing  these 
Orders.  Now  he  had  often  offended  in  this 
way,  and  as  he  believed  that  these  threats 
were  levelled  at  him,  and  as  he  was  not 
allowed  to  say  what  Orders  he  would  enforce, 
and  what  he  would  not,  he  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  announce  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
retire  from  the  bench.  He  did  not  charge 
the  Government  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site with  having  in  view  the  reversal  of 
Free  Trade ;  but  he  must  say  such  was  their 
tendency.  The  Notice  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  was  pot  there  partly  in  irony. 
It  was  to  this  effect— > 

"  That  any  legal  rMtriotionson  the  importation 
of  foreign  oaiUe  are  premature,  qntil  the  request 
to  the  RuMun  GoTemment  to  appoint  an  Inter- 
national Commission  to  consider  the  possibility 
of  arresting  the  cattle  plagaein  its  place  of  origin, 
the  Steppes  of  Russia,  determined  hj  the  Inter- 
national Congress  held  at  Zurich  in  September 
leer,  to  whloh  Profeaior  Simoods  was  delegated 
by  the  President  of  the  Priry  Council,  shall  have 
reoeired  an  answer." 

The  whole  course  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
been  full  of  mistakes.  First  of  all,  they 
had  the  stories  about  plenro-pneumonia, 
with  the  loss  of  £6.000.000— an  exagger- 
ated  statement.  Then  they  sent  oot  Mr. 
Simon,  the  Officer  of  Health,  to  the  Conti- 
nent to  traee  out  the  origin  of  the  plague. 
He  went  to  Holland  ;  but  it  was  not  there. 
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He  went  farther  and  farther  on  with  like 
suceeBS,  until  at  last  he  overtook  it  in 
Galicia,  where  he  found  four  infected  heasts 
that  had  juBt  come  out  of  the  Steppes. 
But  when  Mr.  Simon  was  asked  whether 
he  went  on  to  the  Steppes,  he  said  '*  No, 
for  if  he  had  he  would  not  have  heen  al- 
lowed to  come  hack  again."  In  fact,  Mr. 
Simon  made  a  joke  of  the  whole  matter. 
Then  came  the  Report  of  the  Commission- 
ers, who  said  that  the  stamping-out  system 
was  only  useful  when  there  were  a  few 
cases.  The  right  hon.  Memher  for  Calne 
(Mr.  Lowe)  said  that  the  Commissioners 
derived  all  their  information  from  the  Re- 
port of  the  medical  officers,  which  was  a 
mistake. 

Mb.  BRUCE  said,  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  the 
Commissioners  had  not  consulted  the  medi- 
cal officer. 

Sir  J.  CLARKE  JERVOISE  :  The 
Commissioners  said  in  their  Report  that 
they  depended  upon  the  excellent  judgment, 
information^  and  experience  of  their  medical 
officer,  Mr.  Simon  ;  but  when  Mr.  Simon 
came  to  be  examined  before  a  Committee, 
and  was  asked  what  he  knew  about  the 
cattle  plague,  he  said  he  could  only  speak 
as  one  of  the  party,  and  that  he  knew 
nothing  about  it.  In  September  last,  Mr. 
Simon  was  again  sent  into  Germany,  and 
on  his  return  home  he  reported  that  he  had 
attended  a  Convention  of '  scientiflo  men 
from  all  parts  of  the  worlds-even  Russia 
and  Turkey  being  included.  This  Con- 
vention had  come  to  a  resolution  to  send  to 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  to  request  him  to 
take  steps  for  the  suppression  of  the  cattle 
plague  at  the  place  of  its  Origin  on  the 
Steppes.  Being  curious  to  know  the  result 
of  this  deputation,  he  put  a  question  on 
the  subject  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu),  but  the  noble  Lord  informed 
him  that  that  subject  was  not  in  his  De- 
partment, he  ought  to  apply  to  the  Foreign 
Secretary.  He  accordingly  put  the  same 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary  (Lord  Stanley)  and  he  got  from 
him  the  same  answer  as  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council. 
It  was  stated  by  the  officers  of  the  Customs 
that  there  was  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the 
statement  that  the  disease  was  imported 
from  abroad.  It  seemed  to  be  their  opinion 
that  it  was  spontaneous.  It  had  been 
stated,  and  he  believed  with  great  truth, 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  shake  off  their  responsibility  in  this 
Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervaue 


matter  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to 
make  this  House  responsible  for  the  sets 
of  the  Privy  Council.     That  Act  wsb  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Prevention  Act,  which 
was  itself  a  mistake,  because  it  provided 
that  in  the  case  of  cattle  slaughtered  bj 
mistake  compensation  should  be  given  to 
the  owner.     That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
bonus  on  fraud  and  ignorance.    Now,  ho 
thought  if  there  was  one  thing  in  which 
there  could  be  no  mistake,  it  was  this,  thit 
the  cattle  plague  was  capable  of  origins  ting 
spontaneously.     If  it  did  so  in  one  case  it 
might  do  so  in  all,  and  then  down  went  all 
the  Resolutions  of  the  Privy  Council.  Ith&d 
been  said  that  the  hardships  undergone  bj 
the  cattle  in  conveying  food  across  the  Rub- 
sian  Steppes  would  be  got  rid  of  by  the  for- 
mation of  railways  now  in  progress,  and  that 
the  diseases  consequent  upon  their  hard- 
ships would  be  prevented.     If  that  were 
so,  Russian  cattle  would   arrive   in  this 
country  in  good  condition.     He  hoped  tbe 
House  would  hesitate  before  passing  the 
present  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  T.  PAGET  believed  that  this 
question  had  been  introduced  under  tbe 
shield  of  Protection,  carried  on  by  Protec- 
tion arguments,  and  he  feared  that  it  woald 
dose  with  the  cry  of  Protection.  He  was 
not,  therefore,  surprised  that  that  cry  hsd 
been  so  ably  met  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson). 
If  the  arguments  on  the  one  side,  however, 
savoured  too  much  of  Protection  those  on 
the  other  side  savoured  too  much  of  Free 
Trade,  and  to  neither  side  did  he  feel  dis- 
posed to  give  implicit  adherence.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  waa  very  desir- 
able that  a  market  should  be  established 
where  the  butchers  of  Brighton  and  other 
towns  might  enter  into  competition  with 
the  London  butchers,  instead  of  all  the 
foreign  cattle  coming  into  London  beiog 
at  once  killed  and  consumed  in  the  me- 
tropolis. The  Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  far 
from  faultless,  but  he  should  certainly  sop- 
port  the  going  into  Committee,  in  the  be- 
lief that  the  principle  on  which  it  wu 
founded  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  the  Bill  was  a 
very  important  one,  and  it  waa  utterly  im- 
possible to  give  it  the  consideration  it  de- 
served. Where  were  the  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters ?  Was  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  the  only  Member 
of  the  Government  responsible  for  the  Bill^ 
It  was  most  disrespectful  to  the  House  that 
no  Cabinet  Minister  was  present  at  a  dis- 
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CQssion  of  Bach  importance.  He  rcgftrdcd 
freedom  of  trade  as  an  established  principle 
of  legislation,  and  thought  it  out  of  the 
question  to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  There 
was  no  hope  or  expectation  in  any  quarter 
that  it  would  pass  this  Session.  There 
were  twenty-one  Orders  on  the  Paper,  and 
they  had  better  proceed  to  them.  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 
11b.  OILPIN  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumed.'* — 
{Mr.  HadfiM.) 

LoBi)  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  assent  to  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Hadfield)  had  given  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  adjourned.  The  Bill  had 
been  introduced  in  December,  and  it  was 
afterwards  most  carefully  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee.  He  had  yet  to  learn 
that  it  is  the  practice  of  Cabinet  Ministers 
to  speak  at  the  beginning  of  a  debate.  As 
regarded  the  absence  of  the  Cabinet  Mi- 
nisters at  the  present  moment,  the  hon. 
Member  knew  that  this  was  the  dinner 
hoar.  There  was  ample  time  to  pass  this 
Bill,  and  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  there  should  be  a  decision  of  the  House. 
He  had  placed  the  question  before  the 
House  on  the  ground  of  Free  Trade,  and 
not  of  Protection.  He  believed  the  majo- 
rity of  the  people  of  this  country  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  There  was  ample  time 
to  have  passed  it  long  ago  had  it  not  been 
for  the  factious  delays  that  were  offered. 
[*'0h!"]  It  was  introduced  on  the  5th 
of  December,  read  a  second  time  on  the 
12th  February,  and  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  where  it  was  under  considera- 
tion for  more  than  two  months.  When 
the  Bill  came  down  again  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Qibson)  moved  that 
the  Report  should  be  sent  to  the  Examiner 
of  Standing  Orders,  which  had  no  other 
effect  than  to  lose  more  time.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  over-ride  the 
opinion  of  the  House  by  dodges. 

Mb.  ATRTON  rose  to  Order,  and  said 
that  the  word  **  dodge  '*  ought  not  to  be 
Applied  to  any  action  which  a  Member  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  might, 
in  his  duty,  think  proper  to  take. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  thought  that  the  noble 
XiOrd  was  scarcely  in  Order  in  using  the 
ivord  *'  dodge  "  in  the  remarks  which  he 
Isad  made.    He  had  better  confine  himself 


to  the  reasons  against  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
did  not  menn  anything  offensive  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  the  contrary. 
What  he  meant  to  convey  was  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  had  been  somewhat 
ingeniously  strained  to  prevent  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  the  debate 
would  not  be  adjourned  until  they  had  had 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  the  opinions  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  perhaps  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself,  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  when  this 
Bill  was  under  diseussion  on  another  occa- 
sion, he  took  the  liberty  of  pointing  out 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed, 
and  there  might  be  some  misapprehension 
as  to  his  views.  ['*  Divide  !"]  We  have 
not  yet  heard  the  opinion  of  one  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  Treasury  Bench  has 
not  now  a  single  occupant.  Possibly  that 
may  be  taken  as  a  type  of  the  mental  state 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  not  heard  one  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  The  only  Minister  who  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  was  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  he  was  not  cognisant  of 
the  nature  of  the  Bill.     ["  Divide  ! "] 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Select  Committee,  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject,  although,  not  being 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  did  not  fulfil 
the  condition  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House  (Mr.  Ayrton).  At  this  time  of  the 
evening,  however,  it  was  somewhat  on- 
reasonable  to  expect  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  be  seated  on  the  Treasory 
Bench.  The  question  placed  before  the 
Select  Committee  was,  whether  this  Bill 
was  a  proper  one,  and  one  which  should 
become  the  law  of  the  country.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  had  had  great  difficulty  in 
sitting  on  the  same  Committee  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson),  for  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  been 
animated  by  two  feelings  — the  one  an 
insuperable  hatred  to  Protection,  and  the 
other  an  almost  idolatrous  love  of  Free 
Trade.  His  love,  however,  began  abroad 
and  ended  abroad.  His  love  for  a  foreign 
ox  was  something  touching  ;  his  love  for  a 
foreign  sheep  was  something  beatific  ;  but 
the  centre  of  his  affection  seemed  to  be  in 
a  foreign  goat ;  whether  the  attraction  was 
in  its  horns,  in  its  aroma,  or  in  its  milk, 
in  association  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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man's  infantine  days,  did  not  appear.  But 
of  this  he  (Mr.  Freshfield)  was  quite  sure, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  neither 
sympathy,  affection,  nor  allegiance  with 
the  typical  John  Bull  of  our  own  native 
laud.  The  object  of  the  Committee  had 
been  to  determine  whether  the  Bill  was 
calculated  to  meet  the  purpose  of  its 
framers — namely,  to  make  provision  for 
the  streams  of  cattle  which  converged  into 
the  metropolis.  It  was  found  that  the  re- 
strictions with  regard  to  London  amounted 
to  a  cattle  plague  in  themselves,  by  the 
cordon  which  was  drawn  around  the  me- 
tropolis, and  by  the  edict  that  all  the  cat- 
tle within  that  area  must  not  leave  it  alive, 
the  result  beiog  scarcity  of  supply  and 
enhanced  cost  to  the  consumer.  It  was 
most  remarkable  that  a  witness  summoned 
to  give  evidence  against  the  Bill,  and  who 
stated  that  he  landed  more  than  half  the 
foreign  cattle  which  came  to  England,  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
the  measure  was  a  wise  one. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  The  witness 
had  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  he  was 
promised  compensation. 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD  :  The  agent  had 
prepared  a  very  general  petition  ;  but  the 
witness  declared  on  his  oath  that  the  form 
of  his  petition  was  a  mistake,  and  that  he 
had  never  any  other  feeling  than  that  the 
measure  was  a  right  and  proper  one.  Gould 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that?  This 
evidence,  although  amusing,  was  at  the 
same  time  instructive.  As  to  the  Members 
of  the  Select  Committee  voting  in  small 
majorities,  all  he  (Mr.  Freshfield)  could 
say  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  man  of  such  astute  mind,  that  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  for  persons  less 
sophisticated  than  himself  to  understand 
the  mode  in  which  he  conducted  the  case  ; 
and  he  dressed  up  his  objections  in  so  many 
forms  that  it  was  difficult  to  recognize  the 
staple  of  them  ;  and  no  kaleidoscope  could 
give  them  more  varied  shape.  As  far, 
however,  as  one  could  collect  them,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  main  objections  to 
the  Bill  were  these— First,  he  complained 
that  they  were  legislating  for  contingen- 
cies ;  that  the  oattle  plague  might  have 
existed,  but  that  it  existed  no  longer  ;  and 
that  they  were  imposing  a  heavy  perma- 
nent burden  on  the  country.  That  cer- 
tainly was  rather  an  extraordinary  argu- 
ment to  emanate  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  considering  that  ihe  occupants  of 
that  Bench  had  been  endeavouring  to  pass 
a    Suspensory   Bill    which    should    nave 
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operation  only  in  the  oontingeaoy  rf  As 
passing  of  another  Bill  which  bad  not  besi, 
and  he  trusted  never  would  be,  passed,  f« 
the  disestablishment  and  disendowment  o( 
the  Irish  Church.    The  cattle  plagoe  wu 
a  patent  and  disastrous  fact  in  oar  annali; 
and  it  was  as  certain  that  it  would  retan 
as  that  the  extent  of  the   evil,  when  it 
came,  would  depend  on  the  legislation  o( 
Parliament.     Next,  the  right  hon.  G^tle- 
man  told  them  that  the  market  would  eoit 
£500,000.  But  let  them  look  at  the  other 
side  of  the  account.   What  was  the  cost  of 
the  cattle  plague  ?    Since  the  porta  wen 
opened  2,000;000  head  of  cattle  bad  diei 
at  a  loss  of  not  less  than  £60,000.000. 
Since  the  last  outbreak  of  tbat  plague  it 
was  computed  that  some  3(X),000  catth 
had  died,  causing  a  loss  of  not  leaa  tku 
£9,000,000    sterling.     What    tben    wu 
£500,000  f    Barely  a  year's  interest  it 
5  per  cent  on  the  loss  they  had  anstaioed. 
Then  it  was  said  that  the  measure  was  u 
imperfect  one,  and  that  thej  were  Icgii- 
lating  for  the  port  of  London  only,    fist 
the  case  of  London  was  exceptional ;  tkt 
mass  of  foreign  cattle  came  there ;  and  if 
foreign  cattle  were  admitted  into  Lond« 
it  was  impossible  but  that  the  cattle  plsgtt 
must  be  bred  there,  and   thence  diiiSBJ- 
nated  over  the  country.     The  right  h«L 
Gentleman  said  the  way  to  stop  the  ealtb 
plague  was  to  dose  the  ports.     Adnittiif 
that,  still  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  li 
prevent  that  course  being  taken  when  » 
cessary.     The  Bill  was  an  additional  iM- . 
sure  of  precaution.     It  was  found  thstthi 
existing  restrictions  at  the  other  ports  wot 
not  sufficient  for  the  metropolis,  and  iIh 
that  those  restrictions,  aa  regarded  Al 
metropolis,  became  an  evil  there  and  it* 
volved  a  loss  second  only  to  tbat  caused  If 
the  cattle  plague  itself.     Furthermon^  ds 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  Mi 
would    introduce    infected    cattle  — [M^ 
MiLNER  Gibson  :  Hear,  bear !  ]  —  wboii* 
it  was  not  intended  to  make  the  fbrdp 
cattle  market  a  whit  less  impure  thai  tbi 
Copenhagen  Fields  market.   Our  doty  ^ 
to  enforce  all  the  existing  restrictwos,  ssl 
more ;  and  even  to  have  English  GmfJ^ 
at  the  foreign  ports  to  see  thai  ao  iuMd 
oattle  were  exported.    Then  the  right  bia 
Gentleman  said  tbat  the  botchers  vnH 
carry  the  oattle  plague  in  their  boota   li 
was  true  that  it  had  been  proved  tittt  tbi 
disease  was  most  subtle  ;  bat  was  not  tbi 
risk  of  the  cattle  plague  being  oarrifld  ■ 
butohere'  boots  altogether  insignifesrii/B 
comparison  with  the  danger  (rf  caltk  fciilK 
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altogether  intermixed?  He  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
woold  earnestly  recommend  the  House  to 
proceed  to  poss  the  Bill  this  Session.  It 
would  be  bad  enough  to  commit  it  to  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  carry  out,  and  worse  for 
the  interests  of  the  country,  if  it  was  left  to 
three  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who 
entertained  such  peculiar  opinions  upon 
the  subject. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  sorry 
his  hon,  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  compelled  him,  contrary  tp  his  intention, 
to  take  part  in  the  debate  and  to  make  a 
protest  on  his  own  behalf.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  he  saw  with  great 
concern  the  unanimity  of  counsel  that  pre- 
Tailed  between  himself  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
and  two  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  same 
Bench  with  him  ;  and  from  what  he  had 
said  he  was  not  in  the  House  when  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  addressed  the  House  on  a  former 
debate  upon  this  Bill;  and  his  silence  almost 
amounted  to  an  admission  of  the  fact. 

Mr.  freshfield  said,  he  was  in  the 
House,  and  heard  the  whole  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  and  if  time  had 
permitted  he  should  have  replied  to  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  discretion  was  greater 
than  if  he  had  not  heard  it.  On  a  pre* 
vious  occasion  he  avoided  giving  a  positive 
or  dogmatic  judgment  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion of  Protection  involved  in  this  Bill— 
the  free  or  restricted  supply  of  food — not 
because  he  might  not  have  his  own  pre- 
possessions with  regard  to  it ;  but  because 
he  knew  a  number  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
Committee,  and  others,  who  were  able  to 
|rive  to  that  evidence  a  degree  of  detailed 
attention  he  had  been  unable  to  give  it, 
that  be  thought  it  but  fair  towards  them 
aod  respectful  to  the  House  to  leave  the 
operation  of  tbe  Bill  to  be  discussed  by 
them.  He,  however,  dwelt  on  matter  en- 
tirely distinct  from  that  conveyed  by  his 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Ashtoo 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson).  Not  that  he  was 
aahamed  of  being  associated  with  him  on 
aoy  question,  and  more  particularly  that 
•f  Free  Trade,  in  which,  for  the  last  twenty- 
Bre  years,  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 
the  standard-bearer  in  what  was  now  ad- 
aaitted  to  be  tbe  cause  of  the  nation  against 
not  the  real  but  tbe  supposed  and  imaginary 
eaose  of  the  particular  interest  of  a  par- 
ticular ckss.  Therefore,  if  he  divided 
himself  on  that  occasion  from  his  right 
hoiu  Friend  it  was  from  no  reluctance  to 
•tand  in  the  same  rank  with  him.  On  a 
Iwmer  occasion  be  dwelt  on  two  points^ 


and  he  referred  to  them  now  because  the 
Government  had  not  yet  said  one  word 
upon  a  vital  point  that  must  first  be  dis- 
posed of,  namely — why  they  thought  the 
powers  already  vested  in  tbe  hands  of  the 
Privy  Council  were  insufficient  for  the 
whole  demands  and  exigencies  that  might 
arise  in  connection  with  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  t  He  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover's  remarks  upon  that  point. 
They  had  had  retrospectiye  complaints  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Privy  Council  in  former 
times  ;  but  it  was  not  a  question  of  what 
the  Privy  Council,  under  other  auspices, 
might  have  done  in  former  times.  They 
had  now  a  Privy  Council  in  which  they  re- 
posed confidence,  and  it  became  them  to 
show  cause  for  departing  from  that  system 
which  Parliament  had  deliberately  adopted 
— the  system  of  trusting  to  that  elastic 
power  which  was  lodged  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  and  of  persons 
capable,  if  they  went  astray,  of  being  im- 
mediately called  to  account,  and  set  right 
by  Parliament.  There  had  been  no  attempt 
to  show  any  cause  for  the  departure  from 
that  elastic  system,  and  for  the  attempt  to 
substitute  at  the  point,  where  it  should  best 
be  substituted,  a  rigid  system  of  law,  which 
it  would  be  difficult  to  revoke  when  once 
adopted,  and  involving  at  the  outset  great 
pecuniary  liability.  That  subject  had  re- 
ceived no  consideration  whatever  in  any  of 
the  speeches  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
and  certainly  it  had  not  received  considera- 
tion in  the  detailed  address  of  tbe  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Privy  Council  (Lord  Robert  Montagu), 
and  therefore  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  com- 
mended it  to  the  consideration  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dover.  Another 
point  which  he  considered  more  vital,  and 
which  must  be  explained  by  the  Govern- 
ment before  tbe  Speaker  left  the  Chair* 
was  the  finance  of  the  market.  Not  a 
word  had  as  yet  been  said  about  it.  He 
bad  never  known,  in  the  course  of  a  long 
experienoe  and  close  observation,  when  the 
Government  of  tbe  day  had  brought  for- 
ward a  plan  involving  a  large  financial 
liability,  when  it  was  not  made  a  capital 
and  primary  point — 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  rose  to  Cider. 
He  understood  that  when  his  noble  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  tbe  Council  waa 
making  objections  he  was  stopped  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  already  spoken  on  the 
merita  of  the  Bill,,  and  that  it  waa  not  com* 
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petent  to  him,  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, to  re-open  the  main  question  and 
principles  of  the  Bill,  and  he  wished  now 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  Order  in  repeating  on  the  same 
Motion  the  observations  made  bj  him  on 
a  former  occasion  respecting  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  what  he  wished 
to  point  out  was  that  his  observations  were 
simplj  a  direct,  unequivocal,  and  neces- 
sary reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield);  and  why,  he 
asked,  did  not  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Manners]  rise  during  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dover  when 
he  was  pointing  out  what  a  subtle  disease 
the  cattle  plague  was,  and  call  him  to 
Order  ?  That  had  no  immediate  connec- 
tion with  the  question  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  but  the  merits  of  the  Bill. 
Ue  had  no  wish  to  stand  in  the  way  and, 
as  it  was  certain  that  this  was  a  subject 
that  must  be  fully  discussed  before  going 
into  Committee,  he  withdrew  from  making 
any  further  comment  on  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  speech. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  this  was 
unquestionably  a  Protection  Bill.  It  was 
a  Bill  for  protecting  the  public  against 
eating  diseased  meat,  and  therefore,  in 
the  interests  of  the  community,  he  should 
support  it. 

Mb.  FORDYCE  said,  that  the  farmers 
of  Aberdeenshire  had  a  great  interest  in 
preventing  the  introduction  of  the  disease 
in  cattle.  Aberdeenshire  was  the  largest 
cattle  breeding  county  in  Scotland,  sending 
to  London  about  90,000  head  of  cattle, 
alive  or  dead,  per  annum.  His  constituents 
took  a  very  simple  view  of  this  Bill.  They 
said  they  were  entitled,  as  a  matter  of 
police  regulation,  to  precautions  being 
adopted  for  keeping  diseased  cattle  out  of 
the  country.  Under  a  system  of  free  and 
unrestricted  importation  one  disease  after 
another  had  heen  imported  into  this  coun- 
try. The  cattle  plague  prevailed  in  Aher- 
dcenshire,  and  the  only  successful  measure 
was  to  isolate  the  county.  What  his  consti- 
tuents asked  was,  that  the  same  plan  should 
be  applied  to  the  whole  country  as  far  as 
practicable,  and  this  object,  so  qualified, 
was  carried  out  by  the  Bill.  If  the  system 
foreshadowed  in  the  Bill  were  carried  out 
the  result  would  be  the  establishment  of 
dead  meat  markets  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  all  large  towns.  It  was  not  protection 
against  foreign  meat  that  his  constituents 
wanted,  but  protection  against  disease. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said,  "Where  is  the  ne- 
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cessity  for  such  a  Bill  ?   There  is  no  eattls 
plague  at  present."     Bot  if  they  had,  likt 
some  of  the  farmers  of  Aberdeenshire,  loit 
nine-tenths  of  their  cattle  by  the  rinder 
pest,  and  had  found  their  present  stoek 
depreciated  in  value  by  £2  per  head,  thej 
would  hold  very  different  language.    Soow- 
thing  must  be  done  to  establish  dead  mett 
markets  in  all  lar^jre  towns,  and  he  regretted 
the  Select  Committee  did  not  examine  tbs 
gentlemen  who  came  from  Aherdeenshira 
to  represent  the  views  of  the  farmers  rf 
that  locality,  who  would  have  shown  thit 
it  was  possible  to  supply  London  with  deid 
meat  from  Aberdeenshire.     There  wu  • 
strong  feeling  among  the  agriouUarists  d 
Scotland  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GILPIN  said,  he  was  in  faToarof 
the  adjournment,  thinking  that  the  Houi 
was  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  cont 
to  a  conclusion  on  this  important  sobjoeii 
and  he  doubted  whether   it  would  be  si 
during  the  present  Session.      It  was  no 
doubt  the  interest  of  the  farmera  of  Aber- 
deenshire to  obtain  the  highest  price  kr 
their  beasts,  and  it  was  equally  the  interMl 
of    the  shoemakers  of   Northampton  ami 
others  to  get  meat  as  cheap  aa  poMiblSi 
The    Privy    Council    possessed    suffidsil 
powers  for  preventing  the  transfer  of  eattlt 
throughout  the  country.     He  objected  ti 
the  Bill  as  a  return  to  Protection,  and  thi 
arguments  employed  to  show  that  tbes|ri- 
culturists  needed  protection  from  fontfi 
cattle  reminded    him   of    those   fomnnf 
used  in  snpport  of  protection  from  foreip 
corn. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  as  an  unrepestail 
Protectionist,  thought  the  proceediDfi " 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoi* 
were  calculated  to  further  what  he  Md 
— namely,  the  modification  of  the  |ini>|J 
system  of  Free  Trade  in  corn.  They  elsiai" 
a  right  to  import  disease  ["  No !  "]  i*** 
stricted,  except  by  Orders  in  Council.  M 
might  cry  *'  No  !  "  but  that  was  resllji|| 
meaning  of  the  Opposition.  Now,  hi  V 
the  same  objection  to  that  elastic  syitA 
so  much  admired  by  the  right  hon.  lieorti' 
for  South  Lancashire,  that  his  forefiith0 
had  to  ship-money. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  it  O 
not  seem  a  Tory  satisfactory  course  tosdoft 
to  moTo  the  adjournment  at  that  boor ;  1^ 
there  were  cireumstanoes  which  someliMi 
rendered  it  necessary  to  take  an  eieif* 
tional  course.  The  aubjeet  now  noder  ds* 
bate  had  been  before  the  Hoose  for  thrt* 
nights  ;  it  was  a  meaaure  of  great  inp^ 
ancoi  inasmooh  aa  it  aflTeolfd  the  M 
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topply  of  the  metropolis ;  and  yet  the 
Mioistera  of  the  Crown  had  not  seen  fit  to 
express  their  orn  opinion  upon  it.  It  was 
proposed  hy  this  Bill  to  exclude  all  foreign 
living  oattle  from  this  country,  and  to  enact 
that  all  snch  upon  their  arrival  should  he 
slaughtered,  whether  they  were  healthy  or 
unhealthy.  He  himself  was  an  advocate 
for  prohihitiog  the  importation  of  cattle 
from  unhealthy  and  affected  countries  ;  hut 
he  was  in  favour  of  admitting  healthy  cattle 
which  could  he  brought  into  this  country 
without  danger.  He  supported  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  upon  this  ground,  that 
no  Cabinet  Minister  had  thought  it  worth 
his  while  to  condescend  even  to  listen  to 
the  debate — much  less  to  speak">in  it. 
Upon  one  occasion  the  Government,  through 
their  organ  in  that  House,  represented  this 
measure  as  a  gigantic  scheme  of  Protec- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Milner  Qibson)  had  been 
charged  with  faction,  and  with  using 
dodges  ;  but  he  denied  both.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  Privy 
Council  made  a  speech  recently,  in  which 
he  said — 

**  How  are  we  to  fted  tbe  poor  ?  There  are 
•ome  difflonlties  in  dealing  with  the  rabjeot,  but 
the  matett  of  all  is  the  feeding  of  the  poor.  If 
the  oeasta  are  killed  at  Harwich  onlj  the  best 
joints  would.be  sent  np  to  London,  for  it  woald 
not  paj  to  send  np  the  others.  But  the  working 
•lasees  do  not  live  upon  the  best  joints,  but  npon 
shins  of  beef;  not  npon  Sonthdowns,  bnt  npon 
Merino  sheep ;  not  upon  joints,  bnt  upon  o&l ; 
and  that  offid  will  never  be  brought  to  London 
if  the  mnimals  are  slaughtered  at  their  plaoes  of 
landing/' 

Those  were  the  words  of  the  Government. 
When,  therefore,  they  had  such  a  remark- 
able change  of  opinion — when  they  found 
Ministers  violating  their  own  opinions  so 
recently  expressed,  they  were  entitled  to 
learn  from  those  Cabinet  Ministers  what 
was  the  fresh  evidence  which  had  induced 
that  change  of  sentiment,  and  what  were 
the  excuses  for  thus  placing  restrictions 
upon  the  food  of  the  people.  He  was  told 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
bad  excited  the  suspicions  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  country  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  on  account  of  his  insincerity. 
Amongst  these  a  round  robin  had  been  got 
op — a  threatening  communication  —  and 

S resented  to  the  Premier,  striving  to  coerce 
im  into  carrying  this  BilL  The  Prime 
Minister  had  evidently  departed  from  all 
his  arrangements  with  regard  to  the  Public 
Business.  He  said  some  time  ago  that  the 
Bribery  and  the  Supplementary  ^form  Bills 
were  to  take  the  precedence;  bnt  in  eame 


this  threatening  letter  from  the  country  Oen^ 
tlemen,  and  this  Cattle  Market  Bill  was 
thrust  in  between.  They  were  surely  en- 
titled to  hear  the  opinion  of  Ministers  them- 
selves on  the  subject.  He  should  vote  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  he  had 
heard  no  explanation  from  any  Member  of 
the  Cabinet,  and  because  he  believed  the 
House  was  being  treated  with  disrespect. 
They  had  been  called  down  at  great  incon- 
venience to  two  Forenoon  Sittings  in  order 
to  debate  the  Bill,  and  not  a  single  Member 
of  the  Government  had  deemed  it  worth 
while  even  to  peep  in  and  see  what  they 
were  doing.  ETe  should  like  to  know  what 
were  the  public  objects  which  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  accomplish.  If  he  received 
no  clear  and  satisfactory  information  with 
respect  to  the  Ministerial  policy  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Colonel  JERVIS  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  would  have  taken 
a  wider  and  a  broader  view  of  this  matter 
than  he  had  done.  No  Member  of  the 
House  knew  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  large  slaughter  in 
Holland  of  oattle  which  took  place  during 
the  oattle  plague  had  had  the  effect  of 
greatly  reducing  the  price  of  meat.  Dutch 
beef  was  sold  in  the  London  market  at  6 id. 
per  pound,  whilst  English  beef  sold  at  \0d. 
and  1  Id.  Quantities  of  dead  meat,  amount- 
ing to  as  much  as  18,000  tons,  during  the 
half  year,  had  been  shipped  to  th%  metro- 
polis  by  the  Great  Eostern  Railway.  If 
that  could  be  done  in  Holland  they  might 
expect  still  more  favourable  results  if 
the  oattle  coming  from  all  countries  were 
compelled  to  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation.  The  Bill  now  under  discus- 
sion was  loudly  and  urgently  demanded. 
The  importation  of  cattle  into  London  from 
other  parts  of  England  had  almost  been 
stopped  by  the  cattle  plague,  and  some 
such  measure  as  the  one  before  the  House 
was  required  to  revive  the  home  trade.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  sole 
opposition  to  this  Bill  was  simply  to  defend 
the  interests  of  some  twenty  cattle  sales- 
men in  London.  No  man  knew  that  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  tlie  Member 
for  Ash  ton- under  Ly  no.  The  first  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  rose  from  the  Thames  Haven 
Company.  Three  cnttle  salesman,  one  dead 
meat  salesman,  and  the  Tilbury  line  were 
at  the  bottom  of  the  whole  of  it.  The 
twenty  people  to  whom  he  had  referred  hnd 
set  the  whole  of  the  Opposition  going  for 
the  last  eighteen  months.   The  Veterinary 
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Deptrtment  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been 
undoubtedly  also  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  bnt 
that  was  because  they  were  afraid  of  being 
abolislied  should  the  new  law  come  into 
operation.  He  was  not  surprised,  there- 
fore, that  that  Department  should  receive 
the  support  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ashton,  who  was  formerly  connected  witli 
that  Department.  The  real  question  to  be 
decided,  however,  was  whether  they  were 
or  were  not  to  pass  the  Bill.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  no  Government  in  the 
position  of  the  present  could  possibly  pro- 
rogue Parliament  without  passing  the  mea- 
sure, more  especially  as  not  a  single  argu- 
ment had  really  been  advanced  against  it. 
He  maintained  that  no  class  interest  what- 
ever would  be  injured  by  it ;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  would  all  bo  benefited,  and 
moreover  the  whole  country  was  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  The  slaughtering  of  the  cattle 
at  the  landing  place  would  have  the  ulti- 
mate effect  of  relieving  Newgate  Market  of 
the  great  pressure  and  inconvenience  which 
at  present  prevailed  there.  District  but- 
chers who  sent  their  carts  there  as  early  as 
three  or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning,  had 
often  to  keep  them  waiting  till  nine  o'clock 
under  a  broiling  sun  before  they  could  get 
their  meat  conveyed  away.  That,  of  course, 
tended  very  considerably  to  deteriorate  the 
quality  of  the  beef.  He  wanted  to  know 
why  that  which  had  been  done  by  Govern- 
ments who  were  most  careful  not  to  allow 
their  people  to  be  in  want  of  food  should 
not  be  done  by  us  ?  The  French  Govern- 
ment could  not  allow  their  people  to  grumble 
for  want  of  food,  and  they  had  established 
this  system.  He  hoped  that  the  next  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposed  the  Bill 
he  would  do  so,  not  for  the  mere  fun  of 
putting  a  stop  to  it,  but  would  make  use  of 
sound  arguments  which  might  go  forth  to 
the  country. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Hadfield)  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. He  wanted  to  know  what  they  were 
to  think  of  the  huge  trades  union  formed 
in  that  House  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
the  price  of  the  food  of  the  people.  [''  Oh, 
oh  !  ]  What  had  they  seen  in  the  House 
this  evening  but  a  trades  union,  pursuing 
the  same  course  as  the  trades  unions  they 
had  all  heard  so  much  of.  ["  Oh !"]  They 
had  heard  that  hon.  Members  were  en- 
gaged in  preparin^jT  a  missive  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  ;  in  fact, 
that  they  were  preparing  to  *'  ratten  "  him 
unless  he  conformed  to  their  wishes.  Under 


such  ciroamsfAneei  he  appealed  to  tk 
House  whether  the  noble  Lord  oppotili 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu) — and,  by-the-bj, 
the  Treasury  Bench  was  entirely  emptjit 
the  time  —  was  justified  with  charging 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  tid« 
with  faction  ?  He  maintained  that  fhey 
were  perfectly  justified  in  the  conrie  tlisy 
had  taken. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  rise,  Sir,  to  speik 
on   the   question   of   adjournment,   and  I 
must  say  I  very  much  regret  to  have  heird 
that  such  a  Motion  was  made.     It  seemi 
to  me  to  be  a  most  unusual  course  to  adopt 
on   such  an   occasion.     The  observatiou 
that   no  Ministers   were   present  on  thii 
Bench  at  eight  o'clock,  if  accurate,  hifs 
not  been  made  in  that  spirit  of  courteij 
which  generally  pervades  our  debates.  Nor 
is  it  true,  I  think,  that  there  has  been  sa 
absence  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  geai- 
rally  during  this  debate.    There  liave  beeo 
two  long  Morning  Sittings.     I  haye  beei 
present  at  them,  and  I  have  been  in  my 
place   the  whole  of  this   day.     It  is  not 
customary  to  make  such  remarks ;  it  wodd 
be  ineonvenient  for  both  aides,  and  I  tkiak 
it  is  scarcely  justified.     It  appears  to  ■§ 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  House  shedd 
come   to  a  division  ;  not,  however,  npoi 
the  question  of  adjournment,   but  on  tki 
merits  of  the  case.     If  the  House  wisWi 
that  the  debate  should  be  prolonged,  I  m 
perfectly  ready  to  take  part  in  it,  and  tl«n 
are  others  of.  my  Colleagues  who  are  pi^ 
pared  to  do  the  same.    I  think  that,  nmr 
these  circumstances,  if  the  House  cobm 
to  a  division  upon  the  question  of  the  ad- 
journment we  shall  be  liable  to  great  mil- 
representation,   and   there   will  be  lOflN 
ground   for  the   insinuations  which  hsft 
been  thrown  out  that  there  ia  a  dem  sa 
the  part  of  a  portion  of  the  Memben  rf 
this  House  not  to  meet  the  question  wilfc 
that  fairness  which  is  desirable.  The  r^ 
hon.   Gentleman   the  Member  for  Som 
Lancashire  has   made  an    inquiry  whieli 
though  I  am  speaking  on  the  question  of 
adjournment,  I  would  wish  to  answer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  is  anxioii 
to  know  why  we  did  not  meet  the  necet* 
sities  of  the  case  by  Orders  in  Cooncfl  in- 
stead of  this  Bill.     I  quite  admit  that  thil 
is  a  very  fair  inquiry,  and  one  which  I 
think  would  occur  to  any  one  who  givei  • 
candid  consideration  to  this  qnestioD.   Bit 
the  real  cause  for  the  introduction  of  thii 
measure  was  that  Orders  in  Cooneil  did 
not  meet  the  necesaitiea  of  the  case.    ^> 
are  obliged  to  hare  racoone  to  statotof^ 
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rigqlathmiy  beenose  we  eamiof  by  Orderi 
io  Gooneil  meet  th«  n^eessities  of  the  case. 
There  is  a  claise  in  the  Bill  of  last  year 
vliieh  proTides  that  the  Council  shall  have 
powera  to  estahlisb  a  special  market  for 
foreign  eattle.  At  the  time  the  Bill  was 
under  dieeetsion  I  rememher  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ajrtoa)  proposed  that  this  profision 
■hottld  be  eompalsory,  not  onlj  on  the  local 
AOtboritleSi  bnt  on  the  Privy  Council.  That 
waa  opposed,  becanse  it  is  not  expedient 
thM  eompulsory  powers  should  be  given 
nnleea  they  are  absolutely  necessary,  and 
mder  the  Bill  we  had  the  power  of  estab- 
Sihing  a  market  for  foreign  meat  in  e? ery 
tWOy  and  also  of  purchasing  land  for  that 
pnrpoae.  Well,  we  have  sncceeded  with 
drtae  powers  in  every  town  except  London; 
lot  when  we  attempted  to  carry  that  legis- 
Iftikrti  into  effect  in  London  we  utterly 
lUled.  We  found  that  we  could  not  deal 
Wkh  tbe  local  authorities  and  with  those 
vkote  concurrence  was  necessary  in  order 
to  offset  what  we  desired.  There  was  no 
radreaa  for  us,  therefore,  and  no  means  by 
vkieh  to  overcome  the  difficulty  unless  by 
tf0Biing  to  this  House  and  asking  for  legis- 
Igtion.  That  is  my  answer  to  the  inquiry 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
#ioi,  though  I  am  prepared  on  a  fitting 
OOBamn,  to  go  into  a  discussion  on  the 
gjiooSl  policy  involved  in  the  Bill.  All  I 
wMi  now  is  to  impress  on  the  House  the 
ostreme  inexpedienoy  of  our  going  to  a 
Aviaion  on  a  question  which  does  not  in- 
tolTO  any  expression  of  opinion  as  to  the 
wdSej  of  the  Bill.  That  appears  to  me 
fagUy  undesirable,  and  I  trust,  therefore, 
thot  the  hon.  Oentleman,  on  reflection,  will 
JM'that  the  best  course  is  to  withdraw 
Ao  Motion  for  adjournment,  and  let  us 
yneeed  with  the  discussion. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  should  be 
wtHttr  to  interrupt  in  any  way  the  course 
if  BosinesB,  and  would  therefore  withdraw 
Ao  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthiraum. 

Qaeation  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
Wtida  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
•r  die  Question." 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  con- 
ridored  the  House  had  a  very  important 
dalj  to  discharge  in  deciding  upon  the 
pfoeent  question,  affecting  as  it  did  the 
mpplj  of  food  to  the  people.  The  question 
BNomed  increased  importance  when  they 
cmaldered  the  character  of  the  country, 
iMA,  with  perhaps  one  exception,  was 


more  thickly  peopled  than  any  other  in 
Europe,  and  which,  without  any  exception, 
was  the  country  in  all  the  world  which  was 
most  dependent  upon  the  importation  of 
food.     He  was  not,  as  was  well  known,  a 
metropolitan  Member;  but  the  constituency 
he  represented  was  as  much  interested  in 
the  Bill  as  the  metropolis  itself.   If,  as  was 
generally  supposed,  the  restrictions  which 
this  Bill  would  impose  would  limit  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  into  the  metropolis,  the 
metropolis  must  necessarily  make  up  its 
supplies  of  food  by  competing  with  the  rest 
of  the  country,  and  therefore  the  price  of 
meat  to  the  rest  of  the  country  would  be 
enhanced.     But  if  there  was  any  necessity 
to  pass  this  Bill  for  tho  metropolis,  there 
was  undoubtedly  a  necessity  to  pass  it  for 
the  whole  country.     And  if  the  argument 
was  not  strong  enough  to  extend  the  Bill 
to  the  whole  country,  then  undoubtedly  the 
Bill  itself  had  no  legs  to  stand  upon.    This 
was,  of  course,  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
(Mr.    Fordyce)    had    very    candidly    told 
them    it   was    a  foreshadowing  of    what 
would  come  upon    the   country.      Many 
things  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  that 
debate ;  and,  generally,  what  one  side  of 
the  House  had  asserted  the  other  side  had 
contradicted  ;  but  there  was  one  point  on 
which  all  were  agreed.     It  was  admitted 
that,  for  a  temporary  evil,  they  were  about 
to  impose  permanent  restrictions,  and  it 
was  admitted  and  understood  that  those 
permanent  restrictions  would  limit  the  im- 
portation of  cattle.   ["No!"]  Well,  then, 
there  were  some  exceptions,  and  they  were 
not  universally  agreed  upon  that  point ; 
but  it  was  enough  for  him  that  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  it,  and  that  it  was  believed 
to  a  very  great  extent  on  that  side  of  the 
House.    The  Government  admitted  it ;  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  in  tho  very  long  speech  he  de- 
livered in  introducing  the  Bill,  began,  by 
telling  them  that  they  had  a  choice  of  evils. 
If  so,  then  undoubtedly  there  must  be  some 
evil  in  the  restrictions  proposed.  If  it  were 
the  fact  that  they  were  going  to  limit  the 
importation  of    food,  and   therefore  that 
they  were  about  to  increase  permanently 
the  price  of  meat  throughout  the  country, 
he  called  that  a  most  startling  proposition. 
Hardly  more  than  a  week  ago  many  Mem- 
bers of  that  House    met   together,  in  a 
place  not  far  from  that  spot,  to  keep  alive 
the   memory  of  a  great  statesman   (Mr. 
Cobden)  and  to  advocate  his  opinions.  The 
right  hoD.  Member   for  Wolverhampton 
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(Mr.  Yilliers)  presided  on  that  ocoasion, 
and  his  name  was  as  much  associated  with 
Free  Trade  as  that  of  any  man  in  the  coun- 
try.   In  the  face  of  associations  like  these, 
there  appeared   to  him  to  he  something 
unreal  in  the  business  they  were  now  upon, 
and  he  could  not  wonder  at  the  suspicion 
expressed  by  many  Members,  especially  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton   (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson).     He  doubted  whether  the 
Gorernment   was  serious  iu   the  matter  ; 
certainly  the  Bill  had  not  been  introduced 
by  the  most  serious  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    It  had  been  supposed  by  high 
authorities  that  this  measure   was  really 
introduced  for  electioneering  purposes.     It 
was   believed   that   the   Government  had 
treated  very  badly  the  great  party  behind 
it,  and  that  they  had  no  real  desire  to 
pass  the  Bill ;   that  the  party  behind  them 
were  pressing  the  Government,  and  that 
the  Government  was  not  free  to  act  as  it 
desired  in  this  matter.    Undoubtedly  there 
was  great  mystery  and  perplexity  about 
this  question,  and   the  measure    was  not 
supported   as   one  of  that  great  import- 
ance ought  to  be.     The  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  said  they  had 
to  consider  whether  they  would  put  up  with 
this  evil  of  restriction  in  order  to  avoid  a 
possible  recurrence  of  tho  cattle  plague  in 
this  country,  and  that  upon  the  answer  to 
that  question   depended   the  fate  of   the 
Bill.     Although  the  noble  Lord  had  dis- 
cussed every  mortal  thing  in  connection 
with  it  for  upwards  of  two  hours,  he  did 
not  discuss  the  question  he  had  himself 
put.     Was  it  remembered  that  it  was  100 
years  since  this  country  had  been  afflicted 
with  the   cattle  plague?     For  a  quarter 
of  a  century  at  least  the  importation  of 
cattle  had  been  unrestricted,  yet  we  had 
been   free  until  recently  from  the  cattle 
plague.      According  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee,  it  was  fifty  years 
since  France  had  been  afflicted  with  the 
cattle  plague.      He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  a  period  equally  long   must   elapse 
before  this  country  was  again  visited  by 
it,  but  we  could  only  judge  of  the  future 
by  our  knowledge  of  the  past.      If  the 
question  were  put  to  the  French  whether 
they  tfould  submit  to  such  restrictions  in 
order  to  ensure  themselves    against    the 
recurrence  of  the  plague,  he  was  confident 
their  answer  would  be  that  the  proposal 
was    a   monstrous    one.       For    £200  or 
£300  the  French  Government  had  stamped 
out  the  cattle  plague,  and   at  the  present 
moment  they  imported  from  every  country, 

Mr.  Jacoh  Bright 


taking  no  preoantiona  beyond  inspeetiag 
the  cattle  at  the  frontier  and  at  the  port 
of  Marseilles.     He  would  aay,  if  the  Privy 
Council  had  not  the  authority  which  the 
French  Government  had    in   the  matter, 
let  it  be  armed  with  that  authority  ;  bat 
he  was  told  that  they  bad  power  abso- 
lutely to  prohibit  the  importation  of  cattle^ 
if  they  could  make  out  a  case  justifying 
such  a  measure.     Let  the  House  consider 
that  the  evils  of  restriction  already  ezp^ 
rienced  at  the  outports  would  be  visitsd 
upon  the  metropolis.     How  great  the  evfl 
was  might  appear  from  the  experience  tf 
Hull,   where  the  importation    of   foreigii 
cattle  had  dwindled  down  from  35,000,  at 
which  it  stood  three  years  back^  to  soiat- 
thing  like  1,300.     That  was  the  evil  tbij 
had  to  anticipate  in  order  to  avoid  a  poi- 
sible  cattle  plague.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.   Horsfall),  whoae  abseaei 
from  the  House  on  that  occasion  he  it- 
gretted,  had  successfully  warded  off  thi 
attempt   made    to    impose   those  restri»* 
tions  upon  the  great  port  he  represeotsd^ 
but    what  that    port,    through    its   Goe- 
servative  Member,  had  repudiated,  the  Ofr 
vemment   were   now  about  to  saddle  m 
the    much    larger    area    of   the   port  d 
London.     The  noble  Lord  the  Vice-Fki^ 
sident  of  the  Council  enlarged  on  thegmt 
difficulty  of  guarding  this  area,  froai  id 
irregularity  and  extent;    but  in  tbtto 
of  that  difficulty,  and  iu  the  face  of  Al 
fact  of  the  introduction  of  foreign  ibci|^ 
the  cattle  plague  had  disappeared  froa  i^ 
country.      The  barrier  had  been  tbran 
down  in  the  case  of  France,  and  be  mH 
not  conceive  why  it  should  be  allowed  ii 
exist  here.  If  that  House  had  been  uv^ 
bled  to  discuss  the  question  how  monw0^ 
could  be  supplied  to  this  country,  it  Bdg^ 
have  been  a  futile  discussion,  but  it  w| 
not  have  been  a  dangerous  one,  and  to' 
not    have    raised    unpleasant   sospidti^ 
There    were   millions   of   people  in  tv 
country  who  knew  nothing  of  aniotl  fiw 
except  what  they  saw    of  it  in   psi«^ 
through  their  towns.      It  rarely  toncM 
their  lips.     If  every  man  and  womao  ff<i* 
to  have  one  meal  of  animal  food  per  ^' 
this  country  would  be  revolotioniied.   Al* 
cording  to  Mr.   Caird,    who  was  a  Vp 
authority  upon  the  subject,  if  all  the  bnA 
home  and  foreign,  consumed  in  this  eoet* 
try  were  divided  among  the  popalsdoa,* 
would  only  amount  to  two  ounces  per  bti* 
per  day ;    and  when  thej  considered  Chl 
abundance,  or  rather  the  aaperabondaM 
enjoyed  by  the  rich|  it  wu  naniM  ^ 
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a  large  portion  of  the  people  must  be 
wbollj  deprived  of  that  luzary.  Again: 
Mr.  Caird  told  us  that  ooe-eighth  part 
of  all  the  meat  consumed  in  the  coun- 
try came  from  abroad.  One-eighth  of 
the  population  of  this  country  was 
4,000»000  of  people,  and  therefore  they 
were  dealing  with  the  meat  supply  of 
4,000,000  of  people.  Hon.  Members 
who  had  been  severe  sufferers  by  the 
cattle  plague  could  not  be  the  most 
dispassionate  judges  of  a  question  like 
this.  Men  who  were  suffering  from  great 
loss  or  pain  no  matter  of  what  kind,  were 
not  always  the  best  judges  of  the  remedy. 
If  they  were  to  ask  men  who  had  been 
garotted  to  legislate  in  respect  to  garot- 
ting,  they  would  probably  wish  to  have 
one-half  of  us  put  in  strait-jackets.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  had  spoken, 
in  the  dajs  of  his  innocence,  before  he 
was  corrupted  or  coerced — he  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright)  did  not  know  exactly  by  what 
means  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  violently  driven  from 
one  extreme  of  opinion  to  another^- the 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  difficulty  of 
feeding  the  poor,  and  had  characteriied 
the  policy  of  this  measure  as  a  scheme  of 
gigantic  Protection.  If  there  was  any  in- 
tention of  restoring  Protection  this  was  a 
Tory  inopportune  time  to  do  it.  Bread  had 
been  dear,  and  there  had  been  a  yearly 
increase  of  taxation,  and  fears  were  ex* 
pressed  that  we  were  likely  to  have  a  much 
harder  race  with  the  foreigner  in  regard 
to  our  industry.  Bat  if  this  restriction 
were  imposed  it  would  raise  the  price  of 
food  —  [_•*  No,  no  1  "]  —  the  cattle  which 
would  otherwise  have  come  to  this  coun* 
try  would  be  kept  away — ["No,  no!"] 
—and  the  tendency  would  be  to  bring 
about  this  unfortunate  state  of  things, 
that  the  food  of  our  competitors  would 
be  lowered  while  our  own  food  would 
be  increased  in  cost.  This  Parliament 
began  its  career  of  legislation  by  passing 
what  was  called  the  Cattle  Plague  Bill 
—a  Bill  which  gave  compensation  to  men 
engaged  in  agriculture  at  the  cost  of  the 
rest  of  the  country.  Now,  he  did  not  deny 
that  legislation  was  necessary  at  that  time, 
and  on  that  question  ;  but,  in  common  with 
the  great  majority  of  the  non-agricultural 
population  of  the  country,  he  believed  that 
the  legislation  that  did  take  place  was  of  a 
most  unjust  character.  He  had  not  then 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House.  He 
was  simply- a  spectator.  Bat  it  appeared 
to  him  that  at  that  time  there  was  a  great 
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agricultural  insurrection  in  that  House,  led 
on  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  time,  he  believed,  was  not 
able  to  legislate  in  the  sense  in  which  it 
desired  to  legislate.  The  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  the  back  of  thia 
Bill,  which,  however,  he  did  not  believe 
would  pass.  If  it  did,  it  would  be  a  fit 
legislative  close  of  a  Parliament  which  so 
unjustly  began.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  said  about  the  moral  competence  of 
the  House.  Well,  seeing  that  the  cattle 
plague  had  disappeared  from  the  country 
under  present  regulations,  and  almost  en- 
tirely from  Europe — seeing  that  neighbour- 
ing countries  admitted  foreign  cattle — 
seeing  that  those  who  would  be  injured 
by  an  enhanced  price  had  no  voice  in 
that  House  —  he  asked  whether,  under 
these  oircumstanoes,  they  had  the  moral 
competence  to  deal  with  this  question, 
which  should  be  remitted  to  another. 
Parliament?  The  House  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  country  and  by  itself, 
and  the  Government  had  over  and  over 
again  been  condemned  by  the  House,  and 
it  had  been  understood  that  only  such 
questions  should  come  before  that  House 
as  were  necessary  for  the  winding  up  of 
Business.  He  was  not  credulous  with 
respect  to  the  character  of  the  next  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  never  believed  that  the 
mere  giving  of  votes  could  create  a  miracle, 
nor  did  he  believe  that  a  really  national 
assembly  would  ever  sit  in  that  House  until 
the  people  of  this  country  were  protected 
in  giving  their  votes— [••  Question  !"]— 
and  until  the  balance  of  power  as  between 
the  large  and  small  constituencies  were 
redressed.  But  a  new  Parliament  would 
never  sanction  such  a  measure  as  this. 
And  he  believed,  if  they  succeeded  in 
passing  this  Bill,  long  before  they  had 
wrung  the  £500.000  from  the  taxpayers, 
the  next  House  of  Commons  would  have 
repudiated  the  measure  and  given  them  no 
thanks  for  their  pains.  Whatever  came  of 
this  Bill,  it  could  not  fail  to  discredit  the 
Government.  He  had  never  had  much 
respect  for  the  Government.  Its  conduct 
in  the  year  1866  ;  its  peculiar  origin,  and 
its  still  more  peculiar  history,  had  made  it 
difficult  for  him  to  be  one  of  its  admirers. 
But  there  were  elements  in  it  which  had 
led  him  to  believe  that  it  was  impossible  it 
could  ever  lend  itself  to  a  folly  like  that. 
He  had  been  compelled  to  acknowledge 
with  the  rest  of  jthe  world,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go^ 
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TernmeDt  was  a  man  of  commanding  in- 
telloct.  lie  had  believed,  and  he  would 
not  yet  abaiidou  the  belief,  that  the  great 
intelligenco  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  a 
guarantee  that  bis  Government  would  not 
be  allowed  to  commit  the  extraordinary 
blunder  of  once  again  placing  the  great 
Conservative  party  between  the  people  and 
their  supply  of  food. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  his  name  had  not  been  at 
the  back  of  the  Bill  he  would  have  spoken, 
as  the  subject  of  the  Bill  was  one  in  whic)) 
he  took  great  interest.      He   deeply  re- 
gretted tho  tono  of  the  debate,  which  was 
calculated  to  create  tho  falso  impression 
that  this  was  a  question  between  urban  and 
rural  interests.      He  wholly   denied   that 
there  was  any  such  conflict.  The  hobgoblin 
of  Protection  had  been  raised  in  order  to 
defeat  the  Bill.     Now,  since  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  Houao  the 
•  question  of  Free  Trade  and  Protection  had 
been  entirely  settled,  and   he  had  never 
heard  any  Member  attempt  to  revive  the 
old  Protectionist  doctrine.     If  he  thought 
the  present  proposal  would  revive  that  doc- 
trine in-  any  shape  he  would  never  have 
allowed  his  name,  as  it  did,  to  appear  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill.     The  simple  question 
they  had  then  to  consider  was,  what  was 
the  best   way  of  keeping  our  flocks  and 
herds,  on  which  we  mainly  depended  for 
the  food  supply  of  the  people,  free  from 
tho  contagion   of  disease   imported    from 
abroad  ?     It  must  be  admitted  that  town 
and  country  were  interested  in  keeping  our 
herds  free  from  contagion.     The  question 
was,  could  that  be  better  done  by  a  system 
of  exceedingly  complicated  and  vexatious 
regulations  than  by  fixing  upon  a  place 
where  foreign  cattle  should  be  landed  and 
slaughtered  ?     That  was  the  only  question 
to  be  considered  ;  and  all  that  had  been 
said  about  the   towns   Buffering  from  the 
measure  was  beside  the  mark.     He  ad- 
mitted that  tho   matter   waa  not   wholly 
free  from  difficulty,  that  there  was  much 
to  be  said  on  both  sides,  and  that,  if  the 
Bill  had  come  before  the  House  two  years 
ago  he  should  not  have  supported  it.     He 
had  sat  upon  the  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  on  the  subject  of  Trade  in 
Animals  ;  and    when  the  labours  of  that 
Committee  were  concluded  they  sent  in  a 
Report  which  abstained  from  recommend- 
ing the  adoption  of  a  measure  like  the 
present.      But   the  experience  they  had 
aince  acquired  convinced  him — aa  it  oon- 
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vinced,  he  believed^  many  othon  who  had 
then  ahared  his  opinion — that  anch  a  pro- 
posal as  the  present  one  might  be  pm- 
dently  and  beneficially  adopted.     Previoos 
to  the  cattle  plague  breaking  out  the  me- 
tropolitan market  waa  the  great  market  for 
the  whole  of  the  country  aa  well  aa  for  the 
metropolis  i^nd  its   neighhourhood.      Bot 
the  regulations  which  had  been  acquieioel 
in  by  the  country — and  against  which,  u 
far  as  he  was  aware,  no  proteat  bad  been 
raised  in  the  House — were  so  atrict  as  re* 
gards  the  metropolitan  market  that  tbey 
prevented  an  immense  number  being  sent 
op  to   London.      The  supply  waa  c<him- 
quently  very  much  limited.     Previous  tt 
the  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  the  iiip- 
plies  were  annually  on  the  increase ;  bit 
there  had  been  a  positive  decrease  linei 
the  new  regulations  came  into  force.    It 
was  clear,  then,  that  the  preaent  systm 
tended  to  limit  the  supply  of  home-brri 
animals  to  the  metropolitan  limita  ;  and  il 
could  hardly  be  denied  that  tiie  removal  it 
the  existing  reatrictiona   and    the  eoaw- 
quent   admission    of  a  large   nomber  d 
beasts  to  the  market  would  be  a  benefit  ti 
the  consumer.      Every  hon.   Member,  hi 
thought,  must  wish  to  see  a  verr  lar|i 
aupply  sent  to  the  metropolia,  ao  that  tbl 
price  of  meat  might  be  reduced.     Sosh  a 
supply  was  prevented  by  the  rule  that  wba 
once  an  animal  had  come  into  the  melfo- 
politan  market  it  could  not  be  allowed  tt 
leave  the  metropolis.     It  waa  formerly  thi 
practice    that    persons    in  distant  town 
should  come  up  to  London,  or  ahould  en- 
ploy  agents  to  purchase  cattle  in  the  dm- 
tropolitan  market ;  but  that  practice  wu 
put  a  stop  to  by  the  regulations  nowio 
force.     This  fact  was,  in  hia  opinioo,  u 
answer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Oeiitle* 
man    opposite   (Mr.  Jacob  Bright).    Hi 
would  pass  by  the  argument,  in  whiek 
there  waa  a  certain  amount  of  foree^  thit 
the  insecurity  which  prevailed  in  eoaM- 
quence  of  the  apprehension  of  danger  froa 
foreign  infection  tended  to  prevent  pM|iii 
from  investing  their  money  in  the  breeding 
of  cattle.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  noit 
be  remembered  that,  under   the  preseat 
arrangement,   a  large  number  of  yooi^ 
animals  bom  within  the  metropolitan  am 
had  either  to  be  destroyed  or  fnrtirel/i 
and  in  evasion  of  the  law,  to  be  aent  to  bi 
reared  in  the  country.     When  he  refieelfd 
upon  the  number  of  milch  cows  kept  ii 
London  for  the  supply  of  milk,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  the  number  of  oalrea  deitii|i' 
must  be  oouaidermble ;  or,  if  tbiy 
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•ant  info  the  eomitry  it  was  beeaaae  people 
felt  jkhat  the  present  regolfttions  were  con- 
traij  to  common  sense,  and  they  were 
therefoiie  disregarded  with  an  easy  con- 
eoience.  The  question,  therefore,  for  con- 
saderation  was  whether  it  would  not  he 
edTisahle  to  free  the  metropoh'tan  area 
from  restrictions  which  tended  to  limit  the 
supply  of  food  in  the  metropolis,  and  to 
Appropriate  a  market  at  the  waterside  for 
toe  slaughter  and  sale  of  foreign  animals. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  course  the  Go- 
vernment recommended  was  open  to  some 
oljeetion ;  he  offered  it  to  the  House  as 
the  lesser  evil  of  the  two  ;  and,  in  reality, 
•U  they  had  before  them  was  a  choice  of 
evila.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Ifr.  J.  B.  Smith)  had  said  that  it  would 
tend  to  raise  the  price  of  the  Government 
eootracts  for  meat ;  but  he  believed  there 
wea  no  evidence  to  support  that  objection. 
On  the  contrary,  the  eyidence  went  to  show 
ihet  if  the  contractors  were  obliged  to 
einaghter  the  cattle  in  London  they  could 
Mpply  the  troops  with  dead  meat  at  a 
cheaper  rate  ;  because,  having  a  ready 
market  for  what  was  technically  called  the 
plU,  they  would  be  enabled  to   sell  the 

C'  ae  parts  at  a  lower  rate  than  if  they 
to  convey  the  whole  of  the  animal  to 
tibe  place  where  those  prime  parts  were 

^ aired  for  consumption. 
iR.   MILNER   GIBSON  was  under- 
itood  to  say  that  the  contractors  were  not 

Emitted  to  slaughter  the  beasts  in  Lon- 
I. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEJl  said,  he  had  no  doubt  that  an  en- 
lightened Government  like  the  present 
weald  find  means  to  make  an  alteration  in 
tbet  respect.  Then  it  had  been  objected 
ibl^i  it  would  bo  exceedingly  inconvenient 
te  persons  in  the  trade  to  have  to  go  to 
two  markets ;  and  he  did  not  deny  that  the 
^enge,  like  all  other  changes,  might  bo 
prodnctive  of  a  certain  amount  of  incon- 
fepience ;  but  that  inconvenience  would 
pooo  cease  to  be  felt,  as  persons  in  the 
tmde  would  in  a  very  short  time  conduct 
their  business  according  to  the  altered  state 
ef  efiairs.  It  had  also  been  urged  that 
HPidor  the  system  now  proposed  there  would 
I19  no  real  security  against  infection,  be- 
Moae  persons  after  handling  tho  beasts  in 
cpe  market  conid  go  and  handle  the  beasts 
ia  Uie  other.  No  doubt  contagion  might 
l^ite  in  tbet  way  ;  but  he  was  of  opinion 
tjiet  the  danger  of  it  was  very  much  les' 
med  by  the  scheme  proposed  by  tho  Bill ; 
i^r  in  1865  and  1866,  when  the  cattle 


plague  was  so  rife,  it  was  demonstrated 
that  the  chief,  though  not  the  sole  cause 
of  contagion,  was  the  conveyance  of  ani- 
mals along  the  railways  ;  and  during  these 
years  the  metropolitan  market  was  the 
chief  focus  of  infection.  That  was  shown 
by  one  single  fact — that  two  or  three  days 
after  the  cinnscs  of  the  Cattle  Plague  Act 
became  law,  which  prohibited  the  carriage 
of  any  animal  along  a  line  of  railway,  the 
disease  began  sensibly  to  diminish.  He 
would  not  further  detain  the  House  ;  but 
he  hoped  it  would  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  clay  said,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich  (Colonel  Jervis)  had 
told  them  that  the  opposition  to  this  Bill 
proceeded  from  some  twenty  great  cattle 
salesmen.  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
length  and  course  of  this  debate  might  have 
assured  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
the  opposition  sprung  from  much  wider  and 
more  powerful  sources.  If  he  (Mr.  Clay) 
were  convinced  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
confined  to  the  metropolis  alone  he  would 
have  left  the  metropolis  to  the  care  of  her 
natural  guardians;  but  proximus  ardet 
Ucalegofi,  It  was  to  that  source  that  they 
must  trace  the  long  and  determined  oppo- 
sition which  the  Bui  had  met.  Speaking 
on  behalf  of  the  port  which  he  represented, 
he  did  not  recollect  any  legislation  which 
had  caused  in  Hull  so  much  dismay  as 
had  this  proposal  of  the  Government.  The 
cattle  trade  of  Hull  had  grown  rapidly  for 
some  voars,  and  reached  its  greatest  extent 
in  18o5.  In  that  year  the  importation  of  cat- 
tle to  Hull  was  41,157  head;  but  in  1867 
that  number  dwindled  down  to  16,000  odd; 
the  sheep  and  lambs  imported  in  1865 
numbered  69,160  head,  and  only  9,266  in 
1867  ;  and  the  pigs  imported  into  Hull 
dwindled  from  15,000  odd,  in  1865,  to 
3,000  odd  in  1867.  Those  figures  showed 
not  a  great  loss,  but  the  annihilation  of 
the  trade.  Still  it  was  borne  with  a  most 
undisturbed  patience,  because  it  was  felt 
that  the  restrictions  which  caused  so  mucii 
loss  were  justified  by  the  dire  necessity  of 
the  case,  and  because  no  reasonable  man 
would  object  to  any  reasonable  means  of 
getting  rid  of  the  horrid  plaguo  which  was 
inflicted  upon  us.  But  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  those  measures  of  extreme 
rigour,  which  were  justified  by  the  tem- 
porary cause,  should  be  made  permanent, 
while  no  one  pretended  to  say  that  the  evil 
which  they  were  intended  to  correct  was 
permanent.  He  believed  this  Bill  was  an 
exceedingly  ill-advised  one,  and  much  aa 
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his  constitaents  hnd  suffered  from  the  re- 
strictions of  the  Privy  Council,  be  was 
content  that  the  matter  should  be  left  in 
their  hands,  feeling  confident  that  they 
would  relax  the  restrictions  whenever  it 
was  feasible  to  do  so  with  perfect  safety. 
Tie  had  been  asked  what  reason  there  could 
be  for  the  unnatural  legislation  which  was 
proposed.  There  had  been  considerable 
delicacy  shown  in  this  debate  as  to  calling 
things  by  their  right  names,  and  very  great 
sensitiveness  in  making  any  allusion  to 
the  old  differences  of  Free  Trade  and  Pro- 
tection. But  he  confessed  that  in  his  in- 
ability to  find  any  other  conceivable  cause 
for  this  legislation  he  was  driven  to  believe 
that  the  unfortunate  admission  that  cattle 
would  be  raised  £,2  a  head  was  at  the 
bottom  of  the  matter  ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
representing  rural  constituencies  had  been 
unable  to  resist  a  prospect  so  pleasing  to 
those  whom  they  represented.  If  that 
were  so  he  should  regret  it  exceedingly. 
We  were  now  coming  to  the  end  of  that 
chapter  in  our  history  which  would  tell  the 
deeds  of  the  Reformed  Parliament  since 
1832.  These  bad  given  to  this  country 
more  than  thirty-five  years  of  the  wisest 
and  most  beneficent  legislation  of  which 
the  history  of  the  world  afforded  any  ex- 
ample, no  part  of  its  legislation  had  been 
BO  wise  or  so  beneficent  as  its  commercial 
legislation,  and  it  would  be  with  great  re- 
gret and  dismay  that  he  should  see  one  of 
the  last  acts  of  the  last  Reformed  Parliament 
exhibiting  a  return  to  that  policy  of  Pro- 
tection the  destruction  of  which  had  made 
this  country  one  of  the  happiest  and 
greatest  in  the  world. 

Mr.  BRUCE  said,  in  the  few  observa- 
tions he  had  to  address  to  the  House,  he 
would  endeavour  to  adopt  the  moderate 
tone  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  would  also  try  to  contribute  to  the 
object  they  all  ought  to  have  in  view  — 
namely,  the  prevention  of  disease  with  the 
least  possible  restrictions  in  trade.  He 
thought  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
even  if  this  Bill  passed  during  the  present 
Session  its  supposed  advantages  could  not 
be  secured  for  three  years.  That  was  an 
objection  to  it  ;  but  be  also  objected  to  the 
Bill  because  he  thought  it  an  imperfect 
measure,  and  one  which  could  not  produce 
the  results  which  it  was  intended  to  bring 
about.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
the  Bill  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  had  ap- 
plied very  hard  words  to  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  had  given  evidence  upon  the 
0ubject.      The   noble   Lord    charged   the 
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French  gentlemen  wbo  gave  efidence  u 
to  what  course   the  French  Gofemment 
would  take  to  protect  cattle  from  disease 
with  interested  motives,  in  order  that  the 
English   markets  might  be  opened  op  to 
foreign   trade,  and   the  noble    Lord  also 
applied  very  strong  epithets  to  others  of 
the  witnesses.     But   he  (Mr.  Bmce)   lis- 
tened in  vain  to  hear  him  mete  ont  even- 
handed  justice  to  the  Doke  of  Richmond 
and  other  witnesses  who  took  the  other 
side,  and  gave  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
removal  of  the  restrictions  from  the  Lon- 
don market.     There  were,  however,  some 
witnesses  who  were  altogether  free  from 
the  imputation  of  being  interested  in  the 
matter.     The  hon.  and  learned   Member 
for  Dover  (Mr.   Freshfield)  had  said  that 
the  supposed  opposition  to  the  Bill  on  tbt 
part  of  the   professional   advisers  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  to  be  attributed  to  a 
desire  to  retain  their  oflBces.     No  doubt  a 
desire  of  that  kind  sometimes   did  drift 
men  and  Ministers  to  a  very  selfish  line  ef 
policy ;  but  none  of  the  five  or  six  wit- 
nesses who  gave  the  strongest  eyidenee  ai 
to  the  utter  inadequacy  of  the  measure  to 
prevent  the   introduction   of   the  disesM 
into  this  country  by  means  of  the  pretest 
Bill  were  in  any  way  connected  with  tht 
Government  or  with  any  special  interttt 
Mr.  Spooner,  a  gentleman  of  so  mueh  dii- 
tinction  in  his  profession  that  he  was  ap- 
pointed a  member  of  the  Commission  (• 
inquire   into  the    nature    of    the    Cattit 
Plague,  stated  his  opinion  before  the  Coib- 
mittee  that  if   a   separate  foreign  cattle 
market  were  established  in  or  near  tht 
metropolis,  and  the  restrictions  were  takes 
off,  we  should  be  in  a  moch  worse  coodi- 
tion  than  we  were  now,  inasmuch  as  tkt 
cattle  plague  could  be  readily  introdoeed 
into  the  metropolitan  market,  and  ecMt- 
municated  thence  to  the  coantrj  at  hrgB, 
the  infection '  being  easily  eommnniestsd 
by  means  of  the  clothing  of  individoslt. 
Mr.  Nichols,  the  senior   surgeon  of  the 
Norfolk  and  Norwich  Hospital,  who  h$i 
had  much  experience  in  the  matter,  gsft 
the  strongest  evidence  in  the  same  diree- 
tion    to   show  that   no  sooner  would  Iks 
disease  break   out   in  the   foreign  csttit 
market  than  it  would  be  oommonieated  ts 
the  metropolis,  and  would  spread  theses 
throughout  the  country.     Mr.  PriestmsBr 
Mr.  Thomas  Wills,  and  Mr.  James,  sU  gss- 
tlemen  of  great  experience,  also  gaVs  evi- 
dence as  to  the  utter  inadequacy  of  tks 
Bill.     It  was  said  that  the  efieel  of  thii 
measure  would  be  to  enhaoee  the  prie^  rf 
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jDMi;  bot  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Cbaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated 
that  aoj  such  result  would  be  balanced  by 
the  reduction  of  the  cost  of  meat  at  the 
metropolitan  market,  and  had  pointed  out 
that  there  had  already  been  a  great  reduc- 
tion of  supply  to  the  metropolitan  market, 
in  consequence  of  the  restrictions  placed 
on  the  removal  of  cattle.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
eontradicted   the    right   hon.    Gentleman 
across  the  Table,  and  it  had  come  out  in 
the  e? idence  that  the  number  of  cattle  now 
bronght  into  the  metropolitan  market,  and 
aold  for  use  in  the  metropolis,  was  greater 
than  the  number  which  had  been  brought 
into  it  before  the  restrictions.     The  noble 
Lord  denied  that  such  was  the  fact;  but 
if  he  were  right,  and  that  the  restrictions 
in  the  metropolitan  market  diminished  the 
aopplj  from  the  metropolis,  would  not  the 
leetrictions  proposed  by  this  Bill  in  respect 
of  foreign  cattle  have  a  similar  effect  ?    It 
waa  not  alone  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
oheqaer,  who  had  made  a  very  candid  re- 
oantation  of  the  opinions  he  held  in  1866; 
bnt  he  found  that  the  Committee,  which 
iseloded  among  its  members  not  only  that 
fight  hon.  Gentleman,  but  also  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  the 
present  Under  Secretary  for   the   Home 
Department,    and    the   Under    Secretary 
ftNT  the  Foreign  Department,  unanimously 
•ame  to  the  conclusion  that   compulsory 
flaoghter   at    the    port,   like   compulsory 
alaughter  at  a  market,  was  very  expensive 
to  the  butcher,  would  hamper  trade,  dimi- 
niah  importation,  and   raise  the  price  to 
the  consumer,  and  that  therefore  the  sepa- 
imtioD  of  the  two  markets  seemed  to  them 
nndesirable.     Lord  Salisbury   was  also  a 
Hember  of  this  Committee,  and  took  an 
aetife   part  in  its    proceedings.     What, 
Hhea,  was  his  (Mr.  firuce's)  proposition  ? 
He  had  already  said  that  this  Bill  could 
not  come  into  operation  for  several  years. 
He  would  be  willing  to  put  up  a  market  in 
llio  port  of  London  for  the  admission  of 
tlioae  cattle,  and  those  cattle  only,  that 
oame  from  suspected  districts.     He  would 
admity  as  they  now  admitted  into  certain 
41  their  ports,  freely  as  was  now  done  in 
7raoee,  cattle  coming  from  districts  that 
ware  not  suspected,  and  treat  them  in  all 
laapccts  as  if  they  were  English  cattle. 
Tha   First   Lord    of    the   Treasury    had 
toM  them  that  this  Bill  might  have  been 
vnnecessary   bnt  for  the  failure   of   the 
PriTj  Council  to  put  the  law  into  opera- 
tion.    He  saidy  with  regard  to  the  other 


parts  of  the  country,  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  acting  upon  the   powers  of   the 
Privy  Council.     It  rested  with  the  local 
authorities   to   set   aside  a  place  for  the 
slaughter   of  cattle   imported    from    tho 
suspected    districts;     and    if    he    under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  it 
wus  impossible  to  get  the  local  authorities 
in    London    to    set   aside  such   a   place. 
His  answer  was,    "Apply   to  Parliament 
for  the  necessary  powers  to  deal  with  the 
special  difficulties  of  London,  and  he  was 
sure  that   even    in  the    present    Session 
Parliament  would  give  them  those  powers." 
[Lord   Robert    Montagu:    Hear,  hear!] 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord   Robert   Montagu) 
seemed  to  say  by  his  cheer  that  is  what 
we  are  now  doing.     But  they  were  really 
doing    a   great  deal  more,  because  they 
were  compelling  cattle  from  every  foreign 
country,  whether  suspected  or  not,  to  come 
to  one  market;  and  if  tho  disease  broke 
out  in  that  market  they  would  no  longer 
have  the  power  to  remove  the  market  to 
another  place.      Why   should   they    bind 
themselves  by  a  rigid  law  to  have  only  one 
market  for  foreign  cattle,  no  matter  whe- 
ther those  cattlo  came  from  a  healthy  or 
from  an    unhealthy   place?     If  they  did 
that  he  was  satisfied  that  on  the  very  first 
appearance  of  tho  cattle  plague  in  their 
foreign    market    the    Government    would 
have  to  come  to  Parliament  for  the  very 
power  of  which  they  were  now  depriving 
themselves.     What  was  the  objection  to 
arming  the  Privy  Council  with  the  neces- 
sary powers  ?     It  was  the  prevailing  be- 
lief that  those  powers  would  not  be  exer- 
cised with  sufficient  vigour  and  determina- 
tion.    His   answer    was,    "  So  it  always 
would  be  till  they  reformed  these  Depart- 
ments."    It  was  no  more  incumbent  on 
the  noble  Lord  as  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  have  introduced  this  measure 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment.     At   the   time  that  he    (Mr.   H. 
A.  Bruce)  was   Under   Secretary  of  the 
Home    Department    there    was    a    great 
agitation   in    the   country  respecting   the 
importation   of   cattle    that    were    suffer- 
ing  from   the  disease  of  pleuro-pneumo- 
nia,    and    he   remembered  that  the   right 
hon.  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  who 
was  then  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
coming  to  the  Home  Office    and    stating 
that  it  was    clear    some   measures  ought 
to  be  taken  on  the  subject,  as  the  disease 
was  committing  great  ravages ;  but  that 
it  was  not  for  him,  as  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  on  Education,  to  bring  in  the 
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Bin.  Tho  Priyy  Council*  he  said,  had  the 
power  of  passing  certain  Orders  which  the 
Government  might  think   for  the  good  of 


of  indignation,  that  no  Ifiniltiy  would 
like  to  face.  At  the  present  moment  the 
complaint  was  not  that  the  regulations  of 


the  State,  hut  had  uo  administrative  means  '  the  Privj  Council  were  not  effectaal  for 
within  itself  for  giving  effect  to  or  carrying  >  their  object,  but  that  thej  were  enforced 
through  Parliament  legislation  of  that  kind,  with  greater  rigour  than  was  necessary, 
which  it  was  clearly  the  businesBof  the  Home  For  these  reasons  he  objected  to  the  BilL 
Office  to  introduce.     Then  ho  (Mr.  Bruce)  ,  Its  objects  could  be  more  effectually  ob- 


received  directions  from  the  then  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  George  Grey)  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  giving  increased  powers  to  the  Privy 


tained,  and  without  injury  to  the  consumer, 
by  other  means.  Besides,  the  Bill  wu 
most  imperfect.     Why  should  they  deal 


Council   in    regard   to   the  movement   of  ;  with  one  port  alone,  and  not  have  one  lav 


cattle    suffering  from    pleuro-pneumonia  ; 
And  he  might  mention  that  the  principal 
opposition  to  it  came  from  those  Scotch 
and  Irish  Members  who  so  highly  approved 
of  the  present  Bill.     The  language  then 
used    was — **  What,    would  you  give  the 
Privy  Council    power   to   deprive    Scotch 
and  Irish  cattle  from  entering  England  .^" 
And  yet  only  two  or  three  years  passed 
away  when  the  rinderpest  broke  out,  and 
then  the  Irish  Members  held  a  meeting, 
and  called  upon  the  Government  to  exer- 
cise  tliose  very  powers   they  had   before 
opposed  to   prevent  English  cattle  being 
carried   over  to  Ireland.      He  mentioned 
this  to  guard  the  House  against  the  sel- 
fishness, ho  did  not  say  of  these  Members, 
but  of  the  districts  they  represented.     So 
long  as  they  had   this  large  question  not 
under  the  undivided  responsibility  of  one 
Department,  it  could  not,  in  the  nature  of 
things,   be  wisely  managed.     What  ought 
now  to  be  done  was  to   give  the  fullest 
powers  with  respect  to  tho  importation  of 
cattle  to   one   Department,  and  to   make 
that    Department   responsible    to    Parlia- 
ment, and  then  there  would  be  no  fear  that 
the  law  would  not  be  put   in  force  as  it 
was  in  other    countries.     What  was  now 
being  done  in  France,  which  was  exposed 
to  greater  risk  than  we  were?     Did  she 


insist  on  stopping  all  foreign  cattle  on  her  |  the  question  of  finance.  The  Chancellor  of 


frontiers  and  having  them  slaughtered 
there  ?  On  the  contrary,  she  admitted 
them  freely;  but,  at  the  same  time,  she 
kept  a  vigilant  look-out  as  to  the  health  of 
the  cattle  in  different  parts  of  Europe, 
and  was  prepared  at  once  to  arrest  the  in- 
troduction of  cattle  from  any  country  that  [ 
was  suspected  ;  while,  in  the  meantime, 
she  opened  up  to  the  population  a  supply 
of  food  drawn  from  all  quarters  of  the 
Continent.  Why  could  not  they  do  the 
same  here  ?  After  the  experience  of  the 
last  few  years  in  that  matter,  there  was 
no  fear  that  the  Government  would  show 
any  want  of  due  vigilance  or  vigour, 
which  would  draw  down  on  them  a  storm 

Mr.  Bruce 


for  every  port  in  the  kingdom.      Before 
long  there  might  be  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment,  which  would  remove  the  restrictioni 
that  now  existed  ;  and  cattle  would  be  im- 
ported freely  into  the  ports  of  Hull,  New- 
castle, and  Southampton,  while  the  greatest 
restrictions  prevailed  in  the  port  of  London. 
What  they  wanted  was  one  uniform  systen 
of  legislation.     They  could  not  pass  anj 
measure  elastic  enough  to  suit  the  neeesii- 
ties  of  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  thero- 
fore  they  ought  to  give  increased   powen 
to   the   Privy   Council,  and  see  that  tho 
Council  exercised  those  powers  effectoaHy. 
Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  the  BUI  wooU 
affect  his  constituency  in  two  ways — firs^ 
as  it  attacked  a  portion  of  their  trade,  ani 
one  which  they  carried  on  to  a  oonsideraUo 
extent ;    and  next,  as  it  taxed  their  food. 
He  was  therefore  desirous  to  learn  wbst 
were  the  views  of  the  Government  on  it. 
Though   the   right    hon.    Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of    the   Exchequer   had  bees 
good    enough   at  length    to    address  tho 
House,  he  had  carefully  abstained  from  s 
single  remark  upon  the  two  subjects  which 
had  been  specially  urged  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.   These  two  topia 
were  the  principle  of  public  policy  railed 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  tfoBh 
her  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson),  aid 


the  Exchequer  did  not  say  one  word  oi 
those  topics.  He  (Mr.  Ayrton)  therefore 
found  himself  in  as  much  difliculty  as  before 
in  these  respects.  He  did  not  approseh 
this  Bill  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  ;  from  the 
first  he  had  contended  that  the  cattle  trsde 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  joint  aetioa  of 
town  and  country,  and  from  the  first  he 
had  protested  against  setting  ap  dii- 
tinctive  interests.  He  had  been  called  the 
father  of  the  policy  contained  in  the  Bill ; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Boboit 
Montagu)  had  only  acted  on  the  suggeetioa 
which  he  made  last  Seaaion,  theHooee 
would  not  hare  been  troubled  wikh  the 
difficulties  in  which  it  was  now  ploogod. 
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His  olgaet  had  all  along  beett  (o  secure  as 
large  a  soj^ply  as  possible  of  lire  cattle  to 
tbe  metropolis  from  the  conn  try  as  well  as 
from  abroad.  The  population  of  London, 
aa  the  largest  consumers  of  meat  in  pro- 
portion to  their  numbers  of  any  population 
m  the  kingdom,  required  supplies  of  both 
kinds— *home  and  foreign.  The  present 
diiBcolties  and  obstructions  arose  entirely 
from  the  course  taken  by  the  Vice  Presi- 
deikt  and  his  Colleagues.  The  Bill  had  not 
been  properly  described  as  a  Bill  to  estab- 
fiah  a  foreign  cattle  market.  No  doubt 
tlie  Bill  established  a  market  for  the  supply 
of  the  metropolis,  yet  the  market  was  not 
to  be  in  the  metropolis.  It  also  proposed 
an  establishment  for  tho  slaughter  of 
eattle  ;  an  establishment  for  the  exclusive 
laDding  of  all  cattle  landed  within  the  port 
of  London ;  so  that  any  vessel  coming 
IroiDf  between  Oravesend  and  London  with 
tettle  would  be  compelled  to  go  to  a  par- 
lieiilar  pier.  There  were  to  be  also  qua- 
rantine stations  and  roads  and  railways. 
All  the  vessels  were  to  go  to  one  port,  and 
an  the  cattle  were  to  be  taken  out  on  one 
j^er  and  there  slaughtered,  unless  they 
bad  nndergone  the  quarantine  provided  for 
bj  the  Privy  Council,  in  which  case  they 
Aight  be  removed.  He  had  never  proposed 
dr  auggested  so  large  a  mcasuro  as  that. 
It  was  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whOy  two  years  ago,  had  first  launched  the 
idea  embodied  in  the  Bill  of  slaughtering 
eattle  at  a  particular  spot  on  tho  Thames. 
H^  had  divided  tho  House  against  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer, 
and  the  Jlouse  rejected  it  by  a  considerable 
majority.  Since  last  year  the  Government 
bad  tried  to  embarrass  the  trade  of  cattle 
in  the  metropolis.  Last  year  he  had  put  a 
proposal  on  the  Paper  suggested  to  him  by 
nia  constituents.  It  was  a  proposal  for  a 
market ;  but  not  to  restrict  the  landing  of 
tettle  to  any  particular  place.  On  inves- 
tigating it,  and  believing  it  would  act  in- 
jttrioiisTy  to  trade,  ho  declined  to  proceed 
with'  it.  When  that  restrictive  proposal 
#]aa  on  the  Paper  the  noble  Lord  made 
■etna  comments  upon  it,  and  spoke  of  it 
afil  one  that  would  involve  the  necessity  of 
two  markets  that  would  destroy  competi- 
lieh,  and  as  a  gigantic  system  of  Protec- 
tioD.  When  the  Bill  came  under  consider- 
ifion  he  had  in  the  question  of  dealing 
with  foreign  cattle  proposed  an  elastic 
dause  in  accordance  with  the  views  he  had 
slated,  and  the  language  which  he  had 
nM'  had  been  adopted  in  the  Bill  which 
bad   actually  passed.    It    proposed   that 


the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  ratepayers,  should 
erect  a  market  to  which  such  foreign 
cattle  should  be  taken  as  the  Privy  Council 
by  Order  might  direct.  That  was  the  law 
which  was  passed  last  Session,  and  which 
was  now  in  force.  He  arp^ued  that,  there 
being  power  given  under  the  Act  of  last 
Session  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  to  con- 
struct a  market  as  soon  as  applied  to  by 
the  Government,  the  application  was  not 
made  as  it  ought  to  havo  been.  His  com- 
plaint was  that  the  noblo  Lord  did  not  and 
would  not  act  upon  the  statute  of  last  Ses- 
sion. Instead  of  carrying  out  a  proper 
policy  the  noble  Lord  determined  to  carry 
out  his  own  policy,  that  the  market  should 
be  constructed  by  the  City  of  London. 
They  said  they  were  willing,  but  naturally 
at  onco  the  Metropolitan  Board  said,  "  Go 
and  get  your  market  made  by  the  City  of 
London."  The  noble  Lord  soon  found  the 
difficulties  that  must  result.  He  was  em- 
barked in  an  entirely  new  policy  ;  a  clause 
was  passed  that  destroyed  the  rights  of 
his  constituents;  compensation  was  claimed 
for  those  who  bad  exercised  wharfage  rights 
for  four  years,  and  then  the  City  of  Lon- 
don said,  **  We  will  have  nothing  more  to 
do  with  the  Bill."  He  wanted  to  know 
from  the  Government  in  what  position  they 
were  placed  ?  Here  was  a  Bill  which  pro- 
posed to  do  great  things  for  tho  agricul- 
tural interest.  Thero  was  a  provision  in  tho 
Bill  to  appoint  Commissioners  ;  but  there 
was  no  provision  made  for  paying  them. 
He  was  surprised  that  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  be  so  intent  on  making  a  profit  of 
their  beasts  as  to  become  tho  dupes  of  a 
measure  which,  while  professing  to  give 
them  everything,  would  really  give  them 
nothing.  Tho  Commissioners  would  have 
to  purchase  land  at  an  enormous  price  ; 
but  where  was  the  Aladdin's  lamp  which 
would  procure  them  the  necessary  funds  ? 
Moreover,  the  object  of  tho  Bill  would  not 
be  attained  within  four  or  five  years.  The 
powers  of  tho  Corporation  of  London  would 
lapse  after  a  year  if  they  acquired  no 
lands,  or  after  three  years  if,  having  ac- 
quired lands,  they  took  no  further  steps, 
so  that  for  three  years  nothing  would  be 
done.  Then  a  Commission  without  funds 
might  be  appointed,  and  after  three  years 
more  their  powers  also  would  lapse.  Now, 
he  would  put  it  to  the  Government  and  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  was 
worth  whilo  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  of  such 
a  character  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite  per- 
haps imagined  that  if  they  got  this  Qo- 
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▼ernmeDt  to  pass  a  Bill  they  would  be  able 
to  get  funds  from  another  QoYernment. 
Beyond  the  right  of  the  Privy  Council 
Tetoing  the  incoming  of  foreign  cattle  sup- 
posed to  carry  the  disease,  he  denied  that 
restriction  should  exist.  To  implicate  all 
the  activity  of  foreign  traders  was  simple 
stultiGcation,  and  foreign  Governments 
would  be  estopped  from  sanctioning  the 
exportation  of  cattle.  He  asked  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  send  their 
"  round  robins''  to  the  Ministry,  to  induce 
them  to  palm  off  this  Bill,  which  stopped 
the  very  springs  of  commercial  activity. 
He  appealed  to  the  opposite  side  on  the 
grounds  of  public  justice  and  public  policy. 
["  Oh,  oh  !*']  But  his  constituents  were 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  in  order  to  benefit 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  he  altogether 
denied  the  justice  of  the  attempt  to  make 
the  port  of  London  the  scape-goat  of  other 
ports  in  the  country.  Probably,  if  any 
metropolitan  boroughs  returned  Conserva- 
tive Members,  they  would  be  able  to  pre- 
vail with  the  Government,  as  the  Members 
for  Liverpool  had  prevailed.  But  it  was 
hopeless  for  the  Government  to  expect 
from  the  intelligence  of  metropolitan  con- 
stituencies the  return  of  Conservative 
Members.  This  Bill  could  not  pass  in  the 
present  Session,  for  the  requisite  notices 
had  not  been  given  affecting  private  pro- 
perty. If  even  the  Bill  went  up  to  the 
Lords,  there  must  be  a  Committee  on  the 
subject,  to  consider  the  case  of  wharf- 
ingers and  others  whose  rights  were 
affected  by  the  measure.  As  to  the  great 
question,  whether  the  measure  would  raise 
the  price  of  meat,  Mr.  Bloomfield  Baker 
had  stated  before  the  Committee  that  the 
Government  contracts  alone  would  be  in- 
creased by  £1,000  per  week  if  the  Bill 
became  law.  But  if  this  were  so  in  the 
case  of  30,000  or  40,00.0  soldiers,  what 
would  not  be  the  result  of  the  measure 
upon  the  food  of  the  whole  metropolis  ? 
On  the  ground  of  public  policy,  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  general  trade  of  the  coun- 
try, he  hoped  that  the  House  would  reject 
the  measure. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  I  hope  the  House 
will  come  to  a  division  upon  this  stage  of 
the  Bill.  We  have  heard  in  this  debate 
that  this  measure  is  the  revival  of  Pro- 
tection. Remembering  that  some  of  the 
speakers  to  whom  I  have  listened  are  dis- 
tinguished for  their  knowledge  of  political 
economy  and  their  opposition  to  all  artifi- 
cial systems  of  restriction,  I  am  surprised 
that  that  accusation  should  be  made  so 
freely.  We  have  heard  something  also 
Mr,  Ayrton 


about  a  hustings*  cry,  and  perhaps  in  the 
scarcity  of  the  commodity  on  the  other  side 
this  stale  sarcasm  may  do  as  well  as  anj 
other.     Now  this  is  not  a  question  of  pro- 
tection ;  it  is  one  of  precaution.    It  is  a 
question  really  between  pestilence  and  pre- 
caution.    It  is  a  question  whether,  after 
the  experience   we  have   bad  of  the  fell 
disease  to  which  our  herds  and  flocks  bsTS 
been  so  fatally  subject,  it  is  necessary  or 
desirable  that  we  should  adopt  some  pre- 
cautionary  policy,   and   whether,   on  the 
whole,  the  measure  proposed  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  is  not  the 
most  prudent  and  the  most  proper  ?    Now 
it  has  been  asked  frequently  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  "Why  do  you  propose  to 
do  that  for  London  which  you  do  not  pro- 
pose to  do  for  the .  other  ports  ?"     We  do 
not  propose  to  do  it  for  the   other  ports 
because  it  is  already  done  for  them.  Land 
has  been  purchased  in  those  places,  and  bj 
the  clauses  of  the  existing  Act  we  haTe 
been  able  to  bring  about  a  state  of  thiogs 
which   we  have  not  been    able   to  bring 
about  for  London.     And  wbj  not  for  Lon- 
don ?     Simply  because  you  cannot  arsil 
yourselves  of  the  penalty  which  was  pro- 
vided by  the  existing  Act  in  order  to  en- 
force the   arrangement.      What  was  the 
penalty  ?  That  if  in  any  of  those  ports  thej 
did  not  choose  to  purchase  the  land  that 
was  necessary,  and  establish  separate  mar- 
kets, the  Privy  Council  could  prevent  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle.     Now,  how 
could  you  do  that  in  London  when  you  have 
failed  to  establish   markets,   never  mind 
from  what  cause.      No  one  for  a  moment 
could  contend  that  the  Government  oonld 
take  upon  itself  to  stop  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle   into   London,    which  is  92 
per  cent  of  the  gross  amount  imported. 
Therefore  we  have  not  under  the  existing 
Act  the  means  by  which    we  can  bring 
about  in  London  the  same  results  as  in 
the  other  ports,  and  it  is  because  we  want 
to  legislate  practically  for  the  whole  countiy 
that  we  ask  you  to  give  us  those  powers 
which  are  necessary.      So  much  for  the 
first  question  that   has  been   asked  me. 
Then  there  is  the  other  question  as  to  the 
financial  position  of  the  affair,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
has  brought  forward,  and  which  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hsmleto 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  has  adverted  to.    Now,  vs 
must  remember  that  in  the  Committee  oo 
the  Bill  upstairs,  the  City  of  London  pro- 
posed a  tariff  of  tolls  quite  satisfactory  to 
the   Committee,   and  that  Uriff  was  ae- 
oepted.    Certain  olauaea  wera  tnm^  ^ 
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^  OMij  the  i^eral  arrangementB  into  effect, 
aDd  thoae  elanses  were  accepted.  So 
maeb,  therefore,  for  the  financial  part  of 
the  qaeation.  But  then  a  misanderstaoding 
aroae  between  the  Corporation  of  the  Citj 
of  London  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  what  was  that  misunderstand- 
ing really  occasioned  by?  As  far  as  I 
eftn  eoHect  it  was  a  quarrel  as  to  who 
should  be  entitled  to  the  surplus  profits  of 
Ibe  scheme.  Well,  now,  if  there  be  a 
misDoderstanding  between  those  two  bodies 
aa  to  the  question  of  surplus  profits,  I 
think  there  is  primd  facU  evidence  that 
the  scheme  would  be  a  paying  one.  It  is 
therefore  unnecessary  to  discussion  in 
order  to  ascertain  how  the  money  is  to  be 
provided  ;  but  what  we  want  to  inquire 
into  is  whether  it  is  necessary  such  an 
arrmngement  should  be  carried  into  effect ; 
and  that  we  shall  be  better  able  to  discuss 
In  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill.  What  we 
have  now  to  decide  is,  whether  it  is  neces- 
■arj  for  the  public  health  and  the  general 
welfare  of  the  country  that  a  scheme  of 
thia  kind  should  be  adopted  or  not.  And 
L  if  it  be  our  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be 
I  adopted,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  means 
r  win  be  devised  by  which  a  measure  abso- 
lately  necessarjf  may  be  carried  out.  Then 
wo  are  told  that  we  are  acting  in  a  very 
diflbrent  way  from  how  they  act  in  France; 
"^  .and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bruce), 
who  spoke  with  moderation  and  authority 
on  the  subject,  greatly  dilated  on  that 
topic.  But  there  is  very  little  similarity 
between  Franco  and  England  on  this  sub- 
Joet.  The  importation  of  foreign  cattle 
mto  France  is  very  moderate  indeed  ;  it  is 
aonnted  only  by  thousands  while  in  this 
oonntry  it  is  counted  by  hundreds  of  thou- 
aanda.  In  fact,  France  has  no  ports  of 
iniportation,  except  from  Algiers  to  Mar- 
■oiilee,  and  only  two  inlets  into  France  for 
fbreign  cattle  by  two  railways — the  Lille 
and  Sambre.  The  trafiSc  in  France  can 
therefore  be  regulated  with  success  ;  for, 
Igr  the  law  of  that  country,  everything 
Moa  to  Paris,  and  the  cattle  on  arriving 
there  are  slaughtered  within  a  very  limited 
period.  Therefore  the  similarity  of  the 
eiiminiBtances  alluded  to,  and  the  circum- 
■taiieea  urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■UUi  to  warn  us  from  pursuing  a  different 
ooarie  in  this  country,  ought  not  to  have 
■oeh  influence  or  authority  on  the  opinion 
ef  the  House.  I  hope  the  House,  hav- 
ing now  discussed  the  question  for  some 
time,  IB  prepared  to  come  to  some  decision 
«B  the  subject.  The  House,  when  in 
OMBauttee,  will  hare  an  opportunity  of 
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urging  in  detail  any  practical  objections, 
and  of  then  being  practically  considered. 
But  the  great  point  to  be  remembered  by 
the  House  is  that  the  state  of  affairs  upon 
the  subject  is  most  unsatisfactory  ;  that 
the  system  of  Orders  in  Council,  which  I 
have  heard  advocated  from  quarters  in 
which  I  should  not  have  expected  them  to 
find  much  favour,  is  one  that  is  attended 
with  great  disadvantage  to  the  business 
of  the  country  ;  and  that  not  only  agricul- 
tural pursuits  but  the  commercial  inter- 
change of  the  country  are  extremely 
embarrassed  and  disturbed  if  the  supply 
to  the  London  market  is  limited — and  con- 
siderably limited  it  is — by  the  system  which 
exists.  I  do  not  "think  I  have  collected 
from  any  hon.  Gentlemen  that  they  are 
of  opinion  that  the  system  can  go  on  with- 
out considerable  modifications.  I  trust 
therefore  that  dismissing  from  our  minds 
such  really  idle  considerations  as  that  this 
plan  is  a  revival  of  Protection  ;  but  look- 
mg  at  it  as  an  attempt  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem of  wise  and  necessary  precaution,  the 
House  will  now  agree  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee. It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  Par- 
liament should  come  to  some  decision  upon 
the  subject,  and  re-assure  the  public  mind ; 
and  as  the  question  is  precaution  against 
foreign  pestilence,  I  hope  the  House  will 
no  longer  delay  coming  to  a  vote  upon  it. 

Mr.  BAZLEY  attempted  to  address  the 
House ;  but,  there  being  loud  cries  for  a 
division,  said  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Ifr,  Boil&y,) 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman-  will  proceed  with  what  he  has 
got  to  say.  I  have  myself  been  often  re- 
ceived in  that  manner  ;  but  I  found  the 
House  listened  to  me  when  I  went  on. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bazlejf)  were 
disposed  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  my 
opinion — especially  after  listening  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — the  financial  part 
of  the  question  has  assumed  an  appearance 
still  more  formidable ;  and  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  raise  that  question,  if  no  other 
Member  does  so,  on  the  Motion  that  you, 
Sir,  do  leave  the  Chair.  With  the  exten- 
sive prospects  opened  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Fordyce) 
that  this  is  the  beginning  of  a  system  of 
which  we  have  had  one  or  two  specimens, 
in  the  town  of  Hull,  for  example,  and  that 
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it  is  intended  to  go  around  the  country. 
[Lord  Robert  Montagu  :  We  can  at  pre- 
sent.] The  noble  Lord  did  not  hear  the 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  then.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sajs  that  this  is  a 
measure  absolutely  necessary  for  the  public 
welfare,  and  that  consequently  the  means 
for  defraying  the  charge  must  be  found— 
if  that  be  so,  why  should  not  the  means 
come  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  ?  The 
whole  of  this  opens  up  a  series  of  questions 
BO  important  that  a  discussion  must  be 
had  upon  them.  If  my  hon.  Friend  would 
allow  me,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
raised  the  question  upon  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  as 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  are  anxious  to 
have  an  expression  of  opinion  upon  it,  I 
would  suggest  that  he  would  not  stand  in 
their  way. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  hoped  that  the  Bill  wonld 
be  left  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  new  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  voithdrawn. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  191 ;  Noes 
82:  Majority  109. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  BAZLEY  said,  that  while  he  dis- 
claimed  all  intention  to  annoy  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  he  should  move  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  trust  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  not  make  that  Motion.  It  will 
stop  all  the  Bosinoss  of  the  evening. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  ask  what 
course  the  Government  intended  to  take  ? 
lie  presumed,  however,  that  after  the  di- 
vision which  had  been  just  taken  they 
would  object  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. For  his  own  part  he  should  cer- 
tainly not  press  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate; but  he  wished  to  refer  to  a  matter  that 
had  been  hardly  touched  on  by  the  Govern- 
ment. It  had  only  been  very  briefly  men- 
tioned by  the  First  Minister,  and  never  until 
that  speech  was  delivered.  He  should  en- 
deavour to  set  forth  briefly  what  he  had  to 
say  on  that  matter,  in  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    With 

Mr,  Olad$ton$ 


regard  to  the  general  argament  h^  should 
say  very  little,  and  should  tooch  very  briefly 
on  the  points  that  had  been  brought  into 
view  during  the  present  evening.     One  of 
those  appeared  to  be  that  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  urged  in  argument  that  time  wti 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  them  in  that 
matter,  and  that  a  great  advantage  was  to 
be  gained  by  pressing  forward  the  present 
Bill  under  the  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  at  present  placed.     Now,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  there  was  no  ground  for  soek 
a   supposition.      Under    the    Bill    twelve 
months  were  allowed  for  choosing  a  sits 
for  the  new  market ;  hut  why  waa  tweirt 
months  necessary  for  such  a  purpose  ?    Oe 
ventured  to  think  that  if  the  Bill  were  dis- 
cussed six  months  hence,  and  if  six  montha 
only  were  to  be  allowed  for  the  choice  of  s 
site,  no  time  would  really  bo  lost.     ["  Com- 
mittee !  "  ]     His  argument,  he  might  re- 
mark, did  not  refer  to  any  particular  claow; 
but  to  the  expediency  of  pressing  the  BO! 
forward  at   the   present   time.      He  wu 
afraid  that  the  longer  the  discussion  on  thu 
Bill  was  protracted  the  more  it  would  assooM 
the  very  invidious,  not  not  to  say  odiooi, 
aspect  of  a  battle  of  class  interests.     Eov- 
ever  much   some   hon.    Gentlemen  miglU 
exert  themseWes  to  divest  it  of  that  chi- 
racter,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  Isn- 
guage  of  others  tended  very  much  to  gift 
it  that  character  ;  and  when  a  new  Psrlii- 
ment  met,  it  would  not  be  a  graceful  reeol- 
lection  of  the  last  act  of  the  old  one  thst  i 
measure  of  that  kind  was  carried  intoeiNt 
that   Session.      He   was   persuaded  that 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  were  urging  fomri 
this  Bill  under  the  honest  belief  thst  it 
was  a  measure  of  precaution,  and  he  M 
no  doubt  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Esebe- 
quer  was  perfectly  sincere  when  he  said  tbit 
while  there  would  be  temporary  ineonfo* 
niences,  the  trade  would  soon  be  re-orp' 
niied,  and  that  matters  would  then  go  on  u 
well  as,  if  not  better,  than  before.    Soeh 
a  prophecy  would  have  been  the  more  eoB- 
forting  but  for  the  existence  of  certain  fseto 
relative  to  the  effects  of  a  similar  syitea 
of  precaution  at  Hull.      Indeed,  he  vtt 
somewhat  astonished  that  the  case  of  HsI 
had  not  been  mentioned  either  by  the  vAX 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Iz' 
chequer  or  by  the  right  hon.  Geotleatn 
the   First   Minister  of  the   Crown.     Ho 
would   therefore  briefly    re-capitulate  tbi 
facts.     In  the  first  plaee,  however,  he  nsit 
express  his  belief  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  Head  of  the  Government  wai 
entirely  wrong  when  he  stated  that  the 


1838       MOropoKfm  Foreign       (July  16,  1866)         CaUU  Xariet  S%tl.         1334 


foreiffQ  eatUe  trade  of  the  port  of  London 
was  92  per  cent  of  the  whole  foreign  cattle 
trade  of  the  country.     Of  course  he  could 
not  at  the  moment  quote  the  precise  figures ; 
bat  his  impression  was  that  the  out-port 
trad^— to  use  the  expression  of  the  Cus- 
toms —  was  about  five-twelfths,  and  cer- 
tainly more  than  four  twelfths  of  the  entire 
eatile  trade.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argnmeot   therefore  fell    to   the    ground. 
Hull   was   a  port   which    had    a   thriving 
and  rapidly  growing  cattle  trade.     In  1864 
it  imported  30,000  cattle,  38,000  sbeep 
and  lambs,  and  7,000  swine.     The  next 
jear  the  figures  were  as  follows  : — 41,000 
cattle,  69.000  sheep  and  lambs,  and  16,000 
awine.     In  1866  the  precautionary  measure 
came  into  effect,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  41,000  cattle  fell  to  26,000,  the  69,000 
•haep  and  lambs  to  48,000,  and  the  15,000 
swine  to  8,000.     Nor  was  the  effect  of  the 
measure  of  precaution  then  exhausted,  for 
in  1867  the  numbers  were— 17,000  cattle, 
9,000  sheep  and  lambs,  and  under  4,000 
iwine.      The    figures  for   1868   were  of 
•onrae  incomplete  ;  but  he  was  told  that 
At  the  present  time  the  cattle  trade  of  Hull 
•zhibited  in  a  yet  more  satisfactory  manner 
the  extreme  efficacy  of  the  precautions 
vhieb  had  been  taken.     It  was  idle,  there- 
fbre,  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  anppose  that  by  general  prophecies  and 
promises,  which  he  would  do  his  best  to 
inlfily  he  was  to  carry  to  disturbed,  niis- 
trnstful  minds  any  comfortable  assurance 
that  bit  expectations  for  London  were  to 
■tand  against  the  evidence  of  facts  and 
4gnrea  fdready  in  their  hands  with  respect 
to  the  case  of  Hull.     He  had  no  doubt 
that   bon.  Gentlemen  were  sincere  when 
diej  said  they  did  not  want  protection  ; 
bat  he  apprehended  that  until   the  facts 
and  figures  he  had  quoted  had  been  an- 
svered,  it  was  clear  that  the  operation  of 
Ae  measure  would  be  something  like  the 
•xtinction  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade.    Such 
ma  the  case  with  respect  to  the  probable 
orteot  of  the  Bill  on  the  supply  of  food,  and 
Ina  right  hon.   Friend    the  Member  for 
]|flrthjrr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bruce)  had  shown 
that  the  soientifio  evidence  of  veterinary 
Bwgeons  proved  it  to  be  in  a  prominent 
i^ree   worthless  as  a  measure  of  pre- 
•antion.    Then  came  the  question  as  to  the 
dBeaoj  of  Privy  Council  regulations  'oenui 
itatntory  restrictions  ;  and  why,  he  would 
aak|  did  the  Government  not  enforce  com- 
pidaory  slaughter  in  the  metropolis  on  their 
own  reaponsibility,  instead  of^  asking  the 
Braae  to  relieve  them  of  that  responsibility 


and  put  itself  in  their  place  ?    He,  for  one, 
contended  that  the  arrangement  of  pro- 
ceeding by  means  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, subject  to  the  control  of  Parliament, 
and  the  consequent  revocation   of  errors 
that  might  arise,  was  one  which  was  in- 
finitely to  be  preferred  to  a  rigid  system  of 
statutory  restriction   such  as  that  which 
was  urged  on  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 
Then   they  had   further   to  consider  tho 
financial  question,  and  if  that  question  had 
had  been  formidable  before  they  had  heard 
the  addresses   of  the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and    of   the  right   hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
it    was  at  present    far   more   formidable. 
The  case  presented  by  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  was  no  case  at  all.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Head  of  tho 
Government  invited  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  subject  in  its 
financial  aspect ;    but   he   must   be   per- 
mitted to  say  that  no  Government  measure 
involving  a  large  outlay  had  ever  been  dealt 
with  in  that  way.  It  was  the  absolute  duty 
of  the  Government,  he  maintained,  to  pro- 
duce before  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair  their 
financial  plan,  to  show  what  charge  would 
be  incurred  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
and  how  that  charge  was  to  be  met.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  sought  to  put  the 
House  off  with  generalities  ;    but  he  felt 
assured  that  if  the  measure  was  passed  in 
its  present  shape  the  question  of  finance 
would  hereafter  arise  in  one  shape  or  an- 
other.     What,  he   would   ask,  were   the 
funds  out  of  which  the  proposed  market 
was   to  be  supported?      As  things  now 
stood,  the  cattle  trade  of  the  metropolis 
was  concentrated  in  a  single  market,  which 
represented  but  one  source  of  expense.  On 
the  fund  by  which  that  market  was  sup- 
ported it  was,  however,  sought  to  throw  a 
double  charge,  although  it  was  not  a  fund 
which  yielded  a  surplus,  but  one  which, 
on  the  contrary,  was  encumbered  with  a 
deficiency  of  j67,000  a  year.     If  that  were 
so,  how  was  the  deficiency  to  be  supplied 
and  provision  madefor  the  additional  charge 
which  would  be  imposed  if  the  Bill  were  to 
pass  into  a  law  ?     What  were  the  sources 
from   which   it   was  conceivable  the  now 
charge  could  be  met  ?     It  might,  perhaps, 
be  thought  that  it  could  be  met  by  means 
of  the  dues  on  foreign  cattle ;  but,  so  far 
as  he  could  see,  we  could  not  levy  one 
penny  more  on  such  cattle  than  on  British 
cattle  admitted  to  a  British  market.     He 
was  of  that  opinion  because  of  the  faith  of 
treaties.     A  common  stipulation  in  treaties 
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was  what  was  called  the  cqualitj  treat- 
ment, which  had  reference  to  dues  and 
charges  of  all  kinds.  lie  recollected  very 
well  that  in  1860,  when  the  French  Treaty 
was  entered  into,  and  it  was  contemplated 
to  levy  certain  petty  charges  in  the  port 
of  London,  a  special  article  had  to  be  in- 
troduced to  prevent  their  imposition.  The 
Government,  therefore,  could  not  hope  to 
raise  the  revenue  required  for  the  new 
market  by  taxing  foreign  at  a  higher  rate 
than  British  cattle.  The  next  source  of 
revenue  open  to  them  was,  as  had  been 
stated,  the  property  of  the  City  of  London; 
but  the  citizens  had,  he  believed,  beyond 
all  doubt,  washed  their  hands  of  the  Bill. 
He,  for  one,  protested  against  the  idea 
that  the  ratepayers  of  the  metropolis  were 
to  be  looked  to  to  defray  the  necessary 
charges,  and  he  did  not  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  they  would  willingly  submit  to 
any  measure  which  would  tend  to  limit  the 
•upply  of  food.  The  next  source  to  which 
recourse  might  be  had  was  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  meaning  of  the  statement  of 
the  Head  of  the  Government  that  this  was 
necessary  for  the  public  welfare,  and  that 
some  means  of  getting  the  requisite  money 
must  be  devised,  was  that  the  public  must 
provide  the  money;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  contem- 
plated getting  those  means  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  ?  Another  mode  of  getting 
at  the  treasure  of  the  public  was  by  way 
of  guarantee.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer shook  his  head,  and  he  was  glad 
to  understand  from  the  demeanour  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  he  said 
there  was  to  be  no  charge  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  he  meant  to  include  no  direct 
or  contingent  charge  by  way  of  guarantee; 
but  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was  strictly  true — that  Commis- 
eioners  were  to  be  set  up  without  any 
money  to  bless  themselves  with.  They 
were  about  to  do  that  which  had  been  done 
too  often  before — namely,  to  delude  the 
farmers  by  professing  to  do  wonderful 
things  on  their  behalf,  which,  when  put  to 
the  test,  proved  wholly  futile.  If  it  was 
intended  to  deal  in  an  open  and  trustworthy 
manner  with  the  agricultural  interest,  the 
financial  part  of  the  Bill  must  be  made  a 
reality.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  give  a  clear  statement  of  their  in- 
tentions. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  regretted  that  when  he 
before  addressed  the   House  he  was  not 
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aware  of  the   challenge  thai  during  hit 
absence  had  been  thrown  cot  to  him  re- 
specting the  financial  part  of  the  measure. 
The  points  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  opposite  are  no  doubt  worthy  of 
attention,  and  he  would  take  them  one  by 
one.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
why  the  Bill  was  pressed  with  each  or- 
gency  ?     Why  could  it  not  stand  over  till 
next   Session  ?      Because,    after    it    wai 
passed,   another  Bill,    founded    upon  \i, 
would  have  to  be  introduced,  giving  powen 
for  the  acquisition  of  the  aite  of   the  in- 
tended market ;  a  provisional  Motion  woaU 
have  to  be  passed,  and  notice  to  be  givea 
to  the  persons  interested  in  the  site.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  next  inataneed 
the   case  of  Hull,   as   an   answer  to  thi 
argument  that  the  Bill  would  occasions 
larger  supply  to  the  market.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  to  the  dedmi 
in  the  number  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  iwias 
imported  into  Hull  as  the  consequence  ef 
the  Order  in  Council,  compelling  beasts  to 
be  slaughtered  at  the  place  of  landing; 
but  he  bad  apparently  forgotten  that  At 
Order  applied  only  to  cattle,  and  not  to 
sheep,  iambs,  or  swine,   unleat  importei 
in  the  same  vessel  with  cattle  ;  and  it  vsi 
therefore  plain  that  the  Order  in  Coud 
could  not  be  held  to  be  the  cause  of  m 
serious  a  decline  in  the  importations  rf 
Hull.     The  fact,  he  believed,  was  that  tJN 
restrictive  regulations  of  the  yarious  fbrdgi 
GoTornments  checked  the  importation  frM 
abroad,   and  also  that   the   French  porU 
during  the  period   in   question  offered  s 
better  market  to  breeders  ;    for  even  it 
London,  where  compulsory  alaughter  in  • 
separate  market  was  not  enforced,  tbeiv- 
portation  of  cattle  had  fallen  from  147,(W0 
in  1864  to  125,000  in  1867.     With  ngarl 
to  the  financial  part  of  the  question,  hi 
observed  that  the  Bill  in  its  present  shsft 
was  not  the  Bill  as  introduced  by  the  tit- 
vernment.     When  the  Bill  wan  first  intn- 
duced  the   City  of  London  engaged  to 
carry  out  its  provisions,  provided  it  hil 
the  tolls  under  Schedules  of  the  Bill ;  M 
when  the  Bill  went  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee the  old  rivalry  between  the  Mstit* 
politan  Board  of  Works  and  the  City  rf 
London  broke  out  afresh.      The  sn^hs 
was,  under  the  Bill,  to  go  to  the  rasrfctt 
authority  ;  but  in  the  Committee  the  BiB 
was  altered  so  that  the  surplus  ahonU  |* 
to  the  reduction  of  the  tolla.     It  was  tksn- 
fore  no  wonder  that  there  should  bt  SO01 
reluctance  on  the  part  of  the  City  to  euiy 
out  the  BUI.    But  if  the  Citj  dediacd  ti 
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do  to  iho  Metropolitan  Board  would  become 
the  market  aathoritj.  At  the  iDstigation 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Gitj  of 
London  (Mr.  Gosohen),  who  was  certain] j 
not  ft  sopporter  of  the  Bill,  the  clause  re- 
lating to  the  City  of  London  was  struck 
out.  That  might  be  a  proof  of  the  inge- 
nnitj  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  it 
was  oertainlj  no  reason  why  a  charge 
abonld  be  brought  against  the  GoTemment 
with  reference  to  the  market  authority. 
The  ?iew  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  was 
to  restore  it  to  the  shape  in  which  it  was 
vhen  it  went  up  to  the  Gommitteei  so  as 
to  1ea?e  it  to  the  City  of  London  to  receive 
the  tolls  as  the  market  authority,  and  ap- 
propriate the  surplus  as  they  appropriated 
their  other  funds.  But  if  they  declined, 
the  Metropolitan  Board  would  become  the 
market  authority,  and  the  surplus  would 
go  to  them  instead  of  to  the  reduction  of 
tolla.  Independently,  therefore,  of  the 
Commissioners,  they  had  here  two  respon- 
mble  and  important  bodies,  who,  if  they 
reetored  the  Bill  to  its  original  shape, 
would  be  perfectly  willing  either  of  them 
Er  to  become  the  market  authority.  The 
V  riglift  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
¥erj  properly  observed  that  they  should 
BOi  put  higher  tolls  on  animals  imported 
uder  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  than  be- 
Ibfe.  But  so  far  from  being  higher  the 
tdla  were  considerably  lower.  The  tolls 
Id  the  Schedule  were  2«.  6d.  per  head  in- 
stead of  5t,  lid.,  as  in  the  metropolitan 
cattle  market. 

Mb.  milner  GIBSON  said,  that  was 
BOt  so.  Instead  of  being  5s.  lid.  in  the 
aaatropolitan  cattle  market,  cattle  under 
tli6  aame  circumstances  were  only  charged 
8d.  per  head. 

Thb  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  was  a  question  of  fact 
which  might  be  very  easily  settled.  AH 
ha  eould  say  was,  that  if  they  passed  this 
Bill  as  presented  by  the  Government,  there 
would  be  a  perfect  security  that  it  would 
ha  properly  carried  out  in  the  fact  that  the 
Citj  of  London  would  be  willing  to  under- 
ttlkm  it  as  the  market  authority.  It  was 
iliarefore  idle  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  aay  that  financially  the  Bill  would  not 
haM  water. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  right  hon. 
Oontleman  the  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
diire  had  advised  the  House  not  to  delude 
flha  farmers,  and  he  made  a  strong  state- 
aant  with  respect  to  Hull,  where  what  he 
aaDad  the  foreign  trade  had  been  almost 


extinguished.  Bot  had  not  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends,  with  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton),  urged  the  House  to  continue 
the  very  system  of  Privy  Council  Orders 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  had 
all  but  extinguished  the  ftreign  trade  at 
Hull  ?  Was  there  not  something  to  delude 
in  that?  And  then  as  to  the  ratepayers 
of  the  City  of  London,  were  they  not  also 
deluded  by  having  the  extinction  of  trade 
put  on  them  by  the  Privy  Council  Orders 
instead  of  by  statute?  Hon.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  the  fettering  of  trade  ;  but  was 
not  trade  fettered  now  ?  Was  the  time 
oyer  known  when  the  people  of  the  metro- 
polis paid  so  large  a  price  for  their  meat  as 
they  did  now  ?  Anpl  why  was  there  such 
a  large  margin  between  the  price  paid  to 
the  producer  and  the  price  paid  by  the 
consumer?  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  and  the  Whitechapel  butchers  to 
talk  upon  this  subject ;  but  was  there  no 
delusion  here  ?  The  yery  large  difference 
between  the  wholesale  and  retail  price  of 
meat  was  owing  to  the  restrictions  which 
the  Privy  Council  placed  on  trade.  But  it 
was  said  what  was  the  use  of  passing  this 
Bill  when  twelve  months'  notice  was  given 
for  purchasing  a  site  for  the  market  ?  But 
why  should  these  twelve  months  not  be 
limited  to  six  ?  That  might  be  done  in 
Committee.  He  believed  all  the  financial 
diBSculties  might  easily  be  cleared  away. 
If  not  it  would  only  show  what  remained 
to  be  done  by  the  new  Parliament.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  said  they  had  no  right  to 
deal  with  such  a  question,  for  they  were  a 
dying  body.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  did  not  seem  to  consider  that 
when  dealing  with  the  Irish  Church. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  never  used  the 
words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  putting 
into  my  mouth,  nor  anything  like  them. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  if  they  had 
cleared  away  the  difficulties  in  the  path  in- 
stead of  uselessly  protracting  the  debate 
by  pressing  the  same  speeches  over  and 
over  again,  they  would  either  have  carried 
the  Bill  through  Committee  by  this  time, 
or  else  have  left  it  in  a  condition  much 
more  accessible  to  the  legislation  of  the 
new  Parliament. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  that  the  Orders 
of  the  Privy  Council  were  sent  temporarily, 
while  the  Bill  would  be  permanent  it  its 
operation.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
imports,  the  cause  of  the  decline  was  the 
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prohibition  on  importers  to  send  surplus 
imports  into  the  country,  and  the  impossi- 
bility to  .regulate  the  supply  to  the  wants 
of  each  particular  port.  If  it  were  intended 
to  erect  the  necessary  buildings  for  only 
two  yearSy  they  were  incurring  a  monstrous 
*  outlay  for  a  vtry  small  obiecl.  He  con- 
demned the  Bill  as  one  which  would  occa- 
sion great  loss  without  possessing  sufficient 
compensating  advantages. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  made  an 
appeal  to  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Seeing  that  the  agriculturists  of  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  felt  so  strongly  on 
this  question,  and  seeing  that  the  decision 
of  the  House  had  been  marked  so  emphati- 
cally in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  his  con- 
sent to  postpone  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment a  sufficient  time  to  enable  this  truly 
Protectionist  measure  to  be  proceeded 
with. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  now  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
statements  which  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  respect 
to  the  financial  part  of  the  Bill  were  such 
as  to  render  a  further  discussion  of  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. He  was  not  averse  to  any  reason- 
able arrangement  in  favour  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest ;  but  he  protested  against 
the  extravagant  clauses  contained  in  the 
present  Bill.  He  made  the  suggestion 
that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned  in 
order  to  save  another  division,  and  perhaps 
a  long  series  of  divisions. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  would  have 
consented  to  an  adjournment  of  the  debate 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  spoke.  But  as  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
which  he  had  availed  himself  of  speaking 
upon  the  financial  part  of  the  Bill,  and  as 
his  observations  hsd  been  answered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  there  was 
really  no  reason  whatever  why  the  main 
principle  of  the  Bill  should  be  further  dis- 
cussed, and  why  the  House  should  not  at 
once  go  into  Committee  upon  that  Bill. 
He  should  certainly  oppose  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  GOSCUEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  replied  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  ho  had  certainly  not  an- 
swered him— [*'  Oh,  oh  !"].  He  had  given 
no  answer  to  the  question,  where  the  funds 
Mr.  Norwood 


were  tooome  from  to  cayrj  oat  the  Bill,  if 
the  City  and  the  Board  of  Works  bad  no 
money,  and  were  not  empowered  to  borrow 
for  the  purpose.  The  question  was  lefi 
exactly  as  it  was  left  when  his  right  hon. 
Friend  sat  down. 

Mr.  DE  GREY  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  would 
consider  favourably  the  appeal  made  to 
him  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Sir  Charles  Rassell) 
not  to  prorogue  the  Parliament  till  this 
measure  was  passed.  Such  a  step,  though 
it  would  be  a  sacrifice  of  time  and  tronbk, 
would  be  appreciated  by  the  country;  sad 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  into  a  law  this 
codicil  to  the  will  of  a  moribund  Parlia- 
ment would  be  a  legacy  gratefully  aeknov- 
ledged  by  all  classes. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  put,  *'Thsl 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— (JS*. 
BatiUy.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  55 ;  Nmi 
155 :  Majority  100. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  **  fki 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  COWEN  said,  they  bad  been  thrn 
for  fourteen  hours  and  had  to  meet  sgsm 
at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  hi 
therefore  moved  the  adjournment  of  iht 
House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  trusted  that  theHoiH 
would  not  embark  in  these  barren  and  fr 
tressing  practices  which  tjhey  appesrrf 
likely  to  pursue.  He  hoped  that  after  tki 
very  large  majorities  whioh  had  bea  tf 
favour  of  going  into  Committee,  the  hoa 
Gentleman  would  withdraw  his  ICotiflBi 
particularly  as  those  majorities  were  fi^ 
nished  not  from  that  side  of  the  Honil 
alone.  He  did  not  desire  to  say  anjthiif 
by  way  of  menace ;  but  if  the  hon.  Qm^ 
man  persisted  in  these  Motions,  he  ibasii 
not  continue  to  oppose  them  in  the  preurt 
jaded  state  of  the  House,  more  psrtienlsrif 
as  there  was  to  be  another  Sitting  thstdsj* 
It  was  the  usual  practice  of  minoridM  ti 
defer  to  the  opinions  of  the  roaioritj,  •- 
pecially  when  that  majority  hsd  baeo  M 
large  as  it  had  been  that  eveniog;  sndhs 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  boo.  Geotls- 
man  would  not  persevere  in  the  coorMhl 
was  now  adopting. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  aaid,  hs  hi 
understood  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleatt 
that  he  would  not  have  objected  to  thi 
adjournment  of  the  debate  if  it  bad  bsn 
moved  before  the  apeeoh  of  Ids  right  hok 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Soutb  Lancashire 
had  been  deliTered.  ['<  Oh,  oh  ! "]  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  had  so  stated  and 
■Aid  so  still.  r*<Oh!"]  He  trosted  there- 
fore that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  press 
hie  Motion. 

CoLOHSL  JER7IS  said,  he  thought  that 
both  sides  of  the  House  should  olearlj 
understand  the  position  in  which  they  now 
irctre.  The  opponents  of  the  measure  should 
understand  that  those  who  supported  it 
would  go  into  Committee  if  thej  continued 
difiding  till  two  o'clock  to-morrow  after- 
apoo. 

ICb.  COWEN  said,  he  could  tell  the 
hMi«  and  sallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Co- 
load  Jerfis)  that  he  too  would  sit  there, 
if  necessary,  till  two  o'clock  to-morrow 
•ijtamoon. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALE  pointed  out 
to  the  opponents  of  the  measure  that  they 
vonjd  be  in  no  worse  position  if  they  per- 
iaiUtc^  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair  than 
Ihoj  BOW  were.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Yes, 
we  aball ;  very  much,]  He  trusted  that  for 
Ae  sake  of  the  character  of  the  House  the 
yUpOBt  factious  proceedings  would  not  be 
MEVSted  in. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  it  was  not  usual 
vImd  there  were  Morning  Sittings  to  dis- 
Mpa  opposed  Business  at  that  hour.  He 
lsy»d  the  First  Minister  would  give  some 
BavpraBce  that  he  would  assent  to  an  ad- 
Jnimment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
-Am   Hopae   do    now    adjourn.''  —  (^Mr. 

dNMB.) 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  38  ;  Noes 
ISl :  Majority  93. 

Originbl  Question  again  proposed,  "That 
...Ibi  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

lb.  CHEETHAM  moved  the  adjourn- 
[^9pt  of  the  debate. 

lb.  FRESHFIELD  complained  that 
Kll  had  been  treated  in  a  most  dis- 
ilable  manner  by  the  Gentlemen  op- 

-, — m» 

Ha.  MOI^E  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
go  into  Committee  that  night.     He 
ited  against  these  continued  Motions 
r  Adjoornment.  There  were  a  great  many 
.Miioo  the  Liberal  side  who  were  in  favour 
'fif  Ijhe  Bil]|  and  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
T'  fRMasded  with. 

F     lb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  there  were 
^'f  Mnber  of  Gentlemen  who  were  deter- 
E^Hod  lo  oppose  the  Bill  at  all  hazards. 
^    Mb.  RUSSELL   GURNET  said,   he 
ll^lUf  atroi\g;ly  opposed  to  the  Bill ;  but 


it  bad  been  fairly  fought  in  all  ite  stages, 
and  further  opposition  to  the  Speaker's 
leaving  the  Chair  ought  now  to  be  dis- 
continued. 

Mr.  AYRTON  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  left  the  House,  and  asked  who  was 
in  charge  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  willing,  supposing 
the  House  went  into  Committee,  to  report 
Progress  at  once,  and  fix  the  Bill  for 
Monday. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr, 
Oheetham.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  30  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  100. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Colonel  JERYIS  asked  what  were  the 
forms  of  the  House.  If  necessary,  those 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  would 
walk  continually  into  the  Lobbies  till  ten  in 
the  morning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn.''— (Mi*.  Peter 
Taylor.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  31  ;  Noes 
132  :  Majority  101. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.'' 

Ms.  CANDLISH  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."-— 
(Mr.  Candlieh,) 

YisoouNT  GALWAT  made  an  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  opposite  on  behalf  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair.  They 
were  hardly  treating  him  fairly  by  keeping 
him  in  the  House  at  that  late  hour,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  not  press  the  Motion 
for  the  adjouniment. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  ho  had  intended 
rising  to  make  a  similar  observation.  If 
hon.  Members  had  no  consideration  for 
themselves,  they  should  at  least  have  some 
consideration  for  the  Speaker,  who  had, 
with  the  exception  of  the  two  hours  be- 
tween four  and  six,  been  practically  in  the 
Chair  since  twelve  o'clock,  and  it  was  now 
twenty  minutes  to  three. 
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Vb.  speaker  laid,  be  felt  obliged 
to  tbose  Gentlemen  wbo  bad  made  that 
appeal  in  his  behalf.  Bat  he  wished  that 
bon.  Members,  without  any  reference  to 
bis  convenience,  should  be  guided  by  what 
they  considered  proper  and  suitable  and 
becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  asked  why 
the  Irish  Registration  Bill  had  been  placed 
after  the  Bill  under  discussion  ?  The  Irish 
Members  had  been  pressed  to  wait  for  it ; 
and  why  ?  Because  it  was  known  they 
were  generally  fayourable  to  the  Cattle 
Bill,  and  would,  of  course,  support  the 
Government.     ["  Oh,  oh  !"J 

Mr.  NOEL  denied  the  statement. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  be  was 
quite  ready  to  admit  the  opposition,  which 
had  been  as  industrious  as  the  GoTem- 
ment's  ;  but  he  maintained  that  indirectly 
the  effect  had  been  as  be  had  stated.  He, 
however,  recommended  bis  bon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Candlish)  not  to  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  candlish,  reminding  bon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  it  would  have  been  more  con- 
sistent if  they  had  consulted  the  Speaker's 
comfort  hours  before,  withdrew  bis  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdravm. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,' '  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee  ;  Honse 
returned  ;  Committee  report  Progress ;  to 
ait  again  upon  Monday  next. 


EXPIRIKQ  LAWS  QOlSrttSJJkVCZ.  BTLU 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solatsr-Booth,  Bill  to  oon- 

tinae  varioui   Expiring    Laws,    ordered   to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Solatxb-Booth  and  Mr.  Se- 

oretarj  Gathobnb  Uabdt. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  241.] 


WOODS  AUTD  OAKE  ASSESSHEin:  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rxad,  Bill  to  astett  Woods 
and  Game  to  Local  Ratei,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Rxad  and  Mr.  Jaspkb  Mori. 
Bill  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  243.] 

Houie  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock 

in  the  morning. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
IHdag,  July  17,  1868. 


MINUTES.y—PuBUO  BiLLi^—Furst  Bsading^ 
General  Police  and  ImproTement  (Scotland) 
Act  Amendment*  (267)  ;  Sir  Robert  Napter*! 
Annuity*  (265);  Titles  to  Land  CJonaolida- 
tion  (Scotland)*  (268);  Poor  Law  Board  Pro- 
▼iflional  Order  Confirmation  *  (266)  ;  Mtf- 
riagei  Validity  (Blakedown)  *  (271). 

Second  Reading — Tain  ProTiiional  Order  (Ton- 
firmation  *  (242) ;  Land  Drainage  ProrUional 
Order  Confinnation*  (241);  Larceny  aid 
Embezzlement  (245);  New  2«ea]and  Ai- 
semblT*!  Powers*  (247);  Railway  CompanMi 
(Ireland)  Adrances*  (205) ;  Sanitary  Aflt 
(1866)  Amendment*  (252);  Vaccination  (Irs- 
land)  *  (254)^;  MiUtia  Pay.* 

CommitUe  —  aun»Xa  (Lreland)  (212-909); 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  (208-270);  (}oa- 
tagions  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amendmeiit* 
(220) ;  Portpatriok  and  Belfast  and  Cosnty 
Down  Railway  Companies*  (238). 

Report  —  Eoolesiastieal  Commissioners*  (259); 
Contagions  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amendmsnt* 
(220);  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Aooooali 
Audit  *  (237) ;  Clerks  of  the  Peace.  Ac.  (In- 
land)* (261);  Court  of  Justiciary  (Scotlaad)* 
(2S2);  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glska 
(Scotland)*  (233);  Portpatrick  and  BeUM 
and  County  Down  Railway  Companies*  (2381 

Third  Reading  —  ReTcnue  Officers  Disabilini 
RemoTal*  (214);  Local  Goyemment  Saf> 
plemental  (No.  6)  *  (175) ;  West  Indisi* 
(240);  Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)  *  (291); 
Assignees  of  Marine  Policies*  (260);  PMr 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)  *  (212); 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland)*  (231) ;  DiTCcee  sai 
Matrimonial  Causes  Court*  (123);  DistiM 
Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment*  (251);  b* 
dorsing  of  Warrants  *  (240),  and  paued, 

4 

LONDON,  BRIGHTON,  A,ND  SOUTH  COAST 
RAILWAT  BILL.— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoED  BEDESDALE  said,  that'thiiBili 
had  como  back  from  the  Hooaeof  Oob- 
niona  with  a  olauae  restored  which  thar 
Lordships  had  stniok  out,  and  which  en- 
powered  the  company  to  divide  their  ddi- 
nary  paid-up  share  capital  in  ft  msDMr 
which  he  thought  was  open  to  the  stronieit 
possible  objection.  If  their  LordtUoi 
conceded  that  principle,  and  partieoli^ 
for  the  reason  given  in  the  other  Hous^ 
namely,  that  companies  had  a  right  t3 
regulate  their  own  capital  in  the  waytlNj 
deemed  most  convenient,  without  the  in- 
terference of  Parliament,  he  beHered  it 
would  lead  to  the  greatest  possible  eriL 
He  therefore  desired  to  call  their  Lnd- 
ships'  attention  to  the  subject,  and  Im 
begged  to  give  Notice  that  he  would  M 
Tuesday  next  move  that  their  Loiddi^f 
should  insist  on  their  Amendment.  Tb^ 
was  a  canvass  genenUy  in  these 
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and  he  hoped  their  Lordshipe  would  keep 
their  minds  free  antil  the  sabjeot  oame 
en  far  disonsrioii. 

CORONATION  OATH. 
ADDB£S8     TOR     A     PAPER. 

Lord  BEDESDALE  *  :  In  moving  for  a 
Oopj  of  the  Coronation  Oath,  your  Lord- 
■hips  will  be  aware  that  I  do  bo  in  refers 
enoe  to  the  question  relating  to  the  Irish 
Chnroh*  foroed  upon  our  consideration  by 
the  aotion  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. Hitherto,  it  appears  to  me  that 
tiie  political  aspect  of  that  question  has 
been  almost  exclusiTely  discussed,  and  I 
em  very  anxious  that  the  far  more  import- 
ant consideration  of  it  in  its  religious 
aspect  shall  not  be  overlooked.  The 
eonntry  must  be  appealed  to  before  it  is 
settled,  and  as  every  man  may  act  in  re- 
lation to  ity  lo  will  he  have  to  account.  I 
luiTe  on  a  former  occasion  expressed  my 
epinion  to  your  Lordships,  that  to  take 
away  property  which  has  been  devoted 
§ut  centuries  to  the  service  of  what  we 
believe  to  be  the  true  Catholic  Church  is 
aaerilege,  and  therefore  sinful.  The  only 
aiunrer  I  have  received  came  from  a  noble 
Soke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  objected 
to mj  doctrine,  "because  money  given  to 
Hm  Uhurch  was  not  necessarily  given  to 
flod/'  I  admit  this  to  a  certain  extent. 
Gifts  to  the  Church  may  be  perverted,  and 
eesse  to  be  devoted  to  the  service  of 
Gk>d.  But  when  the  noble  Duke  went  on 
to  say  that— 

"  Oharoh«f  are  to  be  judged  like  other  inititn- 
iloDSy — that  if  they  produce  good-will  and  peaoe 
amoDff  men,  the  money  given  to  them  may  indeed 
be  h^  to  be  giten  to  the  servioe  of  God  ;  but  if, 
la  the  exercise  of  our  reaion  we  judge  that  they 
aie  producing  eril  effects,  we  are  justified  in 
ksMing  that  &9  money  is  not  spent  in  the  servioe 
efOod.-" 

ae  in  this  case   the   "evil   effects  pro- 
doeed  *'  are  that  some  meu  are  offended, 
I  must  ask   the  noble  Duke  where  he 
learnt  that  doctrine  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
pagation of  true  religion  ?     Does  he  hold 
ttat  the  truth  will  idways  be  agreeable  to 
all  men  ;  and  that  it  is  not  to  be  preached 
if  it  offends  anyone  ?     Our  Lord  Himself 
ady  when  He  first  sent  forth  His  Apos- 
<•  Think  not  that  I  am  come  to  send 
peace  on  earth  :  I  came  not  to  send  peace, 
aat  a  sword."    But  this  doctrine  is  not 
MrennWn  to  the  taste  of  the  present  day. 
Man  prefer  the  teaching  of  false  prophets 
if  their  teaching  is  pleasing,  and  to  see 
when  there  is  no  peace.    The  Irish 
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Church  never  was  so  efScient  as  at  pre- 
sent,  and  in  tbat  efficiency  she  is  con- 
demned to  serve  a  political  purpose.     Her 
property  is  to  be  confiscated  and  the  wrong 
done  to  her  excused  because  thereby  a 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  will  be 
gratified.      To  injure  one  person  to  please 
another  is  sinful,  and  such  policy  can 
never  prosper  or  bring  peace  to  a  nation. 
Oh,  that  every  man  would  pray  diligently 
for  guidance  in  this  matter  before  he  com- 
mitted himself  to  a  course  which  he  may 
hereafter  bitterly  regret !     I  assert  boldly 
that  in  dealing  with  the  temporalities  of 
the  Church  as  property  devoted  to   the 
service  of  God,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
consider  exclusively  what  will  be  pleasing 
to   Gk>d,  and  to  disregard  altogether  the 
wishes  or  prejudices  of  this  or  that  body 
of  men.     The  Eesolutions  on  the  subject 
of   the    Irish  Church,  lately  carried   in 
"  another  place,"  were  taken  up  hastily  to 
secure  a  particular  purpose.    It  was  found, 
to  the  disappointment  of  many,  that  the 
Qovemment,  having  succeeded  in  passing 
the  English  Reform  Bill  last  year,  were 
likely  to  be  equally  successful  with  the 
Scottish  and  Irish  Bilb  in  the  present 
Session.    They  were  pursuing  their  course 
with  a  continuance  of  support  which  in- 
sured the  result   now  obtained  ;   and  as 
regards  the  charge  brought  by  a  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Eussell)   against   them,    that 
they   were    holding    Office    in    violation 
of  constitutional  principles,  without  pos- 
sessing the  confidence  of  the  House   of 
Commons,  I  believe  that  if  the  Division 
Lists  on  those  important  measures  are  exa- 
mined, it  will  be  found  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  been  more  frequently 
in  a  minority  than  the  Leader  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  so  far  from  the  fact  being 
that  the  Government  did  not  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
believe  that  they  enjoyed  it  to  a  greater 
extent  than  any  other  party  there  on  the 
questions  really  at  issue  before  Parliament, 
whether  as   to   general  policy,   domestic 
and  foreign,  or  as  to  legislative  measures 
actually  under  consideration.    Under  these 
circumstances,  so  distressing  to  the  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  who  had  by  their  mis- 
management broken  up  their  party,  and 
knew  that  they  could  not  carry  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  if  they  proposed  one, 
a  question  was  to  be  sought  out  for  making 
a  hostile  movement  against  the  Govern- 
ment, on  which  all  the  sections  of  the 
Liberal  party  might  be  got  to  vote  toge- 
ther,  in  the  hope  of  turning  out  the  Go« 
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vemmcDt  before  they  could    bring   the 
Session  to  a  successful   conclusion.      It 
was  necessary  that  what  was  to  be  pro- 
posed   should    be    grateful    to    Cardinal 
Cullen  and  to  the  Liberation  Society,  in 
order  that  all  the  extreme  men  might  be 
secured;    and  for  these  purposes  it  was 
unfortunately  determined  to  attack   the 
Irish  Church.    Cardinal  Cullen  was  pleased 
with  Resolutions  for  her  disestablishment 
and  disendowment,  because  they  were  a 
grievous  injury  to  Protestantism  ;  and  the 
Liberation  Society  rejoiced  because  they 
inflicted  a  heavy  blow  against  the  principle 
of  all  Establishments.     And  here  I  wish 
to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  principles 
of  the  Liberation  Society,  because  in  the 
heats  engendered  by  the  lato  discussions 
not  a  few  havo  been  led  partially  to  ac- 
cept their  doctrine,  and  to  plead  in  excuse 
for  agreeing  to  disestablish  the  Church  in 
Ireland,  that  thereby  its  efficiency  will  be 
increased.   As  regards  Establishments  and 
Endowments,  I  find  that  in  the  only  case 
in  which  the  polity  of  a  nation  was  de- 
termined  by    direct  order  from  the  Al- 
mighty —  namely,    for    the  Jews,   their 
Church  was  both  established  and  endowed. 
Perhaps  the  Liberation  Society  consider 
that  God  made  a  mistake  in  those  ordi- 
nances.    With  more  veneration  I  bow  to 
that  decision ;  and  where  I  find  a  Church, 
which  I  believe  to  be  true,  established  and 
endowed,  I  consider  myself  bound  to  sup- 
port it  in  the  enjoyment  of  those  privileges 
as  being  things    divinely    ordered.      So 
much  for  the  ultra- Protestant  section  of 
the  alliance.     On  the  Roman  Catholic  side 
I  say  that  the  agitation  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Church  is  mainly  an  ecclesiastical, 
not  a  popular  movement,  and   has  been 
raised  within  a  very  few  years.      None 
existed  at  the  time  of  the  Emancipation, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  the  strongest  assur- 
ances were  then  given  that  no  idea  of 
overthrowing  the  Protestant  Establishment 
was  entertained  by  Roman  Catholics.     In 
the  Oath  taken  by  them  under  that  Act, 
each  Member  thus  engaged  himself-— 

"  I  do  hereby  disolaim,  disaTow,  and  ■olemnly 
abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church 
Establishment  as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm ; 
and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  will  never  exercise 
any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  become  en- 
titled, to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion or  Protestant  Government  in  the  United 
Kingdom." 

This  Oath  and  others  have  been  given  up ; 
but  their  removal,  instead  of  leading  to 
the  peace  and  good- will  which  was  to  have 
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been  the  promised  result,  lias  giTen  lioenoe 
to  Roman  Catholics  to  attack  the  Estab- 
lished Church,   of   whicb  they  have  too 
readily  availed  themselves,  and  affords  no 
encouragement    for    farther    concessions. 
Whatever  has  at  any  time  been  given  to 
them  has  only  been  used  as  a  stepping- 
stone  to  further  demands.     I  cannot  part 
from  the  consideration  of  this  question,  so 
vitally  affecting  the  Church  Establishment 
of  these  kingdoms,  without  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  manner  in  which  this  nation 
has  been  evidently  blessed  and  made  grest 
since  the  Reformation.     Before  that  eveot^ 
we  were  a  respectable  European  power, 
but  gave  no  promise  of  our  subsequent 
advance  and  iiifluence.    Since  the  founds- 
tion  of  our  colonial  Empire  was  first  Isid 
in  the  time  of  Elizabeth,  we  hare  bea 
continually  extending  our  name,  our  lu- 
guage,  and  our  religion  over  a  very  laiyB 
portion  of  the  globe.     To  us  the  heatbco 
have  been  given  for  an  inheritance,  and 
the  uttermost  parts  of  the'earth  for  our  pot* 
session.     To  us,  more  than  to  anyous 
European  nation,  it  has  been  given  in  oir 
Eastern  Empire  to  fulfil  the  ancient  pr^ 
pheoy,  that  Japhet  shall  dwell  in  the  gatM 
of  Shem.     We  have  not  been  withoat  i 
warning.     Notwithstanding  the  blessii^ 
conferred  upon  his  kingdom  and  peopk^ 
tho  Sovereign  on  one  occasion  relapsed  to 
Popery.    He  was  immediately  judged  sod 
found  wanting,  and  was  removed  from  lui 
Throne,  to  which  another  family  was  csllei 
now  represented  by  Her  Majesty.     Tin 
danger  which  now  appears  to  threaten  oi 
comes,  not  from  the  Sovereign,  but  tnoL  a 
political  party,  and  it  behoves  the  peopk 
of  these  realms  to  reflect  that  if  they  iiil 
to  maintain  the  Protestant  cause  as  hen- 
tofore,  the  result  may  be  that  the  power 
and  position  now  enjoyed  by  this  conntiy 
may  be  taken  from  it,  in  like  manner  ai 
the  Crown  was  taken  from  the  Btasrti^ 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  with  tlieis 
reflections  before  me,  I  desire  to  mors  ibr 
a  Copy  of  the  Coronation  Oath.    On  s 
recent  occasioni  the  noble  Earl  opponts 
(Earl  Granville),  alluding  to  some  reniBrb 
I  had  made  in  a  former  speech  on  Uiii 
subject  in  relation  to  the  personal  reipoB- 
sibility  of  the  Sovereign,  avoided  the  dii- 
cussion  of  them,  saying  in  his  most  good- 
humoured  manner — 

"  If  I  am  asked  to  say  what  I  UdBkoT  €«««■ 
portioni  of  that  speech,  I  mnit,  with  all  rof*** 
to  jToor  Lordihipi  and  my  noble  Friend, 
ledge  that  I  had  rather  do  no  radi 
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only,  but  to  Ood.  It  has  been  the  consti- 
tutional doctrine  from  the  earliest  times 
that  the  Sovereign  of  this  country  is  sub- 
ject to  none  but  to  God  and  the  law.  Duty 
to  the  law  compelled  the  Queen  to  take 
that  Oath,  and  to  whatever  her  conscience 
tells  her  that  it  engages  her,  she  is  bound 
by  her  duty  to  Qod. 

Moved,  That  an  hnmble  Addreis  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  a  Copy  of  the  Oath  Uken  by 
Her  Majesty  at  Her  Coronation:  Agreed  to. — 
( The  Lord  BedesdaU.) 
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iog  iome  doggrel  lines  about  "  a  curse,  for 
whidi  nobody  seemed  one  penny  the 
worse,'*  which,  as  I  had  not  said  anything 
•boat  a  curse,  were  not  appropriate ;  but 
taken  together  with  what  preceded,  I  ac- 
cept the  whole  gratefully  as  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  he  had  no  satisfactory  reply 
to  make  to  my  argument  which  he  thus 
eraded.  Try  it  how  you  please,  can 
anything  exceed  the  solemnity  of  that 
Onh.  ?  It  is  not  the  voluntary  act  of  the 
SoToreign,  to  which  she  might  afterwards 
regret  Uiat  she  had  engaged  herself,  and 

Sent  the  indiscretion  which  led  her  to 
e  it.  It  is  imposed  upon  her  by  the 
law  of  the  country,  not  by  her  own  will. 
If,  indeed,  Parliament,  before  dealing  with 
the  Irish  Church,  were  to  repeal  that  Oath, 
and  Her  Majesty  felt  herself  justified  in 
anenting  to  that  repeal — for,  remember, 
the  Sovereign  has  an  independent  legisla- 
tive  power  equal  to  that  of  either  House  of 
Itoliament,  so  far  as  assent  is  concerned, 
and  is  responsible  for  the  exercise  of  it — 
a  question  might  arise  whether  such  a 
lapeal  released  her  from  the  obligation ; 
Imt  00  long  as  that  Oath  remains  in  the 
atatute  book,  the  obligation  exists.  I 
haTe  seen  in  The  Times  a  letter  from  a 
gentleman  who  subscribed  himself  **  His- 
toricQS,"  giving  a  number  of  reasons  why 
it  was  not  an  Oath  at  all,  and  holding  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  indifference  how  it  was 
obaerved.  His  argument  appeared  summed 
up  in  the  following  sentence : — 

**  To  oontend  that  the  obligation  of  such  a 
solemnity  as  the  Coronation  Oath  is  due  not  to 
the  nation  bnt  to  the  Deity,  is  a  position  of  which 
the  IbUy  can  only  be  equalled  by  its  profanity." 


What  sense  can  the  mind  which  conceived 
■neh  a  sentiment  have  of  the  place,  the 
manner,  and  the  terms  in  which  that  solem- 
idtj — ^for  so  he  has  the  grace  to  call  it— was 
performed?  If,  indeed,  the  engagement 
Sad  been  entered  into  by  the  Sovereign  in 
thia  Chamber,  with  the  Lords  in  their 
vlaoee  and  the  Commons  at  the  Bar,  and 
K  laying  her  hand  on  the  statute  book, 
die  had  said.  What  I  have  here  promised 
X  will  keep,  ''so  help  me  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,"  it  would  have  been  indeed 
due  only  to  the  nation.  But  when  we 
eonaider  that  the  Oath  was  taken  in  the 
Temple  of  God,  that  the  Sovereign  in 
tahing  it  placed  her  hand  on  the  holy 
Gospels,  and,  in  the  words  *'  so  help  me 
Godt'*  invoked  the  Divine  assistance  in 
performing  and  keeping  what  she  had 
pnimifledy  I  think  it  impossible  to  deny 
that  the  obligation  was  not  to  the  nation 


ARMY—  ORGANIZATION    OF   THE    RE. 
SERVED  FORCES.— QUESTION. 

LoBi)  TRURO,  in  rising  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  Question,  respect- 
ing the  Organisation  of  the  Reserved 
Forces,  said,  there  had  of  late  years  been 
a  determination,  in  view  of  the  improved 
equipment  of  Continental  armies,  to  in- 
crease our  forces  to  any  extent  which  might 
appear  desirable,  so  as  to  place  the  country 
in  a  condition  to  meet  any  emergency. 
Successive  Governments  had  considered 
the  subject,  and  as  far  back  as  the  time 
of  the  late  Sir  George  C.  Lewis  a 
scheme  was  drawn  up  with  a  view  of 
organizing  a  Reserve  Force,  while  the 
present  Administration  had  wisely  set 
about  the  organization  of  such  a  Reserve. 
Its  numbers  were,  however,  at  present 
only  4,000  ;  it  was  in  a  most  unhappy 
condition  with  regard  to  officers,  and  there 
was  very  little  chance  of  its  numbers  being 
speedily  recruited.  The  Artillery  was 
likewise  in  a  most  unfavourable  condition, 
there  being  only  180  guns  available  for 
the  support  of  the  Regular  and  Volunteer 
Forces,  the  Militia  and  Pensioners,  amount- 
ing in  all  to  800,000  men.  He  thought 
public  men  had  not  as  yet  taken  a  proper 
view  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  which  ought 
in  hijB  opinion  to  be  regarded  as  the  great 
defence  Army  of  the  country.  If,  as  some 
of  our  statesmen  believe,  the  next  war 
should  be  ''  a  word  and  a  blow,"  we  could 
not  expect  two  months'  notice  ;  and  what 
would  be  our  position  ?  We  should  have 
40,000  or  50,000  men  of  the  Regular 
Army,  150,000  Militia,  180  guns  of  the 
Artillery,  the  Yeomanry,  Pensioners,  and 
Volunteers.  In  case  of  an  invasion  it 
might  be  necessary  to  divide  the  Regu- 
lar Army  into  two  or  three  bodies, 
and,  excellent  as  the  Militia  were,  he 
did  not  believe  they  would  be  com- 
parable to  the  Volunteers.  He  believed 
the  result  of  any  alarm  would  be  that  we 
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should  have  our  Reg:alar  Army  increased 
to  300,000,  our  Militia  to  300,000,  and 
our  Volunteers    to    at   least   1,000,000. 
2^ow,  what  was  the  amount  of  Artillery 
with  which  we  should  he  able  to  support 
that  force  ?     He  knew  there  was  an  im- 
pression at  the  Horse  Guards  that  the  Vo- 
lunteers were  not  a  body  whom  it  would 
be  desirable  to  use  as  field  artillery.  Now, 
without  attempting  to  make  too  much  of 
the  Volunteer  Force,  he  could  not  help 
urging  the  great   expediency  of  seeing 
whether  there  was  not  some  mode  by 
which  the  Volunteers  might  be  instructed 
in  artillery  at  a  comparatively  small  cost, 
but  in  such  a  manner  and  with  such  a 
sufficient  supply  of  guns  as  would  render 
them  available,  in  case  of  need,  to  give 
support  to  the  body  of  men  to  whom  he 
had  alluded.  He  did  not  think  it  desirable 
to  describe  what   the  condition  of  this 
country  was  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War  ;  but  it  was  generally  known  that 
the  number  of  guns  was  so  inconsiderable 
as  to  do  no  credit  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  public  Departments  had  been  carried 
on.    He  would,  therefore,  venture  to  press 
on  the  Qovernment  the  extreme  necessity 
of  considering  whether  it  might  not  be 
desirable  to  put  the  Volunteer  Foroe— our 
national  defence  Army — though  at  present 
they  might  not  be  looked  upon  with,  he 
was  going  to  say,  a  degree  of  pride — ^in 
such  a  condition  that  they  might  be  avail- 
able, no  matter  what  occasion  for  their 
services  might  arise.     He,  for  one,  could 
not  say  that  he  looked  back  with  satisfac- 
tion on  the  administration  of  the  War  De- 
partment under  the  present  Government. 
Circulars  had  been  issued  by  the  Depart- 
ment, which  showed  a  want  of  acquaint- 
ance with  the  present  state  of  things  that 
one  would  not  have  expected.    For  in- 
stance, a  Circular  had  been  issued  to  Lords 
Lieutenant  in  which  unity  of  action  be- 
tween Volunteers  and  Militia  was  recom- 
mended ;  but  which  showed  that  the  War 
Department  was  not  aware  that  in  time 
of  war  the  Volunteers  and  Militia  would 
come    under   the    control  of   the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief.     Then   another   Circu- 
lar was  issued,  informing  the  Volunteers 
that  they  were  to  be  brought  in  aid  of 
the  civil  power.     No  greater  error  was 
ever    committed,   nor   one  which  would 
more  seriously  interfere  with  the  effici- 
ency and   popularity   of   the  Volunteer 
system.      The    Circular  was   afterwards 
withdrawn  and  was  judiciously  emascu- 
lated ;  but  was  ro-issaed  in  a  form  which 

Lord  Truro 


he  regarded  as  absolutely  nil.    He  was 
aware  that  their  Lordships  were  always 
averse  from  any  question  of  a  personal 
character,  and  he  could  assure  them  that 
he  would  be  the  last  person  indiscreetly  to 
trench  upon  the  rule  which  was  so  rigidly 
maintained.     But  the  question  which  he 
now  wished  to  bring  forward  was  not  in 
one  sense  of  a  personal  character,   and 
though  it  related  to  an  individual,  it  was 
to  an  individual  who  had  long  been  en- 
gaged in  the  public  service.    He  referred 
to  Colonel  Erskine.    Colonel  Erskine  had 
served    in  the  Military  Train,  and  on 
Colonel  M'Murdoch  being  appointed  to  a 
higher  command  he  succeeded  that  officer 
as  Inspector  General  of  Volunteers.  While 
holding  that  office  he  had  160,000  Volun- 
teers under  his  command,  and  in  the  dis- 
charge  of  his  duties  was  lauded  by  almost 
every  Volunteer  in  the  service.     Colonel 
Erskine  had  performed  the  duties  of  In- 
spector, he  believed,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
every  Minister  of  War  under  whom  he 
served.     It  was  with  deep  regret  that  he 
read  that  Colonel  Erskine  had  been  re- 
moved from  his  position  in  the  War  Office, 
not  to  a  higher  position,  or  one  which 
would  have  been  a  due  acknowledgment 
of  his  valuable  services ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  was,  so  to  speak,  put  back  to 
the  Military  Train,  ttom  which  he  had 
been  promoted,  and  that  on  a  salary  less 
by  £400  a  year.    The  pay  of  military 
men  was  not  so  considerable  that  a  loas  of 
£400  a  year  would  be  of  no  moment  to 
Colonel  Erskine.     He  would   venture  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford) 
who   was   Colonel    Erskine's    immediate 
superior,  whether  he  was  cognizant  of  the 
removal  of  Colonel  Erskine  before  it  oc- 
curred ?  and  he  hoped  that  was  a  questioD 
which  tli^  noble  Earl  would  answer.    It 
might  be  said  that  Colonel  Erskine  would 
have  held  his  situation  only  two  years 
longer ;   but  the  reply  to  that  was  that 
there  was  a  loss  to  Colonel  Erskine  of 
£800  solid  money  by  his  removal.    VA 
their  Lordships  conceive  that  a  Minister 
of  State  should  have  been  so  indiflbrent 
to  the  interests  of  his  subordinates  as  to 
state  in  his  place  in  Parliament  that  the 
position  to  which  Colonel  Erskine  was  re- 
moved was  an  inferior  one,  and  that  the 
salary  was  lower  ?    He  was  stating  wh>t 
had  appeared  in  print,  and  what  the  Mini*' 
ter  was  reported  to  have  said  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  ventured  to  say  that  a  mors 
off-hand  mode  of  dealing  with  a  valushto 
subordinate  eoald  not  be.    And  let  it  be 
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rememberad  that  Colonel  Enkine  was  a 
num  who  bj  the  YolanteeiB  and  the  pnblio 
was  acknowledged  to  have  discharged  his 
dotj  in  a  faaltless  manner  ;  and  not  only 
hmd  he  discharged  it  faithfully  and  zea- 
loasly,  but  in  a  manner  the  most  modest 
and  becoming,  while  he  had  never  made 
stny  remonstrance  against  the  treatment 
whidi  he  had  received.  He  begged  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
any  Scheme  has  yet  been  prepared  for  the 
Oiganiisation  of  the  Reserved  Forces  ? 

Ths  Mabqubss  of  EXETER  said,  he 
Bhoald  have  been  well  satisfied  to  leave 
the  question  of  the  organization  of  our 
Beaerved  Forces  in  the  hands  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  War,  and  of  his  noble  Relative 
(the  Earl  of  Longford),  and  he  should 
not  have  addressed  their  Lordships  but 
far  an  observation  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 
While  he  (the  Marquess  of  Exeter)  had 
every  respect  for  the  Yolunteers,  he  must 
take  exception  to  certain  expressions 
vliioh  the  noble  Lord  had  used  with  regard 
Id  the  Militia.  He  understood  the  noble 
liord  to  say  that  the  Volunteers  must  be 
sagarded  as  the  national  Reserve  of  this 
oonntry,  and  that  the  Militia  were  not 
aomparable  to  the  Volunteer  Force.  No 
dmubt  the  noble  Lord  intended  to  say 
fliat  in  point  of  numbers  they  were  not 
aomparable. 

LosD  TRURO :  I  meant  to  say  that,  in 
acmsequence  of  the  Militia  being  out  for 
drill  only  three  weeks  during  the  year  and 
the  Volunteers  being  engaged  in  shooting 
and  drilling  every  day  of  the  year — some 

£rt  of  the  Volunteers  are  shooting  every 
y— ^t  all  events,  they  are  out  on  drill — 
the  Militia  could  not  be  so  good  a  force  as 
file  Volunteers. 

Ths  Mabqttess  of  EXETER  said,  that 
the  Militia  had  always  been  regarded  as 
flie  constitutional  Reserve  of  the  country, 
tnm  which  our  regular  troops  were  in 
timea  of  emergency  to  be  recruited.  Dur- 
ing the  Crimean  War  the  Militia  gave 
Aearly  40,000  men  to  the  regiments  of 
the  line,  besides  relieving  the  Regular 
Vetoes  by  performing  garrison  duty  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  sending  out 
MrelTe  regiments  to  gtrrison  the  Meditor- 
naeaa  stotions,  thus  enabling  the  Line 
xagimenti  at  Gibraltar,  Malta,  and  the 
leDian  Islands  to  re  inforce  our  army  in 
the  Crimea  at  a  most  critical  time.  The 
eoaetitation  of  the  Volunteer  Force  would 
eaable  them  to  perform  such  duty — 
if  the  Volonteers  were  taken  away 


from  their  homes  to  perform  garrison  dufy 
the  trade  of  the  country  would  suffer.  It 
had  often  been  complained  that  the  Militia 
was  badly  officered  not  only  as  regarded 
numbers,  but  efficiency.  Now,  as  to  the 
alleged  non -efficiency  of  Militia  officers, 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  complaints- 
which  were  so  often  urged ;  for,  after  long 
experience,  he  was  of  opinion  that,  con- 
sidering the  short  time  they  were  out  for 
training  and  the  few  opportunities  they 
had  f:>r  learning  their  duties  properly. 
Militia  officers  as  a  body  did  their  work  very 
fairly.  They  would  perform  it  still  better 
if  the  Government  would  return  to  the 
plan  pursued  in  1852.  At  that  time  Mi- 
litia officers  were  allowed  to  attach  them- 
selves to  regiments  of  the  Line  for  an 
unlimited  time.  He  believed  that  many 
of  them  would  be  glad  to  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  learning  their  duty  again,  and 
in  that  case  would  soon  become  nearly  as 
efficient  as  officers  of  the  Line.  At  pre- 
sent they  could  only  join  a  Line  regiment 
for  a  month,  and  this  time  was  not  long 
enough  for  them  to  learn  their  drill  pro- 
perly.  Another  point  deserving  of  con- 
sideration was  whether  the  Government 
should  not  pay  the  travelling  expenses  of 
Militia  officers  to  and  from  the  county 
town  while  the  regiment  was  in  training. 
Again,  the  billeting  system  required 
amendment.  An  enormous  amount  of 
billeting  money  was  now  spent  when  the 
Militia  were  out  for  training  ;  and  the 
Government  should  consider  whether  it 
would  not  be  much  cheaper  to  provide 
barracks  or  proper  accommodation  in  the 
county  towns,  rather  than  continue  a  sys- 
tem which  was  not  only  costly,  but  led  to 
great  irregularities.  It  might  be  worth 
while  to  consider  also  whether  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Prevention  Act  might  not 
be  applied  with  advantage  in  some  way  in 
the  county  towns  during  the  time  the 
Militia  were  in  training.  He  suggested, 
too,  that  the  Militia  should  be  formed  into 
divisions ;  for,  in  case  of  war,  it  would  be 
of  the  greatest  advantage  if,  instead  of  the 
present  divided  authority,  the  officer 
having  the  military  command  of  the  dis- 
trict were  able  to  order  out  his  division 
of  Militia  along  with  his  division  of  his 
Line. 

Viscount  HARDINGE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  introduced  this  subject  had 
referred  to  the  resignation  of  Colonel 
Erskine,  and  he  (Viscount  Hardinge)  must 
agree  that  this  was  an  event  which  every 
Volunteer  regretted.      With  regard  to  the 
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ox^nization  of  the  Besenre    Foroe,   no 
doubt  the  question  was  an  important  one ; 
but,  oonsidering  how  short  a  time  Qeneral 
Lindsay,  who  commanded  the  Force,  had 
held  that  appointment,  it  was  only  fair  to 
that  officer  to  withold  any  remarks  until  a 
sufficient  time  had  elapsed  to  give  the  new 
scheme  a  fair  trial.      The  whole  question 
of  the  reorganization  ofour  home  defences 
was  considered  in  1858  by  a  Committee 
of  General  Officers,  who  recommended  the 
brigading  of  the  Militia  with  the  Eegolar 
Forces.     This  would  be  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  was  still  more  necessary  now 
than  it  was  then,  when  the  large  force  of 
1 70,000  Volunteers  had  been  added  to  our 
home  defences.     In  respect  to  transport, 
commissariat,  and  other  arrangements  the 
recommendations  made  were  of  a  valuable 
character.     He  did  not  concur  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Truro)  in  putting  the 
Volunteers  before   the  Militia ;   for,   al- 
though he  belonged  to  the  Volunteers,  he 
believed  the  Militia  was  the  back-bone  of 
our  defensive  organization.      While  the 
Volunteer  had  twelve    days'    drill,   the 
Militiaman  had  twenty-eight,   and    was 
liable  to  be  drilled  fifty- six  days  ;  and  he 
would  urge  upon  the  Government  the  im- 
portance of  giving  facilities  to  the  Militia 
to  be  brigaded  with  the  Line.     The  ex- 
periment had  been  tried  at  Aldershot  this 
3'ear,  and    had    proved  very   successful. 
Seven  regiments  of  Militia  had  been  en- 
camped with  the  Begulars,  and  he  was 
told  on  high  authority  that  nothing  could 
be  better  than  their  conduct  on  parade. 


He  should  like  to  see  this  system  extended.   Forces  ready  to  be  promulgated,  nor  had 


and  other  Militia  regiments  sent  to  Aider- 
shot,  Shomcliffe,  and  Colchester,  where,  he 
believed,  contact  with  the  Line  would 
greatly  increase  their  efficiency,  while  the 
encampment  would  save  them  from  contract- 
ing the  prejudicial  habits  that  were  acquired 
when  they  were  thrown  together  in  the 
towns.  The  same  plan  might  to  be  adop- 
ted with  regard  to  Jthe  Volunteers.  More- 
over, he  thought  that  if  the  Volunteers 
were  brigaded  with  the  Militia  during  the 
period  the  latter  were  out  training,  a  great 
improvement  might  be  made  in  their  effici- 
ency. He  did  not  believe  it  was  possible 
in  time  of  peace  to  maintain  a  Staff  suffi- 
cient for  a  Eeserve  Force  of  300,000  men, 
and  as  to  a  Volunteer  Staff,  which  some 
put  forward  so  much,  he  deemed  it  a 
chimera,  for  Volunteer  officers  had  not 
time  to  qualify  themselves  for  the  duties 
of  Staff  officers.  It  would  be  quite  pre- 
mature yet  to  give  any  opinion  with  regard 

Vucount  Sarding$ 


to  the  auooess  of  the  Army  Beserve,  bat 
he  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  that  a  great 
number  of  men  had  been  lost  this  year 
because  the  Circular  was  issued  so  late. 
He  knew  that  this  was  the  case  in  his 
own  county ;  and  he  hoped  the  War  Offioe 
had  60  far  improved  that  a  repetition  of 
this  mistake  could  not  occur.  He  wished 
to  draw  special  attention  to  the  deficieney 
in  the  number  of  Militia  officers,  which  at 
present  amounted  to  1,400  ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking  it  was  an  ezcelleut 
suggestion  that  their  expenses  on  joining 
their  regiments  should  be  paid,  and  that 
that  step  would  do  much  towards  supply- 
ing the  deficiency.  He  would  also  ofEer 
another  suggestion,  which  was  that  after 
they  had  served  ten  years  they  should  be 
allowed  to  take  their  rank  and  to  wear 
uniform,  which  would  be  a  privilege  and 
a  boon  that  they  would  appreciate. 

LoBi)  LYTTELTON  desired  to  confirm 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  good  conduct 
of  the  Militia  and  the  difficulty  of  finding 
officers.  As  reference  had  been  made  to 
Colonel  Frskine,  he  might  say  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  anything  which 
could  be  done  by  the  Government  to  show 
their  sense  of  the  services  of  Colonel 
Erskine  and  of  his  predeoessor,  Colonel 
M'Murdo,  would  be  most  acceptable  to 
the  whole  body  of  Volunteers. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD,  in  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Truro),  had  to  state  that  there  was  no 
scheme  for  the  organization,  of  the  Reserre 


he  been  able  to  find  the  scheme  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made,,  and  which  was 
supposed  to  have  been  drawn  up  at  the 
time  Sir  George  C.  Lewis  was  at  the  War 
Office.    Two  Acts  were  passed  late  last 
Session  the  object  of  which  was  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
these  Acts  were  coming  slowly  into  opera- 
tion.    An  important  step  towards  the  or- 
ganization of  the  Reserved   Forces  had 
been  taken  by  plaoing  the  Militia  and 
Volunteer  Forces  under  the  direction  of 
one  competent  commander  who  was  also 
an  Assistant    Inspector  of  the  district 
Although  it  was  true  the  deficiency  of 
Militia  officers  was  to   be  lamented,  y^^ 
he  must  say  that  Uiose  we  bad  were  qoito 
as  efficient  as  they  could  be  expected  to 
be.    There  was  no  better  public  serrant 
than  Colonel  M'Murdo,  and  the  Volunteer 
service  could  not  have  been  better  inspected 
than  they  were  by  Colonel  Erskine,-  bat 
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sense,  and  of  high  administratiTe  talent. 
Now  he  did  not  for  a  moment  complain 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  amalgamate  certain 
offices,  and  to  hring  the  Reserved  Forces 
into  closer  union  with  one  another.  In- 
deed, a  similar  scheme  had  heen  previously 
proposed ;  hut  its  principal  ohject  was  to 
effect  economy,  whereas  the  result  of 
carrying  out  the  plan  now  proposed  hy 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  the 
result  of  somewhat  increasing  the  cost  of 
the  Department.  But  although  it  was 
perfectly  right  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  introduce  into  his  Department  such 
changes  as  he  might  think  requisite,  yet 
when  an  officer  had  discharged  hi?  duties 
with  zeal  and  ahility  every  possihle  con- 
sideration should  he  had  for  the  feelings 
of  that  officer.  From  what  he  had  heard 
that  evening,  however,  he  was  led  to  he- 
lieve  that  the  feelings  of  Colonel  Erskine 
had  not  been  taken  into  consideration.  He 
understood  that  Colonel  Erskine  did  not 
learn  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  from 
a  private  friend,  that  it  was  intended  to 
remove  him  from  the  post  of  Inspector 
General  of  Volunteers.  Now,  if  that  were 
really  so,  he  was  bound  to  express  his 
opinion  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
been  wanting  in  courtesy  to  Colonel 
Erskine,  who  had  not  received  such  treat- 
ment as  an  officer  occupying  so  high  a 
position  had  a  right  to  expect.  As  to  the 
general  question,  tho  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Longford)  had  truly  said  that  tho  Act 
of  last  year  had  not  been  long  enough  in 
operation  to  enable  us  to  judgo  of  its 
probable  results;  but  he  regretted  that 
tho  regulations  for  carrying  it  into  effect 
were  not  published  at  an  earlier  period. 
The  result  of  that,  if  he  were  not  mis- 
taken, was  to  delay  for  a  whole  year  the 
bringing  of  that  Act  into  operation.  Such 
a  result  was  greatly  to  be  regretted.  Ho 
confessed  he  had  always  entertained  some 
doubts  as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure  ; 
but  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
adopted  it,  he  hoped  they  would  exert 
their  influence  in  order  to  make  it  work 
beneficially. 

LoBD  OVERSTONE  said,  he  thought  this 
was  not  an  unfit  opportunity  for  drawing 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  the  Volunteer  Force  was  first  organ- 
ized it  was  distinctly  understood  that  it 
was  not  to  be  in  any  way  a  substitute  for 
the  regular  forces  of  the  country.  It  was 
simply  intended  as  a  demonstration  of 
moral  force  which  should  be  felt  through- 


it  was  obTiotuly  an  advantage  that  these 
difllsrent  forces  should  be  brought  under 
uniform  direction  and  placed  under  one 
oommander,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
their  organization  would  now  be  deve- 
loped. Materials  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
Inspector  General,  who,  with  the  Militia 
aatborities,  would  proceed  to  make  regu- 
lations on  the  subject,  and  several  officers 
liad  devoted  much  valuable  time  to  the 
elaboration  of  plans  for  bringing  together 
bodies  of  troops  with  their  appendages. 
He  hardly  wished  to  enter  into  the  deli- 
eate  question  involved  in  a  comparison  of 
the  Volunteers  with  the  Militia,  for  the 
Government  accepted  the  services  of  both, 
and  believed  that  each  was  able  to  play  a 
oompetent  part  in  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  hoped  the  last  had  been 
beard  of  the  unfortunate  Circular ;  but  it 
was  not  the  business  of  the  War  Office  to 
make  the  law  on  the  subject.  With  re- 
gard to  the  resignation  of  Colonel  Erskine, 
no  good  purpose  was  to  be  served  by  re- 
viving a  matter  which  was  fully  discussed 
ibnr  months  ago,  when  the  Secretary  of 
State  bore  the  highest  testimony  to  the 
Tslne  of  his  services.  It  was  thought  that 
an  excellent  opportunity  had  arisen  for 
making  certain  desirable  arrangements 
with  regard  to  the  Reserve  Forces,  and 
wbile  they  were  being  considered  the  in- 
telligence was  communicated  irregularly 
and  informally  to  Colonel  Erskine  by  a 
private  friend.  He  had  only  to  state,  in 
oondusion,  that  the  Government  fully  re- 
oognized  tlie  importance  of  proceeding  in 
{he  direction  of  complete  organization. 

Eakl  DE  grey  and  RIPON  said, 
tbat  in  his  opinion  the  Militia  and  the 
Volunteers  were  highly  creditable  to  the 
eoontry,  and  that  there  was  ample  room 
for  bo&  of  them.  We  might  fairly  expect 
good  service  from  them  at  any  period  of 
national  difficulty  that  might  arise.  He 
was  mainly  induced  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
to  the  House  by  a  portion  of  the  speech  of 
bis  noble  Friend  (Lord  Truro)  with  re- 
ISnenoe  to  the  services  of  Colonel  Erskine. 
He  had  been  at  the  War  Office  during 
abnost  the  whole  of  the  time  that  Colonel 
Xrakine  served  in  that  Department,  first 
as  Deputy  Inspector  of  Yolunteers,  and 
labseqnently  on  his  appointment  as  In- 

KBtor  General  of  Yolunteers.  He  felt 
t  he  should  fail  in  his  duty  to  Colonel 
Xrskine  if  he  did  not  bear  testimony  in 
ttie  strongest  manner  to  the  valuable  ser- 
Tioes  of  that  officer.  Colonel  Erskine  was 
a  man  of  untiring  zeal,  of  unusually  good 
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out  the  whole  world,  and  the  worst  con- 
demnation that  could  be  pronounced  upon 
it  was  that  it  should  to  any  extent — even 
to  the  extent  of  5,000  men — be  a  means  of 
reducing  the  Regular  Army.  This  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  on  which  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  should  be 
carefully  fixed.  Then  the  country  ought 
clearly  to  underptand  in  what  manner  and 
to  what  extent  the  defence  of  this  country 
could  bo  efficiently  sustained  by  any  mili- 
tary force.  This  island  was  small  in  extent, 
its  dense  population  were  actively  en- 
gaged in  commercial  and  industrial  pur- 
suitsy  and  all  its  business  was  carried  on 
by  the  operation  of  a  vast  system  of  credit, 
delicate  to  the  last  degree,  which  would  be 
most  ruinously  affected  by  the  landing 
upon  our  shores  of  an  army — he  would  not 
say  an  army  which  required  200,000  or 
300,000  men  to  repel  it — but  of  an  army 
of  even  20,000  or  30,000  men.  The  mere 
landing  of  such  a  force  would  act  like  a 
universal  earthquake,  spreading  destruction 
throughout  the  land,  and  our  power,  our 
prosperity,  our  happiness,  our  greatness — 
everything  which  made  us  proud  of  the 
name  of  Englishmen — would  be  lost.  It 
was  upon  the  waters  surrounding  this 
island  that  our  safety  must  always  depend, 
and  ho  therefore  trusted  that  in  the  midst 
of  schemes  of  army  organization  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  and  of  the  country 
would  be  always  directed  to  the  security 
of  the  seas  which  separated  us  from  the 


If  the  aooount  of  what  had  oeooned  at 

Mazatlan  were  accoratey  the  Britiah  ooia- 

mander  appeared  to  have  behaved  in  ta 

outrageous  manner,  and  to  hare  proved 

himself  unfit  to  remain  in  Her  Majesty's 

service.     The  details  were  thoa  narrated 

in  the  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of  last  evening— 

"  The  Amorioan  papers  to  hand  this  moniif 
publish  the  following,  dated  San  Franoisoo,  Jnlj  1 : 
— '  AdTiocB  from  Mazatlan  to  the  22nd  of  Joaa 
report  that  a  Borioas  diflkulty  had  oconrred  be* 
tween  Commander  Bridge,  of  the   English  w 
Bteamer  Chanticleer,  and  the  Mexican  authoiitiBi 
at  that  place.    The  ChcmticUer,  it  is  said,  wai  it 
a  perilous  poBition  off  the  coast,  and  fired  tiguX 
guuB  for  assistance.    A  pilot  went  out  and  r»> 
leased  the  ship  from  her  position  of  danger,  bit 
the  commander  of  the  steamer  refused  to  pay  titf 
pilot  for  his  services,  and  proceeded  to  Maiatkyi 
The  collector  of  the  port  at  Mazatlan  waa  notUM 
that  one  of  the  officers  of  the  British  war  steaoMr 
was  engaged  in  conveying  specie   on   board  It 
avoid  the  export  duty,  and  caused  his  arrest.  Tit 
officer's  person  was  searched  and  a  quantify  rf 
gold  found  upon  him.    The  oaptain  of^tbe  CAm* 
tieleer  came  ashore,  and  in  a  yerj  excited  mautf 
declared  that  his  vessel  and  himself  had  been  ia> 
suited  by  the  indgnity  offered  to  his  subordtntMi 
High  words  followed,  which    culminated  in  thi 
arrest  and  search  of  the  person  of  the  Briliil 
commander  by  order  of  the  collector,  who  bbkiM 
his  suspicion  that  the  commander  also  was  impit 
cated  in  smuggling  specie  on  board  of  his  TcaML 
Captain  Bridge  then  went  on  board  of  the  Ctaa* 
iieleer  and  notified  the  inhabitants  of  Kaatfai 
that  he  was  about  to  bombard  the  city  for  thi 
insult  offered  to  the  English  flag.     The  eaptaiB*k 
proclamation  of  hostility  caused  great  exciteoMsi 
and  numerous  communications  in  writing  passrf 
between  Captain  Bridge,  General  Corona,  and  thi 
civil  authorities.      The   United   SUtea*  CoBsd^ 


great    military   Monarchies  of  the    Con-    Mr.  Session,  acting  as  mediator,  ultimatefy  is- 


tinent. 


THE  BLOCKADE  OF  MAZATLAN. 
QUESTION. 

TnE  Earl  op  DENBIGH  inquired,  If  it 
ho  true  that  a  Frigate  is  blockading  the 
Port   of  Mazatlan;    and,  if  so,   whether 
such  Blockade  has  hcen  duly  authorized 
by  Her  Majesty  in  Council  and  published 
in  the  Gazette  ?     He  must  first,  however, 
state,  that  since  hb  had  placed  his  Notice 
on  the  Paper,  further  particulars  respecting 
the  alleged  blockade  had  been  published  in 
the  newspapers.    The  blockading  of  a  port 
was  a  very  important  operation,  and  ought 
to  be  carried  out  in  a  very  cautious  man- 
ner.    He  might  remark  that,  some  years 
ago,  in  consequence  of  a  number  of  Eng- 
lish sailors  having  been  mortally  injured, 
the  port  of  Jeddah  had  been  blockaded, 
and  in  consequence  great  difficulties  and 
complications  had  arisen  between  the  Turk- 
ish Government  and  that  of  Her  Majesty. 
Zard  Overttom 


duced  the  British  commander  to  modi^r  his  fn» 
clamation  so  as  to  place  the  jport  of  Minfiu 
under  blockade  bo  &r  as  Mexican  vesiels  vHt 
concerned,  until  he  could  receive  orders  from  thi 
British  Admiral    commanding    on   the    t^Mim> 
American  and  other  foreign  vessels  would  not  bi 
interfered  with.     It  ii  asaerted  that  the  aetioa  rf 
General  Corona  and  the  Mexican  authoritits  ii 
approved  by  the  foreign  residents  generaUy.    TIb 
United  States'  war  steamer  Suwanee  had  hi 
Acapulco  for  Mazatlan,  to  protaot  the 
interest  in  that  place.    The  United  States'  i 
Retaca  was  at  La  Pax  on  June  21. 
advices  from  Mexico  state  that  Commander  Bridlgi 
at  first  demanded  that  the  officer  who  oeareM 
the  person  of  his  subordinate  and  seised  tbeaoaqF 
should  be  sent  on  board  the  ChantUUm't  to  Is 
dealt  with  as  the  commander  saw  fit    G«B«al 
Corona  replied  that  sooner  than  submit  to  isA 
an  outrage,  he  would  allow  the  city  to  be  bois- 
barded,  and  telling  him,  in  indignant  IaDgoi|Sr 
that  if  he  had  a  reclamation  to  make,  be  showi 
nuike  it  in  the  manner  customary  with  civtliioA 
nations  and  through  the  proper  ehannel.' " 

He  would  not  take  up  any  more  of  tteir 
Lordships'  time,  but  would  aimply  idt 
whether  the  Government  had  received  ttf 
authentic  information  on  that  matte } 
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Tn  Earl  op  MALMESBTTRY:  In 
reply  to  the  Qaeetion  of  my  noble  Friend, 
I  have  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  have  not  reoeived  any  of  those 
details  which  he  seems  to  have  obtained 
through  the  American  newspapers.  Your 
Lordships  will  judge  for  yourselves — for 
I  oannot  pronounce  any  opinion  on  the 
subject— whether  those  details  are  likely 
to  De  authentic  or  not.  All  that  Her 
Mijesty's  Qovemment  have  heard  is  that 
on  the  4th  of  July  the  Admiralty  learnt 
by  a  telegram  that,  an  outrage  having 
been  oommitied  on  some  British  seamen 
er  British  subjects — I  know  not  exactly 
which — Captain  Bridge,  of  the  Chantu 
iiemr^  took  upon  himself  to  stop  the  en- 
trance to  the  port  of  Mazatlan.  I  quite 
Mree  with  my  noble  Priend  in  stating 
tfiat  an  officer  has  no  right  on  his  own 
xeeponsibility  to  commit  such  an  act  as 
that.  At  the  same  time,  there  are  oircum- 
etMBcea  which  justify  breaches  of  the  law, 
M  your  Lordships  Imow.  But,  not  being 
eeqnainted  with  those  circumstances,  no 
opuiion  can  be  pronounced  on  that  point. 
Cnt  the  10th  of  this  month  the  Admiralty 
abo  reoeived  a  telegraphic  despatch  from 
Tioe  Admiral  Hastings,  saying  that  he 
liad  sent  orders  to  Captain  Bridge  to 
fliee  the  blockade.  That  is  all  that  we 
;);' have  heard  on  the  subject;  and  no  other 
anihentic  intelligence  has  reached  us.  I 
eannot  help  here  noticing  what  was  said  by 
my  noble  Friend  with  respect  to  a  very 
grare  event  which  occurred  some  years  ago 
at  Jeddah.  He  seemed  to  think  very 
IMitly  of  that  outrage,  and  talked  of  some 
aiSlorB  being  stopped,  or  somethiug  of  that 
iort.  fThe  Earl  of  Denbigh  :  I  said 
••  mortfldl^  injured."]  Not  only  were  they 
sortally  mji]^,  but  tbey  were  murdered. 
Tbe  Turkish  authorities  refusing,  after 
a^gotiation,  to  take  any  notice  of  the  sub- 
j^et  or  to  bring  the  murderers  to  justice, 
C^tein  Pullen,  with  the  full  authority  of 
Ue  Government,  bombarded  the  town ; 
and  I  have  never  heard  before  that  that 
aot  of  justice  was  found  fault  with  either 
itt  fhia  country  or  any  other  part  of 
Xniepe. 


BURIALS  (IRELAND)  BILL— [No.  212.] 
( TU  Earl  of  Kimhirl&y.) 

COKMITTBB. 

House   in    Committee    (accordiug    to 
Older). 

Amendments  made. 


The  Abchbishop  of  ARMAGH  moved 

after  the  Clause  inserted  after  Clause  2, 

to  insert  the  following  Clause : — 

*'  And  whereas  many  Parish  Charohes  have  of 
late  Tears  been  erected  on  a  new  Site,  having  at- 
tached to  them  small  Churchyards  given  or  pur- 
chased for  the  sole  Use  of  Persons  attending  the 
Worship  of  the  Chnroh,  and  in  Size  proportioned 
to  the  Wants  of  the  Congregation,  leaving  the  old 
Churchyard  for  the  general  Use  of  the  Pa- 
rishioners :  And  whereas  many  Perpetual  Cures 
and  District  Parishes  have  been  erected  of  late 
Tears  and  Churches  built  in  them,  with  small 
Graveyards  intended  solely  for  the  Use  of  the 
Congregations  of  such  Churches  :  Be  it  therefore 
enacted,  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council,  on  Application  from  the 
Incumbents  of  any  such  Church,  to  declare  the 
same  to  be  exempt,  and  which  Exemption  shall  be 
published  in  the  Dublin  Gazette,  and  thereupon 
such  Churchyards  shall  be  exempted  from  the 
Operation  of  this  Act."— ( The  Lord  AnhbUhop 
of  Armagh,) 

Thb  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  ohjeoted 
to  the  clause,  which  was  likely  to  create 
an  unpleasant  feeling  in  the  minds  of 
those  whose  relatives  might  be  excluded 
from  burial  in  the  small  graveyards  to 
which  it  referred. 

The  Abchbishop  of  AEMAGH  thought 
that  these  burial-grounds  should  not  be  in 
all  cases  exempted ;  but  that  there  should 
be  in  certain  cases  a  possibility  of  exemp- 
tion. 

The  Mabqubss  of  CLAKRICABDE 
said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
clause. 

On  Question?  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  42  ;  Not-Contents  23  :  Majority 
19. 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 
CONTENTS. 
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Buckingham  and  Chan- 

dos,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 
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Derby,  E. 
Devon, E. 
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heny.) 
Graham,  E.   (D.  Mon* 


Romney,  E. 
Verulam,  E. 

De  Vesci,  V. 
Hawarden,  V. 
Melville,  V.     [TeUer.'i 
Sidmouth,  V. 
StrathaUan,  V. 

Gloucester  and  Bristol, 
Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 

Bagot,  L. 

Brodrick,  L.  ( F.  Midle» 

ton.) 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Churston,  L. 
Clarina,  L. 
Clinton,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Coloniay,  L. 
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Dennmn,  L.  Redesdale,  L. 

EgertoD,  L.  SaltersfordiL.  (JS.  Couir- 

FeToraham,  L.  town.) 

Fitzwalter»  L.  Silchester,  L.  {E,  Long- 
Hartismere,      L.      (L.       ford,)  [Te^r.] 

*Ilenmker,)  Stewart  of  GarUes,  L. 

Northwiok,  L.  {E,  OallowOi^.) 
Raglan,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Cleveland,  D.  Elphinstone,  L. 

Foley,  L. 
Airlie.  E.  Fozford,  L.  (E.  Lime- 

Do  Grey,  E.     ITeUer,"]       rick.) 
Denbigh,  E.  Ljttelton,  L. 

Kimberley,  E.  [TclUr.^    Lyveden,  L. 
Minto,  E.  Monion,  L. 

Morley,  E.  Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  B6U- 

borough,) 
Sydney,  V.  Romilly,  L. 

Seaton,  L. 
Boyle,  L.  (E,  Cork  and    Somerhill  L.  (if.  CUm- 

Orrery.)  riearde,) 

Chnrchiu,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Cranworth,  L.  Truro,  L. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
recoived  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.  (No.  269.) 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT  AMENDMENT 

BILL— (No.  208.) 

{The  Lord  Cranworth.) 

OOMKITTEE. 

Order  for  the  House  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill,  read. 

LoBD  CHELMSFOBD  said,  there  was 
an  impression  abroad  that  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  and  that  he  had  the  other  even- 
ing endeavoured  to  obstruct  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  by  moving  that  the  House 
should  resume  ;  whereas,  as  their  Lord- 
ships were  quite  aware,  his  reason  for 
moving  that  the  House  resume  was  that, 
though  the  understanding  had  been  that 
only  unopposed  Amendments  should  be  then 
agreed  to,  one  was  proposed  to  which  op- 
position was  raised.  The  fact,  however, 
was  that  a  great  many  Amendments  had ' 
been  given  Notice  of  which  he,  in  common 
with  many  of  their  Lordships,  had  not 
seen,  and  which,  therefore,  the  House  was 
unprepared  to  discuss.  So  far  from  being 
actuated  by  hostility  to  the  Bill,  he  was 
quite  in  favour  of  it ;  for,  though  its  intro- 
duction would  have  been  undesirable  had 
there  been  any  immediate  prospect  of  more 
comprehensive  legislation  on  the  subject, 
the  passing  of  a  general  bankruptcy  mea- 
sure appeared  more  and  more  distant. 

LoBD  ROMILLY  entirely  agreed  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  for,  not 
having  on  Tuesday  night  seen  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack,  he  was  unable  to  consider 


what  their  effect  would  be.  He  now 
found  that  many  of  them  were  identical 
with  those  which  he  had  himself  drawn 
up.  He  understood  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  BiU 
(Lord  Cranworth)  was  prepared  to  re-print 
the  Bill  with  tiie  Amendments  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  allow  the  additional 
Amendments  to  be  inserted  on  the  Beport 
or  third  reading.  He  thought  it  was 
much  to  be  regretted  that  Bills  making 
important  changes  in  the  law  should  be 
introduced  at  a  period  of  the  Session  when 
it  was  impossible  to  avoid  blunders  which, 
when  exposed  in  Courts  of  Law,  brought 
the  Legislature  into  discredit. 

House  again  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Lord  ORANWOBTH  stated  that  he 
proposed  to  accept  all  the  Amendmenta  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, leaving  it  open  to  any  of  their  Lord* 
ships  on  the  Beport  or  third  reading  to 
bring  forward  any  further  Amendments 
which  might  appear  desirable. 

Amendments  made :  The  Beport  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  370.) 

LAROENT  AND  EMBEZZLEMENT 

BILL-.<No.  216.) 

{The  Lord  Chehnsford,) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  CHBLMSFORD,  in  moving  tiiat 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  remove  an  in- 
consistency in  the  present  law  under  which 
embezzlement  by  a  partner  was  not  in 
general  punishable  except  by  the  tedious 
process  of  filing  a  bill  in  Equity.  It  would 
be  necessary,  however,  to  substitute  a  new 
clause  instead  of  the  first,  and  that  he  pro- 
posed to  do  either  in  Committee  or  on  the 
Report.  A  groundless  distinction  was 
made  by  the  present  law  between  the  penal 
character  of  larceny  and  of  embezzlement 
by  clerks  and  servants,  and  that  distinction 
also  he  proposed  to  do  away  with. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
--{The  Lord  Chekns/ord.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  approved 
the  general  objects  of  the  Bill,  and  ex- 
pressed his  satisfaction  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  prepared  to  lay  on  the 
table  a  modification  of  the  first  cisnae. 
The  Bill  was  not  carefully  worded.    1^ 
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spoke  of  ^'wiongfolly  defraading.*'  He 
did  not  know  what  kind  of  defrauding 
there  could  be  if  it  was  not  wrongful. 

Motion  a^Md  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
inglj,  BSkd  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Uliole  House  on  Monday  next. 

iffA^HTAfl^g    VALiniTT    (bLAKESOWN)    BILL. 

[H.L.] 

A  BiU  to  render  Talid  Marriftges  heretofore 
■olwnniied  in  the  Chapel-of-Ease  called  Saint 
JaiiM^-tbe-Greater  Chapel,  Blakedown»  in  the 
Pariah  of  Hagley,  in  the  County  of  Woroeiter — 
W9MpruenMbj  The  Lord  Ltttsltoit  ;  read  1*. 
(Ko.  971.) 

Hooae  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Driday,  July  17,  1868. 

^imrDTES.^-SuppLT— eotwtd^r^tn  CommiUee 
'■^BeiokUumi  [July  16]  reported. 

Wm  An>  Mbaxb  —  BesoluHons  [July  16]  re^ 
period, 

"nuo  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation). 

Winl  Reading  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tioii)». 

Boeo/nd  Reading  —  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  * 
P41]. 

IBjpooial  Report  of  Select  Committee  —  Married 
Women's  Property  [No.  441.] 

CWiMtitftfe— Danube  Works  Loan  [337] ;  Drain- 
ago  and  ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sup- 
ptaDMntal  (No.  4)*  [235];  Election  Petitions 
mod  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  (re-eomm,) 
reSl— Bjp. ;  Poor  Relief  [186]— b.p.  ;  Co- 
iMJal  Shipping*  [236];  Admiralty  Suits* 
f9Hl ;  Railway  Companies  *  [237]. 

—Danube  Works  Loan  *  [237]  ;  Drainage 

ImproTcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 

itel    (No.  4)*    [335];    Married    Women*s 

Property*   [89];  Colonial  Shipping*    [236]; 

AimiraltySuiU*  [234];  Railway  Companies  * 

oi  amended  —  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Act  Amendment  *  [181]. 


The  Hooae  met  at  Two  of  the  olock. 

QUEENSLAND  —  POLYNESIAN 
ISLANDERS.— QUESTION. 

Mft.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 

-to  Mk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

lilt  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government  is 

mpftred  to  stiggest  any  measure  by  which 

m$  Ael  for  regulating  the  Emigration  of 


South  Sea  Islanders  may  be  supplemented 
by  a  safegaard  against  illicit  practices  in 
entrapping  those  Natives  from  their  homes  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  rumours  as  to  abuses  existing  were 
very  much  without  foundation,  and  sa- 
tisfactory regulations  had  been  passed 
by  the  Queensland  Legislature  as  to  the 
emigration,  which  were  much  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  which  had 
crossed  them  on  the  road  from  the  Co- 
lonial Office.  No  Native  could  be  taken 
on  board  ship  unless  he  had  a  certificate 
from  a  Consul  or  Missionary,  or  some 
other  person  of  known  position,  to  the 
effect  that  he  had  ascertained,  and  could 
vouch  for  the  fact,  that  the  Native  was 
going  to  emigrate  voluntarily;  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  regulations 
as  to  this  matter  were  complete.  Whe- 
ther it  was  possible  to  have  any  further 
guarantee  against  kidnapping  Natives  was 
under  consideration.  The  ship,  in  the  next 
place,  must  be  licensed,  and  there  was  an 
officer  on  board  each  ship  who  must  be 
satisfied  before  receiving  them  that  the 
Natives  had  been  properly  engaged,  and 
when  the  ship  arrived  at  Queensland  she 
was  overhauled,  and  if  any  of  these  regu- 
lations had  not  been  observed  the  shipowner 
was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  jC20  for  each 
non-observance  of  the  prescribed  conditions. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Buckingham) 
was  considering  whether  these  provisions 
might  not  be  made  more  stringent  than 
they  were,  and  also  whether  the  security 
for  the  condition  of  the  Natives  on  board 
might  not  be  improved.  No  doubt  there 
would  be  further  provisions  gradually  in- 
dicated by  further  experience  to  guard 
against  abuse. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  wished 
jto  know.  Whether  the  officer  on  board  ship 
who  superintended  the  shipping  of  the 
Natives  was  an  officer  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  he  was  an 
officer  appointed  by  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment. 

SCHOOL  INQUIRY  COMMITTEE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  Kaid,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  under  consideration  the 
Report  and  Recommendations  of  the  School 
Inquiry  Committee  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  inform  the  House  what 
steps  they  intend  to  take  thereupon  f 
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Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDT  laid,  in 
reply,  that  the  Oommittee  had  collected  a 
vait  deal  of  iuformattOD ;  but  it  was  bo 
Toluminous,  and  some  of  it  had  come  so 
recently  into  the  hands  of  the  GoYernment, 
that  he  should  not  be  correct  in  saying 
that  the  question  was  under  the  oonsidera* 
tion  of  the  GoTernment.  At  the  same 
time,  the  question  was  one  of  so  great 
importanoe  that  any  Government  must 
deal  with  it  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 

COLLECTION  OF  ASSESSED  TAXES  IM 

THE  SOUTH  OF  LONDON. 

QUISnOM. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Gorernment  that  the  Tax 
Collectors  of  the  South  of  London  are  is- 
suing Notices  that  unless  Assessed  Taxes 
due  on  the  20th  of  March  last  are  paid  on 
or  before  the  20th  of  July,  the  person 
neglecting  to  pay  will  be  disqualified  from 
voting  at  the  coming  Election  f 

Mh.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Qoyemment  had  giren  no  sanc- 
tion to  the  proceeding  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member.  His  attention  being  called 
to  the  Question  on  the  prerions  CTening 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  he 
caused  inquiry  to  be  set  on  foot,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  repeat  his  Question  on 
a  subsequent  erening,  such  information  as 
he  possessed  would  be  afforded. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  asked  that 
the  answer  might  be  given  to  him  privately, 
for  the  date  mentioned  in  the  Question  was 
the  20th  instant,  and  the  House  would  not 
sit  again  until  that  day. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Resolution  [July  16]  reported. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  in  con- 
sequence  of  a  promise  which  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  Wednesday  that  if  hoQ« 
Members  having  Notices  to  more  in  Supply 
would  allow  Supply  to  be  then  taken  they 
would  be  afforded  an  opportunity  of  moving 
their  Notices  on  the  Report,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  a  Return  relative  to  Staff  ap- 
pointments ordered  last  year  and  presented 
in  June,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
Royal  Warrant  (No.  106)  restricting  the 
holding  a  Staff  appointment  to  five  years 
had  been  frequently  violated.  He  regretted 
the  absence  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War ;  but  at  the  present  WM  his  last  op- 

Jfr.  W.  JS.  IbreUr 


portunity,  and  as  his  Motion  created  moeli 
interest  in  military  circles,  he  would,  with- 
out mentioning  names  or  entering  into 
detail,  very  shortly  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  on  the  subject.  It  was  an  old 
sayinff — "  Once  on  the  Staff  alwajB  on  the 
Staff; '  but  it  had  appeared  right  to  Her 
Migesty  that  this  system  should  cease,  and 
hence  the  Warrant  to  which  he  called 
attention.  Staff  appointments  in  the  army 
were  always  regarded  as  the  rewards  of 
the  military  profession  in  the  same  senio 
that  judicial  appointments  were  recognised 
as  the  rewards  of  the  Bar.  But  the  Retom 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House,  snd 
which  no  doubt  all  interested  in  that  sub- 
ject had  read,  showed  that  a  very  differeat 
course  had  been  adopted,  and  that  those 
appointments  had  gone  in  a  "  vicious  circle" 
among  a  few  favoured  officers.  A  quarter- 
master general,  or  a  deputy  assistant  ad- 
jutant general,  as  the  case  might  be,  when 
his  five  years  had  expired^  was,  in  distiset 
violation  of  the  Warrant,  shifted  to  a  cor- 
responding position  in  aome  other  depart- 
ment. This  naturally  excited  great  dis- 
content among  military  men— discontent 
which  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  had  fre- 
quently heard  expressed — as  many  officers 
had  been  continuously  on  the  Staff  for 
periods  varying  from  ten  to  fifteen  jesn. 
Now,  it  might  be  said  that  Staff  training 
was  essential,  and  that  those  who  had  served 
upon  it  were  best  fitted  for  new  appoint- 
ments. If  so,  let  the  Warrant  be  aboHibed; 
but  he  held  that  as  long  as  Her  Majestj's 
Warrant  existed  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
military  authorities  to  respect  it.  His  ob- 
servations had  reference  to  what  wonid  be 
done  in  the  future,  and  it  was  in  that  view 
he  had  made  his  statement. 

Mk.  DISRAELI  aaid,  that  the  hop. 
Baronet  had  very  courteously,  the  other 
evening,  not  pressed  his  Notice,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  Public  Business  had 
been  very  much  convenienoed  and  advanced. 
He  was  therefore  sorry  that  his  right  boo. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  vss 
not  present  to  give  him  the  explanation 
he  desired.  But  his  disappointment  had 
arisen  from  some  little  inadvertence  of  his 
own,  not  having  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  that  he  intended  to  ask  the  Qoe>- 
tion  on  the  Report  of  Supply.  After  the 
short  and  clear  statement  now  made  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  have  no  difficult  lo 
eliciting  at  an  early  opportunity  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  information  be  d«- 
stred. 

RcMlolation  agrnd  (o. 
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SUCTION    PETITIONS   AND    OORBUPT 

PRAOTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  {re-cammiUed) 

BILL— [BxLi.  68.] 

{Mr.  ChmodUr  ^  ihn  Scsehequer,  Mr.  S^creiarp 

€hakonu  Bartfy^  Sir  Stafford  Ntrtheote.) 

oouarTBX.    [Progress,  lith  July,] 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Bill  couidirsd  in  Committee* 
(In  the  Committee. j 

Obose  46  (Penalty  for  employing  cormpt 
Ammt) 

MB.  LOWS  proposed  to  insert  the  words 
**hf  Uie  Report  of  an  Election  Committee 
«r  by  the  report  of  a  judge." 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  objected  to  the 
dhiBee  altogether,  on  the  ground  that  it 
yropesed  to  impose  a  penalty  upon  persons 
vIm  had  been  indemnified  under  a  former 


Kb.  CARDWELL  said,  that  all  they 
kad  in  Tiew  was  to  prevent  the  employment 
%f  eandidates  of  agents  who  were  notorious 
Iribers.  He  should  therefore  cordially 
rt  the  clause  and  the  Amendment. 


^^ 


L  . 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  15,  line  3,  Amendment  proposed, 

I0hmr  the  word  "tribunal,"  to  insert  the 

**  or  has  been  reported  guilty  of  any 

•orropt  practice  by  a  Committee  of  the 

^"Bonae  or  Commons." — {Mr,  EnatcKbuU' 

MiMssen,) 

Question  put,  *'That  those  words  be 
Ikere  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  74  ; 
eS :  Majority  11. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would  beg 
t0  mofe  the  insertion  of  words  making  it 
m   misdemeanour  for  any  agent  who  had 
adjudged   guilty  of  bribery  to  hire 
ilf  as  an  agent  or  canyasaer. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  6,  after 

Hit  word    <' fifty- seven,"    to    insert    the 

^lOrda  "  any  such  canvasser  or  agent  shall 

£b  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and." — {Mr. 

^mmee  LovoHier,) 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  objected 
t0  the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  it 
vasiM  lead  to  the  punishment  of  a  man 
tviee  for  a  single  offence.  He  would  be 
kiprisoned  in  the  first  instance,  and  then 
Weaiwe  he  accepted  a  second  office  he 
«0iild  be  imprisoned  again,  though  he  had 
iemmitted  no  new  offence. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  must  contend  that 
Am  man  would  have  committed  a  second 
)\  he  would  haTO  engaged  himself 


under  false  pretences,  beeanse  no  osndidate 
would  willingly  engage  an  agent  who  had 
been  proved  guilty  of  bribery. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  Inserted." 

The  Committee  dtvideci:  —  Ayes  62; 
Noes  84 :  Majority  22. 

YiBCOUMT  AMBERLEY  said,  that  in 
his  opinion  the  man  who  employed  a  corrupt 
agent  stood  in  about  the  same  relation  to 
that  corrupt  agent  as  the  receiver  did  to 
the  thief.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
penalty  of  making  such  a  man's  election 
Toid  was  not  commensurate  with  the  of- 
fence. He  therefore  proposed  to  move  to 
add  the  words  at  the  end  of  the  clause — 
''  And  he  shall  be  incapable  of  being  elected 
to  and  of  sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons 
during  the  three  years  next  after  such 
trial.'^ 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words  *'  and  he  shall  be 
incapable  of  being  elected  to  and  of  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Commons  during  the  three 
years  next  after  such  trial." — ( rifcotm^ 
Amherley,) 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALE  said,  that  it 
was  quite  possible  a  candidate  might  get 
into  the  hands  of  a  corrupt  agent  without 
knowing  it.  In  the  case  of  a  young  man 
coming  into  Parliament  for  the  first  time 
this  might  easily  occur.  Would  it  not  be 
too  hard  to  brand  such  a  man  with  the 
disgrace  which  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 
ment would  inflict  upon  him  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the 
Amendment  would  only  apply  to  a  candi- 
date who  knowingly  employed  a  corrupt 
agent. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  aaid,  he 
must,  with  great  respect  to  the  noble  Vis- 
count, say  that  the  Amendment  appeared 
to  him  to  be  nonsense.  The  word  **  trial" 
referred  to  the  trial  in  the  case  of  the  cor- 
rupt agent  who  had  been  convicted  of 
corruption  within  seven  years  previously  to 
the  Election  which  under  the  clause  would 
be  void.  If  the  words  proposed  by  the 
noble  Viscount  were  added  to  the  clause, 
the  punishment  of  the  candidate  might 
commence  long  before  he  had  committed 
the  offence. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  mistaken  the 
object  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNET  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  Amendment  applicable 
to  the  clause.     In  his  opinion,  making  the 
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Election  Toid  would  a  aaSoient  paniih- 
ment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  if  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  hon.  Members 
perseyered  in  moring  Amendments  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  the  Bill  would  be 
amended  off  the  face  of  creation. 

Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  felt  that 
a  person  who  knowingly  employed  an  agent 
who  had  been  convicted  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices ought  to  be  subjected  to  this  penalty 
at  least. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TATLOR  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  too  great  a  punishment 
to  inflict  upon  a  man  who  prostituted  the 
political  rights  of  the  country  by  bribery 
to  disqualify  him  from  sitting  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  ever. 

Question  nut,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added. 

The  Committee  dtvid&d :  — -  A jes  48  ; 
Noes  115:  Majority  67. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  that  he  wished 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Lowther)  whether  he  would  bring  up  a 
clause  on  the  Report  embodying  the  views 
which  he  sought  to  carry  into  effect  in  the 
Amendment  which  had  shortly  before  been 


Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  intended 
to  do  so.  Some  hon.  Members  had,  he 
believed,  voted  against  his  Amendment  in 
ignorance  of  the  real  question  at  issue. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  the  real 
question  for  the  Committee  to  decide  was 
whether  they  meant  to  pass  the  Bill  before 
them  this  year  or  not.  The  Bill  was  one 
of  great  importance,  and  the  Government, 
he  thought,  had  very  fairly  done  their  duty 
in  pushing  it  forward. 

Mr.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  post- 
pone the  prorogation,  if  necessary,  in  order 
to  carry  the  Bill.  The  feeling  of  the  House 
was  evidently  strongly  in  its  favour. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  fact 
that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
was  no  argument  against  hou.  Members 
exercising  a  discretion  in  dealing  with  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Disquali6cation  of  Persons 
found  guilty  of  Bribery). 

Mr.  AYRTON  asked  for  some  expla- 
nation of  the  clause.  He  did  not  object 
to  all  the  penalties  being  placed  upon  those 
who  had  been  found  guilty ;  but  he  should 

Mr,  Eu9teU  Cfumejf 


object  to  penalties  being  placed  upon  per- 
sons who  had  not  been  tried,  but  had  onlj 
been  incidentally  mentioned  in  a  Report  of 
a  Commission;  and  who  might  have  bsd 
no  opportunity  of  being  heard.  He  pro- 
posed to  leave  out  the  words  **  other  thsn 
a  candidate/'  in  order  to  raise  the  quei- 
tion. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  ssid, 
the  clause  was  intended  to  include  perBou 
other  than  the  Petitioner  and  respondent, 
but  no  doubt  there  waa  difficulty  in  whst 
was  pointed  out,  and  to  meet  it  he  should 
propose  to  amend  the  clause  so  that  the 
penalties  should  only  be  inflicted  upon 
persons,  other  than  candidates,  who  should 
have  been  found  guilty  of  bribery  in  sny 
proceeding  at  law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  ssid,  he 
thought  that  what  was  intended  was  tbtt 
the  penalty  of  disqualification  should  follow 
a  report  of  the  Judge,  and  should  not  ap- 
ply only  to  those  who  had  been  convicted 
upon  a  trial.  When  the  inquiry  had  been 
conducted  by  a  Judge,  who  would,  of 
course,  be  aware  of  the  penalty  imposed 
by  the  clause,  might  it  not  be  presumed 
that  he  had  taken  all  the  necessary  eteps 
for  arriving  at  a  knowledge  of  a  man's 
guilt  ? 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
original  words  would  be  adhered  to. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  the 
difficulty  was  inflicting  a  penalty  upon  a 
person  who  might  possibly  not  be  present; 
but  he  thought  that  there  would  be  no 
hardship  in  placing  a  penaltj  upon  a  per- 
son who  had  been  reported  guilty  after  be 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  being  heard. 
He  would,  therefore,  propose  that  the 
clause  should  be  amended  by  inserting  the 
words,  "  in  any  proceeding  in  which,  after 
notice  of  the  charge,  he  has  had  an  op- 
portunity of  being  heard." 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  knot 
what  would  be  the  position  of  an  unfortn- 
nate  candidate  with  regard  to  expeoeef,  if 
the  inquiry  before  the  Judge  was  to  be 
hung  up  while  notice  was  being  giren  to 
all  the  persons  implicated,  as  well  as  daring 
the  tried  of  all  these  collateral  issues.  Soeb 
a  delay  would  cause  a  very  ugly  addition 
to  the  candidate's  expenditure. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
words  would  be  introduced  to  ensure  pa^ 
ties  accused  a  fair  hearing. 

Mr.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  th« 
worst  delinquents  oould  run  away,  and  no 
notice  could  be  given  to  them.  They  wosld 
thus  escape  the  penalty. 
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Mr.  ArBSOtfn  Amendment  mAdtawnt  from  that  in  England.    It  ap|»eared  to  him 

and  that  of  the  SouorroB  Obmbbal  agreed  that  it  was  now  time  to  oonsider  whether 

|9,  .  they  should  extend  this  Bill  to   Ireland 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  mored,  in  page  and  Scotland. 
If,  line  16,  after  *<TotiDg  at  any,"  iosert  Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
**  Parliamentary  and  municipal,"  the  object  concurred  in  thinking  that  the  clause  re- 
Mug  to  extend  peoalties  to  hribery  at  mu-  quired  consideratiou. 
Bieipal  Elections.  The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he  that  the  clauses  of  the  Acts  proposed  to 
Ihoiight  they  had  better  in  this  Bill,  and  at  be  repealed  were  not  penal  clauses,  but 
this  period  of  the  Session,  confine  them-  merely  those  which  regulated  the  mode  of 
aelrea  to  Parliamentary  Elections.  No  trial  of  the  Petitions.  If  he  were  mis- 
daabt  at  some  future  period  there  must  be  taken  on  the  point  he  would  bring  up  a 
aa  inquiry  in  reference  to  municipal  Eleo-  clause  upon  the  Report  which  would  settle 
tioiM.  the  question. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  his  Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  Bill  would 

.    |Mt>poaition  was  simply  that  a  person  con-  be  valuable  as  an  experiment,  e?en  if  its 

:    wietod  of  bribery  at  a  Parliamentary  Elec-  proyisions  were  not  extended  to  Ireland 

^,   tibti  ahouid  be  disqualified  from  roting  at  and  Scotland,  although  he  did  not  mean 

4  itenre  municipal  as  well  as  Parliamentary  to  say  that  he  had  gi?en  up  the  idea  of 

;'   illaotiona.  introducing  a  clause  to  extend,  if  possible, 

^'        Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  feared  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  and 

^  If  they  accepted    the   Amendment  they  Scotland. 

^    voald  not  be  allowed  to  stop  there,  they  Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  one  of 

,vmdd  have  to  go  further,  and  that  would  those  who  had  originally  contended  that 

W/if  be  entering  upon  a  sea  of  troubles,  they  would  be  placed  in  a  position  of  great 

;..aBd  they  would  run  great  risk  of  founder-  difficulty  with  regard  to  this  Bill   if  its 

Jog  in  their  legislation.    He  believed,  how*  provisions  were   not  extended  to  Ireland 

,ffar«  that  they  would  soon  have  to  enter  and   Scotland,  but  he  thought  that  the 

MOD  the  question  of  bribery  at  municipal  question  had  assumed  a  new  light  in  con- 

Xleetions.  sequence  of  the   announcement   of  Her 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^1^'*^!?,  Government  that  the  operation 

''  of  the  Bill  was  only  to  endure  for  a  limited 

Clause  agreed  to.  period  ;  although  he  did  not  mean  to  say 

Olanae  48    (Returning   Officer  may  be  **>**  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 

0«ad  for  neglecting  to  return  any  Person  "®®  ^^6**'*  ^*y  *o  effect  such  an  extension 

July  elected).  without  loss  of  time  it  would  not  be  desir- 

Mb.   J.    GOLDSMID   said,    that    the  a^e  that  the  experiment  might  be  equally 

dbme  proposed  that  in  a  certain  event  the  ^^^   simultaneously  tried  in  Ireland  and 

I  fatorning  officer  should  pay  to  the  Member  Scotland,  as  well   as  in  this  country,  or 

:4aol>le  the  damages  which  he  had  sustained.  t|j»t  '*  '^ool^  be  well  to  preserve  the  juris- 

Sbia  seemed  to  be  placing  a  money  value  diction  of  this  House  in  the  case  of  Elec- 

\  won  the  position  of  a  Member  of  Parlia-  ^>on  Petitions  from  Ireland  and  Scotland, 

t.  and  he  should  move  that  instead  of  *»«!   *<>    extinguish    it   as    regarded    this 

words  there  should  be  others  enact-  country.     Under  these  circumstances  he 
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\    W  that  the  returning  officer   should  be  •hould  not  press  the  Government  upon  the 

'i  JEma  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  £500.  POii>^- 

\-      Thi    solicitor  GENERAL   said,  Mr.    MONSELL  said,  he  must  press 

/  |[hal  the  clause  as  proposed  was  an  exact  upoi>  ^^^  Government  the  importance  of 

^\j#My  of  the  123rd  clause  of  the  11th  and  making  flie  law  upon  the  point  apply  to 

:IStli  Vie.,  c.  98,  which  had  been  found  in-  *te  t^ree  countries  alike. 

aodKeable.  ^a*    DISRAELI   said,  if  he  did  not 

^-,                  ,  .  bring  up  a  satisfactory  clause   upon  the 

Clause  agreed  to.  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^.^^^^  j^^^    Gentleman  would 

Clanses  49  to  53,  inclusive,  agreed  to.  have  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  himself. 

^         „ .  _        ,    ^  ^  The    solicitor    GENERAL    pro- 

Clause  54  (Repeal  of  Acts).  p^g^j  lo  i^menj  the  clause   by  inserting 

Hr.  ATRTON  said,  the  clause  would  the  words  ''as  far  as  regards  Elections 

Mika  the  punishment  for  offences  under  and  Petitions  in  respect  of  constituencies 

ifkm  Bill  different  in  Ireland  and  Scotland  in  England  and  Wales." 
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Amendment  i$gried  to  ;  ClauBe.  as 
amended,  orderea  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Postponed  Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  wished  to 
propose  a  new  clause  protiding  for  the 
payment  of  additional  Judges  and  remune- 
ration of  Judges  appointed  under  this  Act. 

Clause  (Provision  as  to  payment  of  ad- 
ditional judges  and  remuneration  of  judges 
for  duties  to  be  performed  under  this  Act,) 
— (Ifr.  DUraeli,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  would  remmd 
the  House  that  a  Commission  had  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  constitution 
of  our  Courts  of  Judicature.  That  Com- 
mission had  been  sitting  for  about  a 
twelvemonth,  and  would  shortly,  it  was 
believed,  propose  some  very  great  changes. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  these  new  ap- 
pointments would  be  made  subject  to  any 
decision  at  which  the  House  might  arrive 
after  seeing  the  Report.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  deal  with  that  question, 
he  would  leave  it  in  his  hands  ;  if  not,  he 
should  propose  a  clause  himself  on  bringing 
up  the  Report. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  assent  to  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  to  the  new  clause  : — 
Line  I,  before  •*  The,"  insert— 

"  No  additional  Judge  shall  be  appointed  under 
this  Act  until  fourteen  days  after  all  the  Elections 
Petitions  presented  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  respecting  the  first  Elections  to  the  Parlia- 
ment convenod  on  the  dissolution  of  the  present 
Parliament  shall  be  at  issue." 

His  object  was  to  prevent  the  public  being 
put  to  a  great  expense,  unless  it  had  been 
satisfactorily  proved  that  the  assistance  of 
new  Judges  was  absolutely  called  for. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  matter 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  there  was  at  present  a  dear 
understanding  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  the  services  of  the  new  Judges  should 
be  at  the  disposal  of  the  country.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward  a 
clause,  it  should  of  course  receive  attentive 
consideration.  As  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ayrton)  he  could 
only  say  that  he  should  give  it  the  strong- 
est opposition  in  his  power,  because  it  was 
in  reality  an  attempt  to  upset  the  whole 

I%e  Solicitor  Omeral 


of  what  they  had  ahready  dim#.  It  «m» 
in  fact,  an  annoaneement  of  the  hoD.  and 
learned  Member's  opinion  that  no  nev 
Judges  were  wanted,  althoogh  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  reason  to  believe, 
from  the  representations  made  to  them, 
that  the  Judges  had  more  to  do  than  they 
could  satisfactorily  perform,  end  that  it 
was  only  by  the  appointment  of  new  Judges 
that  the  Bill  eould  be  carried  into  effeet. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  would  propose  to 
strike  out  the  words  in  Mr.  Disraeli's 
clause  providing  that  the  Jodgea  aeleetei 
for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitiona  ahoiiM 
receive  £500  a  year  in  addition  to  their 
ordinary  salary.  He  should  be  sorry  if 
the  Judges  were  not  adequatelj  renona- 
rated  for  the  services  which  they  rendeni 
to  the  country,  but  he  could  see  no  reasoa 
why  this  additional  sum  should  be  paid| 
more  especially  as  the  work  of  the  ezistiBf 
Judges  would  be  lightened  bj  the  aasiit- 
ance  which  the  new  Judges  wonld  render 
them  when  not  engaged  on  the  trial  sf 
Election  Petitions. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oot  fm 
the  words  **  Admiralty  Court "  to  the  eai 
of  the  Clause. — {Mr.  Monk.) 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  ap[irebeiidsd 
■a  good    deal   of   canvassing    among  the 
Judges  for  this  £500  a  year. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  it  waa  desiiaUs 
to  induce  the  old  Judges,  if  he  might  us 
that  epithet,  to  give  up  their  time  to  the 
performance  of  these  duties,  duties  whicbt 
it  must  be  remembered,  they  never  ai- 
pected  at  the  time  of  their  appointmentits 
be  called  on  to  perform.  The  perforsMMS 
of  those  duties  involved  considerable  ineoie 
venience.  The  Judges  employed  in  tbis 
would,  for  instance,  be  separated  for  soM 
time  from  their  families,  and  have  to  resMs 
occasionally  in  small  inna,  which,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  were  not  replete  with  As 
comforts  and  advantages  to  which  tisy 
were  aecustomed.  It  waa  desirable,  if  it 
eould  be  managed,  that  the  new  Jadfa 
should  be  engaged  at  first  on  the  ordiasiy 
judicial  duties,  and  that  the  trial  of  tbsN 
Petitions  should  be  carried  on  by  those  who 
had  been  for  some  time  on  the  Bench.  It 
was  necessary  to  make  the  propoial  ss 
agreeable  as  possible,  and  aa  the  cUbn 
had  been  carefully  considered  he  tnutsi 
that  it  would  be  adopted  in  its  entirety. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  spceeh  d 
the  right  hon.  OMtleman  wu  ettnmily 
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kind  tonrarcli  tbe  Tadgea.  It  wm,  of  ooune, 
a  good  thing  to  make  matters  comfortable; 
hot  itill,  aa  a  Judge  once  said  to  a  friend 
who  was  condoling  with  him  on  his  having 
been  nnezpeetedlj  detained  in  a  small 
MMintrj  town  from  Saturday  to  Monday, 
'*A  man  must  he  somewhere."  He  re- 
Biemhered  that  on  one  occasion  Chief  Jus- 
tiee  Tindal,  after  having  been  received  in 
an  assise  town  by  the  sheriff  with  a  coach 
and  four  horses  and  javelin  men  in  plenty, 
was  taken  to  the  most  miserable  lodgings 
ka  had  ever  seen ;  his  Lordship,  however, 
rimply  said,  "  This  is  Cinderella,  indeed  I " 
Bespeeting  the  simple  proposition,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  to  bribe  the 
Jodgea  to  do  the  work,  especially  as  they 
ware  going  to  inquire  into  charges  of 
kribery.  His  own  idea  was  that  if  any 
addition  were  made  to  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  it  should  be  general.  The  expense 
af  going  circuit  would  be  more  than  those 
iMarred  by  the  Judges  under  this  Act. 
Tkia  seems  merely  to  be  a  payment  to  in- 
daea  the  Judges  to  adopt  a  new  line  of 
kaainess. 

lln.  M.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  was  of 
amnion  that  if  they  were  to  assent  to  the 
laerease  of  pay  to  the  Judges  in  question, 
Ibey  ought  to  extend  that  increase  to  all 
Aa  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 

jBOtt  ask  the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind 

<ba  difficulties  under  which  the  Bill  had 

kaen  lN*ooght  in  and  pressed  to  its  present 

Maltion.     The  original  objections  of  the 

Jadges  themselves,  and  the  fact  that  those 

akjjaetions  had  never  been  in  express  terms 

vitbdrawn,  should  not  be  forgotten.  These 

aijaetions  were  those  of  gentlemen   who 

ted  been  appointed  to  do  a  certain  work, 

aad  who  had  not  accepted  office  on  the 

■aderstanding  that  this  new  work  should 

ka  tbrust  upon  them.     Considering,  then, 

fkal  this  work  would  be  by  far  the  most 

Itoplaaaant  the  Judges,  future  as  well  as 

jtaaent,  would  have  to  do,  he  recommended 

^a  Committee  to  consider  the  question  as 

^isaa  of  the  world,  and  make  the  Bill  as 

Btlla  anpalatable  as  possible.      Although 

Iha  Jadges  themselves  had  been  no  parties 

ta  any  such  arrangement  as  that  proposed, 

ka  was  bound  to  remind  the  Committee 

ttat  tbe  Bill  had  hitherto  been  considered 

an  tbe  understanding  that  it  should  not  be 

kt  tbe  nature    of   an   imposition    on  the 

Jadges.     And  it  would  be  admitted  on  all 

kaoda  that  the  Judges  would  have  a  most 

lUiarnnn  duty  to  discharge  in  laying  down 

Ika  oonrae  of  procedure  under  the  Act.  All 

TOL.   OZCm.      [tHIBD  8EBIE8.] 


would  remember  how  greatly  the  general 
admiration  of  Sir  Cresswell  CresswelPs 
conduct  had  been  increased  when  it  was 
remembered  what  immense  trouble  he  had 
taken  to  regulate  the  procedure  in  the  Di- 
vorce Court.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
immense  labour  would  be  imposed  on  the 
Judges  by  the  Bill;  he  therefore  hoped 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  would  be 
acceded  to. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  he  had  heard 
with  the  greatest  pleasure  that  the  pro- 
posal under  consideration  had  been  made 
on  the  sole  authority  of  the  Government ; 
it  would  have  been  extremely  painful  to 
him  to  think  the  Judges  had  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject  and  had  entered  into 
a  compromise.  He  could  not  agree  that 
the  new  duties  imposed  by  the  Bill  would 
be  the  most  disagreeable  the  Judge  could 
undertake  ;  it  would  be  infinitely  more  dis- 
agreeable to  him  to  try  a  man  for  his  life. 
The  question,  however,  was  whether  the 
passing  of  this  provision  would  tend  to  elevate 
or  derogate  from  the  position  of  the  Judges. 
It  was  true  additional  duties  had  been  im- 
posed on  the  Bench,  but  additional  Judges 
would  be  appointed  to  share  their  work. 
He  had  never  before  heard  the  principle 
advocated  that  Judges  should  be  offered 
additional  payment  to  induce  them  to  un- 
dertake work  Parliament  thought  it  right 
the  Bench  should  discharge.  If,  then,  it 
were  resolved  that  the  Judges  should  have 
this  additional  payment,  he  feared  the 
result  would  be  greatly  to  disparage  the 
high  estimation  in  which  the  Judges  were 
held  by  the  country.  The  Committee 
should  be  slow  to  create  a  precedent  of 
this  nature ;  for  his  part  he  would  prefer 
voting  £500  a  year  to  each  of  the  Judges 
unconditionally  rather  than  accept  the  pro- 
position made. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  thought  the 
offer  of  £500  would  make  it  impossible 
for  the  Judges  to  accept  these  new  du- 
ties. The  Judges'  objection  was  not  on 
account  of  the  work,  but  for  fear  the  new 
duty  would  destroy  the  dignity  and  autho- 
rity of  the  Courts  in  other  cases.  As  the 
objection  of  the  Judges  as  stated  in  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  not 
been  withdrawn,  this  proposal  of  the  ad- 
ditional £500  a  year  would  seem  like  say- 
ing, **  We  will  bribe  you  with  £500  a 
year  to  withdraw  your  objection." 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  the  House 
had  taken  the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Judges  by  deciding,  notwithstanding 
the  objections  urged   by  the  Lord  Chief 
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Jusiiee,  that  the  Judges  were  to  do  the 
dutj.  When  additional  duty  was  thrown 
on  puhlio  Bervants,  who  were  already  fully 
occupied,  it  was  customary  to  gife  them 
an  addition  to  their  salaries.  To  do  that 
in  this  inetancei  could  not  he  taken  as  a 
proposal,  the  acceptance  of  which  would 
he  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  the  Judges. 
Mr.  GLADSTONB  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  foundjsd  his 
allegiance  to  the  proposal  hefore  the  House 
upon  the  doctrine  that  when  additional 
duties  were  imposed  on  Ber?ants  of  the 
Crown  additional  remuneration  should  he 
gi?en,  and  ?ery  generally  was  gi?en.  He 
was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  differ  entirely 
from  his  hon.  Friend,  both  as  to  principle 
and  fls  to  fact.  In  the  first  place,  he 
thought  that  if  public  serfants  were  al- 
ready fully  occupied,  additional  duties 
ought  not  to  he  imposed  upon  them.  That 
was  the  principle  upon  which  the  House 
had  proceeded  in  appointing  additional 
Judges.  It  would  he  very  had  polioy  to 
accept  the  principle  oontended  for,  because 
you  could  not  ha?e  more  than  an  aferage 
amount  of  ser? ice  ;  and  if  you  said,  "  We 
will  give  them  more  work  and  a  higher 
salary/'  the  result  would  generally  be  that 
the  higher  salary  would  be  received,  but 
the  additional  work  would  not  be  done. 
The  homely  rule  of  "  a  fair  day's  pay  for 
a  fair  day's  work "  was  the  sound  one. 
He  was  bound  to  say  likewise  that,  as  far 
as  his  experience  went,  it  was  not  the  rule 
of  the  public  service,  when  new  duties  were 
imposed,  to  cnp  those  new  duties  by  new 
salaries.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
this  was  a  principle  yon  could  apply  ;  and 
in  this  case  it  would  be  irrelevant,  because 
the  diflScuIty  had  been  met  by  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  Judges.  He  must  say 
that,  whatever  might  happen  with  respect 
to  this  clause,  no  suspicion  would  be  enter- 
tained within  the  walls  of  Parliament  that 
the  granting  or  the  withholding  of  the 
proposed  £500  a  year  would  in  any  way 
influence  the  conduot  of  the  Judges.  But 
outside  it  might  be  supposed  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  endeavoured  to 
meet  the  objections  of  those  learned  per- 
sonages by  voting  an  addition  of  £500  to 
the  salaries  of  the  Judges  who  had  to  per- 
form the  duties  prescribed  by  this  Bill. 
He  concurred  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Cardwell)  that 
if  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  were  thought 
to  he  insufficient,  they  ought  to  be  oonsi- 
dered  generally,  and  a  uniform  increase 
ought  to  be  made. 

Mr.  Whithreud 


Mb.  OORST  said,  ha  wwdd  Ug  to 
remind  the  Committee  that  not  only  new 
duties  hut  more  ardnoua  were  to  be  im- 
posed. As  in  this  oountry  poaitioQ  was 
in  some  degree  estimated  by  auiooDt  of 
salary,  this  addition  of  £500  to  the  sala- 
ries of  the  Judges  would,  to  tome  eiteat) 
elevate  them  in  dignity. 

Mb.  HBNLET  said,  be  could  not  een- 
oor  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  jost 
spoken— that  the  position  of  Judgea  was 
to  be  elevated  by  £500  a  year.  If  the 
Judges  would  not  be  fit  to  try  tboie  oaias 
unless  they  got  another  £500  %  year,  he 
doubted  very  much  that  they  would  be  il 
to  do  so  at  all.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxftri 
that  if  the  Judges  were  underpaid,  tb«t 
ought  to  be  an  increase  in  their  salariss 
for  the  discharge  of  their  dutiea  generally; 
but  he  considered  that,  aa  three  new 
Judges  were  to  be  appointed,  the  woitsf 
the  Judicial  Bench  would  not  be  inereaisi 
by  this  new  jurisdiction. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  atand  part  of  tbt 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes 
Noes  123 :  Majority  27. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrted  to. 

Thb    SOLICITOR    GENERAL  im- 
posed the  following  new  olauae  : — 


(Commitiions  of  Inquiry  into  Cormpt 
tices.) 

"  If  upon  a  Petition  to  the  Houae  of  d 
preiented  within  twenty-one  daya  after  the 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chanoerj  of  a 
to   lerre   in   Parliament  for    anj  Boromk  « 
Coantj,  or  within  fourteen  daya  after  tba  OMitiif 
of  Parliament,  and  aigned  bj  anj  two  ar  nan 
eleotora  of  anoh  Borough  or  Coontj,  and  aUqnf 
that  Corrupt  Practices  haye  oztenaiTelj  pKvaU 
at  the  then  last  Election  for  aooh  Boroogbtf 
County,  or  that  there  ia  reneon  to  beUata  tW 
Corrupt  Praotieea  haTo  there  ao  prarafled,  ■ 
AddreM  be  preiented  by  both  Hooaea  of  PaH» 
ment,  praying  that  auoh  Allegation  may  be  iaqaini 
into,  the  Crown  may  appoint  CommiaaioDwa  to 
inquire  into  the  same,  and  if  tnoh  ConniaiioB0 
in  such  caae  be  appointed,  they  shall  inqaiitii 
the  lame  manner  and  with  tha  aama  pawwa  al 
■ubjeot  to  all  the  proTiaiona  of  tba  Statota  af  thi 
fifteenth  and  aixteenth  of  Viotoiia,  ehapiar  tfi^ 
aeYen." 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,  ks 
wished  to  know  who  waa  to  preesnt  tbeas 
petitions.  Waa  it  to  be  the  OoreiMiSs* 
Whip  f 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  isii 
the  hon.  Gentleman  night  nndertaka  As 
duty  himself. 


IMl 


lb.  jr.  STUABT  If  ILL  uid,  he  withed 
to  uprew  hit  MknowledgDienli  to  the 
GoranineDt  for  the  great  improTement 
whiah  liAd  been  efieotsd  id  the  Bill. 

ClMie  added. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  pro- 
poMd  ft  nev  alauM— 

(AbIm  u  to  agent*  pnMtiiiag  in  dmm  of  EIm- 
tlon  FMitiODi.) 

■■  An;  perHD  who  >t  the  tiow  of  tlie  piHing  or 
lUl  Art  wki  entitled  to  prMillce  u  Bgent  aooord- 
hi(  to  tb«  principle!,  pniotiae,  and  nilee  of  tbe 
Ba»w  of  Commone,  in  cuei  of  Eleotion  Peti- 
'  ttOMi  Will  iDMtin  relating  to  Eieetion  of  Uemben 
•f  the  HonM  of  Commom,  ihall  bo  entitled  to 
ynatleo  ai  an  attomej  or  agent  in  oaui  of  Eleo- 
don  PetitloDI,  and  all  matt«r>  relating  to  Eleo- 
lllti"  before  tbe  oonrt  and  Jndgei  prewribed  bj 
lU*  Art !  ProTided,  That  eiarj  i nob  penon  lo 
jawttaiaf  aa  aforesaid  ahall  in  reipeot  of  enob 
fnetio*,  and  OTorfthing  relating  tbsreUi  be  lub- 
jMl  to  dka  jnriidiction  and  order*  of  Ibe  court  ai 
m  ho  mrs  an  attome;  of  the  taid  court;  And 
tetbtr,  Prorided,  That  no  anoh  penon  ghall 
■■utiw*  M  afcr*Mud  nntil  hii  name  iball  bare 
1MB  entered  on  a  roll  tn  be  made  and  kept,  and 
nUdl  ll  hsreb;  aathoriied  to  be  made  and  kept, 
1^  Oa  proMribed  ofker  in  the  preaoribed  nwn- 
mm.' 

Hz.  U.  CHAMBERS  propoaed,  bi  ui 
Amendment,  en  addition  to  proTont  per- 
tant,  Uenberi  of  this  Honse  from  prac- 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  laid, 
Aw  objeet  of  the  aUuBe  was  to  preBerve 
llw  alatna  of  tbe  claaa  known  as  Parlia- 
UtDtarjr  agents,  nbo  may  be  neither  bar-  ' 
ibten  nor  attomejB. 

8n  ROUNDELL    PALMER  eaid,  he 
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Ub.  DISRASLI  moved  «  nev  olanse — 


(Dnntionof  Aot.) 

"  Tbi*  Aot  ihall  be  la  foroo  until  the  disiola- 
tloD  of  the  next  Parliament,  or  nntit  tbe  expira- 
tion of  three  jears  from  the  paaiing  of  snoh  Aet, 
wbioherer  OTent  flrit  happen*." 

Ub.  LOWE  said  be  thought  it  might 
tend  to  proTent  inconvenience  to  omit  the 
words  "  until  the  dissolution  of  next  Par- 
liament," and  ao  fix  the  definite  period  of 
three  jears  for  the  duration  of  tbe  Bill. 
He  moTod  an  Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Amendment  agrted  to. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE'  propoaed  to  omtt 
"  three  years  "  and  insert  "  two  /ears." 

Amendment  wgatived. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  mored  the 
addition  of  tbe  worda  "  and  to  the  end  of 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament." 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  added  lo  the  Bill. 

Snt  WILLIAM  BUTT  proposed,  after 
CItuee  53,  to  insert  the  following  clause—  . 

f  Lordf  Spiritual  or  Temporal  not  to  interfere 

Parlianentarjr  Electioua.) 

"Anr  Lord  of  Parliament,  Spiritual  or  Tem- 
poral, who  after  the  pauing  of  thil  Aot  ibBll  in 
any  wa;  interfere  or  concern  himieirin  the  Eleo- 
tion of  Membere  to  Mrre  for  the  Common*  in 
ad  gnlltj  of  miedemaa- 
ited  aooordingljt ;  Pro> 
tided  alvafB,  That  no  proeeeution  for  aucb  of- 
fenoe  be  tried  or  had  before  aof  Court  of  General 

Quarter  Seaiioni  of  tbe  Peace." 

Thia  woa  a  Resolution  which  tbe  Hooae 


no  great  admiration  for  the  Bill  ;  hut  \  -"  """"tomed  to  paas  everj  Seu.on  of 
H  it  wai  to  be  tried,  the  experiment  should  P"l'«'nent,  and  be  could  not  see  any  poi- 
b«  fdrljmade.  It  would  be  a  .iogular  ;'*>'"  ^^e^t'oi}  »"  "»■  1"  '"»..»''«  '«te 
•nnple  of  mongrel  legislation  if  they  ^"^^  Campbell  uaed  to  say  that  it  waa  a 
VW»logifethiB  Jurisdiction  to  the  ordi-  S^re  declaration  of  the  Common  Law  of 
mn  trifimala,  and  to  allow  audience  to    B'J«'?"4-     He   thought   they   should   not 


vho  were  not  now  at  liberty  to 
jnvtiio  there. 

A>i*ndment  negatived.. 

Ub.  If  AGUIRE  proposed  to  insert  after 
A*  worda  "  agents  '  the  worda  "  or  coon- 
,Mly"  in  order  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  tbe 
tHoTIraland. 

tm  JOHN  ORAT  said,  the  Irish  bar 
Vtn  ODtitled  either  to  some  compensation 
•^LanghUry—he  wished  the  House  would 
kMT  the  eentence  out— for  the  loss  of  the 
itdmrnt  that  woald  be  taken  away,  or  to 
to  tllowed  to  praclise  in  the  Court  to  which 
tta  j<iriadiction  waa  to  be  transferred. 

Amendment  negatived. 


only  insist  on  the  Resolution,  but  take  care 
that  those  who  were  the  objects  of  it  should 
not  treat  it  with  derision  and  oontempl. 
It  was  known  that  Peers  did  interfere,  and 
that  one  of  them  acted  as  chairman  of  a 
Registration  Society. 

Mb,  DISRAELI  said,  the  Resolution 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  referred 
was  passed  in  the  I7th  century;  and  at 
that  time  there  was  very  good  reason  for 
passing  such  a  Resolution,  because  the 
House  of  Lords  had  then  tbe  power  and 
priTilege  of  taxing  themselves.  Their  in- 
terfereuce  with  the  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons  could  not  then  bo  justified.  Bat 
time  which  brought  so  many  changes  bad 
l)rought  a  considerable  change  in  the  posi- 
tion of  tha  Honse  of  Peers  in  regard  to 
2  7  2 
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the  great  subject  of  taxation.     The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  now  taxed  by  the 
Votes  of  the  House  of  CommonB,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  understand  why  a  Peer 
of  the  Realm  should  not  ha?e  a  right  of 
TOtiDg   for  Members    of  Parliament   and 
taking  part  just  as  another  individual  in 
the  general  business  of  a  free  country  like 
this,  with  the  ?iew  of  protecting  his  pro- 
perty   and  guarding   his    own     interests. 
As  to  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  it  might  be  a  Torsion  of  the 
British    Constitution  to  be    found  in    De 
Lolme,  or  some  other  author  ;  but  in  his 
(Mr.  Disraeli's)  judgment  it  was  not  a  fair 
reading  of  the  British  Constitution.   When 
the  House  of  Commons,  at  the  period  of 
the  Long  Parliament,  came  to  this  Reso- 
lution the  possession  of  power  as  regarded 
the  respective  branches  of  the  Legislature 
was  ?ery  different  to  what  it  was  at  that 
moment.     It  appeared  that  Peers  of  the 
Realm  did  now  take  an  interest  in  elec- 
tions of  Members  of  that  House.     For  ex- 
ample, at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  noble  Friend  of  his — a  Peer 
much  respected  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
—had  taken  the  chair  at   a  registration 
meeting  in  his  own  county  ;  he  was  asked 
a  Question  on  the  subject,  and  he  made 
some  constitutional  obserfations  upon  it. 
If  it  was  a  misdemeanour  on  the  part  of  a 
Peer  of  the  Realm  to  connect  himself  with 
the  registration  of  his  county,  why  was  it 
not  mentioned  in  this  clause  ?  This  clause 
would  not  touch  him  as  it  only  applied  to 
interference  in   elections.      The  omission 
rather  invalidated  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     At  the  last  Election  for 
the  University  of  Oxford,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the   Member  for   South 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  a  candi- 
date, more  than  one  Peer  of  the  Realm  not 
only  took  a  lively  interest  in  those  pro- 
ceedings, but  actually  registered  a  vote. 
The    distinguished    Bishop    of   his    (Mr. 
Disraeli's)  diocese  was  a  supporter  then  of 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman,  and,   in   the 
spirit  of  his  constitutional  rights  and  pri- 
Tileges,  registered  his  vote  for  him.     An- 
other Spiritual  Peer,  the  Bishop  of  Dur- 
ham, had  also  the  satisfaction  to  register 
his  vote  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  same  occasion,  and  a  noble  Earl,  bear- 
ing an  illustrious  name  —  the  descendant 
and   representative    of    Lord    Chancellor 
Cowper  —  also  supported  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman.      Practically,   Peers    of    the 
Realms  did  interfere  in  Elections  and  could  i 

Mr.  Luraeli  ' 


register  their  rotes.     Within  the  last  few 
days,  he  might  say  hours,  he  had  read  Um 
advertisement   of  an  election  committee 
to  support  a  candidate  for  the  new  con- 
stituency of  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
and  the  chairman  of  that  committee  wu 
the  Duke  of  Argyll,  who,  he  had  no  doabt^ 
would  make  a  most  admirable  cbairmaD, 
and  would  direct  and  guide  the  operation 
of  that  committee  with  the    utmost  msI 
tempered  with  discretion.  He  thought  thst 
all  this  showed  that  the  Resolntion  whick 
was  first  passed  two  centuries   ago,  ani 
which  was  adapted  to  circumataDoee  which 
had  now  changed,  ought  rather  to  be  omit- 
ted  from  the  Resolutions  of   the  Housi 
than  set  up  in  a  statutory  form.    Takings 
great  interest  in  the  succesa  of  the  Bill, 
he  did  not  at  that  moment  aee  thattbi 
adoption  of  this  clause  would  be  one  of  Ik 
most  conciliatory  courses  they  could  tsb 
towards  securing  the  concurrence  of  tin 
Upper  House.    It  would  certainly  not  pr^ 
mote  the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  inform  tkl 
House  of  Lords  that  they  had  sent  tbiB 
up  a  clause  which  would  inform  the  Loril 
Spiritual  as  well  as  Temporal,  that  tluir 
interference  in  the  Elections  of  Membsn 
of  that  House  should   be  considered  si 
misdemeanour,  and  that   they  ahoold  bi 
prosecuted  accordingly.    One  would  almait 
be  led  to   suppose  that   the    right  hat. 
Baronet  was  animated  by  some  vindictiit 
feeling  were  it  not  that  be  had  taken  esis 
to  insert  a  proviso  that  the  Biahops  weif 
not  to  be  prosecuted  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions.    Whatever  might  be  the  view  «f 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  condaol 
of  noble  Lords  interfering  in  the  Electioai 
for  Members  of  that  House,  he  would  re- 
mind them  that  they  had  a  right  to  ks 
tried  by  their  Peers,  and  that  right  stfll 
existed,  independently  of  the    House  sf 
Commons.     If  such  a  question  had  ben 
brought  forward  at  a  younger  period  of  ths 
Session  he  thought  it  would  probably  havi 
occupied  three  nights'  debate.     The  pia^ 
tical  point  before  the   Honae  was,  wen 
they  interested  in  the  succesa  of  tlds  % 
and  if  so,  were  they  to  send  it  op  to  ths 
House  of  Peers   with   this  clause  f     Ht 
thought  the  subject  might  reasonably  ks 
reserved  for  the  consideration  of  the  New 
Parliament. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  aaid,  he  thought  tks 
pith  of  the  speecji  of  the  right  hon.  6sb- 
tleman  opposite  (the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown)  was  contained  in  the  last  sentenes. 
He  should  be  rery  glad  to  persuade  Ui 
right  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  no  adfsa- 
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iage  in  propoting  a  claose  of  this  kind  to 
ffive  a  rigid  form  to  that  which  had  not 
Seen  hitherto  the  statute  law  of  the  coun- 
try. But  if  it  were  deemed  right  to  raiee 
the  question,  it  could  not  well  be  raised 
upon  this  Bill.  He  entirely  concurred  in 
the  oonolusion  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  opposite  had  arrived,  but  he 
moat  make  a  protest  on  behalf  of  the  Re- 
Bolation  of  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  give  sufficient  weight  to 
the  fact  that  they  were  responsible  iot  it. 
It  had  been  remarked  by  Earl  Bussell — 
when  Leader  of  that  House — that  although 
Che  Resolution  of  the  House  was  not  law, 
and  was  not  susceptible  of  a  rigid  and 
vniform  application,  yet,  on  the  whole,  it 
operated  to  check  and  restrain  within  nar- 
low  bounds  the  interference  of  Peers  in 
eleetions,  which,  if  not  so  restrained, 
asight  grow  to  a  great  inconvenience. 
That  was  sufficient  to  justify  as  a  practical 
aseaaore  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  he  hoped  his  right  hon. 
iTriend  would  not  press  his  proposal.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 
Peers  of  the  Realm  in  this  country,  at  the 
time  when  this  Resolution  was  first  passed, 
IjipneBsed  a  power  of  separately  taxing 
f.  fhemaelves,  but  it  required  the  whole 
Veight  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
aathority  for  him  to  believe  such  a  state- 
SMnt. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  that  the  Reso- 
letion  had  hitherto  been  enforced  by  Elec- 
tion Committees,  as  the  law  of  the  House, 
ftongh  not  the  law  of  the  land.  By  the 
lew  of  the  land  Peers  could  interfere  as 
well  as  any  other  individuals.  The  prac- 
tiee  of  that  House  had  always  been  to 
vindieate  their  privileges  by  striking  out 
the  votes  of  Peers  at  an  election,  but  that 

Kwer  they  had  parted  with  by  placing 
sir  jurisdiction  in  the  hands  of  an  inde- 
jpendent  tribunal,  which  would  have  no 
power  to  strike  out  such  votes.  He  might 
tehaerve  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
liie  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
Viret  Lord  of  the  Treasury)  that  Peers  had 
always  exercised  the  right  of  voting  at  and 
Inking  part  in  the  elections  for  the  Uni- 
WeraitieB.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fhe  Member  for  Gateshead  (Sir  William 
Hntt)  proposed  a  clause  forbidding  Peers 
taking  part  in  elections — without  subject- 
ing them  to  punishment  as  being  guilty  of 
a  aiiademeanour — it  would  have  been  car- 
iieii* 

8zB  ROUNDELL   PALMER  said,  if 
II  sboold  be  the  wish  of  the  House  to  pass 


a  Resolution  of  this  kind  in  a  future  Par- 
liament they  would  have  the  same  power 
to  enforce  it  which  they  had  always  had. 
The  privileges  of  the  House  were  part  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  had  been  always 
recognised  as  such  ;  and  if  it  were  part  of 
that  law  that  Peers  should  not  vote  at 
elections,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Judges  to  disallow  such  votes.  But  the 
real  object  and  purpose  of  the  Resolution 
was  not  to  strike  off  this  or  that  vote,  but 
to  prevent  unconstitutional  interference  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  one  House  with 
the  independence  of  the  other  House. 
Should  the  clause  be  omitted,  however, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would 
prevent  that  House  from  vindicating  its 
privileges  in  such  a  case.  If  they  at- 
tempted to  turn  this  interference  into  a 
crime,  they  would  be  doing  a  different 
thing  from  what  had  ever  been  done  by  a 
Resolution  of  the  House,  or  intended  to 
be  done.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the 
Committee  would  do  well  to  adhere  to  the 
existing  state  of  things,  and  not  to  assent 
to  the  clause  now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  EYKYN  said,  that  these  votes 
had  invariably  been  rejected  by  Revising 
Barristers* 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  he 
believed  that  the  Revising  Barristers  had 
always  expunged  the  names  of  Peers  from 
the  lists  of  voters. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  supported  the  clause. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Hutt)  should  bring  up  the  clause  in  a  dif- 
ferent form  to  meet  the  objection  that  had 
been  made.  Ho  believed  the  only  way  to 
prevent  the  interference  of  Peers  in  elec- 
tions was  to  enact  that  all  elections  com- 
passed by  the  unconstitutional  interference 
of  Peers  should  be  declared  Toid.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  up  a 
clause  to  that  effect  it  would  find  a  good 
deal  of  support  in  the  Committee.  He 
was  rather  surprised  to  hear  it  asserted 
that  Peers  might  interfere  in  elections,  and 
propose  and  vote  for  candidates,  for  if  that 
were  so  it  would  go  far  to  demonstrate 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Sir  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  he  ap- 
prehended that  Peers  had  not  a  right  to 
vote  for  Members  of  Parliament.  It  was 
so  stated  by  Lord  Camden,  and  it  was  not 
a  subject  on  which  doubt  should  be  enter- 
tained. 

I     Clause  mthdrawn. 
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Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  moved  the 
following  clause : — 

(Payments  defined  by  former  Acts  to  be  illegal 
to  be  bribery.) 

**  Any  payment  of  money  or  any  yalnable  con- 
sideration by  any  candidate,  or  by  any  person  on 
his  behalf,  for  or  under  the  head  of  traTcUing  ex- 
penses or  conToyance,  vhich  has  been  defined  by 
any  former  Act  to  bean  illegal  payment,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the 
second  Clause  of  the  '  Corrupt  Practices  Preren- 
tion  Act,  1854,'  and  the  receipt  by  any  voter  of 
any  such  payment  for  trayelling  expenses  or  con- 
veyance shall  be  deemed  to  be  bribery  within  the 
meaning  of  the  third  Clause  of  the  same  Act,  and 
the  vote  of  any  voter  who  shall  pay  or  receive 
any  money  or  any  valuable  consideration  for  or 
under  the  head  of  travelling  expenses  or  convey- 
ance shall  bo  deemed  null  and  void." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
bo  thought  that  the  punishment  attached 
by  this  measure  to  acta  of  bribery  would 
be  far  too  heavy  for  the  offence  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  clause  referred. 

Mr.  KARSLAKE  opposed  the  clause. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  that 
though  not  going  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
clause,  he  thought  that  something  clear 
and  definite  should  be  laid  down  with  re- 
ference to  such  expenses. 

Clause  negatived. 
House  rtiumed, 

Mfi.  MONK  asked  when  the  Bill  would 
be  again  proceeded  with  ? 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  proposed  to 
place  it  on  the  Paper  for  To-morrow,  but 
would  be  able  more  definitely  to  inform 
hon.  Members  on  the  subject  later  in  the 
evening. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 


NAVY— GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 
OBSERYATIONS. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  that 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn  to  Monday,  he  would  take  the  op- 
portunity of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  yery  able  and  lucid  Report 
which  had  been  presented  to  it  by  the 
Committee  on  Greenwich  Hospital,  though 
it  was  certainly  not  his  intention  to  cri- 
ticize one  of  the  cleverest  and  most  in- 
teresting documents  which  had  eve^  been 
laid  before  Parliament.  The  fact  of  such 
a  Report  having  appeared  was  a  justifi- 
cation for  inquiring  fully  into  the  origin  of 
Greenwich  Hospital,  and  how  the  inten- 
tions of  the  founders  had  been  carried  ont. 


What  waa  the  state  of  thinga  prior  to  IMS, 
when  the  Greenwich   HoBpital  Act  wu 
passed,  and  what  was  the  atate  of  thisn 
at  the  present  moment  ?     In  paaaing  M 
might  remark  that  the  very  fact  of  a  Com- 
mittee haying  recently  reported  on  the  Act 
was  a  sufficient  proof  that  that  Act  had  not 
worked  in  a  beneficial  manner.     In  coui- 
dering  this  matter,  it  was  necessary  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  word  ''Hospital"  originil^ 
meant  a  shelter  and  refuge  for  the  deita- 
tute,  and  not  merely  a  receptable  for  per- 
sons suffering  from  disease.     Now,  the  Ad 
of  1696,  under  which  Greenwich  Hospitd 
was  founded,  said — 

*'  Whereas,  the  Seamen  of  this  KiDgdom  hns 
for  a  lone  Time  diBtinguisbed  themselyes  thremlii 
out  the  World  by  their  Industrj  and  SkilfiilnM 
in  thoir  Employments,  and  by  their  ConrMe  aii 
Conetanoy  manifested  in    Engagementa  for  thi 
Defence  and  Honour  of  their  Natire   Gooatiy; 
and  for  an  Enoouragement  to  continus  this  ttiir 
ancient  Reputation  and  to  inyite  greater  Nmakw 
of  His  Majesty's  Subjects  to  betake  themaelfHii 
the  Sea,  it  is  fit  and  reasonable  that  some  eoBf^ 
tent  Provision  should  be  made,  that  Seamen  «hl 
by  Age,  Wounds,  or  other  Aocidenta  shall  beeeat 
disabled  for  future  Serrice  at  Sea,  and  shall  Bit  Is 
in  a  condition  to  maintain  themselres  r  oiufui  IsMjj 
may  not  &11  under  Hardships  and  Miaerki,  Boy 
be  supported  at  the  public  Charge,  and  that  fti 
Children  of  such  disabled  Seamen,  and  also  ttf 
Widows  and  Children  of  such  Seamen  as  sisl 
happen  to  be  slain,  killed,  or  drowned  in  Sea  S^ 
vice,  may  in  some  reasonable  Manner  be  profiM 
for  and  educated.    And  also  the  Widows  of  imI 
Seamen,    Watermen,     Fishermen,     LifhtenMS^ 
Bargemen,    Keelmen,  and   Sea-fiiring  Men,  whs 
shall  be  slain,  killed,  or  drowned  in  the  Sea  Sv* 
▼ice,  and  the  Children  of  such  Seamen,  WaUn— i 
Fishermen,  Lightermen,  Bargemen,  KecliDefi»« 
Sea-faring  Men  so  slain,  killed,  or  drowned,  sit 
not  of  Ability  to  maintain  or  provide  comlbrbAfr 
for  themselyes,  shall  be  reeeived  into  the  wA 
Hospital,  and  there  be  proylded  lor."— [7  A I 
Wiil  3,  c.  21.] 

Such,  theu,  was  the  spirit  of  the  fonnden* 
Not  only  was  the  Hospital  intended  ftr 
sailors  of  the  Royal  Navy,  but  the  Act  dis- 
tinctly said  that  it  was  designed  for  HM^ 
chant  seamen  and  for  their  widows  ui 
orphans.  The  principle  on  which  the  iosth 
tution  was  founded  had,  bowefer^  been  d^ 
parted  from,  and  great  injury  had  bM 
thereby  inflicted  upon  the  seamen  of  this 
country.  Anyone,  indeed,  who  foid  thi 
inscriptions  on  the  building  would  tee  that 
it  was  intended  originally  to  be  an  asylaiif 
a  refuge,  and  a  home  for  aged  and  won* 
out  seamen.  Now,  what  were  the  ^^f^ 
lations  affecting  the  Hospital  prior  to  1899. 
It  appeared  from  the  ?ery  able  Baport 
made  by  the  Royal  CommiiaioDen  ia  iw9 
that^ 
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"In  Um  jmr  1814  there  wen  9,710  peneioDerf 
in  the  institution.  In  1649  the  antboriied  nam* 
her  of  in-pensionen  being  3,643,  there  were  hut 
three  Taeanoief  in  the  Hospital.  At  that  time  the 
admissions  into  Greenwich  Hospital  were  regu- 
lated by  the  following  Admiimltj  Memorandnm  of 
the  Ist  of  January,  1863 :~-'  1st.  Out- pensioners 
for  lift,  hafing  senred  ten  years  and  upwards,  and 
who,  on  aoeount  of  age  or  infirmity,  are  unable  to 
work.  3d.  Out-pensioners  for  life,  with  less  than 
ten  years'  senrioe,  who  are  rendered  totally  in* 
capable,  by  reason  of  wounds,  hurts,  injuries,  or 
siekness  receiyed  in  and  by  the  serrioe,  of  assist* 
inff  in  any  way  to  support  themselves,  reforenoe 
being  had  to  their  age.  Men  who  are  net  pension* 
ers :— -1st.  No  man  shall  be  oonsidersd  eligible  for 
admission  with  less  than  ten  years'  senriee,  with  a 
good  ehameter.  3d.  Unless  he  has  bee»  maimed 
or  disabled  by  wonnda  in  the  serrioe.' " 

The  CommissioDers,  in  the  admiBeion  to 

Greenwieh  of    nafal    peDsioneiv»  reoom- 

nendod— " 

*'  That  no  man  be  deemed  eligible  for  such  ad- 
mission who  does  not  fall  under  one  of  the  follow- 
ing descriptions : — Description  (A).  Seamen  and 
marines,  whether  in  the  Royal  Navy  or  the  mer- 
chant serrice,  who  irom  wounds  received  in  fight, 
or  from  bodily  injury  by  accident  while  engaged 
in  the  serrice  of  the  Crown,  or  from  ill-health 
contracted  in  the  service  of  the  Crown,  and  not 
from  want  of  proper  care  on  their  part,  are  in  need 
of  the  medical  or  surgical  treatment  provided  by 
the  Hospital.  Description  (B).  Seamen  and  ma- 
rines entitled  to  an  out-pension  of  not  less  than 
£9,  who,  through  age,  imbecility,  or  disease,  have 
become  incapable  of  maintaining  themselves,  and 
proper  objects  for  the  medical  and  surgical  assist- 
ance provided  by  the  Hospital.  Description  (C). 
Seamen  and  marines,  of  good  character,  by  age 
unfit  for  further  service  at  sea,  who  shall  have 
served  in  the  Royal  Navy,  at  sea  or  abroad,  be- 
tween the  ages  of  eighteen  and  forty-eight  for 
twenty-one  years  ;  two  years  in  the  Naval  Keserve 
to  count  as  one  year  at  sea  or  abroad,  and  one 
year  of  war  service  to  serve  aa  one  and  a  half 
yoars  of  ordinary  service." 

Bneh  was  the  recommendation  of  the  Royal 
Commission  of  1859.  It  would,  no  doubt, 
be  hardly  believed  that  at  the  time  that 
Commission  was  appointed  the  members  of 
the  Bstablishment  numbered  only  452,  be- 

g Inning  with  the  Gotemor  and  Lieutenant 
oremor,  and  ending  with  the  warehouse- 
man. The  expense  of  the  establishment 
was  £57,000  a  year,  and  the  number  of 
pensioners  1,600.  It  was  proposed  by  the 
Commission  that  there  should  be  ^,300 
pensioners,  that  there  should  be  173  per- 
sons on  the  establishment,  and  that  the 
salary  and  allowances  should  be  only 
£31,000  per  annum.  But  what  was  the 
•tate  of  the  ease  now  f  While  there  was 
an  establishment  of  173  persons  the  num* 
ber  of  pensioners  at  the  present  moment 
was  only  410,  each  of  whom  eost  the  oonn- 
try  no  less  than  £120  a  year.  In  twenty- 
right  years  the  eflleers'  quarters  had  bad 


£46,000  expended  on  them.  Therefore, 
instead  of  an  improvement  having  been 
effected,  things  had  actually  become  much 
worse  than  they  were  under  the  old  system. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  of  1865  was  on  a 
former  occasion  clearly  stated  by  his  hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Fonte&act  (Mr. 
Childers)  who  said-- 

*'  Greenwich  Hospital  was  intended,  so  for  as 
the  building  was  concerned,  to  be  for  the  future  an 
asylum  for  infirm,  helpless,  and  wounded  seamen, 
and  that  seamen  were  not  necessarily  entitled  to 
be  received  as  inmates  merely  because  they  were 
in  receipt  of  pensions,  and  because  they  were  unfit 
for  longer  service  at  sea."— [8  Hamard,  cUzix. 
1011.] 

But  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  founders 
had  been  entirely  oTerlooked.  It  was  clear 
from  the  Memorandum  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  that  by  the  Act  of  1865  it  was 
proposed  to  conduct  the  Hospital  on  a  prin- 
ciple it  never  had  been  founded  on  and 
never  would  have  been  founded  on.  That 
Memorandum  stated— 

"  In  former  years  the  out-pensions  were  supple- 
mental to  the  relief  afforded  by  the  Hospital ;  in 
later  times  the  out-pensions  constituted  the  chief 
source  of  relief,  to  which  the  Hospital  is  a  sup- 
plement.'' 

In  1865  the  men  were  driven  out  of  the 
Hospital,  each  of  them  getting  £36  lOt. 
a  year.  He  believed  that  900  of  them 
left,  and  that  within  fifteen  months  no 
fewer  than  400  of  that  number  were  dead. 
That  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  because, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  men  had  been  driven 
from  their  homes.  The  only  object  was 
to  get  rid  of  them.  One  of  the  regulations 
then  made  was  this — 

**  Pensioners  can  only  return  with  the  loss  of 
their  pensions,  and  not  in  good  health ;  they  must 
be  aged  or  infirm,  or  under  medical  tivatment. 
Unless  residing  at  a  naval  port  they  most  go  to 
Somerset  House  to  be  surveyed,  married  men 
being  only  allowed  3#.  a  week  for  their  wives." 

Some  of  the  medical  evidence  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  admission  to  the 
Hospital  was  yery  instructife.  He  should 
refer  to  only  two  or  three  passages.  Sir 
David  Deas,  Medical  Inspector  of  Haslar, 
stated — 

"  Two  or  three  years  ago  we  were  constantly 
applying  to  have  men  admitted  into  Greenwich 
Hospital,  but  we  met  with  so  many  rebuffi  and 
refusals  that  we  ceased  to  make  them,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  men  themselves  have  almost  for- 

S»tten  that  there  is  such  a  place  as  Greenwich 
ospital  in  existence,  and  it  is  only  when  the 
medical  officers,  seeing  that  a  man  must  be  sent  to 
his  parish,  take  action  themselves,  and  make  ro- 
presentationi  to  the  Admiralty,  that  they  occa- 
sionally, but  very  rarely  indeed,  succeed  in  getting 
them  in." 


In  the  eridenee  of  Dr.  Jamea  Salmon, 
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Deputy  Inspector^eneral  of  the  Infirmary, 
Woolwich,  these  passages  occnrred— 

"  You  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  serrioe  and  to  the  men  if  they 
had  the  power  of  coming  in  here  if  they  chose  f — 
Yes,  I  think  it  would  l^  a  rerj  great  advantage 
to  the  men  and  also  to  the  seryice.  I  think  that 
the  service  is  maligned  by  these  men,  and,  as  I 
consider,  justly,  bcNcause  these  men  present  in 
their  external  appearance  the  marks  of  disease, 
and  they  go  about  saying,  'I  have  served  my 
country  for  so  many  years  ;  I  have  lost  my  health 
in  the  service  of  my  country,  and  they  give  me  a 
miserable  M,  a  day,  or  they  give  me  a  gratuity 
and  have  done  with  me.'  I  know  that  they  do 
that. 

**  Do  you  think  that  it  would  give  pleasure  to 
the  men  throughout  the  service  if  it  were  known, 
and  would  it  be  an  inducement  to  good  conduct 
in  some  sense  if  it  were  known  that  they  had 
that  privilege;  would  it  render  the  service,  in 
your  opinion,  more  popular  with  the  men  ? — To 
a  certain  extent  I  think  it  most  be  so  :  from  what 
I  have  observed  of  the  men  they  look  upon  this 
place  as  their  home  by  right ;  that  is  a  senti- 
ment which  is  very  deeply  ingrained  in  the  naval 
mind." 

Dr.  Armstrong,  R.N.,  was  asked — 

"What  is  your  opinion  as  regards  increasing 
the  inducement  to  become  out-pensioners  as  com- 
pared with  widening  the  area  of  admission  into 
the  Hospital  ?" 

His  reply  was — 

"  I  would  prefer  to  widen  the  area  of  admission 
of  men  into  the  Hospital,  because  I  think  it  would 
be  more  beneficial  to  them  and  more  beneficial  to' 
the  public  service." 

In  the  examination  of  Dr.  Beith  there 
were  these  passages— 

"  Would  it  be  of  advantage  to  the  service  it- 
self (I  mean,  in  the  opinion  of  the  men)  if  they 
had  increased  facilities  for  admission  into  this 
place,  and  if  invalids  were  really  attended  to  here 
more  largely  than  they  are  now  ? — I  think  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  service,  and 
would  give  satisfaction  to  the  men  in  general." 

He  now  came  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Comraitteei  some  of  which  were  ad- 
mirable»  though  the  Committee  did  not 
seem  to  ha?e  grappled  with  the  fact  that 
this  magnificent  institution  was  founded 
for  the  objects  to  which  he  had  referred. 
In  that  summary  of  recommendations  the 
Committee,  referring  to  the  outline  of  the 
reyision,  which  they  recommended,  made 
this  statement — 

"In  the  foregoing  outline  of  the  revision  we 
propose  in  the  Hospital  establishment  we  have 
endeavoured  to  keep  in  view  the  following  lead- 
ing principles: — 1.  To  make  Greenwich  Hospital 
that  which  from  its  general  character  we  believe 
it  ought  to  be — a  self-contained  institution  under 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  3.  To  relax  as  far  as 
may  be  expedient  and  practicable  the  present 
terms  of  admission  for  invalid  ixmxatei.  8.  To 
reduce*  as  far  as  may  be  oonsittent  with  eflloient 

Mr*  BtriUie  Oockram 


management,  the  oost  of  the  Hospital  eitsblidi- 
ment.  4.  To  secure,  while  making  this  redso- 
tion,  the  means  of  a  thorough  check  and  taper- 
vision  of  the  Hospital  accounts  and  expenditan, 
by  means  of  both  local  and  independent  audit 

5.  While  making  the  Hospital,  as  formerly,  s 
self-contained  institution,  to  avoid  a  return  eitbir 
to  the  old  system  of  double  goTemment,  or  to 
vesting  again  in  the  same  individuals  the  manage- 
ment of  the  northern  estates  and  the  condoct  of 
the  Greenwich  establishment.  Guided  by  tbflM 
principles,  our  leading  recommendations  are,  is 
reganhi  the  inmates  —  1.  To  admit  all  seama, 
being  of  good  character,  who  are  discharged  from 
the  naval  hospitals  as  no  longer  capable  of  K^ 
vice,  in  consequence  of  hurts  received  or  diseuei 
contracted  in  the  service  rendering  them  ineap* 
able  of  earning  a  livelihood  and  requiring  m«ti- 
cal  treatment,  without  reference  to  the  posseouoa 
of  a  pension  or  to  length  of  service.  2.  That 
the  present  payment  of  £15  per  head  for  tfoj 
man  by  which  the  number  of  inmates  of  Greeo- 
wich  Hospital  fidls  short  of  1,400  be  henceforth 
discontinued.  8.  That  the  regulations  by  whieh 
an  out-pensioner  becoming  an  inmate  of  the  Hot- 
pital  is  deprived  altogether  of  his  out-pension  ba 
relaxed.  4.  That  the  warming  and  ventilation  of 
Qaeen  Mary's  and  Queen  Anne's  Quarters  be  ia- 
proved,  and  these  Quarters  rendered  fit  for  tlM 
acoommodation  of  invalid  inmates.  6.  That  th» 
present  number  of  inmates  be  increased  to  1,204 
men  by  such  gradual  increase  as  the  Adminity 
may  find  that  the  funds  of  the  Hospital  may  admit. 

6.  That  admission  should  be  given  to  men  of  tba 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  on  certain  conditions.  Ai 
regards  the  Hospital  establishment — 1.  Toabdiifa 
the  Greenwich  saUried  establiahment  at  the  Ad- 
miralty. 3.  To  change  the  title  of  the  bead 
Executive  authority  of  the  Hospital  to  Depoif 
Governor.  8.  To  diminish  the  Executive  stalf 
of  the  Hospital  by  one  lieutenant,  remainiog 
lieutenant  to  be  styled  lieutenant  and  Ad- 
jutant." 

He  did  not  think  that  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  went  to  the  extent  thit 
the  evidenoe  would  haye  warranted.    Bj 
the  Act  of  William  and  "Mar j  widows  ura 
orphans  were  to  be  provided  for  witbifl 
the  walls  of  the  Hospital,  and  some  yeiri 
ago  a  Commission  suggested  that  £70,000 
should  be  laid  out  on  a  building  for  tb« 
reception  of  widows,  and  £30|000  a  jetf 
on  their  maintenance ;  but  nothing  of  that 
kind  had  been  done.     No  reason  existed 
for  the  neglect.  At  this  moment  there  wii 
an  available  surplus  of  £24,000  a  jetf, 
but  if  these  funds  were  insufficient,  ?^ 
liament  would  readily  vote  £50,000  a  je»i 
for  the   purpose  of  giving  effect  to  ^ 
principle  on  which  Greenwich  Hospital  wai 
founded.  In  the  Estimates,  £1,000  he  ob- 
served was  all  that  was  set  down  to  M 
given  in  gratuities,  and  those  solely  to  the 
widows  of  seamen  and  marines,  on  attire 
service,  who  might  be  killed  in  aotioOi  V 
a  fall  from  aloft,  or  by  drowning.    ^^^ 
the  present  rogulationa,  widows  of  out* 
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peoaioneri  reeei?ed  the  balance  of  the 
quarter  in  which  their  huBbands  died  ;  and 
widows  of  in-penBioners  received  oolj  the 
balance  due  on  the  death  of  their  hua- 
bands — rarely  more  than  2$,  The  Duke 
of  Someraet  had  recommended  that  £5,000 
a  year  should  be  gi?en  to  widows.  It  ap- 
peared that  some  fifty  seamen's  widows 
who  lived  around  Greenwich  were  in  the 
greatest  distress  and  that  one,  the  widow 
Boyles,  died  a  short  time  ago  in  the  streets 
of  that  town  from  starvation.  He  now  oame 
to  the  schools.  It  had  been  stated  that 
there  were  diffioulties  in  the  way  of  carry- 
ing on  a  school  for  girls  at  Greenwich  ; 
but  ho  could  not  see  why  with  such  ample 
space  at  their  command  those  diflScutties 
might  not  be  oTorcome.  The  Committee 
stated  on  this  point  that  they  thought  the 
end  in  view  might  be  more  simply  and 
economically  obtained  by  placing  girls  in 
existing  institutions  which,  by  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  managers,  might  be  made 
available  for  that  purpose ;  and  they  re- 
commended that  a  sum  not  exceeding 
J&4,000  per  annum  be  applied  to  the 
maintenance  and  education,  and  in  the 
training  for  domestic  service,  of  200  orphan 
daughters  of  sailors  and  marines.  Now, 
this  plan  would  involve  the  taking  of  those 
girls  from  their  families  and  scattering 
them  over  the  country,  while  schools  for 
twice  the  number  might  be  provided  at 
Greenwich.  He  now  oame  to  the  impor- 
tant question  of  our  relations  towards  mer- 
chant seamen  in  respect  of  Greenwich 
Hospital.  From  the  foundation  of  that 
institution  down  to  a  recent  year  every 
aeaman  had  been  made  to  subscribe  6d, 
a  month  towards  it — the  Greenwich  6<2.  it 
was  called — and  no  less  than  £2,600,000 
was  contribnted  towards  its  funds  by  the 
merchant  seamen  who  got  nothing  at  all 
from  it.  He  asked  that  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  under  which  the 
pay  of  our  seamen  had  been  mulcted  to 
the  extent  of  £2,600,000,  should  be  carried 
oat,  and  that  a  portion  of  the  Hospital 
should  be  given  to  them.  That  question 
bad  been  discussed  before ;  the  year  be- 
fore last  it  created  great  interest  in  the 
eottntry  ;  and  he  was  happy  to  aay  that 
the  Earl  of  Derby  and  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  fully  appreciated 
the  importance  of  that  subject  and  shown 
themselves  keenly  sensible  of  the  position 
of  our  merchant  seamen.  Yet,*in  spite  of 
all  that,  not  a  merchant  seaman  had  been 
admitted  within  the  walls  of  the  Hospital. 
He  would  suggest  that  they  should  offer 


those  seamen  not  a  part  of  the  Hospital 
which  it  was  known  they  could  not  accept, 
but  that  part  of  it  which  was  nearest  the 
Dreadnought  —  namely,  Queen  Anne's 
Quarters.  He  understood  that  in  Queen 
Anne's  Quarters  there  was  aecommodation 
for  a  large  number  of  merchant  seamen, 
and  there  they  could  be  under  perfectly 
separate  management  from  the  rest  of 
the  establishment.  We  boasted  of  our 
Nayal  Reserve  of  12,000  seamen,  and  well 
we  might ;  but  how  were  we  to  recruit  the 
navy  without  our  merchant  seamen?  There- 
fore, to  overlook  the  claim  of  those  men 
was  wholly  unjustifiable.  It  had  been 
supposed  that  the  occupants  of  the  Hospi- 
tal were  drunken  men,  dissatisfied  men, 
and  that  it  was  no  object  of  ambition  with 
them  to  enter  the  institution.  Wishing  to 
know  how  far  that  impression  was  well- 
founded,  he  had  obtained  some  statistics 
respecting  one  point — namely,  drunkenness. 
In  1866  there  were  only  twenty-one  cases 
of  drunkenness  in  the  whole  year;  and  in 
1867  only  nineteen.  The  men  were  ex- 
ceedingly happy  there  ;  and  although  they 
had  been  tempted  and  even  bribed  to  leave 
the  Hospital,  he  believed  they  would  all 
come  back  again  if  they  saw  there  was  a 
facility  for  doing  so.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  say  they  might  go  through  certain  forms; 
but  they  did  not  understand  those  forms, 
or  choose  to  incur  the  expense  they  in- 
volved. Greenwich  Hospital  was  an  insti- 
tution of  which  every  Englishman  ought 
to  feel  proud  as  he  passed  it  on  the  river; 
and  to  convert  it  into  a  mere  hospital  for 
the  infirm,  and  exclude  from  it  the  mer- 
chant seaman^who,  he  might  almost  say, 
had  maintained  it— was  certainly  not  car- 
rying out  the  principle  on  which  it  was 
founded.  Speaking  on  that  subject,  the 
present  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
well  said — 

**Yoa  are  turning  into  a  mere  hospital  that 
magnifloent  eitabliahment  which  has  always  been 
regarded  hy  the  Bailors  who  have  served  their 
conntry  long  and  well  as  a  refuge  for  their  old 
age." 

Without  trespassing  further  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
evening,  and  that  advanced  period  of  the 
Session,  he  would  conclude  by  quoting  the 
eloquent  words  of  a  man  who  strongly 
sympathised,  as  it  was  to  be  hoped  the 
House  would  do,  with  the  objects  forwhioh 
that  great  institution  was  established.  Lord 
Macaulay's  words  were  these — 

"  The  gentle  Qoeen  sleeps  among  her  iUostrions 
kindred.    The  affNtion  with  whion  her  husband 
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cherished  her  memory  was"  soon  attested  hy  a 
monument,  the  most  nohle  that  had  ever  been 
erected  to  any  Sovereign.  No  scheme  had  been 
so  much  her  own,  none  had  been  so  dear  to  her 
heart,  as  that  of  converting  the  palace  of  Green- 
wich into  a  retreat  for  seamen.  Few  of  those 
who  now  gaze  on  the  noblest  of  European  institu- 
tions are  aware  that  it  is  a  memorial  of  the  vir- 
tues of  good  Queen  Mary,  of  the  love  and  sorrow 
of  William,  and  of  the  great  victory  of  La  Hogue." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the 
House  ibis  day,  adjourn  till  Monday  next." 
— {Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane,) 

Mr.  GANDLISH  said,  he  thought  it 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Honiton  had  brought  forward 
a  question  of  so  much  interest  and  import- 
ance at  a  period  of  the  Session  when  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  any  practical  result 
ahould  folloir  or  that  the  question  could  re- 
cei?e  the  attention  which  it  deserved.  In  the 
administration  of  the  funds  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  there  was  an  essential  element 
of  injustice.  Thoso  who  had  contributed 
to  its  maintenance  for  a  century  and  a 
quarter,  and  who  had  been  instrumental 
in  creating  its  vast  revenues — namely,  the 
merchant  seamen  of  this  country — did  not 
now  participate,  and  never  had  fully  and 
fairly  participated,  in  its  advantages. 
From  100  to  200  aged  seamen  in  his  own 
borough  (Sunderland)  who  had  been  sub- 
jected by  an  operation  of  law  to  an  en- 
forced subscription  to  that  institution, 
without  ever  having  derived  a  fraction  of 
benefit  from  it,  were  now  left  in  a  state 
of  pauperism  and  supported  by  the  rates. 
To  a  greater  or  less  degree  it  was  so  in 
every  other  mercantile  community  through- 
out the  country.  While  the  just  claims  of 
our  mercantile  marine  were  thus  entirely 
ignored,  though  the  funds  would  amply  suf- 
fice to  meet  them,  the  resources  of  the  in- 
stitution had  been  wasted  and  mismanaged, 
and  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  them 
spent  in  pensions  to  ofiicers  of  the 
navy,  contrary  to  the  conditions  on  which 
the  Hospital  was  founded,  and  to  the  spirit 
of  the  legislation  under  which  it  bad  grown. 
In  1859  £120,000  was  paid  for  annuities 
for  retiring  officers.  The  management  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  stood  pre-eminent  for 
improvidence  and  injustice.  It  was  said 
that  the  seamen  of  the  mercantile  marine, 
if  they  entered  the  Royal  Navy,  would  ob- 
tain access  to  the  benefits  of  the  institu- 
tion, but  the  injustice  of  the  case  was  this 
—that  whereas  those  benefits  wer«  open 
to  anybody  who  entered  the  Royal  NaTy, 

Mr,  Baillie  Cochrane 


although  he  remained  there  only  a  day, 
whether  he  had  oontribated  to  the  tndi 
of  the  Hospital  or  not,  on  the  other  band, 
the  merchant  seamen,  who  had  long  beet 
compelled    to    contribute    towards   tboM 
funds,  was  not  permitted  to  enjoy  thoM 
advantages.       As   long    as   that  state  rf 
things  continued    unredressed,  the  seaii 
of  injustice  must  exist  among  our  meresi- 
tile  marine. 

Mr.  DU  cane  said,  as  the  ChairMi 
of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon.  Mm- 
ber  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Coehraoe)bl 
referred,  he  could  not  but  feel  gratified  rt 
the  complimentary  terma  in  whieh  his  hia 
Friend  had  spoken  of  their  Report.  Whi^ 
ever  the  merits  or  demerits  of  that  Report 
might  be,  all  he  could  say  waa  that  it  «M 
intended   that  the    inquiry  should   be  4. 
the    most    searehing    eharaoter,   and  fti 
felt  bound  to  take  this^   the    first,  poUi 
opportunity  presented  to  him    to  aekotv- 
ledge  the  valuable  assistance  he  reedfri 
from  the  other  Members  of  the  Connii- 
tee.     As  no  two  men  appeared   to  thisk 
alike  either  in  regard  to   the  past  or  ihi 
future  of  the  Hospital,  he  did  not  ezpeit 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Committts 
would  command  universal  assent.    Bot  tbi 
Committee,    as    the    Report    abandandf 
showed,  entered  upon  their  investigate 
with  no  predilections  in  farour  of  proto 
expenditure  or  useless   sinecures.     Tbtf 
desire  throughout  was   to    ascertain  hov 
they  could  combine  the  strictest  eeoooay 
with  the  fullest  efficiency  on  the  part  of  lbs 
establishment  of  the  Hospital .     He  hopid 
his   hon.   Friend   (Mr.  Baillie    CoehrsM) 
would  not  think  him  discoorteoua  if  he  dii 
not  follow  him  to-night  through  his  elabo- 
rate history  of  the  birth  of  the  Hospital  sal 
first  intentions  of  its  founder.     The  oljsd 
now  was  to  deal  with  the  future  of  ths 
Hospital,  and  upon  this  subject  two  brosd 
views  might  bo  said  to  be  entertaioed  b| 
different  parties.    The  first  waa  that  of  Ui 
hon.  Friend,  who  would  go  back  to  ths 
early  days    of   the  Hospital    and   eany 
out   to    the    Tory  letter   the   charter  A 
William  and  Mary,  and  would  by  so  doiflf 
establish   a  state   of   things   onsoited  It 
the  present  time.     The    second  was  thi 
view  taken  last  year  by  the  hon.  Memkr 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers),  who  woold 
offer  to  the  present  inmates  indaeeaieilt 
somewhat  similar  to  those  which  prodoeed 
a  clearanee  in   1865,   and   the  vlriuli 
operation  of  whioh  would  be  to  close  tW 
Hospital  altogether.     The  Report  of  thi 
Committee  took  a  middle  eonrse  bolwoia 
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these  two  extremes.  No  doubt  it  might  be 
coDsiciered  a  retrograde  course  in  some  re- 
spects, but  the  Committee  had  no  wish  to 
re-establish  the  exact  state  of  things 
which  existed  before  1865,  or  anything 
approaching  to  it.  Ho  thought  the  Hos- 
pital ought  to  be  a  self-contained  institu- 
tion under  the  Admiraltyi  but  he  had  no  wish 
to  refert  to  the  old  system  of  the  double 
government  or  to  see  re-established  there 
sinecure  offices  with  nominal  duties  attached 
to  them.  And  although  the  Committee 
recommended  to  a  considerable  extent  the 
re-filling  of  the  Hospital  they  by  no  means 
desired  to  see  the  sailors  of  the  Boyal  Nary 
compelled  noleniei  voUntes  to  become  in- 
pensioners,  to  be  separated  from  their  wires 
and  families,  and  to  adopt  a  life  which 
many  of  the  former  inmates  had  indisputably 
complained  of  as  being  one  which  isolated 
them  from  the  outside  world,  and  forced 
them  into  almost  monastic  seclusion.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  certainly  suggested  a 
remedy  for  the  monastic  grievance,  for  he 
wanted  to  see  the  in-pensioners  accompa- 
nied by  their  wires  and  families,  and  he 
argued  in  farour  of  a  fair  prorision  for 
the  maintenance  of  their  widows.  There 
was  something  rery  attractire,  no  doubt, 
in  the  idea  of  thus  parcelling  out  the 
Hospital  into  a  number  of  domestic  inte- 
riors, but  there  were  limits  to  the  funds  of 
the  Hospital.  All  would  agree  that  the 
object  should  be  to  proride  the  greatest 
happiness  for  the  greatest  number.  The 
idea  of  the  hon.  Member  could  only  be 
realised  by  a  large  augmentation  of  the 
funds  of  the  Hospital,  which  Parliament 
would  not  sanction,  or  else  by  a  great  dimi- 
nution, if  not  the  entire  suppression,  of 
those  5,000  out-pensioners  who  now  in  a 
great  measure  realised  outside  the  Hospital 
nil  hon.  Friend's  ideas  of  the  state  of 
things  tbat  ought  to  exist  within  it,  for 
they  lired  among  their  wires  and  families, 
and  thus  proclaimed  in  rarious  parts  of 
the  oountiy  the  glories  of  the  naral 
serrioe  and  the  benefits  of  Greenwich 
Hospital.  His  hon.  Friend  asserted  that 
widows  at  present  derired  no  direct  benefit 
from  the  funds  of  the  Hospital.  He  would 
admit  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  justified  in 
stating  that  widows  were  in  the  original 
charter  of  the  institution,  and  he  should 
like  to  see  some  further  prorision  made  for 
them;  but  if  they  were  to  receire  pensions, 
or  if  the  pensions  of  the  in-pensioners  were 
to  be  continued  to  their  widows  after  death, 
either  the  number  of  pensioners  must  be 
diminished  or  else   some  further  grants 


must  be  made  out  of  the  public  purse.  At 
present  the  widow  of  erery  seaman  of  the 
Royal  Nary  killed  or  drowned  in  the  ser- 
rice  receired  the  gratuity  of  a  year's  pay 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Hospital.  In  time  of 
peace,  of  course,  the  number  was  not  rery 
great;  but  this  payment  would  require  a  large 
fund  in  the  erent  of  a  naral  war.  Another 
benefit  to  the  widows  was  that  the  large 
staff  of  hospital  nurses  was  almost  entirely 
recruited  ft'om  the  class  of  pensioner's 
widows,  and  rery  excellent  nurses  they 
were.  The  widows  also  had  a  prior 
claim  to  the  benefits  of  the  school  for 
the  education  of  their  children.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  had 
resuscitated  the  old  story  of  the  claim 
that  the  merchant  seamen  were  supposed 
to  possess  to  share  in  the  benefits  of  the 
Hospital  on  account  of  the  payment  of  the 
''Merchant  Seamen's  Sixpences."  The  ori- 
ginal intention  of  the  founders  of  the  insti- 
tution appeared  to  be  to  establish  a  hos- 
pital in  the  first  place  for  seamen  of  the 
Royal  Nary,  and,  secondly,  for  seamen 
of  the  merchant  serrice  who  might  be 
maimed  or  wounded  while  serring  in  the 
Royal  Nary,  but  not  for  the  large  body  of 
merchant  seamen  who  had  nerer  serred 
the  Crown  in  any  capacity.  That  payment 
of  M,,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out,  was 
an  equiralent  leried  upon  the  whole  body 
of  merchant  seamen  for  the  protection 
afforded  to  British  commerce  by  the  British 
Nary,  for  whose  benefit  the  Hospital  was 
established.  No  doubt,  in  the  early  history 
of  the  Hospital,  merchant  seamen  who 
under  the  Registration  Act  of  the  time 
registered  themselres  as  willing  to  serre, 
and  who  were  killed,  maimed,  or  wounded 
in  action  against  either  an  enemy,  a  pirate, 
or  a  rebel  were  admitted  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Hospital.  The  seamen  of  the  Royal 
Naral  Reserre  of  the  present  day  exactly 
answered  the  description  of  those  who  were 
registered  under  the  Registration  Act  of 
100  years  ago,  and  they  would  reap  all  the 
benefit  of  the  Hospital  enjoyed  by  the 
merchant  seamen  of  that  day,  without 
contributing  to  the  maintenance  of  its 
rerenue  as  they  did.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  the  Dr^ad- 
nought  hospital  ship.  That  matter  was 
rery  fully  discussed,  as  the  House  would 
recollect,  last  year,  and  the  case  was 
briefly  this  — The  Admiralty  allotted  a 
Quarter  of  the  Hospital,  called  Queen 
Mary's  Quarter  to  the  Dreadnought,  while, 
on  Uie  other  hand,  the  Dreadnought  au- 
thorities asked  for  Queen  Anne's  Quarter 
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as  being  the  moBt  suitable.  Well,  the  Ad- 
miraltj  then  had  Queen  Marj's  and  Queen 
Anne's  Quarters  inspected,  not  only  by 
medical  officers  of  the  navy  but  by  inde- 
pendent medical  authorities,  who  all  re- 
ported in  favour  of  Queen  Mary's  Quarter. 
The  Dreadnought  authorities,  being  still 
dissatisfied,  the  Admiralty  then  referred 
the  question  to  a  Committee,  which  con- 
tained an  evenly-balanced  number  of  re- 
presentatives of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Dreadnought,  with  the  medical  officers  of 
that  ship.  The  majority  of  the  Committee 
decided  that  neither  Quarter  would  be 
fit  for  hospital  purposes  without  consider- 
able alteration,  but  that  the  one  offered 
by  the  Admiralty  was,  for  many  reasons, 
more  fit  than  the  other.  The  Admi- 
ralty were,  therefore,  open  to  no  re- 
proach on  this  head.  As  to  the  future  of 
the  Hospital,  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Childers)  suggested  last  Session  that 
terms  should  be  offered  to  the  present  in- 
mates to  leave,  that  the  infirm  should  be 
transferred  to  the  naval  port  hospitals, 
and  that  the  establishment  should  be 
finally  closed.  This  appeared  at  first  sight 
a  simple  solution  of  the  question,  and  in 
the  early  part  of  their  inquiry  the  Com- 
mittee sought  for  evidence  in  support  of 
it,  but  they  ultimately  decided  both  against 
its  practicability  and  its  desirability.  The 
large  majority  of  the  inmates  being  infirm 
old  men  who  had  rejected  the  terms  of 
leaving  offered  in  1865,  it  was  unlikely 
that  any  great  number  of  them  would 
accept  another  such  offer,  in  which  case 
the  whole  scheme  would  fall  to  the  ground. 
On  the  most  sanguine  view  200  or  250 
inmates  would  be  left.  Now,  the  accom- 
modation of  Haslar  Hospital  was  only 
sufficient  for  the  requirements  of  the  ser- 
vice and  for  emergencies  such  as  might  be 
expected  in  a  large  harbour  like  Ports- 
mouth, with  a  dockyard  and  the  Channel 
squadron  in  close  proximity  to  it.  He  had 
visited  Haslar  Hospital  last  summer,  in 
company  with  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  conclusion 
was  forced  on  them  that  it  was  out  of  the 
question  that  the  men  could  be  sent  to 
Haslar.  At  Plymouth  fifty  or  sixty  men 
might,  perhaps,  be  taken  in,  but  the  autho- 
rities wore  strongly  of  opinion  that  Green- 
wich pensioners  accustomed  to  liberty  and 
the  absence  of  restraint  could  not  dwell 
under  the  same  roof  as  sailors  subject  to 
the  strictness  of  naval  discipline,  and  that 
a  separate  building  would  be  necessary. 
Now  this  would  probably  involve  a  sepa- 
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rate  establishment  and  aeparaie  staff,  and 
two  or  three  small  estabhshmenta  of  this 
kind  at  the  naval  port  hospitals  would  be 
little  less  costly  than  one  great  establiih* 
ment.     There  was,  moreover,  the  absolute 
necessity,  whatever  became  of  the  present 
inmates  of   Greenwich    Hospital,   of  the 
whole  building  being  under  the  immediate 
control  of  the  Government,  for  if  a  navil 
war  broke  out,  not  only  would  the  ntval 
port  hospitals  be  soon  filled  to  overflow- 
ing,  but   there    would    be    in-pensionsn 
enough  to  re-people  the  whole  range  oov 
vacant  at  Greenwich.  If,  however,  different 
portions  of  the  building  were  given  over  to 
the  Dreadnought,  to  a  local  hospital,  tal 
to  other  objects,  their  reolanaation  wouU 
be  very  difficult.      Admitting,    therefore, 
that  the  present  state  of  things  was  n- 
satisfactory,  the  number  of  in-penaioMn 
having  till  recently  been  rapidly  decreasiig; 
while  the  cost  of  the  establishment  wai 
undiminished,  the    Committee   conudovd 
whether,    avoiding   the    abandonment  sf 
hospitals,  the  area  of  admission  eoald  be 
so  widened  as  wisely  to  extend  its  benefili, 
and,  while  utilizing  the  present  eataUiik- 
ment,  diminish  the  cost  per  head  of  eaek 
man.     Now,  while  under  the  old  syatM 
the  object  was  to  drive  everybody  into  tbi 
Hospital,  the  Act  of   1865    appeared  ft 
them  to  go  too  far  in  the  opposite  direetieik 
the  present    regulations  for  in-penaioiien 
excluding,  as  it  seemed  to  them  nnfairif, 
numbers    who   were   fit   to    enjoy    tboM 
benefits.     Without  detailing  the  evideaei 
on   this    point    he    might    mention   tbst 
whereas  in  1866  1,468  men  wereinvaliM 
from  the  port  hospitals   as   incapable  of 
further  service,  a  large  proportion  of  thsa 
being  incapable  of  maintaining  themselvoi 
in  any  way,  only  seven  of  them  found  tbeir 
way  to  Greenwich,  though  618  of  tboa 
received    pensions    and     were    thereto 
eligible.     This  showed  that  the  in-pensiflB 
system  was  heavily  weighted,  and  the  fact 
that  850  received  no  pensions  proved  thi 
strict  administration  by  the  Pension  Boarf 
of  the  pension    regulations.     He   feaiei 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  moi 
thus  discharged   without    pensions  mM 
their  days,  to  the  scandal  of  the  service,  is 
Union  houses.     The  Committee  desired  to 
remedy  this  by  a  relaxation  of  the  ti- 
pension  regulations,  so  as  to  admit  tmrj 
man   of   good   character,   irrespective  of 
length  of  service,  who  waa  discharged  froa 
the  naval  port  hospitals  as  inei^able  of 
further  service  and  of  maintaining  bioisK 
With  regard  to  the  oontribation  lor  tke 
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ednettioii  of  •Minen't  daaghierty  200,  for 
whom  it  WM  proposed  to  proride  from  the 
Hoepital  reTeoaes,  was  precisely  the  nam* 
ber  of  girls  educated  in  the  school,  which 
was  given  up  in  1841,  hut  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane) 
desired  to  resascitate.  He  thought  the 
House  would  agree  that  the  furnishing  out 
of  ibe  funds  of  the  Hospital,  annual  grants 
for  excellent  educational  institutions  al- 
readj  in  existence — the  Orphan  School  at 
Derooport  and  other  institutions  of  that 
dMumeter — the  Admiraltj  having  the  right 
to  nominate  a  certain  number  of  scholars, 
would  be  a  better  plan  than  repeating 
die  experiment  of  a  girls*  school  in  so 
qoestionable  a  locality  as  Greenwich — an 
•ocperiment  which  had  failed  once  and 
might  do  so  again.  He  did  not  think  the 
itttorests  of  the  Hospital  would  suffer  from 
10  precipitate  action  hafing  been  taken, 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  Committee's 
roeommendations  would  require  time,  and 
■onie  of  them,  indeed,  legislation.  It  was 
ftbo  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to  consider 
those  recommendations  during  the  Recess 
with  a  Tiew  to  the  production  early  next 
Boasion  of  a  measure  dealing  with  the 
wliole  subject.     It  would  be  a  source  of 

Kt  satisfaction  to  the  Committee  if  their 
irs  resulted  in  leaying  a  mark  on  the 
ibtnre  history  of  the  Hospital,  and,  while 
ftomoting  judicious  economy  in  the  ad- 
nioistration  of  its  revenues,  in  advancing 
also  the  welfare  of  those  for  whom  this 
noble  institution  was  originally  founded. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  that 
tlio  hen.  Member  for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie 
Ooehrane)  deserved  the  thanks  both  of  the 
BOTal  service  and  the  country  for  having 
hooght  forward  this  question.  He  was 
OBO  of  those  who  greatly  regretted  what 
ho  might  call  the  destruction  of  that 
BoUo  naval  institution,  Greenwich  Hospital. 
Tho  office  of  Governor  had  been  a  great 
aoval  dignity  which  Admirals  who  had 
oarrod  in  all  parts  of  the  world  might  look 
ibnrard  to  as  a  great  reward.  Then  the 
Hospital  itself  was  regarded  by  the  sailors 
•0  a  post  of  honour.  They  considered  it 
an  honour  to  wear  its  uniform  and  to  be 
■ambers  of  the  mstitution.  It  was  very 
Bko  what  the  Invalides  in  France  was.  But 
VO  had  now  got  rid  of  it,  and  the  same 
dung  would  be  done,  he  supposed,  by-and- 
hj  with  Chelsea  Hospital,  which  occupied 
tovarda  the  army  much  the  same  position 
aa  Greenwich  Hospital  towards  the  navy. 
Wo  should  do  a  great  injury  to  the  military 
if  we  lost  Chelsea  Hospital,  and  he 


thought  we  had  done  sreat  misehief  to  the 
navy  by  getting  rid  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
instead  of  retaining  it  as  a  refuge  for  our 
destitute  old  seamen.  It  was  said  that  the 
men  did  not  like  the  Hospital.  But  the 
fact  was  the  place  was  made  uncomfortable 
to  them.  When  the  whole  police  of  the 
Hospital  was  in  the  hands  of  the  men  they 
used  to  take  charge  of  it  with  pride ;  but 
when  new  regulations  were  introduced 
and  the  metropolitan  police  were  brought 
into  the  place  the  sailors  looked  upon  it  as 
a  degradation  to  be  under  them.  [Mr. 
LooKE  :  Like  the  Temple.]  He  thought  it 
a  great  disgrace  to  the  Benchers  to  have 
allowed  the  police  to  come  in  there.  If  a 
sailor  had  had  a  little  too  much  grog  he 
was  met  by  a  policeman  and  taken  to  the 
station-house,  but  under  the  old  system  he 
would  fall  into  the  hands  of  his  comradeS| 
who  would  take  care  of  him  and  nothing 
more  was  said  about  it.  Then,  the  sailor 
liked  to  smoke,  but  smoking  in  the  wards 
was  prohibited,  and  no  smoking  room  was 
provided.  That  might  appear  a  little  thing 
to  hon.  Gentlemen,  but  it  was  a  great  thing 
to  the  sailor.  Again,  there  was  nothing 
a  sailor  hated  more  than  to  be  turned  into 
a  soldier.  He  did  not  like  to  be  subjected 
to  the  strict  discipline  of  the  soldier.  All 
these  things  made  the  Hospital  distasteful 
to  him,  and  then  a  small  inducement  was 
offered  to  the  men  to  go  away,  which  a 
great  many  of  them  did.  But  he  was 
quite  sure,  if  their  habits  and  comforts  had 
been  duly  considered,  they  would  never 
have  gone  away.  If  the  place  had  been 
properly  managed,  there  would  always  have 
been  more  candidates  for  admission  than 
could  be  accommodated  there.  If  Green- 
wich Hospital  were  made  pleasant  to  the 
sailor,  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  a 
real  assistance  to  the  navy,  by  rendering 
the  naval  service  more  popular  that  it  was. 
He  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  never  reconcile  themselves  to  the 
notion  of  making  Greenwich  Hospital  a 
mere  receptacle  for  the  sick.  It  was  in- 
tended by  the  founder  to  be  an  asylum  for 
meritorious  seamen  who  had  served  their 
country,  and  had  been  wounded  in  the 
service.  He  did  not  think  that  the  men 
of  the  merchant  service  ought  to  be  al- 
together excluded,  but  that  one  portion 
of  the  Hospital  ought  to  be  appropriated 
to  those  that  were  qualified.  He  must  say, 
however,  that  the  man-of-war's  man  did 
not  like  to  be  mixed  up  with  the  mer- 
chant seamen,  and  unless  restrictions  were 
placed  on  the  admission  of  that  element 
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inid  the  Hospital  it  would  noror  bo  Torj 
popular  io  tho  nafy.  Merehant  seamon 
ought  to  be  admitted  when  thej  had  per- 
formed  aome  valorous  aotiou  or  other  dit- 
tinguiahed  aerriee.  It  waa  not  desirable 
that  there  should  be  too  many  plaoes  for 
officers  of  the  na?y  kept  up  at  the  Hos* 
pital.  Those  plaoes  must  to  a  great  extent 
be  sinecures,  and  the  great  griofanoe  of 
the  Hoapital  from  time  immemorial  waa 
that  the  money  which  should  hsTO  been  do* 
TOted  to  the  comfort  of  the  men  had  been 
given  in  payment  to  sinecurisU.  They  all 
remembered  the  famous  speech  of  Erskine 
when  he  denounced  the  system.  It  would 
be  desirable,  howofor,  to  keep  up  a  few 
honorary  offices,  such  as  that  of  Oovemor, 
to  which  Admirals  who  bad  serred  their 
country  might  look  forward  i  and  the 
HoBpital  would  be  all  the  more  popular  if 
there  were  at  the  head  of  it  naval  men 
whom  the  old  sailors  would  respect.  In 
conclasion,  he  would  express  a  hope  that 
what  had  been  done  a  short  time  ago  to 
revolutionise  the  Hospital  would  not  be 
deemed  irrevocable,  and  that  the  false  step 
which  had  been  then  taken  would,  if  pos- 
sible, be  retraced. 

Mb.  LIDDBLL  said,  the  House  had  not 
yet  been  told  whether  the  recommendations 
of  the  Admiralty  Committee  had  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Board.  As  far  as  the 
general  tenor  of  those  recommendations 
went,  he  was  prepared  at  the  proper  time 
to  give  them  a  general  support,  because 
they  were  framed  in  a  liberal  and  kindly 
spirit  towards  the  infirm  and  aged  seaman. 
But  many  parts  of  those  recommendations 
would  require  careful  consideration,  and 
among  other  important  matters  very  large 
questions  of  a  financial  character  would 
present  themselves.  One  point  which  he 
had  before  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  he  would  venture  to  recall  to 
their  attention  now.  There  were  in  the 
North  of  England  a  certain  number  of  the 
survivors  of  those  men  who  formerly  paid 
6cl.  from  their  wages  towards  Qreenwich 
Hospital.  They  had  no  legal  claim  upon 
the  revenues  ;  but  as  an  act  of  grace, 
seeing  that  the  Hospital  fiinds  were  very 
flourishing,  he  hoped  that  their  case  would 
be  considered,  and  that  a  small  sum  would 
be  applied  to  their  relief,  many  of  them 
being  m  distressed  oircomstanoes. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  being  re- 
sponsible for  the  legislation  of  1865  with 
regard  to  Greenwich  Hospital,  he  felt 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friends  who  had  spoken 
in  favour  of  restoring  the  monastic  institu- 1 
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tion  of  fireaDwith  woiU  aiaad  almost  akas 
in  that  opinion.     The  hon.  GenUeman  (Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane)  aaid  that  the  result  sf 
discharging  the  men  from  the  Hospital 
was  tlmt  400  of   them    died   in   about 
eighteen  months.    Now,  fortunately,  ths 
official  statement  waa  before  the  Horns, 
and  from  this  it  appeared  that  the  number 
discharged  in  October,   1865,   was  977, 
and  the  number  of  those  living  sixteen 
months  afterwards,  in  January  or  February, 
1867,  was  905.   The  death  of  seventy-two 
out  of  977  was,  oonsidering  the  age  of  the 
men,  a  very  low  average.     The  hon.  Ges- 
tlemaui  in  stating  that  400  had  died,  in- 
stead of  seventy-two,  had  taken  the  figorei 
out  of  a  public  newspaper.     He  had  seen 
the  statement  there  himself,  but  there  vu 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  it.    Hti 
hon.  Friend  (ICr.   Du  Cane)  in  the  able 
Report  which  he  had  presented,  expressed 
his  approval  of  the  general  features  of  the 
Act,  and  spoke  of  the  abuses  which  existed 
before  it  was  passed.     But  he  made  boom 
proposals  tending  in  his  (Mr.  Childers*) 
opinion  to  the  very  erils  the  Act  had  re- 
moved ;  and  this  at  a  considerable  cost  to 
the  country.     He  was  not  prepared  merelj 
to  carry  out  charitable  objects,  but  to  sdo{^ 
meaaures  which  would  deatroy  the  eooDd 
financial   basis  on  which   the  Greonvieb 
funds  were  placed.    It  was,  for  instanee, 
proposed  to  increase  the  number  of  admii- 
sions  to  the  HospiUl  from  400  to  1|200,  io 
reduce  the  charge  for  pensions  very  coosi- 
derably,  to  increase  the  number  of  children 
in  the  schools  from  800  to  1,000,  and  to 
carry  out  further  improvements.     These 
charges,  however,  would  entail  very  conBide^ 
able  expenses.   The  increaae  of  admissiooi 
from  400  men  to  1,200  would  cost  £40,000 
a  year,  which,  along  with  the  other  alters- 
tions,  would  entail  a  total  ezpenditore  d 
£172,000.     The  groas  income  of  the  Hos- 
pital was  £155,000,  so  that  in  time  of 
peacoi  when  there  ought  to  be  a  consider 
able  surplus,  there  would  be  a  deficiesey 
of  £17.000  a  year,  assuming  that  £15  s 
head  was  still  paid  to  the  Goasolidsted 
Fund  under  the  Act.    The  propoesi  of 
the   late  Government  to  keep  a  sorploi 
of   £10,000  a  year  in  order  to  pat  the 
finances  in  the  condition  they  were  is 
before  1865  was  characterised  as  eztrsn- 
gant,  and  it  was  said  that  £5,000  s  year 
would  be  sufficient ;    but,  looking  st  the 
large   proportion   of   terminable   fflioersl 
income,  and  considering  that  the  baild- 
ing  was  not  insured,   as  was  orifiosHf 
intended,  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  bsf^ 
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a  iai^  of  l6M  than  £10,000  a  year. 
Ib  tiiM  MM  the  old  Mjing  waa  quite  ap« 

CpriatOt  "  You  ean't  eat  your  cake  and 
•  it.**  We  moBt  in  these  matters  be 
pmdenti  we  most  not  indulge  in  the 
fieaanre  of  granting  alt  that  every  one 
asks;  endless  demands  might  be  made, 
nA  it  WM  the  doty  of  those  who  held  the 

{ime-atfings  not  to  yield.  The  plan  his 
oiit  Friend  proposed  showed  where  it  was 
keped  to  get  the  money  from ;  he  proposed 
to  ■ring  into  the  Hospital  fund  the  out- 
pensions  of  ereryone  taken  into  the  Hos- 
pttalt  and  thus,  and  by  gi?ing  up  the  £15  a 
bad  eontribution,  to  get  from  the  Chan- 
Mllor  of  the  Exchequer  no  less  a  sum  than 
£80,000  a  yMr.  His  hon.  Friend  had  not 
got  it  yet,  and  he  doubted  whether,  with 
•wdi  a  deficit  as  we  had  now,  and  with  a 
ftlliag  Bevenue,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
^beqner  would  spare  £20,000  a  year  to 
iony  out  these  proposals.  There  were 
Many  good  points  in  the  Report.  It  was 
dMoctly  profod  that  the  establiBhmeot 
voa  too  great,  and  he  must  say  that  the 
S^Mrnment  were  a  little  responsible  for 
Ml  prefiously  themselves  watching  mat- 
which  did  not  require  a  Royal  Com- 
non.  For  instance,  the  late  Qovern* 
li  had  appointed  a  certain  number 
•f  nediMl  officers  for  600  men,  but, 
ibr  reiMons  which  were  not  clear,  the 
lolo  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  un- 
iMOesMrily  appointed  another  medical  offi- 
oor,  although  the  number  of  men  was  only 
400.  The  proposals  made  as  to  the  better 
■Moagement  of  the  school  were  sound. 
Two  tendencies  had  been  pulling  against 
Moh  other,  and  nobody  had  had  the  oour* 
■go  to  say  which  should  prevail ;  hut  the 
fPopoMl  made  did  so.  As  to  the  appoint- 
Moait  of  a  Controller,  he  would  say  the 
^iponditure  in  connection  with  the  control 
of  die  revenue  was  unnecessarily  large,  and 
ooonomy  could  be  effected.  It  was,  however, 
doobtful  whether  we  should  always  have 
•  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  would 
ko  oompetent  to  do  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
MOn  had  undertaken,  for  Civil  Lords  were 
MBorally  appointed,  not  with  reference  to 
9mi  management  of  estates,  but  with  re- 
fsrODM  to  their  fitness  for  the  civil  duties 
in  connection  with  the  dockyards  and  the 
BOTf ;  and  it  was  not  often  we  had  a 
Oivil  Lord  who  possessed  the  knowledge 
Mul  the  aptitude  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
diMofore  doubted  the  wisdom  of  making 
tto  Civil  Lord  a  sort  of  superior  estate 
ir.  He  deprecated  also  the  lax  and 
UD  ralM  laid  down  with  respect  to 


admission  into  the  Hospital,  a  matter  about 
which  regulations  ought  to  be  distinct  and 
intelligible,  seeing  that  vagueness  would 
infallibly  end  in  the  abuses  of  former  days, 
and  the  filling  of  the  Hospital  with  men 
who  had  no  right  to  be  there.  Laxity  in 
admission  was  opposed  to  the  policy  of  the 
Act,  which  was  that  Milors  were  better 
off  in  the  bosoms  of  their  families  than 
collected  together  in  the  Hospital,  and 
the  only  cases  for  admission  should  be 
circumstances  of  utter  helplessness  and 
having  no  friends  ;  indeed,  the  very 
fact  that  in  1865,  for  £30  or  £40  a 
yMr,  men  who  had  cost  £100  a  year 
preferred  returning  to  their  families,  jus- 
tified the  policy  of  the  Government.  He 
should  be  sorry  now  to  see  any  act 
taken  of  a  retrogressive  character,  and  he 
much  feared  the  effect  of  the  proposals 
would  be  a  considerable  retrogression. 
With  respect  to  the  merchant  service  the 
case  was  plain  ;  as  a  matter  of  right  they 
had  no  claim  on  the  Hospital.  The  6c2. 
paid  before  1833  by  sailors,  whether  in 
the  merchant  or  the  Queen's  service,  was 
a  tax  imposed  to  maintain  Greenwich  for 
the  purposes  of  the  navy;  when  it  was 
repMled,  in  1834,  it  was  expressly  stated 
by  those  who  moved  the  repeal  that  the 
merchant  seamen  had  no  right  whatever 
to  any  advantages  in  consideration  of  it ; 
and  it  would  be  absurd  now,  when  they 
did  not  pay,  that  they  should  be  supposed 
to  obtain  a  right.  He  had  expressed  the 
obligations  due  to  his  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Committee  for  their  able  Report ;  he  had 
pointed  out  the  dangerous  proposals  that 
were  made  in  a  financial  point  of  view, 
admitting  their  excellence  from  a  chari- 
table point  of  view  ;  and  he  hoped  that 
when  the  plan  came  before  the  House 
next  year  they  would  insist  upon  a  scheme 
of  mansgement  showing  a  fair  balance  of 
income  over  expenditure. 

Admiral  SEYMOUR  Mid,  he  wished 
to  correct  the  statement  that  old  pension- 
ers when  once  they  had  left  the  Hospital 
could  not  return  to  it.  They  could  return  at 
any  time  ;  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to 
go  to  Somerset  House  and  relinquish  their 
pensions  and  they  would  be  received  at 
once.  As  to  their  not  being  received  un- 
less they  were  "infirm  and  helpless,"  if 
they  were  that  when  first  admitted,  when 
they  returned  some  years  afterwards  they 
were  not  likely  to  have  become  sound  again. 
It  had  been  his  duty  during  the  last  two 
years  to  investigate  the  claims  of  thoM  poor 
fellows,  and  a  very  painful  duty  it  was. 
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Mb.  Aldirhan  LXJSK  said,  heboped 
tho  Gojernment  would  take  into  their  fa> 
Yonrable  consideration  the  claim b  of  the 
seamen  of  the  merchant  ser? ice,  and  offer 
them  a  wing  of  the  Hospital  which  could 
be  put  into  an  efficient  state  of  repair  at  a 
moderate  cost.  This  would  be  but  just,  and 
he  hoped  the  Qoyernment  would  consent 
to  the  arrangement,  instead  of  handing 
them  oyer  to  a  charitable  societj. 

CUSTOMS  EXTRA  CLERKS. 
BESOLUnOK. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHEEIDAN  said,  he  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  the  Cus- 
toms Extra  Clerks.  These  gentlemen 
had  no  complaint  to  make  against  the 
chiefs  of  their  Department  nor  against 
the  Treasury.  Their  complaint  had  re- 
ference solely  to  the  system  or  law  which 
was  in  force,  and  which  inflicted  great  in- 
justice and  hardship  upon  them.  When 
there  had  been  an  unusual  pressure  of  work 
in  the  Customs  Department  it  had  been  the 
practice  to  engage  a  number  of  Extra 
Clerks,  but  as  the  additional  work  had 
invariably  increased,  instead  of  diminish- 
ing, these  clerks  were,  of  course,  perma- 
nently engaged.  Notwithstanding  this, 
they  were  not  attached  to  any  particular 
class,  and  received  no  regular  promotion. 
He  could  not  conceifo  that  any  person  ac- 
qnainted  with  the  internal  details  of  the 
Customs  administration  could  entertain 
any  doubt  as  to  the  importance  of  having 
those  details  carried  out  by  a  class  of  men 
educated  and  trained  to  expertness  in  the 
duties  de? oWing  upon  them,  in  preference 
to  raw  and  untried  labourers.  There  was, 
howefcr,  an  entire  want  of  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  services  rendered  by  them. 
They  could  not  at  any  time  receive  pro- 
motion or  be  draughted  on  to  what  was 
called  the  establishment.  Some  fifteen  years 
ago,  it  appeared,  the  Treasury  published  a 
Minute  to  the  effect  that  all  persons  then 
engaged  in  the  service  of  the  Crown,  and 
who  had  been  so  engaged  at  an  age  above 
twenty-five  years,  should  thenceforward 
have  no  promotion  in  the  public  service, 
nor  be  draughted  to  the  regular  establish- 
ment of  the  Customs  or  any  of  the  depart- 
ments subject  to  the  administration  of  the 
Treasury.  They  were  deprived  of  all  the 
advantages  enjoyed  by  those  who  belonged 
to  the  permanent  establishment.  This 
Minute  sinned  against  the  elementary 
principles  of  justice  in  legislation,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  discover  any  principle 
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on  which  it  could  have  been  framed.    The 
number  of   persons  thus  employed    was 
thirty-eight,  of  whom  twenty  had  entered 
the  service  previously  to  the  promulgation 
of  the  Minute.     The  Treasury  Minute  ap- 
peared to  overlook  the  fact  that  many  of 
these  clerks  had  been  twenty  years  in  the 
service  at  the  time  it  was  issued,  and  it 
was  the  cause  of  those  that  he  chiefly  ad- 
vocated on  the  present  occasion.     Their 
salaries  amounted  for  the  first  five  yean 
to  only  30^.  a  week,   for  the    next  five 
years  to  only  3St.  a  week  ?  and  for  the  re- 
maining period  of  their  service  to  only  40i. 
a   week.      Anyone  would  conclude  that 
the  Minute  was  based  on  the  supposition 
that  these  gentlemen  were  the  journeymen 
of  their  occupation,  instead  of  being,  as 
they  were,  men  eminently  fitted  to  dis- 
charge all  the  duties  of  the  Department. 
They  were  liable  to  be  draughted  from  one 
branch  to  another  at  the  discretion  of  any  of 
the  heads  of  their  office,  and  to  be  called  upon 
temporarily  to  fill  any  situation  that  might 
fall  vacant,  and  thus  it  happened  that  one 
so  appointed  was  called  upon  to  discharge, 
and  was  expected  to  be  able  to  discharge, 
the  duties  of  an  office,  the  regular  holder 
of  which  would  receive  a  salary  of  from 
£500  to  700  a  year.     If  they  were  absent 
from   sickness,    no  allowance  was  made 
to  them  on  this  score,  although  those  who 
were  regularly  on  the  staff  were  allowed 
to  be  absent  from  this  oauae  for  a  period 
of  six  months  without  deduction  from  their 
incomes.     They  were  entitled  to  no  soper- 
annuation  allowance;  but  were  expected 
out  of  the  40f .  a  week  they  received,  to 
provide  for  themselves  a  fund  which  should 
keep  them  from  the  workhouse  in  old  age; 
and  though  receiving  only  the  remnnera* 
tion    of    ordinary    workmen,   they   were 
obliged  to  keep  up  the  same  appearsnee 
and  pass  the  same  examinations  as  gentle- 
men placed  on  the  establishment.  He  ooold 
not  believe  that  the  Government,  if  thej 
were  aware  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,   would   allow  gentlemen   thus  em- 
ployed to  work  for  so  wretched  a  stipend, 
and  to  be  deprived  of  the  common  sd- 
vantages  which  belonged  to  all  penoni  in 
the  service  of  the  Crown.     If  they  were 
not  wanted  for  the  works  of  the  Depart- 
ment they  ought  to  be  dismissed  ;  if  thej 
were  wanted,  the   dignity  of  the  pnWic 
service  required  that  they  should  be  pro- 
perly remunerated.     From  a  printed  cir- 
cular which  had  been  sent  to  him,  as  weil 
as  to  other  hon.  Members,  he  learned  that 
they  were  appointed  by  the  Lords  of  ta« 
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TrtMOiy  on  Ibe  rMommendaiion  of  a 
Member  of  tbet  Hoosei  that  tbej  were 
penDanentlj  andnottemporariljemplojed, 
ibat  moat  of  them  were  married  men  with 
fiunilieay  and  entirelj  dependent  upon  their 
aalarj  for  their  support.  If  retrenchment  was 
to  be  the  order  of  the  day,  it  was  scarcely 
fiur  thai  it  should  be  applied  to  a  score  or 
so  of  miaerably  paid  Extra  Clerks.  He 
troated  that  the  case  he  had  endeaToured 
to  explain  would  receiTO  the  faTOurable 
aiiention  of  the  Go^ernmenty  and  that  he 
•bonld  reoeiTe  an  assurance  to  that  effect 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
though  the  forms  of  the  House  precluded 
liiai  from  making  the  Motion  which  stood 
oa  the  Paper  in  his  name — 

^  That  the  Customs  Extra  Clerks  be  either 
•■nlsmiDated  with  the  establishment  or  estab- 
JUita  as  a  separate  class,  and  placed  upon  a 
AoUag  with  the  establishment  with  regard  to  pay, 
fVMpeets  of  promotion,  and  siclL  leaye." 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  the  Go 
wonunent  were  placed  in  this  difficulty — 
Alt  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  asking  them 
depart  from  the  conditions  and  terms 
which  these  Extra  Clerks  entered  the 
MkBe  serrioe.  It  might  be  Tory  true  that 
ihoae  elerks  did  a  rery  good  day  s  work  for 
taiy  moderate  pay,  but  if  they  were  tired  of 
the  eonditions  under  which  they  served  the 

elliOy  and  chose  to  vacate  their  situations, 
far  places  could,  no  doubt,  readily  be 
IDbd.  not  perhaps  by  persons  with  the  de- 
A^netinn  of  Extra  Clerks,  but  by  persons 
wBo»  while  discharging  analogous  duties, 
9mA  engaged  in  a  similar  manner  by  the  day 
trweek,  would  not  be  on  the  establishment, 
isd  wonld  not  enjoy  those  privileges  and  ad- 
flDlages  which  persons  who  were  on  the 
ncohr  establishment  did  enjoy.  The  ap- 
MOilment  of  the  Extra  Clerks  was  one  of 
&•  many  attempts  which  had  been  made 
time  to  time  to  limit  the  unwieldy 
ir  of  the  establishment  in  the  Cus- 
and  in  other  Departments  of  the 
State*  Any  one  who  had  listened  to  the 
atelament  which  had  been  made  a  few 
a%bta  ago  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fgr  Pontefract  (Mr.  Chiiders)  could  not 
failed  to  have  perceived  not  only  how  im- 
portant but  how  difficult  it  was  to  check 
the  tendency  which  all  our  public  ostab- 
Bihinenta  bad  to  become  overgrown.  It 
waa  tme  that  the  Extra  Clerks  were  few  in 
annber  and  many  of  them  advanced  in 
jMn,  bot  it  would  be  impossible  to  depart 
vnm  the  terms  under  which  they  were  en- 
flgadand  to  put  them  on  the  establish- 
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ment.  No  injostiee  had  been  done  to  them, 
however,  ror  several  years  no  clerk  had 
been  appointed  to  the  establishment  of  the 
Customs,  and  it  was  the  hope  and  intention 
of  the  Government,  by  limiting  the  number 
of  the  establishment  clerks,  to  limit  the 
charge  on  the  public  in  regard  to  pro- 
motion and  superannuation,  and  to  confine 
the  higher  positions  of  the  Customs  to  those 
specially  engaged  for  the  hiffher  class  of 
work,  while  the  lower  class  of  work  should 
he  done  by  persons  who  could  be  easily  en- 
gaged at  a  lower  scale  of  pay,  without 
having  claims  for  promotion  and  super- 
annuation. He  was  extremely  sorry  to 
have  to  make  any  statement  which  might 
be  unsatisfactory  to  those  gentlemen  whose 
case  the  hon.  Member  had  so  ably  advo- 
cated ;  bot  their  ease  had  over  and  over 
again  been  considered  by  the  Treasury  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs,  and  although 
their  pay  was  small  it  was  not  so  small 
that  their  places  could  not  be  filled  up  at 
the  same  rate  should  they  choose  to  ¥rith- 
draw  from  the  public  service.  Tliey  had 
been  engaged  under  certain  oonditions 
of  temporary  employment  and  pay  ;  and 
though  their  employment  had  gone  on  from 
year  to  year,  they  had  a  regular  defi- 
nite increase  of  pay,  although  it  was  only 
small.  But  the  whole  question  of  the 
Custom  House  establishment  in  London 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  any  special  ground  of  grievance 
which  the  Extra  Clerks  might  have  would 
be  sure  to  receive  fair  and  attentive  con- 
sideration. He  could  not  undertake  to 
say,  however,  that  those  clerks  would  be 
placed  on  the  establishment,  and  thus  made 
a  permanent  charge  on  the  public.  There 
was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  press  hardly  on  any  individual,  or  on 
any  class,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bring  forward  any  special  case  of  hardship 
in  which  an  extra  clerk  had  been  disap- 
pointed in  his  legitimate  expectations,  or 
in  which  his  services  had  been  so  consider- 
able as  to  be  out  of  proportion  to  the  salary 
he  received,  such  a  case  would  be  fairly 
considered.  Bot  he  must  express  a  hope 
that  the  Government  would  be  supported  in 
its  endeavours  generally  to  improve  the 
classification  and  divide  the  duties  of  a 
great  Department  such  as  the  Customs, 
without  at  the  same  time  allowing  the  ex- 
penditure connected  with  it  continually  to 
grow  upon  the  country. 
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IRELAND— TENURE  OF  LAND. 
QUESnON. 

Mr.  0*BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretnry  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  would  gife 
Instructions  to   tlie  Commission  ho    pro* 
posed  to  appoint  with  reference  to  Land 
Tenure  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
hest  means,  whether  hy  Gofemmeut  aid 
or  otherwise,  of  encouraging  and  assisting 
the  creation  of  an  independent  proprietary 
of  small  freehold  estates  in  Ireland  ?     lie 
was  unwilling  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  to  enter  at  any  great  length  into 
the  subject  of  which  he  had  giTen  Notice, 
but  he  would  briefly  refer  to  some  state- 
ments some  time  since  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo),  and  upon  which 
he  (the  noble  Earl)  seemed  to  rely  in  sup- 
port of  his  assurance  to  the  House  of  the 
ad?ancing    prosperity    of    Ireland.       He 
would  refer  to  two  or  three  broad  facts 
which  would  be  sufficient  to  sustain   his 
ficws,  and  he  would  support  those  facts 
from  figures  taken  from  the  noble  Earl's 
own  statement,  or  from  the  Return  lately 
mo?ed  for  by  him  (Mr.  0*Beirne),  and  now 
on  the  table  of   the  House.     The  noble 
Earl,  he  beliefed,  was  simply  in  error  in 
the  assurance  he  gave  of  the  immense  and 
daily   increasing    advance    of    Ireland   in 
wealth  and  prosperity,  as  a  fery  few  ex- 
amples would  show.     Taking  for  instance 
the  state  of  the  Savings'  Banks  deposits, 
in  1847,  certainly  a  year  not  very  famed 
for  its  happy  recollections,  but  still  a  re- 
markable year  in  Ireland's  history,  the  de- 
posits amounted  to  the  sum  of  £2,410,000, 
while  in  the  year  1866,   twenty-one  years 
afterwards,  they  only  reached  £1,540,500. 
Well,  what  said  the  emigration  Returns  ? 
In  1850  there  were  80,000  emigrants,  in 
1863  there  were  117,000,  and  the  average 
of  the  four  years  up  to   1867  was  over 
100,000  in  each  year.     If  they  turned  to 
the   state  of   the  population   they  found 
that  at  the  Union  the  people  numbered 
over  5,000,000.     The  population  steadily 
increased  up  to   1846,   until   within   the 
period  of  forty-five  years  it  had  reached 
8,287,848.     But  when  they  looked  at  the 
Census  of   1865  they  found  that  plague 
and  famine  had  fearfully  done  their  sad 
work,   and   the   population  had  fallen  to 
5,641,000  ;  and  he  deeply  regretted  to  add 
that  it  continued  to  decrease,  the  last  Re- 
turn showing  that  iu  1867  it  had  fallen  to 
5,557,000.      Now,   it   did   seem   to  him 
strange  that  with  three  such  striking  facts 
before  him  the  noble  Earl  could  find  any 


ground  for  hit  ttatemeni  that  prwpwity 
was  making   such    advaneea   ioroi^oiit 
Ireland.     Suppose  they  looked  to  neigli- 
bouring  nations  as  a  test.     Thej  saw  ia 
Germany  an  increase,  during  a  lesi  period, 
of  90  per  cent ;  in  Russia  90  per  cent ; 
in  Austria  80  per  cent ;  in  France  50  par 
cent ;    and  in    England    120    per   cent 
Would  it  be  contended  that  deereaie  in 
population  was  to  be  accepted  in  Irelairi 
as  a  proof  of  improvement  ?     If  so,  thef 
should  be  informed  upon  what  principle  of 
argument  so  singular  a  doctrine  coold  bi 
sustained.     He  next  came  to  the  sobjael 
of  the  condition  and  relief  of  the  poor, 
and  he  found  that  in  1856,  twelve  yesn 
since,  the  sum  expended  in  the  relief  of 
that  class  was  £576,300.     The  anuNi^ 
decreased  in  1857  and  ISSS,  but  in  1861 
it  began  to  increase  ;    in   1862  it  wh 
£578,789  ;  in  1863.  £605.981  ;  in  1864 
£596,465;  and  in  1866,  £611,891.  Nov, 
in  connection  with  this  branch  of  theqii» 
tion,  this  very  remarkable  fact  appearsd— 
that  the  population  in  1857  amounted  4i 
6.047,492.  while  in  1866  it  hadfalleBlt 
5,582,625  ;  so  that  a  smaller  popolatiH 
in  1866  required  a  much  larger  outlay  to 
relieve  them  than  the  population  in  1857 
required,  and  certainly,  so  far  as  he  (Mr. 
0*fieime)  could  read  auoh  figures,  ibon 
was  no  evidence  of  advancement  to  to 
found  in  them.     But  although  he  difiM 
so  widely  from  the  noble  Earl  in  hit  eoi* 
elusions,  he  was  not    unwilling  to  adflH 
the  fact --and  there  was  some  hope  of  tho 
future  to  be  found  in  it — that  the  eoimtiy 
was  not  losing  ground.      What  he  coo- 
plained  of  was  that  remarks  which  kai 
the  effect  of  producing  erroneous  imprst- 
sions   upon  the  minds  of  hon.    Membon 
should  be  made.     He  (Mr.  O'Beiroe)  for 
his  part  contended,  and  he  believed  it  vol 
beyond  doubt,  that  Ireland  had  not  kopC 
pace  with  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales; 
and,  therefore,  there  must  be  lometbiBf 
wrong  —  some  reason   for  her  baekmra 
state.     That  reason  he  desired  to  diseoffr, 
and,  so  far  as  his  humble  efforts  wnM 
admit,  to  apply  a  remedy.      But  before  ho 
came  to  the  remedy  which  he  advocatodi 
he  would  allude  to  the  valuation  of  tho 
surface  of  land  under  croM«  and  used  ai 
a   productive  medium.      The  noble  Eari 
had  told  the  House  that  in  1841,  the  dalo 
of  the  first  valuation,  there  were  13.461,(W0 
acres  productive,    which  were  valued  at 
£13,215,000.    He  also  atoted  that  in  18W 
the  acreage  had  inoreaaed  to  15|(N)0,(XK^ 
or  nearly  2,000,000  in  ezee«  of  1841. 
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Bui  Ae  noUe  Barl  atoiypad  there ;  be  did 
not  inform  the  Hooie  what  the  yataation  of 
this  16,000.000  acres  in  1856  amouDted 
to.    That  figure  could,  however,  be  found 
in  bis  (Mr.  O'Beime's)  late  Return,  and, 
fioffular    to    say,     it    did    not    exceed 
iU2,989,000»  and  in  (hat  sum  should  he 
iaolvded  the  ralne  of  some  £26,000,000  of 
rtilwaj  property  which  did  not  exist   in 
IMly  and  which  could  not  amount  to  much 
1mm  than  £500,000  a  year.      This  was, 
lie  sobmitted,  rather   a  startling  result ; 
^000»000  acres  in    1856   in  excess  of 
ih—  ill  1841  ;  and  yet  with  the  addition 
of  the  railway  property,  valued   at  up- 
imrds  of  £200,000  a  year,  less  than  the 
18,461,000  acres  in  1841.     Did  this  show 
S  groat  advance  in  prosperity  in  agriculture 
or  oommerce  ?     He  would  not  go  further 
iMo  the  figures  he  had  prepared,  as  he 
.ttoogbt  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
Ib  oODsidering  that  the  picture  drawn  by 
ifto  noble  Earl  of  the  immense  advances 
vUeb  had  been  for  the  last  twenty  years 
in  Ireland  was  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts.     But  that  the  condition  of  the 
tenure  and  relations  between  landlord 
^j^m^  tenant  were  eminently  unsatisfactory 
been  admitted  by  the  noble  Earl,  and 
he  had  himself  proposed  and  pro- 
to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
the  whole  question.      As  that  point 
kof  the  subject  was  that  to  which  his  Mo- 
IhNi  pointed  most  directly,  he  must  say 
ttvat  he  rejoiced  at  the  prospect  of  that 
inf  oiry,  and  for  his  part  he  should  accept 
il  at  the  hands  of  the  Government  most 
wiDiDgly.     He  had  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
Ao  Commission  would  be  well  and  effi- 
'  oitDUj  composed,  and  that  its  inquiries 
■  #oald  be  large,  searching,  and  satisfac- 
;  iMy.     The  result  would,  in  that  case,  he 
.:JWk  assured,  produce  results  to  all  of  a 
Qsefiil  and  beneficial  character.     It 
ao  many  years  since  the  last  Com- 
noo,  under  the  able  presidency  of  the 
jhrl  of  Devon,  took  its  evidence  and  made 
ile  walaable  Report,  that  its  recommenda- 
IIOBO  and  findings  could  scarcely  now  be 
vaaaidered  as  very  applicable,  so  large  had 
the  change  in  the  interim.     There- 
It  did  seem  that  the  time  was  come 
much  valuable  information  might  be 
obloiiied  by  a  new  and  well-conduoted  in- 
^pdrj*      Then  the  subject  of   ejectments 
'VM  one  which  required  attention  and  in- 
«^ij,  and  well-considered  legislation    as 
dbo  reault  of  that  inquiry.     The  right  hon. 
HMBaber  for  Galne  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  stated, 
M  a  previous  occasion,  that  he  had  never 


yet  heard  a  well-authenticated  case  of  in- 
justice and  cruelty  on  the  part  of  landlord 
to  his  tenant,  and  that  in  point  of  fact  the 
complaints  so  often  made  and  repeated  in 
that  House  were,  if  not  fictitious,  little 
more  than  imaginary.     Now,  besides  the 
indignant  language  of  the  late  Master  of 
the  Rolls,  in  giving  judgment  on  a  case 
before  him,  the  Return  recently  moved  for 
by  Lord  Belmore  showed  that  for  the  last 
ten  years  the  average  of  ejectments  was 
6,000  a  year,  gifing  a  total  of  at  least 
30,000  persons  turned  on  the  roadside 
annually.     These  facts  showed  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  dealing  with  this  import- 
ant question.     He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  making  these  extracts  from  the 
voluminous  authorities  to  whom  he  could 
refer  in  support  of  the  particular  system 
of  small  freehold  proprietors,  which  he  so 
earnestly  advocated.     But  he  would  refer 
to  one  circumstance  which  was  on  the  Re- 
cords of  the  House,  and  upon  which  he 
thought  he  might  rely  in  support  of  his 
position.      It  was  this — that  some  years 
since  Sir  Matthew  Barrington,  a  member 
—and  a  most  distinguished   member—- of 
the  legal  profession  in  Ireland,  being  im- 
pressed  with   the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
the  tenure  of  land  in  that  country,  asso- 
ciated himself  with  Lord  Devon  and  several 
other  influential  persons,  amongst  whom 
was  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  they 
introduced  a  Bill  in   that   House  giving 
authority  for  the  promotion  of  a  private 
company  to  carry  the  principle  of  estab- 
lishing small   proprietors   into   operation, 
believing,  as  it  appeared   from  their  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  to  which  that 
Bill  was  referred,  that  such  a  measure  was 
eminently  calculated   to  elevate  and  im- 
prove  the   people,  and  to  foster  loyalty 
and   a  closer  union   with  Great  Britain. 
The  Chairman  of  that  Committee  was  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman   the   Member    for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  he 
was  requested  by  the  Committee  to  make 
a  special  Report  to  the  House  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

<<  That  on  account  of  the  important  considera- 
tion of  public  policy  which  this  Bill  appeared  to 
involve,  they  have  directed  him  to  move  the 
House  that  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the 
Whole  House  and  be  printed,  with  the  evidence 
upon  it,  for  the  use  of  Members." 

The  Bill  was  re-committed  and  passed 
through  that  House  and  the  other  House 
unanimously,  and  on  the  31  st  of  August, 
1848,  it  became  law.  He  would  read  what 
the  Preamble  of  that  Bill  aaid,  and  bou. 
2  Z  2 
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MemberB  would  bear  in  mind  that  it  was 

now  upon  tbe  statute  book  of  the  kingdom 

as  the  expression  of  the  united  opinion  of 

the  Legislature  and  the  Crown. 

"  Whereas,  the  formation  and  the  establishment 
of  a  permanent  body  of  independent  yeomen,  con- 
sisting of  resident  proprietors/  holding  farms  in 
fee  simple,  containing  reapectiTely  not  less  than 
thirty  acres,  would  materially  improve  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland  by  promoting  the  better 
cultivation  of  land,  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  and  by  personally  interesting  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  population  in  the  preservation  of 
peace  and  order ;  and  whereas  there  are  many 
persons  in  Ireland  possessing  a  limited  amount 
of  capital  which  they  would  gladly  employ  in  the 
purchase  of  land  if  facilities  were  given  for  the 
transfer  of  estates  or  portions  thereof,  be  it 
enacted,"  Ao. 

Now,  that  Preamble,  both  in  spirit  and  in 
language,  expressed  his  full  meaning.  He 
did  not  desire  to  add  any  thing  more.  That 
was  the  entire  of  his  case.  He  belie? ed  it 
was  admitted  bj  many  that  the  measure 
"would  largely  facilitate  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  tend  to  unite  the  people  in  feel- 
ings and  in  sympathy  with  this  country. 
He  would  not  quote  any  further  ;  he  would 
merely  allude  to  the  opinions  of  some  in- 
telligent and  practical  men  who  had  lately 
published  their  views  on  the  subject,  and 
to  whom  he  was  indebted  for  much  infor- 
mation. Amongst  them  he  would  mention 
Mr.  Butler,  a  gentleman  living  in  Tippe- 
rary,  who  lately  examined  this  question 
himself,  and  found  the  plan  working  ad- 
mirably in  our  possessions,  tbe  Channel 
Islands  ;  Mr.  Hutton  also,  a  gentleman 
who  had  written  a  very  able  pamphlet  on 
the  subject,  giving  an  excellent  description 
of  the  Prussian  system ;  Mr.  Fisher,  and 
many  others.  The  unqualified  conclusion 
of  those  gentlemen  was  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  class  of  owners  into  the 
country  would  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance  in  every  respect — socially,  poli- 
tically, and  in  an  agricultural  sense.  Last 
year  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  SecretarT 
for  Ireland,  in  opposing  a  Motion  which 
he  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  made  of  a  different 
character,  but  on  the  same  subject,  took 
several  objections  to  the  principle.  The 
first  was  that  under  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  means  at  present  existed  for  pur- 
chasing small  estates  where  there  was  any 
desire  to  do  so.  He  had  since  then  care- 
fully examined  the  Landed  Estaiet  Court 
Advertiser t  and  had  made  sufficient  inqui- 
ries. The  result  justified  him  in  stating 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  entirely  misin- 
formed, and  that  no  such  facilities  in 
fact  existed.  Another  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Mr.  ffBeime 


objections  was  that  this  principle  did  not 
succeed  in  European  countries  where  it 
existed.  To  this  he  could  only  reply  that 
he  had  sought  for  information  from  tbe 
registries  of  countries  where  this  principle 
was  in  large  operation,  and  that  he  was 
assured  it  acted  most  beneficially.  In 
fact,  the  result  of  the  information  he  had 
gathered  justified  him  in  differing  alto- 
gether from  the  noble  Earl  in  the  opinions 
he  had  expressed.  But  all  he  asked  was 
a  careful  and  honest  inquiry.  He  asked 
that  Instructions  might  be  given  to  the 
Commission  to  examine  this  large  and,  in 
his  estimate,  this  most  important  ques* 
tion.  He  had  no  wish  to  thrust  it  down 
the  throat  of  Parliament.  He  merely  de- 
manded a  fair  hearing  for  a  principle 
advocated — warmly  supported,  he  would 
say— by  so  many  able,  intelligent,  and 
practical  men— men  who  had  applied  their 
minds  earnestly  to  the  tenure  of  land  in 
Ireland,  and  whose  opinions  on  that  sub- 
ject were  entitled  to  respect  and  eonsiders- 
tion.  The  noble  Earl  might  be  right  in 
his  view,  and  he  niiffht  be  entirely  and 
completely  wrong.  He  accepted  the  issue 
— he  invited  the  inquiry.  If  there  were 
no  merit  in  the  principle  let  it  be  so  de- 
cided, and  then  let  it  be  caat  aside,  and 
the  House  no  longer  troubled  with  the 
consideration  of  it.  But  if  the  propossl 
were  found  to  justify  the  views  of  those 
who  advocated  it  —  if  the  Commission 
should  come  to  the  conelosion  that  it 
would  be  a  useful  measure,  and  was  likely 
to  work  out  the  beneficial  effects  ascribed 
to  it,  he  asked  for  an  aaaurance  that  then 
it  would  be  promptly  aeeepted  and  taken 
up,  that  the  Government  would  aid  in 
csrrying  it  out,  that  the  Irish  people  mlgbk 
at  length  hope  to  see  a  remedy  within 
their  reach  which,  without  outraging  sny 
of  the  known  prineiples  of  political  eeo- 
nomy,  would  eonfer  upon  them  a  great  and 
lasting  benefit. 

Thb  Easl  of  MATO  said,  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  had  entered  upon  a  very  Isrge 
question,  and  had  brought  forward  matters 
which  required  much  more  extensire  dis- 
cussion than  could  be  given  to  them  thst 
night.  He  had  not  been  aware  from  the 
Notice  on  the  Paper  that  the  hon.  Oeotle- 
man  meant  to  do  more  than  ask  a  Qaestion. 
Had  he  known  that  it  was  intended  to  im- 
pugn the  statements  he  made  on  a  ^o"||^ 
occasion,  he  would  have  been  fully  nrepsred 
to  vindicate  them.  The  facts  ana  fignres 
he  had  then  stated  had  been  before  tbe  coon- 
try  for  a  considerable  time;  and  on  so  ons 


1417 


Xreltmd^Tmure 


{July  11,  1868} 


of  Zand, 


1418 


ii 


point  had  thej  been  dispnted. 
Ha  had  giren  no  glowing  or  eiaggerated 
description  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  had  shown 
what*  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  resided  as 
rnneh  in  the  country  as  he  had  done  he 
wonld  hafe  known — that  the  country  had 
been  steadily  improving  for  the  last  thirty 
years.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
mX  many  times  during  that  period  there  had 
not  been  causes  which  tended  to  create 
moeh  uneasiness  and  alarm,  and  that 
etin  in  many  respects  the  state  of  things 
wms  not  satisfactory.  But  what  he  proved 
was  this,  that  for  a  certain  number  of 
jeers  there  had  been  a  steady,  gradual, 
aod  wholesome  improTcment  in  the  state 
of  efery  industry  and  of  e?ery  class,  all 
indieatife  of  a  really  healthy  condition ; 
end  he  belicfed  the  more  the  subject 
wee  studied  the  more  that  improTement 
troeld  become  manifest.  He  did  not  say 
that  any  miracles  had  been  wrought  — 
lie  did  not  believe  that ;  or  that  there  was 
not  enormous  room  for  great  improfement 
for  the  future.  The  Poor  Law  Commis* 
ekmers  in  their  last  Report  said  that  the 
legs  of  the  people  had  disappeared  ;  that 
'tliej  were  healthy  and  well  dressed,  and 
that  when  coming  from  church  on 
Sonday  they  looked  clean  and  comfort- 
'•Ue.  They  also  said  that  the  character 
nf  the  houses  had  improved — that  the 
dlwellings  were  more  healthy  than  those 
of  the  labourers  in  this  country.  The 
dreadful  epidemic    diseases    that    so   fre- 

Sntly  ravaged  Ireland  twenty  years  ago 
entirely  disappeared,  while  the  ge- 
neral health  of  the  people  had  greatly 
improved.  They  did  not  require  statistics  ; 
everybody  who  lived  in  the  country  was 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  Ireland  had  been  for  a 
eonsiderable  time  gradually  improving ;  and 
ke  believed  that  the  improvement  would 
eontlnue.  With  regard  to  the  particu- 
lar question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
had  to  state  that  the  Instructions  to  that 
Commission  would  be  identical  with  those 
given  to  the  Devon  Commission — namely, 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  system  of  tenure 
fa  Ireland  ;  and  therefore  they  would  be  at 
fiberty  to  inquire  into  the  vexed  question 
whether  small  or  large  holdings  were  the 
nHMt  suitable  for  the  wants  of  the  people  ; 
and  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Commission  he  proposed  to  appoint  would 
devote  eonsiderable  attention  to  the  point. 
He  did  not  personally  anticipate  that  any 
peeidiarly  satisfactory  results  would  be  ob- 
~  bom  creating  a  large  class  of  small 


landholders  ;  but  still  the  subject  was  a 
fair  one  for  further  inquiry.     He  believed 
that  the  notion  that  very  small  holdings 
contributed  to  the  prosperity  of  a  country 
had  been  long  exploded,  and  that  it  was 
now  felt  that  if  a  man  was  to  hold  land  at 
all  he  ought  to  be  in  the  position  of  a  farmer 
holding   a   suflScient  quantity  of  land    to 
sustain  himself  and  his  family.  He  thought 
that  the  proper  policy  for  Parliament  to 
pursue  with  reference  to  the  question  was 
to  remove    all  obstructions   to    the    pur- 
chase of  land    by   small  capitalists    who 
might  desire  to  invest  their  money  in  such 
property,  but  not  to  undertake  any  special 
legislation  like  that  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member.     He  believed  that  the  diflSculties 
that  now  existed  in  Ireland  in  the  way  of 
small  capitalists  investing  in  land  had  been 
greatly  exaggerated,  and  that  by  combining 
together,  and  by  other  means,  purchasers 
could  obtain  small  quantities  of  land  at  a 
reasonable  rate.    The  Incumbered  Estates 
Court  were  bound  to  sell  the  land  to  the 
best  advantage  ;  and  if  small  capitalists 
could  give  a  good  price  for  small  lots, 
they  would  easily  become  its  purchasers. 
He  must,  however,  admit  that  the  working 
of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Courts  bad  not 
been  entirely  successful,  as  it  had  enabled 
some  persons  to  buy  up  the  estates  at  low 
prices  for  the  purpose  of  re-selling  them. 
At  the  same  time  he  felt  that  these  were 
all   subjects  for  inquiry,  and  he  thought 
that  the  result  of  the  Report  of  the  Com* 
mission  he  proposed  to  appoint  would  be  to 
remove  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension 
from  the  public  mind  upon  this  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  GRAY  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  memory  of  the  House  that,  shortly 
after  the  General  Election,  amongst  the 
first  steps  taken  by  the  Irish  Secretary  of 
the  then  Government  (Mr.  Chichester 
Eortescue)  was  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  question  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland,  proposing  to  give  some 
approach  to  secure  tenure  to  the  people. 
That  Bill  was  energetically  opposed  by 
the  party  with  whom  the  noble  Earl  acts 
in  this  House,  and  by  none  more  energeti- 
cally than  by  the  noble  Earl  himself.  [The 
Earl  of  Mato  :  I  only  opposed  one  clause 
in  the  Bill.]  The  noble  Earl  not  only  ob- 
jected to  one  particular  clause,  but  he  op- 
posed the  second  reading  in  a  very  long 
and  most  energetic  speech,  and  if  he  (Sir 
John  Gray)  rightly  remembered  he  de- 
scribed it  to  the  House  as  a  confiscation 
Bill  designed  to  spoliate  the  property  of  the 
landlords,  and  the  noble  Earl  succeeded  in 
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his  oppoBition,  and  preyented  the  Bill  from 
heing  read  the  second  time.     Then  when 
the  nohle  Earl  himself  came  into  Office,  he 
brought  in  a  Bill  which  was  heralded  by 
his  friends  as  the  perfection  of  legislative 
wisdom.      But   he   never  proceeded  with 
that  Bill,  and  let  the  question  drop,  though 
he  pledged  himself  to  the  House  that  he 
and  his  party  were  fully  informed  upon  the 
suhjecti    and  quite  capable  of  settling  it 
without  further  delay.     Now,  however,  at 
the  expiration  of  the  Parliament,  he  and 
his  party  tell  us  they  must  have  more  de- 
lay, they  must  have  another  Commission, 
and  must  have   more    knowledge    before 
they  can   deal   with  this  great  question. 
They  were  to  have  another  Land  Commis- 
sion issued,   based  on  the   model   of  the 
Devon  Commission,  which  was  issued  four- 
and-twenty  years  ago,   and   which  ended 
in  nothing.      They  were  now  to  have  an- 
other based  on  a  precisely  similar  model, 
which  would,  no  doubt,  terminate  in  the 
same  way.     The  noble  Earl  spoke  of  the 
advisability  of  inquiry  into  the  extent  of 
land  on  which  a  peasant-farmer  might  live, 
and  said  that  would  constitute  a  feature 
of  the  promised  Commission.      The  Irish 
people  wanted  no  such  inquiry — they  could 
determine  that  for  themselves.     Each  man 
could  best  ascertain  how   much   or    how 
little   land  suited  his  requirements.     The 
adjustment  they  wanted  was  an  adjustment 
as  to  tenure,  and  not  as  to  extent  of  the 
holding.     The  tenant-farmers  ask  you  not 
for  inquiry,  but  for  security.     They  want 
secure  tenure — they  want  a  firm  foothold 
in  the  land  they  occupy  and  till — they  want 
that  neither  political  malice,  nor  religious 
rancour,    nor  personal  caprice  shall  have 
the  power  to  thrust  them,  their  wives  and 
children,  out  on  the  road-side ;  and  to  do 
this  no  inquiry  is  needed,   and   no  delay 
should   be   countenanced    or   encouraged, 
lie  (Sir  John  Gray)  then  protested  alto- 
gether against  this  Commission — it  was  a 
delusion,  and  would  end  in  postponement 
and  disappointment. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  desired  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  the  question  of  the  adjourn- 
ment. He  had  no  objection  to  attending 
the  House  on  a  Saturday  for  the  purpose 
of  advancing  Bills  which  had  already  been 
progressed  with,  and  the  passing  of  which 
was  necessary,  but  he  thought  it  undesir- 
able that  a  "jaded  House,"  to  use  the 
Prime  Minister's  own  words,  should  be 
Sir  John  Gray 


called  upon  to  diacois  new  Banniu  on  a 
Saturday  in  the  middle  of  Joly.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  Inland  Rerenae  Bill,  the  pro- 
visions of  which  would  excite  a  good  deal 
of  discussion.  The  right  Hon.  Gentleman, 
he  felt  certain,  did  not  intend  to  take  the 
House  by  surprise,  and  he  would  not, 
therefore,  he  trusted,  proceed  with  any 
new  measure  which  would  gire  rise  to  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  feared  that,  owing  tt 
the  shortness  of  the  Notice,  there  wooM 
not  be  so  lar^e  an  attendance  as  then 
otherwise  would  have  been  to  diacuss  thi 
new  clauses  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill, 
several  of  which  were  rery  important 

Mb.  DISRAELI   said,  he  always  en- 
deavoured to  arrange  the  Basineaa  in  as- 
eordance  with  the  conTenience  of  Memben. 
There  were  certain  measures  the  passing 
of  which  it  was  necessary  to  secure.  Tbsif 
would  be,  he  supposed,  little  if  any  donkt 
as  to  the  propriety  of  proceeding  with  iks 
Appropriation   Bill.     With  regard  to  thi 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill,  he    had  eertaiilf 
notified  to  hon.  Members  the  possibility  of 
its  being  proceeded  with  on  Saturday,  bit 
he  had  stated  that  the  matter  would  bi 
definitely  settled  that  OTening.     They  hsi 
made  considerable  progress  with  the  BiD 
that  day  having  got  through  all  the  ongi- 
nal  clauses,  the  postponed  olanses,  and  a 
great  many  of  the  new  clauses  ;  and  bit 
for  the  constitutional  discussion  whieh  bsi 
arisen  they  would  probably  have  sueceedsd 
in  passing  it  through  Committee.     The  i^ 
maining  clauses  would  probably  be  desk 
with  in  about  an  hour  to-morrow  so  thst 
the  Bill   might  be  read  a  third  time  si 
Monday.     The  Inland  Reyenue  Bill  wn^ 
he  believed,  a  good  one  and  ought  to  paMi 
but  if  it  was  likely  to  give  rise  to  serioM 
discussion  he  certainly  should  not  think  d 
pressing  it  on  a  Saturday  morning.    B 
there  were  any  other  measures  whieh  eoaU 
be  advanced  a  stage,  and  on  which  no  £§- 
cussion  was  expected,  they  would  of  eoms 
also  be  put  down. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  hetfd 
that  considerable  objeetion  was  entertained 
on  the  part  of  seyeral  Members  to  goiif 
forward  with  the  Indian  Bills  to-momv. 
He  mentioned  this  matter  in  order  that 
the  Government  might  not  be  unprepared 
for  objection. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  would  be  glad  if  hon.  Gentlemen  vho 
objected  to  any  of  these  meaaurea  vodd 
communicate  with  him,  so  that  these  BiOi 
likely  to  lead  to  diacuaaioiu  might  not  be 
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pot  00  the  Pftp«r  only  to  bo  withdrawn 
after  Iiod.  Hemben  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  eome  down  to  the  House. 

Mb.  PARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
lioped  that  the  Appropriation  Bill,  about 
whieh  a  good  deal  might  he  said,  would 
be  placed  on  the  Paper  after  the  Corrupt 
Pnetieea  Bill. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
noDt  of  the  House. 

Motion,  bj  lea? e,  wiAdravm, 


POOR  RELIEF  BILL— [Bha  186.] 
[Zar(b]— ooioaTXEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eonndered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3  (Poor  Law  Board  may  appoint 
Qfloers  when  Guardians  make  Default). 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  nothing  could 
1|0iiiQre  objectionable  than  gif  ing  the  Board 
^1^  power  of  taxing  the  country. 

Ma.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  moved  an  Amend- 
IMOt  to  the  effeot  that  the  Board  should 
BOl  insist  on  the  appointment  of  a  chap- 
lain, when  the  duties  of  that  officer  were 
•fioiently  performed  without  payment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
^'Fkwided  always,  That  the  Poor  Law  Board 
sbdl  not  insist  upon  the  appointment  of  a  ohap- 
Un  wberoTer  the  duties  of  that  officer  shall  be 
etteteotly  performed  without  payment."  —  (Mr* 
P.  A.  Taylor.) 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  3aid, 
tiie  Amendment  would  deprlTo  the  Board 
ff  a  power  it  possessed  already.  The  clause 
did  not  design  so  much  to  invest  the  Board 
vitb  new  power  as  to  give  it  the  means 
of  ei^orcing  the  power  it  was  already  in- 
tniated  with.  If  the  guardians  failed  to 
wgfjgovai  any  necessary  officer '  the  Board 
•owd  apply  for  a  mandamus  to  compel 
tlMm  to  do  so.  That  might  be  argued, 
•ad  e  return  made  that  the  guardians 
•oald  not  find  a  proper  person,  and  the 
Ihing  might  go  on  for  a  year  or  two,  so 
fhat  practically  the  law  could  not  be  carried 
Mt.  Last  Session  a  power  similar  to  that 
fOOght  to  be  conferred  by  the  clause  was 
given  to  the  Board  within  the  metropolis, 
nd  therefore  the  Board  was  only  asking 
Cor  that  power  in  tho  provinces  which  it 
already  possessed  in  London.  He  could 
■al  understand  why  a  chaplain  should  be 
tha  only  offieer  who  should  be  expected  to 


perform  his  duties  without  security  that 
his  salary  would  be  paid. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  that  at 
Leicester  the  duties  of  chaplain  were  duly 
performed  by  voluntary  officers;  and  the 
question  was  whether  in  such  a  case  the 
Board  should  have  the  power  of  appoint- 
ing an  officer  who  must  be  paid  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  the 
Board  had  the  power  already,  although 
they  had  been  compelled  to  resort  to  it  in 
only  one  instance,  in  which  the  guardians 
refused  to  appoint  a  chaplain  ;  and  even 
the  language  of  the  proposed  Amendment 
would  leave  the  Board  judges  of  the  ne- 
cessity just  as  much  as  they  were  now. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  these 
remarks  seemed  to  show  that  it  was  un- 
necessary that  the  clause  should  apply  to 
chaplains  at  all,  although  there  might  be 
strong  arguments  for  passing  it  as  regarded 
other  officers,  such  as  schoolmaster,  school- 
mistress, medical  officers,  and  nurses.  The 
office  of  chaplain  was  of  a  different  nature, 
and  it  would  have  been  well  to  have  raised 
the  question  separately.  On  the  Report 
he  should  propose  to  define  the  offices  to 
which  the  clause  applied. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
so  far  from  there  being  no  difficulty  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  chaplains,  it 
happened  there  was  at  present  a  London 
case  before  the  Board.  A  chaplain  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  but  for  the  power 
already  possessed  by  tho  Board  in  London 
the  case  could  not  be  dealt  with. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  he  did  not  see  why 
the  discretion  sought  should  not  be  vested 
in  the  Commissioners,  and  why  they  should 
be  under  the  necessity  of  applying  for  a 
mandamus, 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  wondered 
that  gentlemen  could  be  got  to  undertake 
the  duties  of  guardians  if  all  the  discre- 
tionary power  was  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Board. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
there  was  a  workhouse  in  Ireland  in  which, 
though  there  was  only  one  Protestant 
pauper  inmate,  a  Protestant  chaplain  at- 
tended, and  was  paid  a  salary. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
require  the  example  of  Ireland.  After  the 
description  given  of  that  country  by  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  House  of  Com* 
mons,  and  after  what  they  had  heard  of  it 
that  night  from  an  Irish  Gentleman,  he  had 
no  desire  to  see  England  assimilated  to 
Ireland.  He  remembered  to  have  heard  a 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  state  that  the 
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power  of  appointing  chaplains  was  given  Colonbl  W.  STITAItT  then  propoaed  at 

to  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Commissioners  be-  the  end  of  the  clause  to  add  thaae  words 

cause  it  was  necessary,  owing  to  the  cir-  — <'  Provided  always,  That  nothing  herdii 

cumstances  of  the  country,  that  they  should  contained  shall  relate  to  the  appiHtttmeal 

have  a  Toto  in  the  matter.     It  required  the  of  chaplains." 

power  of  the  Government  to  cope  with  that  .         ,       ^               j^^l        j_*^i. 

of  the  Soman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  Ire-  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  crft^ 

Ur.A  .    o«^     fV,nr^    h^A      Knnn      Jn.fnnno.     in  ^laUSe,      tO      add      tho       WOrds       "  FfOTldil 


land ;  and   there  had    been    instances   in  ,         »     JJI,  *        ^, .        .       .            ^  r^ 

which  vacancies  had  been  created  in  chap-  ^[''fP* ,  J^*/   'i^^^'^'S  herein    containsa 

laincies  against  the  will  of  the  Government.  fhaU /elate  to  the  appointment   of  char 

owing  to  the  opposition  of  that  hierarchy.  *'**"•  -((Colonel  Stuart) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought  Question  put,    "  That  thoae  words  k 

the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board  ought  there  added." 

to  give  the  Committee  some  information  as  The    Committee    divided:  —  Ayes  25 » 

to  whether  the  question   of  the  appoint-  Ij^o^s  73 :  Majority  48. 

ment  of  chaplains  was  really  involved  in        ,,     ^„.^^„^^  , 

this  clause.  ^^-  RBARDEN  stated  that  ha  had  kj 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said,  mistake  given  his  vote  in  the  last  diviiiai 

it  was  agreed  that  the  appointment  of  paid  '«  *}«  opposite  way  to  that  which  be  iii- 

nurses  was  desirable  in  country  workhouses,  tended,  and  he  was  proceeding  to  ezplsa 

He  thought,  also,  that  where  the  great  ^^^  *^®  mistake  occurred,  when— 

majority  of  the  inmates  of  a  workhouse  ThbCH AIRMAN, interposing,  infonid 

were  of  one  religious  persuasion,  a  chap-  ^'^  that  the  rule  of  the  Honse  was  thit  i 

lain  of  that  persuasion  ought  to  be  ap-  an  hen.  Member  went  into  a  Lobby  his  toIi 

pointed  to  attend  them  and  be  paid  for  the  f  •«  counted  with  that  Lobby.     The  hsi. 

discharge  of  that  duty.      There  was  a  Member  might  set  himself  right  by  atatitf 

Liverpool  workhouse  in  which,  he  believed,  that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  but  beyo^ 

the  great  majority  were  Roman  Catholics,  that^  the  House  could  not  enter  mto  At 

and  a  Roman  Catholic  chaplain  was  paid  consideration  of  the  matter. 

£300  a  year  for  attending  that  institution.  Qn  Question,   '*  That    the   Clause,  u 

If  the  majority  of  the  inmates  of  a  work-  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
house  were  members  of  the  Established 

Church,  and  the  guardians  should  refuse  Mr.  KNIGHT  said,  he   would  £vids 

to  appoint  a  chaplain  for  them,  he  believed  the  Committee  against  the  clanse,  wbiek 

it  ^ould  be  the  feeling  of  the  House  that  contained  a  principle  against  which  ik 

the  Poor  Law  Board  ought  to  hare  the  country    was  now   in    anna— namely,  s 

right  to  interfere,  in  order  that  the  inmates  great  increase  of  the  rates.      The  Horns 

might  be  provided  with  the  consolations  had  of  late  years  been  too  ready  in  inerssi- 

which  the  visit  of  a  clergyman  of  the  Es-  ing  the  rates.      When  a  question  of  ia* 

tablished  Church  would  afford  them.  creasing  the  general  taxation  waa  raisii 

Mr.   KINNAIRD   asked   whether  red  the  House  took  alarm,  but  when  the  kwsl 

tapeism  was  to  step  in  where  religious  con*  rates  were  concerned  the  caae  was  quits 

solation  was  afforded  by  voluntary  efforts  ?  different.     When  hen.  Gentlemen  went  It 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :    In  the   elections  he  belieyed  they  woold  bs 

such  a  case  the  Poor  Lnw  Board  would  asked  whether  they    had    Toted    for  sr 

not  for  a  moment  think  of  interfering.  against  clauses  in  Bills  largely  incraasuig 

Mr.  KNIGHT  said,  that  propositions  to  the  rates, 

alter  our  Poor  Law  arrangements  proceeded  Mr.    NEWDEGATE    said,   that  tkt 

year  after  year  from  the  permanent  staff  eoontry  objected  to  giving  the  Centitl 

of  tho  Poor  Law  Board.  Board  power  orer  the  rates,  because  the 

Colonel  W.  STUART  said,  thai  in  an  rate-payers  had  not  the  opportunity  kMafly 

omnibus  Bill  like  the  one  now  before  the  of  being  heard  on  the  subject.     He  ihoala 

Committee,  one  found  it  difficult  to  discover  oppose  the  clause. 

in  which  of  the  clauses  the  important  prin-  Mr.   J.    STUART    MILL  said,  tbst 

ciple  of  the  measure  was  really  contained,  the   grand  principle    of   improTemenI  in 

Poor    Law    administration    waa    not^  te 

Question  put,   *'  That  those  words  be  strengthen    the  power  of   the   gnardiaBS 

there  added."  but  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.     Thegoar- 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  27  ,*  dians  frequently  refiued  to  perform  thdr 

Noes  77:  Majority  50.  obvions  local  dnties^  to  tlie  iigory  of  the 

Mr.  Newdegate 
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mkf  the  poor,  and  the  luDatics,  and  to 
the  oppreaiion  of  the  medical  profession, 
which  performed  the  most  important  da- 
tiea  to  these  suffering  and  unprotected 
persons.  In  all  these  matters  the  central 
Authority  was  more  to  he  depended  upon 
than  the  local  Boards.  He  preferred  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  P.  A. 
TajWr),  hut,  as  the  Committee  had  nega- 
tired  it,  he  should  gi? e  his  strong  support 
to  the  clause. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  that,  as  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  a  national  poor  rate,  he  should 
vote  against  this  clause,  heoause  local  ad- 
nhiistration  was  the  only  ground  on  which 
•  national  rate  could  he  resisted.  Every 
atep  they  were  taking  in  setting  up  and 
atrangthening  a  central  administration  was 
kraaking  down  the  local  rate.  What  had 
oeaorred  this  Session  ?  There  had  heen 
Motion  after  Motion  to  hring  different 
apacies  of  property  into  assessment  which 
■aw  paid  nothing,  and  bow  much  longer 
vauld  the  House  he  able  to  resist  these 
Molions  if  the  pressure  of  local  burdens 
%ant  on  etery  day  increasing?  This 
ahlQse  authorised  medical  men  to  corre- 
l^ifmti  with  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  Lon- 
mukp  but  not  through  the  guardians.  A 
vbollT  independent  management  would 
Urns  he  set  up.  After  a  very  short  time 
ha  heliefed  the  new  system  would  break 
^down,  and  then  the  poor  would  be  worse 
aared  for  by  the  central  authority  in  Lon- 
Aw  than  by  the  local  Board  of  Guardians. 

Mb.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  he 
alioold  support  the  clause  on  the  ground  of 
aaonomy,  hecause  there  was  no  economy 
Bke  employing  properly'-qualified  and  pro- 
parlj-paid  persons.  The  system  of  em- 
ploy log  pauper  nurses  and  pauper  assis- 
tants had  let  to  great  abuses  and  great 
paealation. 


at  Shoeburymu. 
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Question   put,     "  That  the  Clause,  as 
:  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The   Committee    Jm (foi  ;  — Ayes  71; 
Meet  29:  Majority  42. 

Clanse  added  to  the  Bill. 
House  ruufMd. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
Ib-fnorroto. 


House  adjourned  at  hslf  past 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 

Saturday,  July  18,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sblkot  CoioamB— Roj&l  Gun 
Factories  nominated. 

PuBUo  Bills  —  Ordered  — Tenure  and  Improye- 
ment  of  Land,  Ae,  (Ireland)*;  Schools  and 
Training  Factories  (Ireland).* 

Firit  Reading  —  Tenure  and  ImproTement  of 
Land,  Ao.  (Ireland)*  [2441 ;  Schools  and  Train- 
ing Factories  (Ireland)*  [2451. 

Seewid  Reading  —  Consoli^ted  Fund  (Appro- 
priation*; Hudson's  Bay  Ck>mpany*  [240]; 
St.  Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London  *  [228]. 

Referred  to  Select  Cammittee~-St,  Mary  Somer- 
set's Ohurch,  London  *  [228]. 

Committee  —  Election  Petitions  and  Ck>rrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  {re^eomm.)  [631. 

Report — Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices 
at  Elections  {re-eomm.)  [68-243.1 

Third  Reading  —  Danube  Works  Loan*  [2271; 
Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
Supplemental  (No.  4)  *  [235]  ;  Colonial  Ship- 
ping* [286];  Admiralty  Suits*  [284];  Rail- 
way Companies  *  [287]. 

WUhdrawn  —  Probate  of  Wills,  4hs.  (Ireland)  * 
[129]. 

The  House  met  at  Twel7e  of  the  olook. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE  OFFICERS'  GRIEV- 
ANCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  QEAYES  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Commission  appointed  by  the  Treasury 
to  inquire  into  the  grievanoes  of  Customs' 
Officers  in  London  has  made  its  Report ; 
and,  if  it  is  intended  to  extend  the  inyes- 
tigation  to  the  outports,  when  the  inquiry 
may  be  expected  to  commence  ? 

Mk.  SCLATER-BOOTH  repHed  that 
when  a  similar  Question  was  put  to  him  a 
few  days  ago  he  stated  that  the  Commis- 
sion would  probably  report  before  the  close 
of  the  Session,  and  he  had  still  reason  to 
believe  that  this  would  be  so.  With  re- 
gard to  the  outports,  that  was  a  matter 
which  the  Treasury  would  have  to  decide. 
Certainly  the  Commission  in  its  present 
form  would  not  continue  the  inquiry,  but 
it  was  intended  that  the  whole  subject 
should  be  investigated. 


ARMT— EXPERIMENTS  AT  SHOEBURT- 
NESS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

^  Mb.  O'BEIENE  rose,  pursuant  to  No- 
tice, to  caU  attention  to  the  recent  experi* 
ments  at  Shoeburyness  with  reference  to 
the  proposed  Plymouth  fortifications. 

1£b«  dabby  OBIFFITH  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  hon.  GeiiLtleman  would  post- 
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pone  his  Notice  and  allow  the  Appropri- 
ation Bill  to  pass  its  present  stage,  so  that 
the  House  might  at  once  proceed  with  the  ! 
discussion  on  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill. 
This  Bill  was  one  that  the  Government 
had  done  everything  they  could  to  carry, 
and  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  he 
carried  to  complete  the  Reform  scheme. 
Some  thought  should  he  hestowed  upon 
what  would  he  the  position  of  hon.  Mem- 
hers  if  they  had  to  go  hefore  the  new 
constituencies  without  the  protection  that 
this  measure  would  afford ;  and  it  should 
also  he  home  in  mind  that,  while  some 
Members  were  staying  in  the  House  and 
doing  their  duty  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  other  Members  were  surreptitiously 
canvassing  behind  their  backs,  and  thus 
obtaining  an  advantage  over  them.  The 
hon.  Member  might  very  well  delay  his 
Question,  which  would  not  lose  by  waiting. 
Mb.  O'BEIBITE  :  I  think,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  recollected  for  a  moment,  he 
would  have  scarcely  made  that  request. 
This  Motion  stood  in  a  fair  position  on  ^ 
Thursday  last  for  discussion.  It  is  one 
which  has  been  watched  with  considerable 
interest  by  many  Members  of  this  House, 
and  also  by  a  large  number  of  persons 
outside  ;  and,  at  the  instance  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  I  at 
once  postponed  it,  in  order  that  the  other 
Public  Business  then  on  the  Paper  might 
be  proceeded  with.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  that  time  informed  me  that  I 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
to-day,  and  therefore  I  am  prepared  to  do 
so.  I  may  state  that  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
great  length.  I  therefore  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  call  attention  to  the  Motion. 
Although  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Devizes,  that  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Prevention  Bill  is  one  of  great 
importance,  yet  I  think  the  House  will 
scarcely  say  that  the  question  I  desire  to 
discuss  is  one  of  less  importance  to  the 
country  generally,  inasmuch  as  it  affects 
the  safety  of  the  kingdom,  and  also  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers,  involving  as  it 
does  an  enormous  amount  of  expenditure. 
Before  entering  on  the  question  of  which 
I  have  given  Notice,  I  wish  first  to  say 
one  word  to  clear  away  a  misconception 
which  has  arisen.  I  never  entertained 
the  opinion,  much  less  expressed  it,  that 
the  policy  already  decided  upon — that  a 
certain  amount  of  expenditure  for  shore 
fortifications  should  be  incurred— was  an 
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erroneooB  policy.  I  believe  that  a  BjBtem 
of  fixed  fortifieationB  is  a  neoeesazy  aod 
proper  expenditure.  What  I  did  object 
to  was  the  principle  on  which  the  foz1ifi« 
cations  were  being  constraoted,  and  not 
the  policy  which  dictated  their  construo* 
tion.  I  also  wish  distinctly  to  state^ 
and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  will  give  me  his  atten- 
tion— that  he  was  under  some  misappre- 
hension when  he  answered  a  Qoelrtioii 
which  I  put  to  him  some  time  ago.  He 
then  intimated  that  I  ought  to  be  in  a  po- 
sition to  satisfy  myself  on  the  informatioa 
and  figures  for  which  I  asked,  becaose  I 
was  in  connection  with  one  of  the  con- 
tracting firms.  This  is  a  personal  matter; 
and  I  now  assure  him  that  the  Btatemeot 
was  entirely  without  foundation;  that  I 
had  no  connection  with  any  company,  or 
any  firm  of  contractors;  and  that  I  had 
no  interest  in  the  matter  beyond  thit 
which  I  take  as  a  private  Member  of  thk 
House  and  as  one  of  the  general  pahlie. 
Sir,  in  February,  1867,  a  Report  w« 
issued  from  the  War  Office  giving  uia 
very  lengthened  and  precise  acooont  of  Ae 
several  fortifications  which  it  waspropoeel 
to  construct  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
our  arsenals  and  dockyards,  and  describing, 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  detail,  the 
principles  and  plans  on  which  these  forti- 
fications were  to  be  erected.  As  soon  ei 
the  information  given  in  that  Report  cane 
to  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  reiehed 
the  public  out-of-doors,  very  many  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  given  great  considentioB 
to  this  question  were  struck  with  the  in- 
sufficient character  and  faulty  principle  of 
the  fortifications  as  proposed.  The  saUetit 
was  much  canvassed,  and  when  the  n^ 
hon.  Gentleman  last  Session  introdued 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  asking  for  a  fiulher 
Vote  of  £800,000  to  be  applied  to  thii 
purpose,  I  took  the  liberty  of  placing  on 
the  Records  of  this  House  a  Motion  to  the 
efiect  that  no  further  expenditure  shonU 
be  incurred  on  account  of  fbrtificatioBi 
until  sufficient  experiments  had  been  made 
for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  piindplee 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  to  construct 
them.  In  that  Motion  I  was  ably  sup 
ported  by  my  noble  Friend  below  me 
(Lord  Elcho),  who  moved  an  Amendment 
to  my  Resolution  of  a  more  modente 
efiect,  that  experiments  should  be  under- 
taken to  test  the  efficiency  of  the  War 
Office  plans.  The  result  was  an  assoranee 
from  die  right  hon.  Baronet  that  sufBcient 
experiments  should  be  made,  and  that  the 


1439      Amif^SgSfmmmti      }Ji7Lt  18, 1868) 


at  Bko$hitynBU. 


1480 


r 


prinoiples  of  ibe  fortiflefttions  and  shields 
should  he  faJlj  tried.  I  am  bound  to  say 
{hat  these  experiments  htare  been  largely 
and  satisfectorily  undertaken  and  carried 
oat.  And  I  now  wish  to  deal  with  the 
xeonlts,  and  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
yritii  me  tiiat  they  are  of  a  very  remark- 
able oharaoter.  The  first  experiment  was 
to  pioTe  the  power  of  the  shields.  The 
House  is  already  aware  of  the  result  of 
fliat  ezperimenti  as  it  has  formed  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Beport  by  the  Committee  which 
was  appointed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
«t  the  end  of  last  year.  That  Report 
delivered  in  the  beginning  of  this 
ion.  It  contains  an  unqualified  con- 
of  the  shields,  thirty-fire  of 
vhiflh  had  been  most  unfortunately  and 
anmatnrely  sent  to  Gibraltar  and  Malta 
nr  the  protection  of  those  colonies.  The 
«speriment8  with  reference  to  the  Ply- 
sumfh  and  Bermuda  forts  took  place  on 
liie  16th  of  last  month.  There  was  on 
{hat  occasion  a  large  and  influential  at- 
indanoe  of  gentlemen,  many  of  whom 
ime  Members  of  this  and  of  the  other 
Bknue  of  Parliament;  the  Commander-in- 
lOlnef  was  present,  and  many  other  dis- 
iSngoished  persons  who  are  interested  in 
Iho  mibject.  The  firing  on  that  day, 
^dtlioiigh  it  was  by  no  means  of  a  satisfac- 
tory character,  so  far  as  any  real  test  was 
.in  qnestion,  was  quite  sufficient  to  show 
duit  the  Plymouth  fortification  which  has 
been  bo  much  relied  upon  was  an  exceed- 
ingjy  inefficient  mode  of  defence.  But  on 
fhtf  eeoond  day  of  the  firing  the  result  was 
■tQl  more  disastrous  to  ti^e  target.  As 
I  have  promised  the  House  to  be  brief,  I 
shall  not  enter  into  details  as  to  the  effects 
of  the  firing  on  the  sereral  days.  Nor 
jhall  I  attempt  to  describe  the  extraordi- 
nary damage  done  by  each  shot ;  it  will 
lie  aufficient  for  my  purpose  to  state  that 
the  effect  of  the  three  days'  firing  was  to 
eonpletely  destroy  the  fsibric,  and  to  leave 
file  impression  on  the  minds  of  all  present 
lliat  it  was  a  most  Hi-adapted,  and,  I  may 
a^9  a  most  useless  structure.  In  order  to 
^ive  the  House  some  idea  of  the  general 
.molt  of  the  firing,  I  will  read  a  short 
•straot  from  The  Times,  describing  the 
eflbot  of  the  shells,  which  penetrated  com- 
^etely  the  targets  on  the  third  day.  The 
Ttmsi  on  the  9th  of  July  states — 

''The  next  round,  alio  a  lO-inob  shell  with 
eham  for  1,000  yards,  was  more  sucoessfiil, 
ilriklDf  a  little  aboye  the  left-hand  corner  of  the 
wihoM.  It  did  great  damage,  carrring  awaj 
the  whole  of  the  shield  abore  the  emVrasare  up 


to  the  level  of  the  under  side  of  the  roof.  An 
enormous  mass  of  iron,  weigliinff  about  a  ton  and 
a  quarter,  was  projected  into  the  gun  chamber, 
and  two  short  pieces  of  iron  planks,  each  weigh- 
ing about  2  cwt.,  were  hurled,  one  nearlj  150  feet, 
and  the  other  nearlj  100  feet  to  the  rear.  The 
shell  burst  inside  the  casemate,  setting  fire  slightlj 
to  the  rope  mantlet,  and  sending  fragments  of 
iron  flying  in  all  directions.  This  was  the  most 
formidable  result  yet  produced.  Had  it  occurred 
in  action  it  would  have  disabled  the  gun,  and 
made  a  clean  sweep  of  all  the  defenders  in  that 
part  of  the  building." 

Such  is  the  account,  given  by  The  I}ime8* 
reporter,  of  the  third  day's  firing.  But 
the  Committee  were  not  entirely  satisfied, 
and  on  the  8th  of  the  present  month  they 
decided  to  fire  what  is  called  a  salvo  of 
guns  at  the  structure.  Four  guns  were 
laid  in  position,— one  of  them  missed  fire, 
but  the  shots  from  the  other  three  struck 
the  target.  As  soon  as  the  smoke  from 
the  discharge  had  cleared  away,  the  first 
object  which  met  the  view  of  those  on  the 
ground  was  the  active  effort  of  a  gallant 
general  to  get  through  the  breach  which 
had  been  made  in  the  face  of  the  target— 
an  effort  in  which  he  succeeded  without 
much  trouble,  his  purpose  being  to  examine 
the  damage  sustained  by  the  interior. 
This  fact,  I  think,  is  sufficiently  conclu- 
sive as  to  the  target's  inefficiency  for  de- 
fensive purposes.  But  before  I  leave  this 
part  of  the  question  I  am  anxious  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
the  fact  that  that  target  was  not  a  true 
representation  by  any  means  of  the  fort 
contracted  for  and  to  be  constructed  at 
Plymouth.  The  fort  as  contracted  for  was 
less  than  the  target  erected  at  Shoebury- 
ness  by  5  inches  of  iron  in  the  interior 
supports,  on  which  such  structures  mainly 
depend.  The  fort  to  be  constructed  at 
Plymouth  presents  also  on  its  surface  15 
inches  of  iron  in  three  thicknesses,  while 
the  target  shot  at  at  Shoeburyness  con- 
sisted of  a  thickness  of  twenty  inches.  The 
Shoeburyness  target  was  strengthened 
materially  on  the  inner  side,  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  as  I  am  assured  by  those  who 
examined  both,  was  a  very  different  struc« 
ture  to  that  which  was  contracted  for  in 
1867.  But  this  is  not  the  most  remark- 
able circumstance  connected  with  this 
matter.  The  fort  which  was  contracted 
for  in  February,  1867,  and  that  which  ia 
being  completed  under  a  modification  of 
that  contract  at  this  moment,  are  completely 
different  in  their  characters.  The  alterations 
in  the  contract  have  added  a  great  amount 
of  strengthening,  in  fact,  many  changes 
have  been  made,  but  at  great  expense, 
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which  have  altogether   altered   and  in- 
creased the  resisting  power  of  the  fort.    I 
think  it  is  perfectly  right,  wherever  any  im- 
proTement  presents  itself  to  the  minds  of 
those  who  hare  charge  of  the  oonstmction 
of  these  fortifioationsy  that  those  improve- 
ments should  be  at  once  adopted;  but  I 
think   these  alterations  fully  and  com- 
pletely justify  my  noble  Friend  and  myself 
in  the  course  we  adopted  last  year^  when 
we  urged  upon  the  House  the  entire  in- 
efficiency of  the  proposed  structure,  and 
endeavoured  to  stop  further  expenditure 
upon  it,  the  more  particularly  as  many  of 
the  points  of  weakness  to  which  I  then  re- 
ferred have  been  since  rectified  by  orders 
from  the  War  Office.    What  has  recently 
taken  place  has  abundantly  shown  that, 
at  the  time  we  interfered  last  year,  no 
experiments  which  could  be  relied  upon 
had  then  been  undertaken,  and  also  proved 
that  the  experiments  which  have  since 
been  carried  on  have  not  been  nearly  suffi- 
cient to  tell  us  what  is  the  true  system 
which  ought  to  be  adopted.    The  target 
representing  the  Plymouth  and  Bermuda 
forts  has  now  been  proved  to  be  utterly 
useless  for  the  purposes  for  which  these  forts 
were  intended,  and  if  this  be  the  case  it  wiU 
scarcely  require  much  argument  to  show 
that  the  forts  which  are  now  being  con- 
tracted for  in  the  ITorth  of  England  and 
on  the  Thames  are  utterly  useless,  and 
that  the  money  which  has  been  expended 
upon  them  up  to  the  present  time,  amount- 
ing to  little  short  of  £35,000  for  each  fort, 
has  been  totally  lost  to  the  country.    Now 
this,  I  say,  is  a  serious  question,  which 
the  House  would  do  well  to  consider,  and 
which  requires  that  we  should  receive  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  has  charge  of 
this  Department  some  assurance  that  the 
present  system  should  be  discarded,  and 
that  no  further  outlay  should  be  permitted 
until  the  question  shall  be  fully  inquired 
into.    I  must  also  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  another  remarkable  circum- 
stance.   Two  years  ago,  before  the  Ply- 
mouth contract  was  entered  into,  a  case- 
mate, called  the  War  Office  casemate,  had 
been  erected  at  Shoeburyness. .  That  case- 
mate was  built  upon  a  very  peculiar  sys- 
tem, with  great  care    and  after  mature 
deliberation,  I   think  after    the  plan  of 
Colonel  Jervois,  one  of  the  officers  of  the 
War  Department,  and  I  think  that  the 
principle  of  that  casemate  does  that  officer 
very  great  credit.    It  was  designed  at  a 
time  when  the  12-inoh  guns  had  not  been 
tried  against  any  of  our  armour  plates, 
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and  was  simply  intended  for  the  purpose 
of  resisting  the  artillery  then  known — 
the  7-inch  and  the  9-inch  guns  —  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  it  completely  suc- 
ceeded in  throwing  off  the  shot  and  shell 
fired  irom  those  guns.  The  casemate  now 
offers  the  fullest  evidence  of  its  own  suc- 
cess   at   Shoeburyness,   where  it   stands 
perforated  in  many  places  by  the  11-inch 
and  12-inch  guns,  having  perfectly  resisted 
the  smaller  class  of  artillery  brought  against 
it,  which  entirely  failed  to  do  it  any  mis- 
chief,   although    forty-two  rounds    were 
fired  against  it,  or  nearly  double  the  num- 
ber fired  at   the  Plymouth  target.      It 
certainly  does  appear  somewhat  singular 
that  such  a  structure,  which  stood  ready 
at  the  hand  of  the  authorities  to  be  tried 
as  a  test  of  the  resisting  power  of  forts  so 
constructed,  should  have  been  left  undis- 
turbed on  the  sands  of  Shoeburyness  for 
so  long  a  period,  and  that,  notwithstanding 
the  opportunity  of  learning  something  of 
the  subject  was  thus  offered  to  the  War 
Office  they  should  not  have  availed  them- 
selves of  it,  but  should  have  entered  ob- 
stinately and  without  trial  into  the  large, 
and  as  I  believe  useless,  contracts  which 
I  have  described.  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  War  is  now 
pretty  well  aware  that  the  experiments 
asked  for  last  year  were  very  neoeesazy 
and  very  desirable,  and  that  a  great  amount 
of  advantage  will  be  gained  by  the  oountry 
from  the  result  of  those  experiments.  Pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  consider 
it  within  the  line  of  his  duty  to  tell  us, 
in  the  observations  he  will  doubtless  make 
in  reply  to  me,  whether  he  does  not  think 
that  the  advice  given  to  him,  even  by 
amateur  Members,  as  hh  chose  to  call  my 
noble  Friend  and  myself  last  year,  was 
not  sound  and  good  advice.     I  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  accept  the 
caution  which  we  then  offered  to  him.    I 
am  sure  it  was  offered  in  the  very  best 
spirit,  and  without  the  slightest  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  War  Office.     I  have 
only  one  or  two  words  to  add.     I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  last  experiment 
which  was  made  the  day  before  yesterday, 
and  I  do  so  because  it  refers  specially  to 
the  question  of  shields.     The  House  will 
remember  that  the  shields  to  which  I 
have  alluded  as  being  sent  to  Bermuda 
and  Gibraltar  turned  out  to  be  failures. 
The  question  was  then  raised  whether  a 
shield  could  be  constructed  which  would 
resist  the  heavy  ordnance  which  could  now 
be  brought  against  it.  Almost  coeval  with 
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ihe  War  Oflke  eaaemate  waa  the  shield 
eonatmcted  by  Mr.  Hughes,  of  the  Mill* 
irall  Iron  Works  on  a  principle  he  had 
loi^  advocated.  This  shield  was  con- 
timeted  and  finished  in  1865 ;  bat  the 
Wur  Office  authorities  did  not  believe  in 
it^  aa  the  principle  on  "which  it  was  con- 
iteiMted  was  not  their  principle,  and  in 
fMUiaeqiiance  found  no  more  favour  in  their 
0Sm  than  the  casemate,  and  therefore  it 
mw  never  tried.  The  contract  for  the 
4MBsiniotion  of  shields  for  our  foreign 
MJllhinn  was  entered  into  although  this 
■iield  remained  within  the  control  of  the 
Department,  to  be  experimented  upon 
they  pleased,  and,  singular  to  say, 
I  not  shot  at  until  the  day  before 
y — ^nearly  two  years  and  a  half 
three  years  ^om  the  date  of  its  con- 
Ion.  The  Committee  appointed  to 
tend  the  experiments  very  properly 
vcny  &irly  submitted  this  ediield  to 
~y  the  same  ordeal  that  was  applied 
Ibe  Gibraltar  shield.  The  guns  were 
,  the  distance  was  the  same— 
,ty  yards — ^the  charges  were  the  same, 
shot  the  same,  and,  if  I  remember 
^,  the  number  of  rounds  was  the 
;  and  the  result  was  that  the  artillery 
y  fedled  in  producing  any  effect 
er  upon  it ;  as  may  be  seen  from 
morning  papers  of  to-day,  it  absolutely 
without  any  iujury  the  effects  of 
heavy  firing  against  it.  In  fact,  it 
oompletely  successful  in  beating  the 
9  as  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
admit  when  he  receives  the  detailed 
which  will  no  doubt  be  presented 
im  on  the  subject.  I  think,  therefore, 
la  also  very  much  to  be  regretted  that 
ahield  was  not  tried  before  the  con- 
which  have  cost  the  country  so 
money  were  entered  into.  It  ap- 
to  me,  Sir,  that  those  who  advised 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  hesitate  about 
ig  that  shield  and  casemate  tried, 
not  offer  that  sound,  good  and  unpre- 
advice  which  they  ought  to  have 
If  the  shield  had  been  tried  this 
last  year,  when  it  was  quite  ready,  a 
amount  of  perfectly  useless  expendi- 

E»  must  have  been  saved,  and  we  should 
this  time,  if  they  were  to  be  used  at  all, 
B  had  structures  that  would  repel  any 
Aot  that  could  be  fired  against  them,  so  far, 
11  boat,  aa  the  ordnance  at  present  known 
floold  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them. 

Hofcioe  taken  that  forty  Members  are 
JMi  present ;   House  counted,  and  forty 
ibers  behig  found  present, 


Mb.  O'BEIBNE  resumed,  I  much  re- 
gret that  so  much  time  has  been  lost  by 
so  useless  a  proceeding  as  has  just  been 
adopted  by  the  hon.   Gentleman  behind 
me  (Mr.  Monk).    It  will  of  course  be  a 
question  between  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  constituents  whether  the  latter  will 
approve  of  this  attempt  of  his  to  keep 
back  what  I  have  stated  is  a  grave  public 
question,   involving    the    expenditure  of 
millions  of  money  which,  as  I  have  as- 
serted, has  so  far  been  uselessly  expended, 
and  with  reference  to  which  I  have  been 
earnestly,  and  I  hope  briefly,  endeavour- 
ing to  explain  to  the  House  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  have  formed  these  opinions. 
The  immediate  object  which  led  me  to 
draw  attention  to  the  subject  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session  was  this — I  desired 
to  impress  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  War  the  necessity  of  giving 
to  the  House  some  assurance  as  to  what 
his  future  policy  will  be  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  I  wished  to  recall  the  attention 
of  hon.  Members  before  the  close  of  the  pre- 
sent Session — before  this  House  had  sat  for 
the  last  time— to  a  subject  which  I  believe  to 
be  of  serious  moment,  which  has  frequently 
and  for  a  long  period  occupied  public  con- 
sideration, and  which  I  believe  to  be  second 
to  no  other  in  the  general  interest  it  has 
excited  throughout  the  country.     I  have 
now  only  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  after  the  various  experiments  to 
which  I  have   alluded,  and  the  results 
which  I  have  stated,   he  will  give  the 
House  some  hope  that  he  will  stop  fur- 
ther   expenditure    on    fortifications    and 
shields    until    we    shall    have    attained, 
either  by  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
which  he  has  himself  appointed,  or  by 
further  experiments,  should  they  be  con- 
sidered necessary,  such  a  degree  of  cer- 
tainty as  our  present  scientific  knowledge 
will  enable  us  to  reach  with  reference  to 
this  most  intricate  and  difficult  question  ? 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he 
means  to  stay  his  hand  and  to  prevent 
further  outlay,  or  whether  he  means  to 
accept  before  the  House  and  before  the 
country   the  grave    responsibility  which 
will  fall  upon  him  and  his  Colleagues 
should  he  persevere  in  the  wastefol  appli- 
cation of  the  public  money  to  a  system  of 
fortifications  which  all  the  information  we 
now  possess  emphatically  and  beyond  all 
question  declares  to  be  entirely  unsuited 
to  the  purposes  of  defence  of  our  arsenals 
and  dockyards  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended? 
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Sib  JOHN  PAXINGTON  said,  he  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  conrse  taken 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Beirne)  in 
bringing  this  matter  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House;  and  he  thought  the 
practical  reason  assigned  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  close  of  his  speech  for 
submitting  this  question  was  fair,  just, 
and  reasonable.  He  (Sir  John  Pakington), 
however,  regretted,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  Session,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  hare  felt  himself  com- 
pelled at  that  moment  to  raise  such  a 
question,  because  he  confessed  that  he  was 
not  in  a  position  to  give  so  distinct  and 
decided  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
inquiry  as  ho  should  be  able  to  do  if  the 
matter  were  mentioned  a  few  days  later. 
The  important  experiments  which  took 
place  at  Shoeburyness  upon  the  Plymouth 
target  wore  carried  on  under  the  super- 
intendence of  the  Committee  especially 
appointed  for  the  purpose.  From  that 
Committee  he  expected  a  full  Report  of 
their  judgment  of  the  result  of  those  ex- 
periments, and  until  he  had  received 
that  Beport  ho  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  would  admit  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
upon  the  course  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  take.  He  could  not,  however, 
help  remarking  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  little  exaggerated  the 
effect  of  the  firing  on  the  Plymouth  tar- 
get. The  Plymouth  fort  was  no  doubt 
designed  to  resist  most  powerful  artil- 
lery, but  not  precisely  the  guns  of  that 
day.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  indeed 
pointed  out  the  distinction  between  the 
guns  in  favour  some  few  years  ago  and 
those  at  the  present  period ;  but  he  did 
not  apply  that  distinction  as  he  ought  to 
have  done  to  the  experiments  which  were 
tried  the  other  day  at  Shoeburyness. 
Those  experiments  of  firing  to  which  the 
target  was  exposed  were  of  extraordinary 
force.  The  order  which  ho  (Sir  John 
Pakington)  had  given  upon  this  subject 
was  that  tho  fort  to  be  fired  at  should 
be  placed  at  the  nearest  possible  distance 
at  which  an  enemy's  ship  could  approach 
in  a  time  of  war  —  namely,  about  200 
yards,  and  that  it  should  be  exposed  to 
the  fire  of  a  22-ton  gun,  with  a  full 
charge  like  tho  Armstrong  gun.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must,  however,  candidly 
admit  that  the  fort  was  not  originally 
designed  to  bear  the  firing  of  a  gun  of 
that  kind,  such  a  gun  not  having  been 
known  at  the  time  the  fort  was  designed, 
Mr.  (ySrime 


and  he  was  rare  that  he  would  also  ad- 
mit that  an  enemy's  ship  oonld  liardly 
approach  to  within  200  yards  of  ths 
fort,  considering  the  ordinary  chances  of 
war.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  tks 
target  on  that  occasion  was  knocked  to 
pieces  after  a  few  days*  battering.  Hi 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  indeed  believed  thik 
the  target  was  in  a  very  infirm  oonditicm; 
but  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  it  h^ 
been  exposed  to  a  trial  of  moat  extia* 
ordinary  severity,  and  competent  ja4gN 
were  disposed  to  think  that  the  reiistiBf 
power  of  the  target  was  very  conoder- 
able.  There  existed  no  defect  in  the  pria* 
ciple  on  which  the  fort  was  constmeteil 
and  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  its  behf 
made  a  very  valuable  and  efficient  one  iiv 
taking  advantage  of  the  experience  d^ 
rived  from  the  trial,  and  adding  to  tti 
strength  of  the  structure.  He  did  Mt 
think  that  the  hon.  GFentleman  was  j» 
tified  in  his  remark  that  the  result  of  lb 
trial  showed  that  the  fort  was  entinlr 
inefficient  for  the  purpose  it  was  designd 
for.  The  old  complaint  had  been  nvirBi 
that  some  alteration  had  been  made  in  tti 
constraotion  of  the  fort ;  but  on  qnestMS* 
ing  some  persons  concerned  in  its  oonstm- 
tion  he  was  informed  that,  though  in  Mi 
part  there  was  an  additional  layer  of  im 
in  other  parts  the  alteration  was  VKl 
trifling.  He  did  not  admit  that  it  wfl 
right  to  refuse  permission  to  indivkloili 
who  had  the  responsibility  of  building  nih 
structures  to  avail  themselves  from  tiat 
to  time  of  fresh  inventions  and  discoreri^ 
so  that  the  fortifications  might  be  is  It 
for  their  purpose  as  it  was  posdbla  tv 
make  them.  In  reference  to  the  triilrf 
the  Millwall  shidd,  which  took  pliH 
within  the  last  few  days,  it  wonU,  k 
thought,  be  preniature  to  express  anj  o|i- 
nion  upon  those  experiments.  Jodgiigi 
however,  from  the  newspaper  reports  te 
had  seen  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  tiaft 
shield  had  stood  the  firing  to  which  itww 
exposed  extremely  well.  He  should  W 
the  last  person  to  refhse  the  credit  thit 
was  justly  due  to  the  contriver  of  tkat 
shield  ;  but  still,  he  repeated,  it  would  be 
premature  to  pronounce  an  opinion  wa 
its  merits  merely  from  the  statements  usj 
read  in  newspaper  reports.  He  wooU 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  isid 
that  the  Millwall  shield  the  day  befon 
yesterday  was  exposed  to  the  same  kind 
of  trial  as  was  the  Gibraltar  shield  last 
autumn,  that  it  was  not  exposed  to  the 
same  trial  to  which  the  Plymouth  fort  y« 
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eAOieS  wifh  the  22-ten  goA.    If  he  (Sir 
Jonn  Pakin^n)  were  not  mistaken  he 
had  seen  a  rarther  statement  in  the  news- 
paper acoonnts  of  the  Millwall  experi- 
ments, whioh  strongly  contrasted  with  the 
oomplete  suocess  reported  to  have  heen 
aohieyed  —  namely,  a  statement  to  the 
effiaot  that  great  pains  had  been  taken  to 
give  rapport  to  the  Millwall  shield  by  cer- 
tuA  trttficial  erections  behind  it.    If  that 
ware  the  case  it  mnst  necessarily  deduct 
froin  the  yalue  of  the  construction  ;  but  he 
duKild  very  shortly  receive  a  Beport  of  the 
«kpariments  from  the  same   Committee 
Afli  had  superintended  the  experiments 
with  the  Plymouth  target.    In  reply  to 
tte  inquiry  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Uen- 
fleman,  he  should  certainly  exercise  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  necessary  caution 
wmhr  such  circumstances.    He  could  not 
|dTe  a  definite  answer  to  the  hon.  Qen- 
veman  until   he  had  in  his  hand  those 
interesting  and  important  Reports  referred 
^tbf     Whilst,  on  the  one  band,  he  was  un- 
^W>lUng  to  interpose  any  unnecessary  delay 
[jJb  this  matter,  on  the  other  hand  he  felt 
i.jBiat  the  result  of  those  experiments  im- 
'^^j^oaed  a  heavy  responsibility  upon  the  Go- 
Lirarament  not  to  proceed  further  in  this 
Amotion  without  the  fullest  consideration 
'■mi  the  Beports  which  were  yet  to  be  pre- 
ited. 
LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  thought  that  the 

GFentleman  who  brought  this  subject 
tewaid  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  House, 
his  observation  led  him  to  the  condu- 

that  the  most  ungrateful  task  which 
aovld  fall  to  the  lot  of  any  Member  on  his 
aUe  of  the  House  was  to  submit  for  dis- 
eoaaion  any  question  relating  to  mal^ad- 
■iidstration  in  a  great  public  Department, 
ar  to  endeavour  to  bring  about  a  reduction 
af  aspenditure.  On  such  occasions  the 
■#af"^^^  Reformers  were  generally  absent, 
r^  if  present,  cheered  anything  which  fell 
(Aom  a  €k>vemment  official  with  a  view  to 
'flnowing  a  shield  over  mal-administration. 
;Ma  sooner  did  an  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
to  faring  forward  an  important  question 
Uke  that  under  consideration  than  he  was 
adfiod  not  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Boosey  and  thereupon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawoett)  cheered.  Imme- 
diately afterwards  another  great  financial 
Bafiii  iner,  the  hon.  Member  for  Glouoes- 
tSTf  got  up  and  moved  that  the  House  be 
aannted.  The  subject  under  discussion 
was  one  which  concerned  the  national 
aafistyy  and  the  due  and  proper  expendi- 

of  a  vast  amount  of  publio  money, 


and  the  hon.  Member  fbr  Cashel  (Mr. 
O'Beime)  had  brought  it  forward  that  day 
upon  a  dear  understanding  with  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  What  he  complained  of  was 
that  these  forts  had  been  contracted  for 
without  the  system  upon  which  they  were 
constructed  having  been  previously  ade- 
quately tested,  and  the  result  had  been 
that  a  large  sum  of  money  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  forts  which  were  totally  in- 
efficient. On  entering  the  railway  car- 
riage to  go  down  to  witness  the  trial  of 
the  Plymouth  shield  a  paper  was  put  into 
their  hands  whioh  informed  them  that  the 
trial  was  to  be  inductive  only  and  not  ac- 
tual ;  that  the  guns  were  to  be  fired  with 
reduced  charges,  at  200  yards,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  exact  e£fect  that  would  be 
produced  were  the  guns  fired  at  1,000 
yards  with  full  battering  charges.  They 
were  informed  by  that  paper  that  no  ship 
could  come  within  500  yards  of  a  for^ 
whereas  Admiral  Dacres,  Admiral  Milne, 
and  Sir  John  Hay  told  them  that  vessels 
could  easily  be  taken  within  200  yards  of 
the  forts,  and  that  if  a  vessel  was  to  be 
sunk  a  captain  would  sooner  have  her  sunk 
in  shoal  water  than  in  deep  water.  On 
the  matter  being  pointed  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  at  once,  on  arriving  at 
Shoeburyness,  directed  that  the  experi- 
ments should  be  conducted  with  full  bat- 
tering charges,  an  alteration  in  the  pro- 
gramme that  greatly  astonished  the  Com* 
mittee.  The  Plymouth  fort  was  designed 
and  tendered  for  to  meet  the  gun  of  the 
period,  but  instead  of  that  it  was  tested 
with  the  22-ton  gun,  which  was  now  said 
to  be  invented  after  the  fort  was  designed. 
That  was  the  whole  point  at  issue.  The 
Gibraltar  shield  and  Plymouth  fort  were 
never  tested  before  they  were  designed  and 
constructed,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
they  went  to  pieces.  If  the  subject  had 
not  been  brought  before  the  House  the 
Bermuda  and  Gibraltar  shields  would  have 
been  put  up  at  all  the  important  ports. 
The  fact  was  that  they  were  designed  by 
a  Gentleman  in  the  War  Office  on  his  own 
hook,  without  taking  any  account  of  the 
valuable  information  on  the  point  possessed 
by  the  Admiralty.  That  Department  had 
conducted  a  series  of  experiments,  and  had 
laid  down  certain  data,  which,  if  followed, 
would  have  prevented  these  continual  com- 
plaints ;  but  in  spite  of  that  they  went  on 
constructing  Department  shields  at  a  great 
expense,  which  were  proved  defective, 
happily  under  fire  of  our  own  guns; 
whereas,  if  the  course  of  these  financial 
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Beformen  had  been  adopted  on  this  point, 
which  involved  national  safety,  honour, 
and  economy,  the  first  notice  the  public 
would  have  had  would  have  been  the 
crumbling  of  these  forts  under  the  fire  of 
the  enemy's  g;un.  

Sib  JOHN  PABINGTON  said,  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  22-ton  gun 
was  invented  when  the  Plymouth  forts 
were  invented. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that  owing  to  the 
assistance  which  the  Government  received 
from  amateurs  or  from  some  other  cause, 
the  expenditure  upon  the  army  and  navy 
had  been  enormously  increased  of  late 
years.  He  protested  against  the  time  of 
the  House  being  occupied  bv  a  discussion 
of  this  kind  when  they  had  met  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  a  specific  mea- 
sure. 

Mn.  MONK,  in  reply  to  the  taunt  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  denied  that  hon. 
Ifembers  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
were  anxious  to  obstruct  measures  for  the  re- 
duction of  expenditure.  Few  Members  were 
more  regular  in  their  attendance  than  he 
(Mr.  Monk)  was  when  Supply  was  taken, 
and  he  invariably  voted  for  roduction  of  ex- 
penditure ;  but  he  was  unaware  that  any 
practical  good  would  result  from  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  been  raised  to-day.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  and  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  O'Beime),  however,  had 
doubtless  accomplished  their  object,  which 
was  to  "  air  their  oratory." 

Mb.  FAWCETT  protested  against  the 
unnecessary  attack  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  made  upon  him  in  ac- 
cusing him  of  not  being  a  sincere  financial 
reformer.  He  expressed  disapproval  at 
this  Motion  having  been  brought  forward 
at  a  time  when  they  were  brought  down 
to  consider  a  most  important  Bill  for  the 
prevention  of  bribery  and  corruption  at 
Parliamentary  Elections.  So  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  knew  the  noble  Lord  had 
never  yet  voted  in  favour  of  a  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  expenditure. 

ELECTION    PETITIONS    AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES   AT   ELECTIONS  {re-cam^ 

mitted)  BILL— [Bill  68.] 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Staford  NortheUe,) 

ooMMiTTEB.    [ProgvesB  17 th  July.'} 

Bill  earuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Snt   FEANCIS    GOLDSMID    moved 
the  following  clause : — 


** Whenerw  snTpersoxi  who  •hall  have  ho«i a 
oandidate  at  any  Election  (whether  he  ihaU  or 
shall  not  ha?e  been  returned  at  raoh  Eleetion) 
shall  be  reported  hj  the  Judge  who  fcriei  a  Petition 
oomplaining  of  each  Eleetion,  to  ha?e  been,  hj 
himsell  or  hia  agenta,  gailty  of  bribery  or  trei^ting 
at  inch  Election,  all  yotee  which  shall  have  been 
gi?en  for  such  candidate  at  such  Election  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  been  thrown  away,  in  like 
manner  aa  if  he  had,  at  the  time  of  such  Election 
been  incapable  of  beinc  elected,  and  as  if  notice 
of  such  incapacity  had  been  giren  to  erery  elector 
immediately  prcTions  to  his  voting  :  ProTided 
always,  That  no  other  person  who  shall  ha?e  been 
a  candidate  at  snch  Election  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  been  duly  elected  thereat,  in  consequence  of 
the  votes  given  for  the  candidate  who  shall  be 
reported  guilty  of  bribery  or  treating  being 
deemed  to  have  been  thrown  away,  unless  at  least 
one-third  of  the  registered  electors  entitled  to 
vote  at  such  Election  shall  have  voted  thereat  for 
snch  other  candidate." 

The  hon.  Baronet  said  hia  proposition  was 
founded  upon  the  principle,  not  of  inflict- 
ing penal  consequences  upon  those  guilty 
of  bribery,  but  of  removing  all  temptation 
to  commit  the  offence,  and  making  bribery 
defeat  its  own  object  by  leaving  ^e  bribo' 
outside  that  House  instead  of  bringing  him 
into  it. 

Clause  (Yotee  for  candidates  guilty  of 
bribery  thrown  away,)  —  (flf»r  -FV-ffsw 
Ooldim%d,)^~hrought  upf  and  read  the  fint 
time. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said,  be 
had  done  everything  he  could  and  adopted 
every  suggestion  that  appeared  likely  to 
put  an  end  to  bribery  and  corruption,  un- 
less the  proposal  were  carried  to  an  extent 
that  seemed  to  him  unjust.     It  was  once 
said  that  a  Judge  put  an  end  to  a  prsotiee 
which  during  his  time  was  very  life,  of 
captains  ill-treating  their  seamen^  by  hang- 
ing an  innocent  captain.     The  praotioa 
might  have  been  put  an  end  to  by  hanging 
that  captain,  but  he  objected  to  the  mesnfl 
by  which  the  end  was  aocomplished.    He 
objected  to  this  clause  because  he  believed 
it  to  be  unjust  to  the  constituency.    The 
question  was  not  how  it  would  work  in 
one  but  in  every  instance.    He  would  take 
the  case  of  a  constituency  of  8,000  eleotoiBi 
one  candidate  polling  1,000  and  the  other 
2,000.    If  four  or  Ave  cases  of  corruption 
among  the  majority  were  proved,  the  effect 
of  this  clause  would  be  practically  to  die- 
franchise  the  great  majority  of  the  ooneti- 
tuency,  against  whom  there  was  no  im- 
putation.   That  seemed  to  him  unjoit 
Besides,  the  successful  candidate  would  be 
exposed  to  great  danger.    Whatatemp»- 
tion  would  be  held  out  to  any  four  or  w 
persons  to  come  forwMd  «&d  say  th^^ 
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Toted  fbr  the  •nooessfbl  candidate  and  were 
improperly  dealt  with.  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  meet  such  a  case.  The  minority 
would  be  represented  daring  the  Parlia- 
ment, the  snccessful  candidate  would  be 
dieqaalified,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the 
constituency  practically  disfranchised. 
'  Mil  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  the 
SLonse  was  on  its  trial.  The  principle  of 
tiie  plan  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
(ffir  Francis  Goldsmid)  was  introduced  by 
tiie  present  Oovernment  in  the  Reform 
-XilL  They  had  paltered  with  electioneer- 
ing eorruption  till  the  money  question  had 
lieoome  the  disgrace  of  English  election- 
aoring,  and  they  must  apply  a  drastic 
ramnedy  by  the  establishment  of  a  pure 
ifaibunal.  He  should  support  the  clause. 
Colonel  WILSON-PATTEN  said,  the 
would  lay  candidates  open  to  all 
of  tricks  and  snares;  and  any 
iber's  seat  could  be  taken  from  him  if 
were  passed.  A  couple  of  clever  lawyers 
put  upon  it  any  interpretation  they 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
would  succeed  in  stopping  corruption 
ittempting  to  do  so  by  means  of  such 
injustice  as  formed  the  basis  of  this 
It  would  admit  to  the  House 
ibers  who  had  polled  only  one-third  of 
number  of  electors.  The  good  feeling 
erery  man  must  revolt  against  it. 
Mb.  LOWE  maintained  that  the  argu- 
it  of  the  Solicitor  General  was  put  too 
when  he  placed  it  on  justice  and  the 
its  of  the  majority.  How  did  they 
\i  the  rights  of  the  majority  now  ? 
oases  of  bribery  the  votes  of  the  ma- 
lty actually  went  for  nothing;  but  the 
ition,  which  was  one  not  of  justice  but 
liency,  was  this — given,  a  case  of 
proved  against  the  successful  can- 
given,  another  candidate  petition- 
who  had  polled  one- third  of  the  votes; 
it  most  for  the  good  of  the  public 
for  the  cause  of  purity — which  they 
had  at  heart — that  the  minority  should 
represented  during  the  then  Parliament, 
tiiat  those  who  had  had  their  pockets 
should  at  a  new  election  have  an 
Canity  of  reaping  a  double  harvest  ? 
the  votes  have  been  thrown  away  so 
the  return  of  one  candidate  is  con- 
Mrned,  they  should  be  equally  thrown 
cwaj  as  against  his  opponent.  He  thought 
fhe  olause  offered  a  great  encouragement 
to  pnrity.  There  was  no  injustice  or  ini- 
^inty  in  it  of  any  kind. 

Ifau  EINGLAKB  explained  that  he  had 
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on  the  Paper  a  Motion  to  add  to  the  olause 
a  provision  that  any  candidate  petitioned 
against  shall  be  able  to  present  a  counter 
Petition,  and  the  defeated  candidate  must 
clear  himself  of  imputation  before  his  Peti- 
tion against  the  elected  candidate  shall  be 
heard.  The  question  was  whether  the 
House  would  not  merely  constitute  a  tri- 
bunal, but  make  it  the  duty  or  interest  of 
some  one  to  put  its  machinery  in  action. 
Under  the  present  system  it  was  neither 
the  duty  nor  the  interest  of  any  one  to  be 
a  Petitioner.  It  was  very  rare  indeed 
that  the  person  petitioning  gained  the  seat 
by  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  con- 
tended that  the  clause  would  operate  with 
the  greatest  possible  injustice  to  the  large 
majority  of  the  electors  in  a  borough.  A 
successful  candidate  who  was  perfectly 
innocent  would  be  exposed  to  this  danger 
— a  person  who  represented  himself  to  be 
an  agent  who  had  opened  a  public-house 
and  fraudulently  treated  or  bribed  some 
three  or  four  individuals  might  come  for- 
ward and  say,  "  I  bribed  these  men ;  I 
can  show  you  how  not  only  to  unseat  the 
Member,  but  to  disqualify  him,  disfran- 
chise the  great  majority  of  the  constituency, 
and  transfer  the  seat  to  a  candidate  who 
had  polled  only  one- third  of  the  voters." 
This  was  a  question,  not  of  expediency, 
but  of  justice.  The  clause  seemed  to  him 
to  carry  the  penalty  too  far. 

Mr.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  an  immaculate 
borough,  with  only  two  or  three  black 
sheep.  The  character  of  a  borough  was 
well  known  in  the  bribery  market.  The 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading 
(Sir  Francis  Goldsmid)  went  directly  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.  The  Bill  was  the 
keystone  of  the  arch  of  Reform. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  the  great 
objection  to  this  clause  was  that  by  its 
operation  an  injustice  would  be  done  to 
the  opinions  of  the  majority.  Now,  either 
that  majority  was  tainted  with  the  corrup- 
tion of  the  candidate,  or  it  was  not.  If 
it  were,  it  ought  to  be  punished  as  well  as 
the  candidate;  if  it  were  not,  then  it  would 
be  only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of  a  corrupt 
Member. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  said,  the  ob- 
jection was,  not  that  they  got  rid  of  a 
corrupt  Member,  but  that  they  were  also 
saddled  with  one  to  whose  opinions  they 
had  the  greatest  objection. 
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Question  put,  "  That  the  Clanse  be  read 
a  second  time.'' 

The   Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  48  ; 
Noes  79  :  Majority  31. 

Mr.    FAWCETT   brought    forward  a 
clause,  the  substance  of  which,  and  of  a 
supplementary  clause,  he  explained  to  be 
to  tlirow  the  expense  of  elections  upon  the 
county  or  borough  rates ;  but  that,  with 
a  view  to  prevent  clearly  unnecessary  and 
vexatious  contests,    a  condition  was  an- 
nexed which  was  adopted  with  good  effect 
in    Australia,  that  the  candidate   should 
deposit  a  sum  with  the  returning  officer 
as  a  pledge  of  his  sincerity  in  the  contest. 
He  had  fixed  the  sum  at  £100,  but  he 
was  willing  to  consult  the  feeling  of  the 
House,   and  either  to  diminish  or  to  in- 
creape  the  sum.     In  order  to  prevent  the 
constituency  being  put  to  unnecessary  ex- 
pense, he  proposed  that  this  sum  should 
be  forfeited  if  the  defeated  candidate  did 
not  poll  one-tenth  of  the  number  of  vot^s 
recorded  for  the  successful  candidate  who 
was  lowest  on  the  poll.     Here,  again,  he 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  House  as  to  the 
exact  numbers,  as  he  only  was  anxious  to 
affirm  the  principle.     It  was  objected  to 
this  plan  that  the  constituencies  might  not 
like  it,  and  that  Members  might  be  afraid 
to  disoblige  their  constituencies.     In  an- 
swer to  that  he  could  only  say  that  the 
subject  had  been  before  the  public  for  a 
long  time — it  had  been  discussed  in  all  the 
papers,  and  he  had  received  many  hundreds 
of  letters  upon  it;    but  tiiere  was  not  a 
single  one  that  did  not  express  the  warmest 
approval  of  the  scheme.     Then  it  was  said 
that  this  scheme  would  encourage  unne- 
ees8ary  contests  ;    but  he  did   not  think 
that  would  be  the  case.     Everybody  knew 
that  at  present  the  contests  were  got  up 
mainly  by  solicitors  and  agents,  and  this 
scheme  would  rather  have  a  tendency  to 
check  that  course.     Besides,  the  expenses 
of  the  municipal   elections  were  all  de- 
frayed by  the  rates,  and  he  was  at  a  loss 
to  understand  why  the  county  elections 
should  not  be  defrayed  in  the  same  manner. 
It  was  the  general  opinion  that  the  cost  of 
elections  was  the  great  danger  to  the  Con- 
stitution.     If  something  were  not  done, 
and    that  speedily,  to  check  the  evil,  it 
would  be  impossible  in   a  few  years  to 
obtain  a  seat  in  the  House  except  by  a 
large  expenditure  of  money,  and  he  thought 
there  was  a  danger  to  the  Constitution  in 
such  a  state  of  things. 


Clause— 
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(ProTidin;  for  retaming  oflloen^ 
of  rates.) 

**  At  every  Election  for  any  county  or  boroogh, 
the*  expenses  lawfully  incurred  by  the  retamiai 
ofBcers  for  the  provision  of  hustings,  poll  eleriii 
polling  booths  or  rooms,  and  any  other  nrrcmsfj 
requisites  for  the  oonduet  of  the  Eleotion,  shsll 
j  be  defrayed  in  tbe  case  of  any  coanty  frost  tkt 
county  rate,  and  in  the  ease  of  any  borough  oil 
of  the  monies,  and  in  the  manner  and  propoitioai 
mentioned  in  the  Act  of  the  sixth  year  ofVietori^ 
chapter  eighteen,  section  flfty-flve,  with  rsspwt 
to  the  expenses  of  carrying  into  effect  the  pro» 
sions  of  that  Act ;  and  the  account  of  sneh  a* 
penses  sliall  be  made,  allowed,  and  paid  in  ths 
manner  provided  in  the  said  Act :  Provided,  Thil 
it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  be  noai* 
nated  as  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election,  obIm 
he  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall,  befors  •■ 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of  the  day  preoediog  tht 
day  of  nomination,  have   paid    to  the  retunim 
officer  the  sum  of  one  hundred  pounds  to  be  s^ 
plied  in  the  following  manner  (that  is  toi^: 
where  a  poll  shall  take  place  at  any  such  Eleetii^ 
the  returning  officer  shall  apply  the  nooisB  ■ 
paid  to  him  by  any  such  candidate  who  shall  m^ 
at  the  close  of  the  poll,  have  received  a  noBhr 
of  votes  equal  at  least  to  one -tenth  part  of  tb 
votes  received  by  the  successful  candidate,  if  Oi^ 
one,  or  by  such  one  of  the  successful  eaodidsin 
if  there  shall  be  more   than  one,  as  ahall  km 
received  the  smallest  number  of  TOtes,  ia  ui    \ 
towards  defraying  the  lawful  expenses  of  tht  if* 
turning  officer  relating  to  such    Election ;  Mti 
after  any  such  Election  the  returning  offleersksl 
forthwith  repay  to  any  such  candidate  who  sksl 
have  been  declared  elected  without  a  poll,  or«H 
whether  declared  elected  or  not,  shall  havt  it- 
ceived  a  number  of  votes  equal  at  least  to  nik 
tenth  part,  the  monies  so  paid  by  or  for  hia  tf 
aforesaid,"— <lfr.  Fawceit,) 

'■^brotiffht  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  questiM  a 
which  the  hen.  Member  for  Brighton  {lb* 
Fawcett)  was  interested  had  alio  bea 
treated  by  another  Member  of  the  HoM 
— the  hon.  Member  for  MiddleMZ  (Ml 
Labouohere) — and  he  confessed  thst  if  As 
Honse  were  to  adopt  the  prinoiple  of  tti 
measure  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mm- 
ber  for  Middlesex  seemed  to  him  to  bi 
the  simplest  and  the  most  sensible  of  tht 
two.  But  he  objected  to  the  propoatiait 
because  the  rates  of  the  coanty  had  beet 
so  burdened  of  late  that  he  thought  thej 
ought  to  lie  fallow  for  a  time,  and  that  it 
would  be  unwise  in  a  Bill  for  the  sapMSt* 
sion  of  corruption  to  introduce  this  infidioai 
principle  of  increasing  the  rates.  Bit 
there  was  another  objeotioo.  This  wis  a 
Bill  to  prevent  corrupt  practices,  and  bs 
had  yet  to  learn  that  the  payment  of  tht 
expenses  of  the  letozniag  offloar  by  t 
candidate  was  a  oomipt  practice.  It  was 
not  connected  with  ue  sobgeot^iattirof 
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Ihe  Bill,  and  on  these  two  groands  he  miiBt 
oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  LABOUCHBRE  observed  that  the 
payment  of  returning  officers*  expenses 
Became  a  corrupt  practice  by  the  excessive 
eharges  which  were  made  in  some  cases. 

Mb.  COBBANCE  :  Knowing  that  some 
diflbrence  of  opinion  exists  on  this  side  of 
the  House  upon  the  merits  of  the  question 
now  before  us,  I  may  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
saj  a  few  words,  which  will,  at  least,  ex- 

eain  my  own  conduct  upon  it.  It  seems 
me  an  eminently  unsatisfactory  result 
of  the  present  Reform  Bill  that  it  should 
tend,  both  in  county  and  town,  to  increase 
^e  expenses  of  elections.  And  no  less  so, 
that  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  no  effort  of  a  bond  fide  nature  has 
been  made,  at  least  as  far  as  counties  are 
ecmoemed,  to  lessen  that  expense.  Pirst, 
the  voting  papers  were  quietly  dropped 
oaty  and  no  further  effort  was  made  to 
tetain  the  principle,  even  as  far  as  out- 
coanty  voters  were  concerned.  On  two 
pooaaions  I  endeavoured  to  bring  this 
guestion  before  the  House.  I  met  no 
■apport,  notwithstanding  its  importance 
to  Members  on  this  side  the  House.     Let 

SI  oonfess  that  it  caused  me  great  regret, 
en  came  the  question  of  conveyance ; 
snd  Clause  23  was.  struck  out.  It  was, 
Indeed,  revived  as  far  as  the  boroughs 
^ere  concerned ;  but,  although  we  were 
warned  of  its  importance  to  ourselves  by 
file  right  hon.  Member  for  South  Lanca- 
flihire,  I  was  once  more  unsuccessful  in 
ealling  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
tbe  point.  No  alternative  was  offered  to 
iney  and  no  effort  made  to  meet  the  obvious 
want.  On  the  other  hand,  by  every  pro- 
"fiiion  of  this  Reform  Bill,  the  expenses 
will  be  increased.  Now,  let  me  ask,  to 
what  result  ?  The  return  of  rich  men,  no 
doubt,  and  the  representation  of  wealth. 
Hbwy  there  does  seem  to  me  to  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  danger  in  this  if  pushed 
beyond  a  certain  point.  I  know  it  may 
aeem  to  some  a  consistent  thing  that  in  a 
WOalthy  county  representatives  should  be 
tibh,  and  very  consonant    to  social  con- 

eions  that  we  should  be  governed  thus ; 
t  let  the  House  remember  this — that 
among  the  constituencies  there  will  not 
pSi  to  be  men,  and  these  of  no  ordinary 
^l^sa,  who  will  object  to  be  thrown  in 
with  the  lot,  and  who  view  with  great  re- 
vngnance  a  Government  based  upon  such  a 
iviercantile  principle  as  this;  and  that 
ttere  may  arise  no  small  danger  and  in* 
foorenienoe  from  such  a  source.    It  seems 


to  me  that  we  have  already  experienced 
the  disadvantage  of  this ;  and  it  is  as  the 
representative  of  an  agricultural  commu- 
nity that  I  say  this.  I  have  asserted  that 
we  have  something  to  complain  of,  and 
even  some  wrongs  to  be  redressed  ;  and 
though  this  is  denied  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  I  repeat  it 
as  a  fact.  Well,  perhaps  it  is  our  own 
fault,  due  to  the  state  of  our  representa- 
tion in  this  House.  From  such  a  cause 
our  estates  have  been  wasted  and  our 
choice  of  Members  restricted  greatly  to 
our  loss.  There  has  been  wanting  even 
the  stimulus  of  competition  to  such  men 
to  induce  them  to  qualify  for  the  post; 
and  of  this  we  feel  the  result  in  our  pre- 
sent position  in  this  House.  Now,  of 
these  things  I  speak  as  one  personally 
unconcerned,  and  I  ask  hon.  Members  to 
place  themselves  on  the  same  footing  while 
they  consider  this.  It  is  a  public  question 
of  no  slight  importance,  and  should  be 
considered  in  no  other  light.  One  thing 
alone  prevents  us  from  accepting  it — that 
it  adds  even  slightly  to  the  rates.  I  have 
stated  my  opinion  firstly  fully  upon  this, 
that  such  taxation  is  often  illegal  and 
always  unjust  upon  its  present  base.  I 
cannot  consent  to  add  to  such  burdens, 
even  for  so  great  an  object  as  this  ;  and 
unless  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  propose 
some  alternative  I  must  decline  to  record 
my  vote. 

Mb.  BAINES  argued  that  the  Act  of 
last  year  would  greatly  increase  the  neces- 
sary expenses  of  elections;  and  if  those 
expenses  were  to  be  thrown  on  the  can- 
didates, it  would  be  tantamount  to  restoring 
the  old  property  qualification  for  Mem- 
bers, which  had  been  abolished  some  years 
since  by  Parliament  as  wrong  in  principle. 
In  Leeds  the  number  of  electors  had 
been  increased  from  7,000  to  upwards 
of  35,000  ;  and  as  no  more  than  500 
votes  could  be  recorded  under  the  Reform 
Act  at  any  one  polling-place,  there  must 
be  between  sixty  and  seventy  polling 
places.  It  was  customary  to  have  at  each 
polling-place  a  deputy  returning  officer 
at  three  guineas,  a  clerk  at  a  guinea, 
besides  messengers ;  and  without  the 
check  which  municipal  management  would 
certainly  impose  the  expenses  would  be 
enormous.  However  prejudicial  this  might 
be  to  candidates,  it  would  be  still  more 
injurious  to  those  lately  admitted  to  the 
franchise ;  for  the  votes  conferred  upon 
them  would  be  of  no  use  if  we  diminished 
the  number  of  those  out  of  their  own  class 
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who  could  be  retarned  to  Farliamenti  by 
increasing  the  expenses  of  elections  and 
throwing  them  on  the  candidates.  A 
greater  evil  could  not  be  inflicted  on  the 
constituencies  than  to  reduce  the  number 
of  those  who  might  be  fairly  and  justly 
called  upon  to  represent  them  ;  and  the 
House  had  been  repeatedly  appealed  to 
from  both  sides  to  enable  those  to  enter  it 
who  in  interests  and  feelings  were  iden- 
tified with  the  classes  forming  so  con- 
siderable a  portion  of  the  large  constitu- 
encies. The  objection  to  imposing  a  new 
tax  upon  the  rates  was  met  in  principle  by 
the  fact  that  the  Reform  Act  extended  the 
franchise  to  eyery  ratepayer.  When  com- 
paratively few  of  the  ratepayers  had  votes, 
it  would  have  been  unjust  to  throw  the 
expenses  of  elections  on  the  whole  body  ; 
but  now  that  all  the  ratepayers  were  en- 
franchised, it  was  just  and  reasonable  that 
all  should  contribute  to  the  expenses 
attendant  on  the  giving  of  their  votes. 
The  Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  Leeds 
Town  Council  had  considered  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
and  approved  of  it.  It  was  idle  to  suppose 
that  any  undue  number  of  the  working 
classes  would  be  returned  to  Parliament.  It 
would  always  be  so  expensive  to  live  in 
London  and  to  devote  one-half  of  the  year 
to  Parliamentary  Business,  that  there  was 
no  probability  that  any  large  number  of 
Members  in  humble  circumstances  would 
enter  the  House ;  there  was  no  fear  that 
property  would  not  always  be  well  repre- 
sented ;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
it  seemed  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
was  the  necessary  corollary  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  which  had  already 
been  made. 

Mk.  DAEBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
was  much  interested  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Baines)  so  well  describe 
the  evils  and  dangers  of  a  system  of  which 
he  had  been  a  most  distinguished  advo- 
cate. Not  one  of  the  labouring  classes,  if 
his  statements  were  true,  would  ever  be 
able  to  set  his  foot  within  those  doors  as 
the  advocate  of  his  class.  It  was  an  ex- 
cellent illustration  of  the  maxim — Necia 
artifices  arte  pcrire  ma. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  must  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  clause.  He 
viewed  with  great  regret  the  addition  of 
any  charges  to  the  rates  of  this  country  ; 
but  the  chief  importance  of  the  clause  was 
as  to  its  effect  on  the  borough  franchise. 
On  the  part  of  the  community  at  large  it 
would  really   effect  a  very   considerable 

Mr.  Ba%ne% 


economy,  because  it  had  a  tendency  to 
prevent  wasteful  expenditure.    It  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  expense  con- 
nected with  contested  elections  fell  upon 
the  candidate  alone.     In  a  multitade  of 
ways  it  was  a  burden  upon  the  commu- 
nity ;  and  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
the  ratepayers  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have  this  provision.      He   regarded  the 
clause  as  proceeding  upon  a  sound  principle. 
It  was  time  Parliament  expressed  a  judg- 
ment, especially  with  the  widely  extended 
constituency,  as   to  the   true  nature  of 
Parliamentary  duties,  and  decided  whether 
sitting  and  voting  in  the  House  was  a 
privilege  to  be  enjoyed  by  the  individual 
or  a  duty  to  be  performed  towards  the 
community.     In  his  judgment  it  was  a 
duty  performed  towards  the  community, 
and  preaching  upon  the  subject  would  be 
greatly  strengthened  by  enactments  show- 
ing that  it  was  regarded  as  a  duty.    Of 
course,  it  would  be  unjust  to  impose  upon 
the    community    any    election    expenses 
which  could  be  regarded  as  optional ;  yet 
the  essential  and  necessary  expenses  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  community.    As  to  the 
bearing  of  the  clause  or  some  such  clause 
upon  the  admission  of  rich  men  and  poor 
men  into  the  House,  it  was  impossible  not 
to  feel  the  force  of  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Baines).    It 
would  be  worse  than  ridiculous  to  admit 
all  classes  to  the   franchise,  and  yet  to 
continue  arrangetiients  which  practically 
limited  the  choice    of  candidates.     He 
thought  that  to  hold  it  was  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  our  institutions  to  prevent 
poor  men  from  coming  into  that  House 
was  a  most  pernicious  doctrine.    On  the 
contrary,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  oould  be 
more    desirable,    with    reference  to  the 
safety  of  those  institutions,  than  that  the 
artizans— the  working  classes — should  he 
represented  by  men  of  their  oWn  order. 
Of  course,  they  oould  not  have  many  of 
that  class  in   the  House  of   Commons. 
There  were  barriers  to  it  which  no^  legis- 
lation had  imposed;  but  let  not  Parliament 
impose  other  barriers  —  hard  legal  ones. 
The  coming  into  Parliament  of  such  mcu 
would  be  most  beneficial  to  all  classes.    I| 
would  do  more  than  anything  else  could 
do  to  strengthen  the   confidence  of  ^^ 
people  in  the  Imperial  Parliament    Hj 
did   not  think  this  clause   would  efifect 
much  in  the  way  of  admitting  those  men; 
but,   at  least,  it  would   remove  a  very 
odious  barrier  to  their  admission. 
Mb.  BONHAM-CABTBR  said,  ha  wM 
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in  &TOiir  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
olanae  was  framed ;  but  should  prefer  the 
dause  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  Beaumont)  had 
given  Notice — that  one  half  the  expense 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  rates. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  point  which  had  been  for  some  time 
under  discussion  was  undoubtedly  one  of 
Tery  considerable  importance  ;  but  as  that 
point  had  no  reference  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices, he  thought  the  proposed  clause 
iroold  be  very  much  out  of  place  in  that 
BUL  The  principle  of  the  clause  was  one 
which  deserved  more  consideration  than 
fX>nld  be  given  to  it  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. It  might  be  said  that  the  counties 
and  boroughs  ought  to  bear  the  expenses 
of  the  elections;  but  he  thought  that 
pfrinoiple  was  open  to  question.  Suppose 
A  Member  of  Parliament  accepted  an  office 
in  the  Government,  his  appointment  to 
which  made  it  necessary  that  he  should 
go  to  his  constituents,  ought  the  expenses 
of  the  election  to  be  charged  on  the  county 
or  the  borough,  as  the  case  might  be  ? 

Me.  J.  STUART  MILL :  Is  it  fair  or 
reasonable  to  take  advantage  of  a  technical 
difficulty  in  order  to  leave  a  question  of 
this  sort  undecided  until  after  the  next 
election?  If  in  a  purely  legal  point  of 
Tiew  it  does  not  belong  to  the  subject  of 
eorrupt  practices,  yet  it  belongs  to  a  sys- 
tem of  measures  of  which  that  relating  to 
eorrupt  practices  is  the  completion.  Un- 
less it  be  agreed  to,  the  system  will  be 
left  incomplete,  and  the  Reform  Act  will, 
in  some  important  respects,  actually  de- 
teriorate the  representation,  for  its  prac- 
tieal  effect  will  be  to  bring  us  nearer  to 
A  plutocracy  than  we  ever  have  been 
1>efore.  I  would  most  earnestly  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk  (Mr. 
Corrance),  who  has  made  so  excellent  a 
Speech  in  favour  of  the  proposition,  to  put 
mt  the  present  in  abeyance  bis  objections 
to  any  additional  burthen  on  the  local 
sates  —  objections  in  which,  as  I  have 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  I  in  part 
flgree,  and  which  will  certainly,  with  the 
whole  subject  of  the  incidence  of  rates, 
eome  under  the  early  consideration  of  the 
new  Parliament.  I  beg  him  to  trust  the 
fkimess  and  sense  of  justice  of  the  future 
House  of  Commons,  and  not  to  resist  a 
vroTision  required  for  the  beneficial  work- 
ing of  our  political  institutions,  because  it 
inTolves  a  very  small,  and  probably  tem- 
porary, addition  to  the  local  expenditure. 

Mn.  CORRANC£  said,  to  the  proposal 


made  there  was  but  one  objection  he  could 
entertain — that  it  fell  upon  one  kind  of 
property,  and  not  upon  the  whole,  as  it 
ought.  Hon.  Qentleman  had  promised 
their  assistance  to  remove  that,  and  he 
closed  with  the  offer  held  out,  and  should 
claim  it  in  due  time  and  place,  and  upon 
that  distinct  understanding  he  would  give 
his  vote. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT,  while  pre- 
ferring his  own  proposal,  would  give  his 
support  to  the  second  reading  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton's  clause. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  it 
would  no  doubt  be  agreeable  enough  to 
Members  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay 
these  expenses ;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  county  rates  were  very 
heavy,  and  the  borough  rates  so  over- 
powering that  in  many  places  they  could 
hardly  be  collected.  Yet  they  were  now 
asked  to  pass  a  clause  which  was  admitted 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  corrupt  prac- 
tices— the  proper  subject  of  this  Bill.  Far 
from  lowering  the  expenses,  it  would  in 
all  probability  increase  them  by  diminish- 
ing the  interest  of  individual  candidates 
to  keep  them  down. 

Me.  white  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that,  taking  into  consideration  the  economy 
which  would  be  practised  if  this  charge 
were  forced  upon  the  constituencies,  the 
burden  on  the  property  of  the  country 
would  not  exceed  ^d,  in  the  pound. 

Me.  THOMSON  HAN  KEY  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  Government  were 
acting  disgracefully  in  raising  technical 
objections  to  the  clause,  which  would  cer- 
tainly receive  his  hearty  support.  This 
was  the  first  occasion  on  which  any 
attempt  had  been  made  to  diminish  the 
expenditure  at  elections. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  78; 
Noes  69  :  Majority  9. 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  moved  an 
Amendment  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton's  clause  as  to  expenses  of  return- 
ing officers,  &c.,  to  the  effect  that  one- 
half  of  these  expenses  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  rates. 

Me.  BAINES  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion, 
which  was  founded  half  in  injustice  and 
half  in  justice.  The  whole  of  the  official 
ezpenees  at  municipal  elections  were  paid 
out  of  the  borough  rates. 
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Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  there  had  been  a  die* 
tinct  understanding  betweeb  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  to 
the  effect  that  if  his  scheme  were  rejected 
the  hon.  Member  should  introduce  his 
Amendment.  On  his  part,  he  promised 
that,  in  the  event  of  his  own  proposal 
being  rejected,  he  would  vote  for  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  find,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  now  deemed  it  necessary  to 
bring  forward  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  monk  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont)  would  not  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  He  should  not 
have  voted  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  if  he  had  not  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
intended,  if  the  clause  were  carried,  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  M.  T.  BASS  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  there  had  been  any  misunderstanding 
in  the  matter.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  was  also  of  opinion 
that  there  had  been  no  violation  of  any 
understanding ;  but  at  the  same  time  urged 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  they  had  been 
told  that  Gentleman  went  down  to  con- 
stituencies ticketed  at  the  amount  of 
money  they  could  spend.  He  never  heard 
of  that  before  ;  but  the  authority  wns  so 
good,  he  daresay  the  statement  was  true. 
If  a  candidate  were  saved  the  necessary 
expenses  of  an  election,  he  would  have  so 
much  more  money  to  spend  in  bribery. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAtMOKl?  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Mb.  BOUYERIE  objected  to  the  proTiso 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  providing  that  no  candidate 
should  be  named  unless  before  the  day  of 
nomination  he  should  have  deposited 
£100  with  the  returning  officer.  A  pro- 
posal of  that  nature  proceeding  from  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  was  calculated 
to  make  hon.  Members'  hair  stand  on  end. 
It  was  the  common  right  of  the  electors  at 
an  election  to  nominate  anybody  who  was 
a  subject  of  the  Queen  and  of  full  age  as 
a  candidate  for  the  constituency. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  learn  that  anyone  could 
be  nominated  and  elected  who  was  not  in 
possession  of  £100,  but  whose  friends  were 
willing  to  put  down  £100  for  him. 

Mr,  Battles 


Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  he  doubted  whe 
ther  it  was  competent  for  the  House,  ex- 
cept in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
to  impose  burdens  upon  rates,  as  had  been 
done  by  the  last  division. 

The  chairman  intimated  that  the 
rote  was  quite  in  Order. 

Yiscx>UNT   MILTON    said,    the  clause 

which  had  just  been  agreed  to  contained 

no  reference  to  the  county  of  York  or 

those  other  counties  which  were  split  up 

into  divisions.     He  moved  the  addition  at 

the  end  of  the  clause  of  the  words — 

*<  Provided  always  that  in  oaae  the  ooanty  at 
which  the  coonty  rate  it  made  ii  or  ihali  be  di* 
Tided  into  two  or  more  parts  for  Parliamentary 
representation,  then  the  same  expenses  shall  ba 
charged  and  defrayed  by  and  out  of  the  eoanty 
rate  levied  for  that  part  of  the  county  for  which 
the  election  takes  place." 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJER  thought  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment  was  sound,  as  it  would  be 
unjust  to  saddle  a  whole  county  with  the 
expense  of  an  election  for  one  of  its  divi- 
sions, But  in  most  counties  at  present 
the  county  rate  was  indivisible,  and  there 
was  no  machinery  for  separating  it.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  necessary  to  add  some 
words  to  the  Amendment  to  provide  ma* 
chinery  for  dividing  the  rate. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  there 
were  many  parishes  that  were  partly  in 
one  division  and  partly  in  another. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  regarded  this  as  an 
example  of  the  difficulties  in  which  the 
House  had  involved  itself  by  accepting 
the  clause.  He  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment ;  but  he  suggested 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Yiscount  Milton) 
should  withdraw  it  for  the  present,  and 
bring  it  up  in  a  oiore  practioable  form  at 
a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
whole  question  was  one  of  policy,  not  of 
words.  The  difficulty  of  dividing  the 
rates  would  apply  not  only  to  counties  hut 
even  to  certain  boroughs,  where  the  pa- 
rishes were  not  conterminous  with  the 
borough.  There  was  neither  time  nor 
opportunity  to  carry  into  effect  a  policy  of 
this  kind,  nor  had  the  House  given  suffi* 
cient  consideration  to  the  subject 

Mb.  Sebjeant  GASELEE  believed,  that 
where  there  was  a  will  there  was  a  waji 
would  not  be  frightened  by  the  time  aign- 
ment,  and  would  leave  the  counties  to  pay 
for  divisional  elections  rather  than  sacrifice 
the  clause  that  had  been  carried. 

Mb.  LEEMAN,   as  a  practical  man, 
said,  there  was  no  difficulty  whatever  m 
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amni^  flie  matter  and  properly  appor- 
tundDg  ti^e  conntj  rate. 

Hb.  LOCKE  also  thought  that  there 
would  he  do  diffioolty  in  apportioning  the 
eacpenees  among  the  different  districts  of  a 
eonnty. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  the  Committee 
had  passed  by  a  small  majority,  but  after 
a  oonsiderable  discussion,  a  very  important 
fliMiae,  involving  a  new  principle,  and  he 
fhoiight  it  would  be  undesirable  that  they 
dMNild  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
mafcten  of  detail.  He  would  therefore 
anggeat  that  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount 
Milton)  should  withdraw  his  Amendmenti 
md  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  should  allow  the  proviso  to 
be  struck  out  of  the  clause  on  the  under- 
jtanding  that  upon  the  Beport  these  two 
^eations  would  be  fully  considered,  and 
.pKOvision  made  respecting  them. 

Ma.  WYLD  observed,  that  many  hon. 
(Members  had  voted  for  the  clause  who 
ivonld  not  have  voted  for  the  proviso. 
He  himself  was  under  the  impression  that 
ke  was  voting  for  the  clause  alone. 

Yjbcount  MILTON  expressed  his  readi- 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  with  a 
to  afford  an  opportunity  for  a  more 
earefiil  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Amendment  \DXthdra\Dn, 

Mb.  fawcett  intimated,  that  he 
would  not  press  his  proviso  at  that  moment 
if  it  were  understood  that  they  should 
liereafter  have  an  opportunity  of  coneider- 
ing  an  amended  proposal  for  the  attain- 
nent  of  the  same  object.  If  hon.  Members 
ebould  think  it  a  better  arrangement  he 
iinmld  have  no  objection  to  provide  that 
the  £100  should  be  deposited  when  a  poll 
waa  demanded. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  observed,  that  if 
ilie  clause  had  been  proposed  without  that 
pferiso  there  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  would  not  have  voted  for  it.  He 
therefore  suggested  that  the  hon.  Member 
Ibr  Brighton  should  withdraw  the  clause 
ae  a  whole,  and  bring  up  a  new  one  on  the 
^aeDorv. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  thought  that, 
fceforo  consenting  to  have  the  clause  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  the  Committee  should 
kttfe  a  guarantee  that  some  proviso  would 
he  inserted  in  it  to  prevent  candidates  who 
had  no  hon&fide  intention  of  contesting  a 
■•at  from  standing  up  on  the  hustings, 
getting  themselves  nominated,  and  then 
baring  the  oounty  or  the  borough  to  pay 
Iheezpensee. 


.  Mb.  BOTTYEBIE  moved  the  omission 
of  the  proviso  from  the  clause. 

Ma.  HENLEY  thought  the  proviso  was 
a  material  element  in  the  clause.  The 
Committee  were  now  asked  to  set  aside 
the  proviso  and,  for  the  present,  to  take 
the  clause  without  it.  He  believed  that 
there  were  many  Members  who  would  not 
have  voted  for  the  clause  without  the  pro- 
viso. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  observed,  that  inas- 
much as  the  clause  had  not  yet  been  added 
to  the  Bill  nothing  had  been  done  to  em« 
barrass  the  Committee.  He,  and  he  be- 
lieved many  other  Members,  had  voted  for 
the  clause  without  the  slightest  idea  that 
they  voted  for  the  proviso.  They  had  no 
notion  when  voting  that  the  principle 
which  they  wished  to  affirm  had  been  re- 
duced to  a  practical  shape. 

Mr.  REPTON  concurred  in  the  view 
taken  by  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley). 

Mr.  AYRTON  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  ought  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  his  plan. 

Mb.  fawcett  explained,  that  his 
whole  speech  in  moving  the  clause  was 
based  upon  the  supposition  that  tho  pro- 
viso was  to  form  a  part  of  the  clause.  He 
would  withdraw  the  proviso,  in  order  to 
bring  it  up  in  an  amended  form  on  the 
Report. 

Proviso,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  84; 
Noes  76  :  Majority  8. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CLAT  said,  the  object  of  the 
declaration  he  proposed  was  to  make  it 
impossible  for  a  gentleman  to  commit 
bribery  and  to  hold  up  his  head  after- 
wards. He  desired  to  make  bribery  an 
offence  for  which  a  man  should  be  black- 
balled at  his  club  and  cut  by  his 
friends,  for  in  that  way  alone  could  a 
proper  stigma  be  attached  to  the  offence. 
It  was  said  that  the  declaration  would 
catch  the  man  with  the  sensitive  con- 
science and  not  the  unscrupulous  man ; 
but  he  must  indeed  be  an  unscrupulous 
man  who  could  deliberately  make  the 
declaration  at  the  table,  knowing  that  it 
was  false,  and  thut  its  falsity  was  known 
to  many  others — those  others  his  intimate 
friends  and  supporters.  Some  years  ago, 
when  he  made  a  similar  proposal,  his  hon. 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Osborne),  in  one  of  his  most  effective 
stage  whispers,  expressed  wonder  that  he 
could  be  so  green.  He  was  simple  enough 
to  believe  thnt  the  House  of  Commons 
contained  the  pick,  not  only  of  the  intel- 
lect, but  of  the  honour  of  England.  To 
think  otherwise  would  be  treason  to  that 
great  Assembly,  the  having  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  which,  now  for  many  years,  had  been 
tlie  one  only,  and  highly-prized  illustration 
of  his  career.  But  if  a  man  made  the  de- 
claration falsely,  there  must  be  many  who 
were  acquainted  with  his  lie ;  and  if  he 
escaped  penalty,  he  could  not  escape 
disgrace,  unless  Euglishmen  were  much 
changed  indeed.  Some  years  ago  he  pro- 
posed that  making  a  false  declaration 
should  be  treated  as  perjury ;  but  on  fur- 
ther consideration  he  thought  it  better  to 
attach  a  penalty,  to  be  given  to  the  in- 
former. He  did  not  care  about  the  amount, 
wishing  it  to  be  understood  that  it  was 
not  imposed  as  a  punishment ;  for  a  man 
who  had  spent  a  large  sum  would  think 
little  of  an  extra  £500.  All  he  wanted 
was  to  offer  a  sufficient  inducement  to  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  falsehood  to  come 
forward  and  expose  it.  By  these  means 
alone  should  we  make  the  offence  disgrace- 
ful and  unworthy  of  a  gentleman;  and 
when  we  had  made  it  so,  he  was  certain  it 
would  not  bo  committed  by  Members  of 
the  House. 

Clause  (Declaration  to  be  subscribed  by 
Members,) — (i/r.  Clay,) — hrought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Sir  COLMAN  OTOGHLEN  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  clause.  They  should  pause  before 
establishing  new  declarations  like  this 
when  they  had  only  just  been  engaged  in 
abolishing  a  lot  of  the  old  promissory  oaths. 
He  believed  that  such  declarations  were 
only  traps  for  tender  consciences.  They 
all  knew  when  gentlemen  had  to  make  an 
oath  that  they  had  sufficient  property 
qualification,  that  such  oaths  were  con- 
stantly taken  by  persons  who  had  not  the 
qualification. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  said,  the 
Government  would  oppose  the  clause  on 
the  simple  ground  that  these  declarations 
had  been  very  often  tried  and  had  in- 
variably failed.  They  were,  in  fact,  merely 
a  means  of  putting  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  tender  consciences.  Another  reason  why 
he  opposed  the  clause  was  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  proposed  it  (Mr.  Clay)  did 

Mr.  Clay 


not  trust  hon.  Members  or  beliete  thai 
they  would  take  it  truly,  but  threatened 
to  impose  a  penalty  upon  those  who  took 
it  improperly.  The  penalty  could  not  be 
exacted  until  a  man  had  been  convicted  of 
bribery,  and  then  he  would  be  sufficiently 
punished,  for  he  would  be  excluded  froni 
the  House  for  seven  years  and  liable  to 
imprisonment.  The  declaration  would 
only  suffice  to  keep  out  of  the  Hoiin 
persons  who  might  be  afraid  of  the 
slightest  accusation  being  brought  agaiuft 
them,  and  making  them  feel  they  weie 
henceforth  unfit  for  the  society  of  gentle 
men. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  it  urn 
no  great  compliment  to  the  House  to  i» 
present  that  it  consisted  of  persons  whoa 
a  declaration  upon  honour  would  not  bind. 
He  himself  thought  a  declaration  ot 
honour  would  bind  the  Members  of  tin 
House,  provided  it  was  imposed  with  • 
serious  intention  of  doing  so.  It  hid 
been  too  much  the  fashion  to  regard  the« 
declarations  as  mere  forms ;  but  they  wen 
so  only  when  the  engagement  which  thej 
made  was  one  which  opinion  did  not 
really  desire  to  enforce.  The  objeot 
should  be  to  impress  upon  Membcn 
that  the  House  was  really  in  earnest  and 
meant  the  declaration  to  be  a  sincere  od& 
That  object  was  sought  to  be  obtained  bj 
the  penalty  of  £500,  and  he  thought  thii 
would  be  a  means  of  enforcing  the  do* 
claration. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  suggested  that  i 
Member  who  could  not  subscribe  to  the 
declaration  might  wait  until  the  time  6r 
the  presentation  of  Petitions  was  paesed. 

Mb.  CLAT  denied  that  a  declantioa 
had  been  tried  and  failed.  No  man  ooqU 
take  this  declaration  falsely  without  knoir* 
ing  it  to  be  false  and  without  knowing 
that  the  fact  must  be  within  the  knowledge 
of  others.  When  a  man  entered  Psrluf 
raent  with  a  property  qualification  sap* 
plied  to  him  by  others  for  the  pnrpoi^ 
the  qualification  was  real  and  not  fictitious 
and  the  Member,  therefore,  could  honestly 
make  the  declaration  that  used  to  be  re* 
quired.  That  a  man  was  thus  trofted 
with  a  property  which  he  might  appro- 
priate to  himself — and  there  was  a  case  in 
which  this  had  been  done  —  was  f/nmi 
facie  evidence  that  he  was  a  man  of 
honour. 

Mb.  KEATE  said,  he  thought  the  de- 
claration would  not  meet  the  worst  oisei 
— those  of  boroughs,  where  it  was  well- 
known  votes  were  boughti  for  the  mia 
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who  informed  would  be  oonddered  the 
basest  of  men. 

Mb.  BEEESPORD  HOPE  said,  the 
strongest  practical  argument  in  favour  of 
this  declaration  was  that  it  would  protect 
candidates  against  the  election  agents.  A 
man  might  go  down  to  contest  a  borough 
and  tell  his  agents  and  canvassers  that  he 
intended  to  do  so  honourably  and  honestly. 
Under  the  old  system  agents  might  bribe 
unknown  to  the  candidate  until  he  received 
Yob  election  bills.  The  candidate  in  future, 
Iiowever,  would  be  unable  to  take  advan- 
tage of  this  device,  because  he  would  be 
unable  to  make  the  declaration. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  the  great  difficulty 
waa  to  find  words  which  would  attain  the 
oljeot.     He  could  note  conceive  of  words 
more  cleverly  suggestive  of  scruples  and 
difficulties  to  conscientious  men  than  the 
"Vords  of  the  clause.      The   declaration 
vent  beyond  the  only  matter  they  had  to 
^•onaider,  which  was  whether  a  man  had 
^done  anything  to   disqualify  him    from 
jilting  in  the  House     Any  declaration 
id  that  was  one  they  had  no  right  to 
a  man  to  make.     In  one  of  the  grossest 
of  bribery  that  ever  occurred  the 
lidate  was  out  of  England  at  the  time 
.at  the  election;  and  the  tendency  of  the 
[^ilaiiae  would  be  to  encourage  the  system 
[at  a  candidate  keeping  aloof  from  the  elec- 
and  of  its  being  understood  that  it 
the  express  duty  of  everybody  about 
Idm  to  say  nothing  to  him  on  the  subject. 
Mb.    SCHKEIBER  regarded  the  de- 
claration as  a  protective  in  certain  respects, 
wbioh  might  prove  advantageous. 

Mr.  M.  T.  bass  felt  persuaded  that 
•very  clause  of  the  Bill  might  be  dispensed 
irith  if  the  one  now  under  discussion  were 
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8iB  FRANCIS  GOLBSMIB  said,  he 
\  iluraght  the  clause  would  lower  the  cha- 
noter  of  candidates  by  deterring  the  con- 
^  anentious  from  candidature.  He  wondered 
Mijone  should  attach  importance  to  de- 
ciUurations  of  this  kind,  when  officers  con- 
flUntly  made  and  violated  the  declaration 
lliat  they  would  not  pay  anything  more 
Hum  the  regulation  price  for  their  com- 
■iaaions. 

Mb.  p.  WYKEHAM  MARTIN  said, 
tta  declaration  would  let  in  everybody 
who  had  no  regard  for  their  word,  and 
would  keep  out  the  conscientious. 

Mb.^  DISRAELI  said,  that  unless  he 
•onld  induce  the  Committee  to  assist  him 
ha  aaw  considerable  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  the  pn>gresB  of  the  Bill.    Adopting  the 


view  of  the  Solicitor  General,  he  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  the  particular  point  before 
the  Committee.  He  wished  to  induce  hon. 
Members  who  had  clauses  to  consent  to 
the  Bill  being  reported,  and  to  bring  them 
up  on  the  Report.  He  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  the  nicest  calculation  had 
been  made  on  this  matter,  and  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  the  progress  of 
of  the  Bill  that  that  course  should  be 
adopted.  Examining  the  Amendments  he 
fixed  upon  three  of  importance  in  which 
it  was  desirable  the  Committee  should  ex- 
press an  opinion.  They  were  those  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Reading  (Sir 
Francis  GK>ldsmid),  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Clay).  They  had 
yet  to  consider  a  most  difficult  question — 
the  application  of  the  Bill  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  This  was  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  he  was 
by  no  means  without  hope  that  they  would 
be  able  on  the  Report  to  make  a  proposi- 
tion which  would  be  satisfactory.  If  the 
Committee,  after  deciding  the  issue  now 
before  it,  would  consent  to  report  the  Bill, 
and  to  take  the  other  Amendments  on  the 
Report  that  would  immensely  facilitate  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  and  he  should  not  de- 
spair of  carrying  it. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time.'' 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  45 ; 
Noes  85  :  Majority  40. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Wednesday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  243.] 

SAUTE    HAST    SOMSBSEX's    CHT7BCH,    LOlimOir, 

BILL. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a 
Seleot  Committee  of  Eight  Members:  —  Mr. 
BaiTTiNOK,  Mr.  Thomas  Chambxbs,  Mr.  Walds- 
ORAYx-Lxsus,  Lord  John  Mannxbs,  Mr.  Cbaw- 
FOBO,  Mr.  Tm,  Mr.  Aldbbman  Lawbirce*  and 
Mr.  PowxLL : — Three  to  be  the  qaonim : — Leaye 
gi?en  to  the  Committee  to  ait  upon  Monday. 

tekxtbe  and  dipbotement  of  land,  &c. 
(ibeland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rxabdbv,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  and  Improvement  of 
Land,  the  taie  and  purchase  of  Land  and  Tenants' 
interests,  and  the  reclamation  of  Waste  Lands  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rbabdiv 
and  Mr.  Michasl  Bass. 

Bill  presenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  244.] 
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BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rbabdsn»  Bill  for  the  Es- 
tablishment of  Primary  and  Industrial  Schools 
and  Training  Factories  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Rsabdxn  and  Mr.  Lxaobb. 
Bill  preienUd,  and  read  the  first  Ume.  [BiU  245.] 

Honse  adjourned  at  Fivo  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOBBS. 
Monday,  Jutti  20,  1868. 

• 

MINUTESJ  — PoBUO  Bills— /Vr#<  Reading^ 
Danube  Works  Loan*  (272);  Drainage  and 
ImproTcment  of  Liands  (Ireland)  Supplemental 
(No.  4)  •  (273) ;  Colonial  Shipping  •  (274). 

Second  Reading  —  Oourts  of  Chancery  and  Ex- 
chequer (Ireland)  Fee  Funds*  (171);  Public 
Schools  (262) ;  Tithe  Commutation,  Ac.  Acts 
Amendment*     (256);     Municipal     Eleotiona 

•  (Scotland)*  (263);  Public  DepartmenU  Pay- 
ments *  (264) ;  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity* 
(265)  ;  Marriages  Validity  (Blakedown)*(27l) ; 
New  Zealand  Company  *  (154) ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance*  (253, and  passed). 

Committee  —  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  *  (246- 
275). 

Report  —  Burials  (Ireland)  (269) ;  Bankruptcy 
Act  Amendment  *  (270). 

ITUrd  Reading  —  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  * 
(259) ;  Contagious  Diseases  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* (229);  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  Ac- 
counts Audit*  (237);  Court  of  Justiciary 
(Scotland)*  (232);  Ecclesiastical  Buildings 
and  Glebes  (Scotland)  *  (233),  and  paued. 

ARMT  OF  ABTSSINIA  (VOTE  OF 
THANKS). 

The  LoBD  Chaitcellob  acquainted  ike 
House,  That  he  had  received  a  Letter 
from  Lieat.-General  Lord  l^apier  of  Mag- 
dala,  Q.C.B,.  G.C.S.I.,  in  retnm  to  the 
Thanks  of  this  Honse  and  to  the  Besolu- 
tiotis  of  t^e  2d  Instant,  oommnnicated  to 
him  in  ohedience  to  an  Order  of  this  House 
of  the  said  2d  Instant:  The  said.  Letter 
being  read  as  follows : — 

"  49,  Cleveland  Square,  Hyde  Park,  July  18. 
"  My  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  July  6th,  com- 
municating to  me  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  con?eying  the  thanks  of  the  House  to  my- 
self and  to  Commodore  Heath,  C.B.,  Muor-Ge- 
oeral  Sir  C.  Sta?eley,  R.C.B.,  Migor-General 
George  Malcolm,  C.B.,  Major-General  £.  L. 
Russell,  and  Brigadier-General  W.  Merewether, 
C.B.,  and  also  the  other  officers  of  the  navy  and 
army.  I  have  received  the  thanks  of  the  House 
of  lA>rdB  with  a  profound  sense  of  the  honour 
confbrred  upon  ma  and  alio  upon  the  other  ofi- 


oers,  the  petty  offiosrs,  and  the  non-SMiimisrioiisd 
officers  and  men  of  the  navy  and  army  engaged  in 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition. 

**  1  have  taken  the  requisite  steps  to  tranimlt 
the  resolution  to  the  officers  named,  and  to  corn* 
municate  it  to  the  several  officers  of  the  arm/ind 
navy  referred  to. 

'*  I  regret  extremely  that  this  communicstioB 
should  have  been  accidentally  delayed. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your  moit 
obedient  servant, 

"  NAPIER  OF  MAGDALA. 

"  To  the  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  ChanoeHor." 

Was  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  TablOi  and  to 
be  entered  on  the  Jonmals. 


THE  CANNING  STATU£«— QUESTION. 

Loan  CAMPBELL  inquired  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment,  What  Steps  it  u 
proposed  to  take  with  a  View  to  repliea 
on  a  fitting  Site  the  Statue  of  Mr.  Canning, 
in  aooordance  with  the  general  Opinion 
expressed  last  Session  in  the  House  againit 
that  on  which  it  stands  at  present?  The 
removal  of  the  statue  last  year  was  con- 
demned as  an  unwarranted  though  nnin* 
tended  diminution  of  the  honour  which 
had  been  paid  to  Mr.  Canning.  He  had 
since  heard  ascribed  to  the  Public  Woib 
Department  the  opinion  that  though  the 
statue  could  not  be  replaced  upon  tlie 
site  it  had  prerioasly  oocupiedi  it  wonU 
probably  be  placed  in  the  oentie  of  the 
open  space  and  a  few  yards  behind  when 
it  formerly  stood. 

Ths   Eabl  of  MALMESBXJBY  said, 
that  none  of  their  Lordships  could  here 
the  slightest  doubt  of  the  disposition  of 
the  present  or  of  any  Government  to  com* 
ply  as  much  as  possible  with  the  pabli^ 
taste   in  reference  to   such  a   matter  ■ 
that  to  which  the  noble  Lord's  Qnestioa 
related ;  but  the  difficulty  was  to  ascertain 
what  that  taste  was.     They  all  rsoiem- 
bered  the  old  proverb,  J)s  gusiitvs  n^f^ 
disputandum  ;  and  it  was  extremely  diiB- 
oult  for  any  Government  to  ascertain  pro* 
cisely,  amid  the  discordant  opiniou  pre- 
valent in  such  oases*  what  would  really 
be  the  best  course  to  fbUow.     Ba^  s> 
to  the  fihots,  he  oould  inform  the  noble 
Lord  that,  after  the  oonversatioii  win 
respect  to  the  statue  of  Mr.  Canning  W 
year,  the  subject  was  again  discuseed  u 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  decided  bf 
a  large  majority  that  the  present  site  w« 
the  one  most  desirable.     The  noble  Lord 
seemed  not  to  agree  in  this ;  but  that  wtf 
the  information  he  derived  from  the  bo" 
authority-4he  Oflsa  of  PabUo  WorJEi. 
Subsequently  to  that,  in  a  conveiiatioB 


1461 


paut 


{JvLT  M,  1868} 


Seheoh  Bill. 


1462 


t 


with  Lord  Jobn.Mannen,  Mr.  Westmacott 
also  epproTed  the  present  site.      When 
I«ord  John  Manners  asked  this  year  for  a 
Bam  of  £1,000  for  the  arrangement  of  the 
ground  in  front  of  which  the  statue  stood, 
BO  objeotion  was  taken  to  the  present  posi- 
tion  of  the  statue,  although  Lord  John 
ICanners  referred   to  the  matter.      The 
Goyemmenty  therefore,  concluded  that  the 
piesent  site  was  agreeable  to  the  public  ; 
Bor  had  they  received  any  remonstrances 
on  the  aabject  from  the  family  or  admirers 
of  the  late  Mr.    Canning,  which  would 
isartaiDly  be  attended  to  and  treated  with 
xeipcet.    There  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  circumstances  of  the  case  now 
liiikd  last  year,  when  the  conversation  to 
'^liob  he  had  alluded  took  place.     Then 
the  space  which  was  now  very  hand- 
enclosed  was  a  sort  of  wilderness, 
le  statue  looked  as  if  it  had  been 
}tfully  put  out  of  view.     But  now 
M^eot  of  the  place  was  quite  changed; 
considering  the  general  appearance 
.the  ground,  he  could   not  agree  with 
noble  Lord  that  there  was  anything 
the  position  of  the  statue  of  which 
ilaint  could  justly  be  made. 
noovm    STRATFORD    DE    RED- 
!*£   admitted  that  an  improvement 
been  effected  in  the  appearance  of  the 
ind  since  last  year,  but  still  thought 
\  position  of  the  statue  not  satisfactory. 
tiiese  matters  there  was  something  to 
considered  which  was  far  beyond  mere 
feeling;    for  the  memory   of  its 
great  men  was  the  heirloom  of 
nation.     He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
don  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  in 
to  this  statue  last  year  would  re- 
LTO  due  attention. 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL.— (No.  263.) 
(The  Earl  of  Derby.) 

SECOND   BEADINO, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
zeed. 


Eabl  op  DERBY:    My  Lords,  I 
kJMld  hardly  have  acceded  to  the  request 


me  that  I  should  move  the  second 
Kpiding  of  the  Public  Schools  Bill  unless 
I  tiad  felt  sure  that  at  this  stage  it  was  not 
Bhaaiy  to  meet  with  opposition,  or  to  give 
tin  to  any  detailed  discussion.  It  is 
dMonlt  to  imagine  how  any  measure  ever 
fneented  to  your  Lordships'  consideration 
MMld   have    undergone   more   thorough 


examination  or  have  received  in  its  main 
principles  more  complete  sanction  than  the 
Bill  to  which  I  have  now  to  ask  you  to 
give  a  second  reading.    I  would  venture 
to  remind  your  Lordships  that  in  the  year 
1S62  Her  Majesty  was  pleased  to  issue  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment of  the  nine  principal  Schools  of  this 
country.     That  Commission  was  presided 
over  by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Clarendon) 
whom  I  see  opposite,  who  conducted  the 
inquiry  with  very  great  ability  and  very 
great  diligence ;  and  two  other  noble  Lords, 
Friends  of  mine,  were  also  distinguished 
Members  of  it.     The  Commission  sat  for, 
I  think,  a  period  of  two  years  ;  it  examined 
locally  all  the  authorities  and  all  the  per- 
sons   principally    connected    with    those 
various  establishments,  and  nothing  could 
have  been  more  searching  or  more  complete 
than  the  examination  and  inquiry  which 
they  then  made.     They  presented  in  the 
year  1 864  a  very  comprehensive  Report ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say   that  whatever 
changes  have  since  been  made,  and  what- 
ever investigations  have  since  taken  place, 
in  the  main  the  measure  now  submitted  to 
your  Lordships'  consideration  is  founded 
on  the    recommendations  made  by  that 
Commission.    One  of  the  points  to  which 
I  believe  the  Commission  agreed  in  attach- 
ing great  importance— namely,  that  under 
the   system  now  pursued  at   the  Public 
Schools  too  exclusive  an  attention  is  given 
to  the  study  of  Greek  and  Latin,  and  too 
little  attention  to  the  modern  languages.  I 
should  be  the  last  to  deprecate  the  study  of 
the  classical  languages ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners have  been  much  misunderstood  if  it 
be  supposed  that  their  object,  in  recommend- 
ing a  larger  introduction  of  modem  lan- 
guages, was  to  lower  the  standard  of  the 
Public  Schools  as  a  preparation  for  the 
Universities,  although  they  thought  that 
other  branches  of   instruction  might  be 
usefully  introduced.     Before  I  go  further, 
I  would  remark  that,  although  no  imme- 
diate result  in  a  ParUamente^  or  legisla* 
tive  sense  followed  upon  the  Report,  yet 
that    the  labours  of  the  Commissioners 
were  by  no  means  fruitless.     In  regard  to 


■kiUa  to  me  by  some  of  ray  noble  Friends  one  of  the  Schools  upon  which  the  Com- 
missioners reported  in  some  respects  un- 
favourably— the  great  school  at  Eton  — 
a  new  Head  Master,  who  is  a  relative  of 
mine,  has  been  appointed,  and  I  rejoice  in 
the  amendment  which  has  been  apparent 
in  that  school.  To  show  how  far  other 
branches  of  instruction  beyond  the  classical 
languages  have  been  introduced  I  will  read 
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a  few  lines  which  I  have  received  from  the 
Provost  of  Eton.    He  says — 

**  There  are  at  present  861  boys  in  the  School. 
Of  these,  761  are  obliged  to  learn  French.  Thej 
have  two  hours  a  week  at  lessons  and  a  French 
exercise.  Nearly  300  of  these  761  are  also  learn- 
ing physical  science  (physical  geography,  me- 
chanics, astronomy,  hydrostatics,  or  optics),  two 
hours  a  week  and  questions  to  answer.  The  first 
100  in  the  school  are  compelled  to  learn  some 
modem  language,  or  physical  science,  or  political 
economy.  Of  these,  28  are  learning  German,  11 
Italian,  6  physical  science,  7  political  economy, 
the  rest  French." 

This  Paper  shows  that  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  have  not  heen 
harren  of  results.  The  principal  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  refer  to 
the  regulation  of  the  new  Governing  Body 
to  which  is  intrusted  the  duty  of  making 
very  extensive  alterations,  partly  hy  statute 
and  partly  hy  regulations.  The  statutes 
of  the  schools  have  reference  to  the  founda- 
tion, endowments,  and  different  funda- 
mental rules  of  the  College  or  School. 
These  can  only  he  altered  by  the  authority 
of  the  Queen  in  Council,  after  due  and 
ample  notice  has  been  given  to  all  the 
parties  interested.  The  regulations,  as 
distinguished  from  the  statutes,  are  those 
which  principally  apply  to  the  discipline, 
studies,  and  numerous  details  of  the  School 
—  and  these  may  be  introduced  by  the 
Governing  Body  without  the  sanction  of 
an  Order  in  Council.  The  Commissioners 
proposed  to  carry  into  effect  the  alterations 
they  suggested ;  and  my  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Clarendon),  in  1865,  introduced  a 
Bill  of  an  important  character  to  give 
effect  to  these  recommendations.  In 
illustration  of  the  concurrence  of  opinion 
that  led  to  this  Bill,  I  may  state  that,  on 
the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend,  the  Bill 
was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  They  sat  and  took  evidence. 
They  allowed  all  the  Schools  to  be  repre- 
sented —  and  they  were  very  ably  repre- 
sented— before  the  Committee.  I  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  member,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  never  sat  upon  a  Committee  which 
gave  a  more  dispassionate  and  industrious 
consideration  to  the  subject  referred  to 
them.  The  Committee  introduced  consi- 
derable alterations  into  the  plan.  The 
Commissioners  had  in  the  Schedule  of  the 
Bill  constituted  the  new  Governing  Body 
of  the  Schools.  That  was  thought  to  be 
going  too  far  in  interference  with  the  local 
and  internal  management  of  the  Schools, 
and  the  Committee,  with  the  concurrence 
of  my  noble  Friend,  struck  out  the  Sohe- 
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dule  which  constituted  the  new  Governing 
Body,  and  left  the  Governing  Body  as  it 
had  previously  existed  ;  but  wi^  Uie 
power  of  recommending  reforms  in  their 
own  constitution.  In  order  to  carry  out 
those  reforms,  they  appointed  by  name  a 
number  of  Commissioners,  without  whose 
sanction  no  step  could  be  taken  by  the 
Governing  Body.  It  was  by  this  time 
rather  late  in  the  Session,  and  the  BiU 
was  not  carried  to  a  third  reading.     In 

1 866,  the  same  Bill  was  introduced  with 
no  modifications  whatever ;  but  at  the 
next  stage  an  alteration  introduced  by 
myself  was  carried  by  the  narrow  majority 
of  28  to  27,  which  took  away  from  the 
Commissioners  so  to  be  appointed  the 
power  of  altering  the  constitution  of  the 
Governing  Body,  unless  the  Governing 
Body  themselves  chose  to  make  the  altera- 
tion. I  thought  it  was  a  very  large  and  ex- 
tensive power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  tite 
Commissioners — the  power  of  naming  the 
Governing  Body.  The  Bill  went  down  to 
the  Commons  at  the  close  of  the  Session 
of  1866 ;  but  at  that  period  of  the  Session 
there  was  but  small  chance  of  making 
successful  progress  with  it,  and  in  July 
the  Order  was  discharged.  Inl867,  whea 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Govemmenti  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
introduce  the  Bill  precisely  in  the  form 
in  which  it  had  received  the  assent  of 
your  Lordships.  Then  came  the  question 
of  vesting  in  the  Commissioners  the  power 
of  altering  the  constitution  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body  ;  and,  although  I  still  thought 
it  better  to  send  down  precisely  the  same 
Bill,  yet  1  said  that  if  the  Commons 
thought  fit  to  make  any  alteration  on  that 
point  I  should  not  feel  that  I  was  bound 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  such  Amend- 
ments. That  Bill  was  sent  down  early  in 
the  year^n  fact,  in  the  month  of  March, 

1867.  Your  Lordships  know  the  import- 
ance of  the  various  subjects  which  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  the  other  House 
during  the  whole  of  last  Session,  end  it 
is  not  surprising  that  that  House  had  not 
time  to  take  this  and  other  important 
measures  into  its  consideration.  Again,  in 
the  present  year,  other  Bills  connected 
with  the  great  measure  of  last  year  have 
been  submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
together  with  other  questions  more  or  less 
apropos,  of  which  I  shall  say  nothingi 
except  that  they  occupied  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  prevented,  until  a  late  day,  the 
progress  of  this  Bill ;  so  that  it  was  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  the  measure 
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VM  fiibaiitted  to  jour  Lordahips'  House. 
b  tbe  first  place,  therefore,  the  subject 
was  inquired  into  by  a  Eoyal  Commission. 
:A  Bill  was  then  brought  in,  which  was 
teflnre  your  Lordships  for  three  successive 
and  was  examined  by  a  Select  Corn- 
It  went  down  to  the  House  of 
iinonSy  where  it  was  also  referred  to  a 
Committee;  and  from  that  House 
BUI  has  emerged  in  its  present  state. 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  has  ncTer 
from  its  first  introduction,  and  has 
acceded  to  by  both  Houses;  and, 
these  ciroumstaoces,  I  hope  it  will 
be  found  necessary  by  your  Lordships 
offnr  any  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
WitlL  regard  to  the  composition  of 
Ooreming  Body,  a  proposition  has  been 
b  that  does  not  altogether  correspond 
with  the  propositions  first  submitted 
fhis  House  or  the  alteration  made  in  it. 
House  of  Commons  has  introduced  a 
'  'on  that  the  present  Governing 
shall  have  the  power  for  a  limited 
of  reforming  their  own  constitutions. 
•ppears,  however,  to  me  that  the  time 
for  this  proceeding  is  unnecessarily 
extending  only  until  the  1st  of 
1869.  That  is  a  period  of  only 
months ;  and  it  will  probably  be  the 
ith  of  November  before  the  several 
ing  Bodies  can  meet  to  consider 
■obiect.  Whatever  alteration  they 
make  of  the  nature  to  which  I  have 
Qsly  referred  will  have  to  be  sub- 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Queen 
Ctooncil,  and  will  not  take  effect  until 
months  after  being  approved  by  Her 
ty  in  Council.  The  period  allowed 
an  J  Ooverning  Body  to  carry  into  effect 
•hange  in  its  constitution  seems  to  me 
rily  short ;  and  although  there 
provision  by  which  the  Crown  may 
d  it  for  three  months,  the  time  will 
then  be  so  brief  that  I  submit  for 
Xordships'  consideration  whether  you 
with  me  in  thinking  that  it  might 
usefully  prolonged.  In  the  event  of 
Ooverning  Body  taking  no  action,  or 
•otion  approved  by  the  Commissioners, 
that  short  period,  the  Special  Com- 
oners  are  then  to  have  the  power  of 
g  into  their  own  hands  the  composi- 
of  the  Ooverning  Body,  and  up  to 
1st  of  January,  1870,  or,  if  extended 
flie  favour  of  the  Crown,  up  to  the  1st 
January,  1871,  the  existing  or  reformed 
:^Cofveniing  Body  is  to  have  the  power  of 
yfrming  statutes  and  regulations  in  pursu- 
of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.    If  the 


€k>Yeming  Body,  however,  fail  to  satisfy 
the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  such 
schemes  and  regulations  before  the  1st  of 
January,  1870,  or,  if  extended,  before  the 
Ist  of  January,  1871,  the  whole  power 
devolves,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  Acts,  upon  the  Special  Com- 
missioners of  framing  their  schemes  and 
regulations,  the  schemes  being  subject  to 
the  revision  of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council,  and  two  months  elapsing  before 
their  coming  into  forse,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  persons  an  opportunity  of  preferring 
objections.  I  presume  that  if  the  time  ia 
extended  for  the  Ooverning  Bodies  to  make 
their  schemes  and  regulations,  a  corre- 
sponding extension  will  be  allowed  to  the 
Commissioners,  whose  powers  may  be  ex- 
tended from  the  1st  of  January,  1871,  to 
the  Ist  of  January,  1872,  at  which  time 
the  whole  powers  of  the  Commissioners 
lapse.  With  regard  to  the  schemes  and 
regulations  now  for  the  first  time  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  your  Lordships  will 
find  that  the  7th  clause  enables  the  Com- 
missioners to  frame  statutes  as  to  the  disposal 
of  the  income  or  property  of  the  Schools, 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  or  enlarging 
the  existing  establishments  or  of  establish- 
ing any  subordinate  or  other  Schools  in 
connection  therewith.  There  is  a  subse- 
quent provision  that  no  existing  rights 
shall  be  interfered  with  ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners will  have  power  to  regulate  the 
income  of  future  Wardens,  Provosts,  and 
Fellows.  Now,  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
such  power  was  not  included  in  the  gene- 
ral powers  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  have  thought 
it  right  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  power  is  expressly  given 
in  this  Bill,  to  the  Governing  Body  in  the 
first  instance,  and  failing  them,  to  the 
Special  Commissioners.  With  regard  to 
regulations,  a  provision  has  been  intro- 
duced giving  the  Ooverning  Body  or  the 
Special  Commissioners  power  of  making 
regulations  which  do  not  require  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Privy  Council,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  facilities  for  the  educa- 
tion of  boys  whose  parents  or  guardians 
wish  to  withdraw  them  from  the  religious 
instruction  of  the  School,  and  also  for  en- 
abling boys  other  than  boarders  to  attend 
school  and  participate  in  its  educational 
advantages.  Now,  as  to  the  latter,  I  doubt 
whether  any  such  provision  is  necessary, 
for  I  recollect  that  when  I  was  at  Eton, 
considerably  more  than  half  a  century  ago, 
two  little  boys,  aged  five  and  six,  whose 
parents  resided  at  Windsor,  were  brought 
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down  every  day,  attended  by  their  nurse- 
maid, it  being  an  object  to  enter  as  Col- 
legers,  at  the    earliest    possible    period, 
because  no  boy  entering  the  same  year  was 
allowed  to  bo  placed  above  them  in  the 
School.    Those  boys  were  allowed  to  come 
to  Eton  and  partake  of  all  the  instruction 
given  there.     Under  what  authority  that 
was  done,  I  do  not  know;  but  this  Bill  gives 
distinct  authority  for  that  purpose.     I  do 
not  think  that  such  a  provision  is  likely 
to  be  extensively  applied  at  Eton  ;  whether 
it  will  have  more  extensive  operation  at 
Harrow,  Rugby,  and  the  other  Schools,  of 
which  I  have  not  the  same  knowledge,  I 
cannot  say.     I  understand  a  great  effort 
was  made  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  these  Inst  two  powers  compulsory  on 
the  Commissioners  ;  but  that  House  nega- 
tived the  proposal,  and  have  left  it  to  the 
Governing  Body  or  the  Commissioners  to 
decide  whether  or  not  they  will  extend 
the  privileges  of  Eton  by  admitting  boys 
whose  parents  wish   to  withdraw  them 
from  religious  instruction,  and  also  by  ad- 
mitting boys  other  than  boarders  to   at- 
tend at  the  School  for  daily  instruction. 
These,  I  think,  are    the   only   modifica- 
tions of  any  consequence  which  the  House 
of   Commons    have  introduced    into  the 
Bill.      They  are  matters   for  considera- 
tion   in  Committee ;    but  they  certainly 
would  not  justify  your  Lordships  in  offer- 
ing any  opposition  to  the  second  reading. 
I  will  now  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  another  point  of  great  importance.    No- 
thing can  be  larger  than  the  powers  which 
by  this  Bill  are  conferred  upon  the  Special 
Commissioners,  and  it  is,  of  course,  of  the 
utmost  importance  that    those   Commis- 
sioners   should   be    persons   commanding 
the  confidence  and  respect  of  the  country. 
Seven  gentlemen  were  originally  named; 
but  from  various  causes  ojAj  two  of  them 
remain  on  the  present  list— the  most  rev. 
Prelate  who  presides  over  the  diocese  of 
York  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments. 
The  other  gentlemen  whose  names  now 
appear  in  the  Bill  are — the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  tlic  Kecorder  of  London,   Sir 
John  Lubbock,   Mr.   Coleridge,    and  Mr. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker.      In  the  Bill  as 
originally  introduced  the  last  name  was 
that  of  a  gentleman  universally  respected, 
the  llcv.  Canon  Blakcsley ;   but,  for  some 
reason — I  know  not  what — his  name  was 
struck  out  when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  Mr.  Parker's 
name  was  substituted.     I  have  not  the 
honour   of  personal    aoquaintance   with 
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either  of  tboie  gentlemen^  and  I  have  no 
opinion  to  offer  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
alteration;   but  I  cannot  help  expressing 
great  regret  that  any  alteration  of  a  pe^ 
sonal  character  should  have  been  made.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  sure  that  no  gentk- 
man  in  that  position  would  have  the  kiil 
desire  that  any  personal  interest  or  feeliiy 
should  stand  in  the  way  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.    There  are  several  other  qii» 
tions  on  which  I  should  not  venture  ti 
express  an  opinion,  such  as  the  finandd 
arrangement  with  regard  to  WestmimtB 
School.     The  Governing  Body  in  the  tm 
of  Westminster  consists  of  the  Bean  nd 
Chapter  of  Westminster,  with  the  Dean  rf 
Christ's  Church,  Oxford,  and  the  Master  of 
Trinity,  Cambridge.     Now,  they  have  bit 
a  slight  interest,  if  any,  in  the  Schoel; 
and  it  has  been  thought  desirable — I  htn 
no  doubt  they  themselves  feel  it  dennbb 
— that  a  new  Governing  Body  shoaU  bi 
appointed.      It  will  therefore   be  nee» 
sary  to  make  some  arrangement  with  » 
gard  to  the  contribution  to  be  made  to  da 
School,  and  a  provision  has  been  inti^ 
duced  by  which,  within  a  limited  time,  it 
shall  be  open  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Co» 
missioners,  and  to  the  Dean  and  CluftK 
of  Westminster,  if  they  can  agree,  or  if 
not,  to  either  of  them,  to  submit  a  scheM 
whereby  the  new  Governing  Body  efail 
contribute  to  the  School  a  sum  not  ]m 
than  £3,500,  and  not  exceeding  £4,0(N|, 
after  deducting  expenses  of  managemeit 
That  is  a  question  on  which  I  nndeittiBi 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Comoii' 
sion  will  make  some  observations ;  but  I 
presume  they  will  be  more  fitly  addzesNl 
to   your  Lordships   when   in  Committoi 
than  at  the  present  time.     There  are  ii^ 
ordinate  provisions  affecting  the  difienit 
Schools ;     but    considering   the    ordeib 
through  which  the  Bill  luis  passedi  ead 
the  general  assent  given  to  it  by  yoir 
Lordships  on  previous  occasions,  and  alii 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  I  need  not 
trespass  further  on  your  Lordships'  time^ 
and  I  will  therefore  conclude  by  aikiqi 
you  to  give  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8*.** 
---{The  £arl  of  Derhjf.) 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  said,  tbt 
as  a  Member  of  the  Commission  appointed 
six  years  ago  and  also  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee  of  this  House,  he  thanked  the  noUe 
Earl  for  his  lucid  explanation  of  theorigi>f 
progress,  and  general  history  of  the  Mt 
whioh  had  freed  him  from  the  neoesB^^' 
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iotoriiig  into  lome  cUtails  wbioh  might 
«lli«rwise  haye  been  necessary.    He  was 
flad  to  learn  from  the  noble  Earl's  state- 
iil«nt  thai  the  main  principle  recommended 
lij  tbe  Commissioners,  and  founded  upon 
(m  eTidence  given  before  them,  had  been 
hk  no  respect  departed  from  by  the  House 
ttf  CSommons.     Seeing,  however,  that  no 
faitimatioQ  was  given  of  a  difference  of 
imiBion  with  respect  to  the  principle  of 
1^  Bill,  and  that  such  very  little  altera- 
^bn  was  made  in  it  at  any  stage  of  its 
jaogTOSS,  he  regretted  that  so  much  time 
dMNild  have  been  spent  in  passing  the  Bill 
ftiwigh  the  House  of  Commons.  He  knew 
well  that  the  time  of  the  House  of 
mens  last  year  was  almost  exclusively 
pied  with  the  Reform  Bill,  and  that 
year  it  was  partly  occupied  with  Re* 
Bills  and  partly  with  another  sub- 
;  but  as  there  always  was  an  intention 
•end  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
steps  should  have  been  taken  at  an 
period   to  expedite  the  measure. 
did  not  think  that  the  Bill  should  have 
up  to  their  Lordships'  House  at  a 
when  they  were  told  that  they  must 
ately  pass  it  through  its  successive 
in  the  four  or  five  following  days. 
hoped  his  noble  Priend  (the  Earl  of 
)  would  consent  to  an  extension  of 
period  during  which  the  Qoveming 
might  reform  themselves.     It  was 
a  very  easy  matter,  and  would  not 
done  without  considerable  discussion. 
(Governing    Bodies  could    not  be 
;ht  together  before  November;  and 
if  they  were  to  agree  more  quickly 
they  could  be  expected  to  do,  the 
t  of  the  Privy  Council  would  be  ne- 
;  and  before  the  arrangements  could 
made  the  time  allowed  to  the  Com- 
would  have  expired.     He  hoped, 
re,  his  noble  Friend  would  consent 
have  the  time  enlarged.     With  respect 
the  Memorandum,  a  most  satisfactory 
ent  had  been  made  by  his  noble 
d.    And  here  he  must  take  the  op- 
r^^(j|OKtiuiity  of  distinctly  contradicting  the 
nUsgations  that  the  Commission  over  which 
hs  had  had  the  honour  to  preside  were  op- 

Bl  to  the  teaching  of  Latin.    He  cer- 
j  considered,  and  had  often  said  in 
fhnt  House,  that  Latinr  should  be  the  basis 
•C  mrerj  liberal  education.     But  what  the 
OoBunissioners  complained  of  was  that  it 
ezolnsively  taught ;  and  he  must  say 
the  Paper  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
folly  justified  the  views  of  the  Com- 
.,  and  was  an  earnest  of  the  great 


change  which  had  occurred  at  Eton.  But 
he  b^ged  their  Lordships  to  bear  in  mind 
that  all  these  alterations  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred  to  had  been  made 
within  the  last  six  months.  It  appeared 
that  now  761  boys,  which  was  just  700 
more  than  before,  were  learning  French  at 
Eton.  The  French  Master  in  his  evidence 
had  stated  that  seventy  boys  were  the 
maximum  that  had  ever  learnt  any  scrap 
of  French,  and  he  could  not  say  that  any 
real  progress  had  been  made.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Clarendon)  remembered  putting 
this  question  to  the  witness — "Having 
now  been  twenty  years  a  French  Master 
at  Eton,  your  greatest  ambition  would  be 
to  be  recognized  ?  "  and  the  answer  was — 
"Exactly  so."  He  would  also  recall  to 
their  Lordships'  minds  that  when  Dr. 
Balston  was  before  the  Committee,  and 
was  asked  whether  he  did  not  think 
modem  languages  necessary  to  the  liberal 
education  of  an  English  gentleman,  he  ad- 
mitted that  they  were — that  it  was  desir« 
able  to  learn  French,  and  that  education 
was  not  complete  without  it ;  but  he 
seemed  to  think  that  modem  languages 
should  be  learnt  somewhere  else  than  at 
Eton.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Eari  of 
Derby)  had  alluded  to  the  clause  which  he 
carried  by  the  narrow  majority  of  1— 
that  was  done  by  a  sort  of  "  fiuke ;"  and, 
certainly,  when  they  had  changed  sides  in 
the  House,  and  the  conduct  of  the  Bill 
had  devolved  upon  his  noble  Friend,  he 
introduced  it.  But  he  (the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don) would  have  endeavoured  to  induce 
their  Lordships  to  reverse  their  former 
votes,  and  he  thought  he  could  have  given 
very  good  reasons  for  such  a  course.  His 
noble  Friend,  however,  had  made  a  very 
satisfactory  statement  now  with  regard  to 
the  clause.  He  was  glad  that  the  clause 
had  been  omitted.  There  was  only  one 
more  point  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
alluded  upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words— -namely,  as  to  Westminster  School, 
and  the  importance  of  not  altering  in  any 
way  Clause  21  of  the  Bill.  He  believed 
the  very  existence  of  Westminster  School 
might  be  said  to  depend  on  the  retaining 
of  that  clause.  In  pursuance  of  the  gene- 
ral wish,  both  of  old  Westminsters  and  the 
public,  it  had  been  decided  that  the  School 
should  not  be  removed  into  the  country, 
but  should  be  retained  as  a  great  Public 
London  School.  But,  after  personal  in- 
spection, and  with  the  entire  approval  of 
his  noble  Friend  opposite,  it  was  recom- 
mended that  a  grant  should  be  made  by 
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the  Dean  and  Chapter  and  the  Eoolestaji- 
tical  CommisBionen  which  was  necessary 
not  only  for  the  help,  hut  the  proper  status 
of  the  School.  He  helieved  that  this 
matter  had  been  taken  into  the  very  se- 
rious consideration  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  that  Clause  21  would  satisfy  all 
the  requirements  of  the  school.  Some  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  was  necessary,  for,  al- 
though the  Dean  and  Chapter  were  now 
very  liberal-minded  men,  and  would  do 
what  was  right  and  just,  yet  in  this  matter 
they  wanted  some  looking  after. 

LoHD  LYTTELTON  said,  he  must  deny 
that  the  introduction  of  French  at  Eton 
was  altogether  due  to  the  new  Master. 
The  improvements  adopted  there  in  this 
respect  were  due  to  the  friendly  writing 
of  Sir  John  Coleridge,  to  the  writing  of 
Mr.  Higgins,  which  was  not  rery  friendly, 
and  lastly  to  the  Commission.  As  to  the 
Bill,  he  approved  entirely  of  the  scope  of 
it,  which  had  not  been  materially  altered. 
Having  compared  the  Bill,  however,  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners, 
with  the  Bill  as  it  came  out  of  the  Select 
Committee  three  years  ago,  and  with  the 
Bill  of  1867,  he  found  that  there  were 
several  changes  in  details  of  which  he  did 
not  see  the  necessity.  He  would  desire, 
therefore,  to  propose  some  Amendments 
which  would  make  it  more  in  accordance 
with  the  measure  as  it  came  out  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  this  House.  Their 
Lordships  had  reason  to  complain  very 
much  of  the  position  in  which  this  House 
had  been  placed  with  regard  to  many  im- 
portant Bills  by  the  late  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  these  Bills  had  come  up. 
He  was  told  that  if  their  Lordships  touched 
a  single  letter  of  this  Bill,  they  might 
imperil  it.  Now,  that  was  an  exceedingly 
unfair  position  for  the  House  to  be  placed 
in.  Ke  did  not  wish  to  imperil  the  Bill ; 
but  he  hoped  there  was  time  to  make  the 
Amendments  which  were  necessary. 

Thb  Easl  ov  CHICHESTER,  speak- 
ing as  an  old  Westminster  boy,  expressed 
a  hope  that  nothing  would  be  done  to 
diminish  the  usefulness  of  that  ancient 
foundation. 

The  Eabl  ov  MALMESBXTEY  said, 
that  no  blame  could  be  attributed  to  the 
Government  for  the  late  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  the  Bill  had  come  up  to 
this  House;  but  seeing  the  pressure  of 
important  business  upon  the  other,  it 
was  difBcalt  to  see  how  greater  despatch 
could  have  been  secured.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  Government  had 
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done  all  they  possibly  could  to  push  on 
the  Bill,  which  had  been  considered  at 
Morning  Sittings ;    but  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  were  so  determined  to  delay  it, 
that  the  Government  had  found  it  impos- 
sible to  bring  it  on  until  now.    He  agreed 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  extend 
the  time  within    which    the  Governing 
Bodies  were  to  make  such  reforms  as  were 
desirable.      But  the  Privy  Council  would 
now  under  the  Bill  have  the  power  of 
extending  this  period  for  three  months, 
and  their  Lordships  would  probably  do 
well  to  extend  it  for  three  months  longer. 
Having  been  educated  at  Eton,  he  knew 
that  at  that  time,  although  there  was  a 
French  Master,  few  boys  learnt  French. 
But  while  strong  prejudice  existed  against 
Eton  on  this  account  in  the  mind  of  many 
persons,   he   thought   that   much  blame 
rested  with  the  parents  of  the  boys.    It 
was  impossible  to  learn  French  by  a  lesson 
of  two  hours  a  week,  and  the  preparation  of 
one  exercise  a  week.     Many  of  the  parents 
of  Eton  boys  were  well-to-do  and  even 
wealthy,  and  it  was  quite  in  their  power 
to  teach  their  boys  French,  and  perfect 
French,  before  they  went  to  Eton.   French 
might  be  taught,  through  a  French  honnef 
without  the  child  knowing  he  was  learn- 
ing French.     He  travelled  with  the  late 
Duke  of  Hamilton  who  learnt  French  and 
Italian  in  that  way  ;  and  wherever  thej 
went  iit  those  two  countries  the  natives 
believed  him  to  be  one  of  themselves  and 
no  Englishman.     If  a  boy  arrived  at  Eton, 
having  learnt  French  in  that  way— «ot 
grammatically,  but  by  the  ear— he  would 
soon  perfect  himself  as  a  French  scholar. 
He  knew  a  family,  and  that  not  a  rich 
one,  in  which  four  or  five  children  yr&e 
acquiring  French  through  companionship 
with    a  French   child.      He  thought  it 
rested  rather  with  parents  than  •  with  the 
Heads  of  the  much  abused   Schools  to 
teach  children  a  language  which  he  be* 
lieved  it  was  impossible  to  learn  in  s  de- 
sultory way  at  a  Public  School,  where  so 
many  other  things  were  taught.     One 
evil  in  connection  with  Public  Schools  wtf 
the  length  of  the  holidays,  which  took 
from  three  to  three  and  a  half  months  oat 
of  the  year,  to  the  total  interruption  of 
tuition  during  that*  period.     By  far  the 
greater  number  of  boys  had  complete  hoh- 
day,  their  minds  were  allowed  to  lie  fallow, 
and,  if  their  memories  were  not  unusuallj 
retentive,  they  forgot  much  of  what  they 
had  learnt.     Under  these  ciroumstanoWf 
he  was  compelled  to  say  that  many  of  w 
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s  whioh  van  laid  at  the  door  of  Fablio  ( 
a  onglit  to  be  laid  at  tbe  door  of  the 

Bb.    If  the  noble  Earl  [the  Earl  of 
r)  had  not  kindly  taken  oharse  of 
ill,  be  wonid  himself  have  mtrodneed 
k  into  tbia  House. 

a  VMPoinrT  STRATTOBD  D£  RED- 
QUVFB  hoped  that  »ome  time  would  be 
Ifmk  Sx  the  coniideration  of  the  Amend- 
iMBli  before  the  next  Btage  of  the  Bill  was 

!-  IriHD  EB1TBY  urged  the  utter  imposri- 
'""y  of  boys  being  inatructed  properly 
k  ttie  amount  of   tutorial    auiatance 
^«d  at  the  Public  Soboola.     When 
f  or  forty  boys  were  intruBted  to  one 
r  they  could  not  make  the  pn^rew 
y  voold  if  the  teachers  were  more  ud- 
Mil  proportion  to  the  pupila. 
■  Ouu  OP  UABLBOROUGH  said, 
I  Lord    oppoaite  (Lord  Lyttelton) 
urked  that  it  would  be  dangerous 
•  any  Amendments  upon  the  Bill, 
)  th^   would   be  refused  by  the 
I  of   Commous.     Now,  there  were 
I  pointa  in  the  Bill  which  the  Oovern- 

r:  oonsidered  worthy  of  consideration  ; 
ha  did  not  believe  that  the  other 
"  n  would  act  in  so  unusual — not  to 
■0  nnconstitutionBl — a  taanner  as  to 
a  to  consider  their  Lordsbipe'  Amend- 
•  to  a  Bill  sent  up  to  that  House  at 
tte  a  period  of  the  Session.  That 
■ted  to  him  rather  a  reason  why  tbeir 
■dahips  should  make  alteralioos.  The 
^^  had  been  twice  fully  considered  by 
rii  Lordships,  and  bad  been  twice  re- 
nd to  Select  Committees  ;  so  it  might 
emaidered  their  own  Bill ;  and  they 
la  perfect  right  to  make  what  Ameud- 
ti  tai  it  they  thought  proper.  He  qnite 
~d  that  Ume  should  be  giren  for  tbe 
'  ration  of  the  Amendments  j  and 
d  therefore  propose  not  to  take  the 
IB  until  Thursday, 

Vbtion  agrttd  to  :  Bill  read  2'  aocord- 

^k  and  eommiited  to  a  Committee  of 

'hole  House  on  Thunday  next. 

BDBULS  <IRELAND)  BILL-<No.  IflS.) 

{Ths  Earl  of  KimUrltj)). 

XEPOBT. 

Amendments    repcrUd    (accordbg    to 
Oite). 

■  Tkm  EiSL  OP  EIMBERLEY  moved 
4it  the  4th  clause,  aa  amended,  be 
(■otted.  The  clause  was  designed  to 
tgftj  to  oertain  parish  ohurches  recently 
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erected  on  new  utea,  the  ohnnhjarda  of 
which  were  purchased  solely  for  the  nse  of 
the  persona  worshipping  in  tbe  churches. 
If  that  were  so  the  churchyards  would  be 
eolely  for  the  use  of  members  of  tbe  Estab- 
lisbed  Church ;  and  in  that  case  the  Bill 
would  not,  and  ought  not,  to  have  any  ap- 
plication to  them.  He  was  informed, 
however,  that  it  went  further,  and  that  it 
would  apply  to  certain  small  graveyards 
aa  to  whion  it  would  result  in  positive 
inconvenience  to  exclude  certain  persons 
from  being  buried  in  them. 

Moved,  to  omit  Claose  4,  as  amended, 

Tffl!  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
no  real  aigument  bad  been  advanced  against 
the  clause  when  it  was  proposed  in  Commit- 
tee. He  himself  considered  that  the  claose 
was  B  very  fair  one.  Tbe  clause  merely  de- 
clared that  any  claims  for  exemption  were 
to  be  determined  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Council.  Tbe  Bill  itself  only  dealt  with 
the  performance  of  tbe  burial  service. 
Particular  churchyards  would  practically 
be  reserved  for  the  Established  Church 
congregations,  because  persons  would  not 
allow  tbeir  relatives  to  be  buried  unless 
tbeir  own  burial  service  was  read  over 
them.  Their  Lordships  should  not,  he 
thought,  be  too  critical  upon  the  Bill,  be- 
cause it  stood  upon,  and  was  framed  upon, 
a  wrong  basis ;  for  the  frameri  of  it  were 
in  error  in  thinking  that  there  was  any 
right  of  burial  in  the  churchyards  in 
queetiou.  Any  right  of  sepulture  in  the 
parish  churchyards  was  simply  a  right 
conferred  by  Lord  Plunket's  Act.  He 
thought  there  waa  no  foundation  for  the 
objections  uiged  against  the  clause. 

LoE»  CRAirWORTH  repUed,  that 
whatever  might  be  tbe  foundation  of  the 
Bill,  the  clause,  as  it  stood,  had  no  founda- 
tion at  all,  for  it  would  not  enable  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  do  anything. 

The  Eabl  op  LEITRIU  objected  to 
the  Bill  generally,  holding  it  to  be  wholly 
unnecessary,  and  calculated,  if  passed,  to 
prove  an  element  of  discord  in  Ireland. 

Tm  Mak«iibb8  op  WESTMEATH  had 
been  astounded  at  the  introduction  of  that 
Bill — especially  at  tbe  present  most  inop- 
portune time,  Tbe  measure  would  only 
increase  religious  animosities  in  Ireland, 
and  work  most  mischievously.  It  would 
repeal  the  necessary  precautions  provided 
by  Lord  Plunket's  Act  without  establish- 
ing any  substitute  for  them  ;  and  now, 
when  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (tbe  Archbishop 
of  Armagh)  proposed  a  most  reasonable 
3  B 
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proteotiye  daase,  whioh  did  not  interfere 
with  any  private  rights^  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  must  needs  op- 
pose it.  That  noble  Earl,  because  he  hap- 
pened casually  to  have  once  held  high 
Office  in  Ireland,  thought  he  knew  some- 
thing of  that  country,  and  presumed  to 
take  charge  of  all  its  interests.  God  forbid 
that  his  unfortunate  country  should  ever 
again  fall  under  that  noble  Earl's  admi- 
nistration ! 

Thb  LOED  chancellor  said,  that 
persons  who  came  to  perform  the  rites  of 
burial  when  another  burial  according  to 
the  rites  of  the  Church  was  proceeding, 
would  be  acting  illegally,  and  would  be 
punishable  according  to  the  existing  law. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  be 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  to 
divide. 

On  Question  ?  Betohed  in  the  Ne§iUw$. 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  To  morrow, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Ordered,  That  for  the  Remainder  of  the 
Session  the  Bill  or  Bills  whioh  are  entered 
for  Consideration  on  the  Minutes  of  the 
Day  shall  have  the  same  Precedence  which 
Bills  have  on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'olock,  till  To-morrow, 

EloTen  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  July  20,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUO  Bxuj  -^Firtt  R^ading^ 
Distriot  Church  Tithes  Aot  Amendment*  [246]. 

CommitUe  —  Registration  (Ireland)  (213)  ; 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  (r«- 
comm,)  [139]— B.P. ;  Inland  Revenue  *  [207]; 
Army  Chaplains*  [226];  Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation)*;  Expiring  Laws  Continu- 
ance* [241]. 

R*pcrt — St.  Mary  Somerset's  Churoh,  London  * 
[228-247] ;  Registration  (Ireland)  *jr2 18-248] ; 
Inland  Revenue*  [207];  Army  Chaplains* 
[225]  ;  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)* ; 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  *  [241]. 

Comidered  a$  amended  —  Sale  of  Poisons  and 
Phannaoy  Aot  Amendment*  [181]. 

ASSESSED   TAXES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  Aldbrican  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, If  he  is  aware  that  persons  in  the 
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country  distrieta  who  k«ep  Mie  hone  naA 
a  phaeton,  or  a  wagonette,  to  let  for  hne^ 
and  pay  the  Post  Horae  Daty  of  £5  per 
annum,  if  they  use  the  same  horae  mti 
Tohide  occasionally  for  the  eoDTeyanee  e( 
their  wifes  and  familiea  are  now  ehn^gti, 
in  addition,  with  the  Asseaaed  Taiei  4 
£3  If.  per  annum,  making  the  total  ai- 
nual  charge  for  Duty  on  one  horae  and  en 
vehicle  J&8  Is.  per  annum ;  and,  if  he  ■ 
so  aware,  whether  he  will  provide  a  remdj 
for  this  grioTance  f 

Mb.  SCLATER.B0OTH  aaid,  in  njtf, 
that  it  was  undouhtedly  tme  that  m 
alleged  grievance  exiated,  and  it  |rtt  • 
Buhject  of  frequent  complaint.  It  mast  h 
recollected,  howerer,  that  the  poet  hens 
duty  was  paid  really  hy  the  pnblio,  who  wmt 
the  post  horae  and  carriage,  ao  that  thepi^ 
prietor  was  re-imhnrsed  by  the  amoiat  ks 
got  from  the  hirer.  The  aaaeaaed  tani 
the  persons  referred  to  in  the  Qaeation  c^f 
paid  in  common  with  other  memben  of  IN 
community  for  the  luxury  they  enjoy. 

METROPOLIS— INOLOSURE    IN  HI- 
GENT'S   PARK.— <^nBSTION. 

Mr.  HARVET  lewis  aaid.  he  wishd 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Woriik 
What  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  thecal- 
ptetion  of  the  works  in  the  inoloanre  is  tkl 
negent's  Park,  and  when  the  same  M 
likely  to  be  completed  ;  and,  whether  it  ii 
intended  to  corer  the  bottom  of  the  hb 
with  cement  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  aaid,  m  n^ 
that  the  works  were  completed,  and  tti 
water  would  be  introdoeed  almoet  immt 
diately.  The  resson  why  the  water  td 
not  been  introduced  was  that  a  dded  hi 
been  discoTcred  in  the  drainage  of  A* 
Regent's  Park  College,  and  till  that  M 
made  good  the  water  could  not  be  let  hs 
but  that  defect  had  now  been  remedisi 
It  was  not  intended  to  eoTor  the  botloa  <f 
the  lake  with  cement. 

ARMT— MANUFACTURE   OF   BOCKRl 

QUBsnoir. 

Major  ANSON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whe- 
ther he  will  afford  Mr.  Hale  an  opporta- 
nity  of  substantiating  the  eomplaint  he  hn 
briefly  made — namely,  that  his  Bickoti 
are  manufactured  in  the  Royal  Arasaai  ii 
a  manner  which  rendera  them. more  csitly 
and  less  eflElcient  for  the  Pnblio  Serrissl 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  m  i«^. 
said,  he  could  not  cooaakt  to  afind  Jb« 


Urt      Bai9i»m  Pm-mmUm       {Jukt  90,  1B0SI 
HkIi  tn  0]^H>Ttanitf  of  anbaUatiktrng  hit 


147S 


HkIi  n  ouWTtnnitf  of  anbaUatiktrng  hii 
MBplunt  Ibftt  bia  rooksU  were  muiiifu- 
tmd  in  tha  Ro/kI  ArieDKl  in  a  mannar 
wfaioh  rsDdored  tbem  more  co>tlj  and  leu 
■ffloiont  for  the  pablio  serrice,  Mr.  Hale 
had  reoeWed  a  large  anm  of  mono;  as  oom- 
ftaudoa ;  and  in  making  theie  rodketi 
there  was  no  farther  need  of  the  Berrioea 
ft(  Ur.  Hale.  The  rockets  were  made 
As  beet  manner  for  the  public  tervice. 

HAVT— THE  "ACHILLES"  AND 

"  MINOTADR."— QOasTION. 

OAFunr  MACKINNON  taid.  be  wiahed 

t»  lik   the  Secretary  to   the   AdmiraItT, 

If  itia  true  that  the  designer  of  the  AchUUt 

,.  99*  wnpelled  by  the  Controller,  against 

::  %!■  judgment,  to  provide  more  maata  than 

f.iftlft  *aa  deaigned  for  ;  and,  whether  an; 

JHtti^  waa  taken  of  the  rehement  protest 

-fl(  the  deaigner  on  the  Naral  Committee 

ffdcring  the   iftnolaur  more  masta  than 

MHtod  ber  form,  or  for  which  ahe  wea  de- 

rigMd  r 

Sn  JOHN  HAT,  in  repiv,  aaid,  lome 

l^npprehension  existed  on  the  part  of  the 

tOD.  and  gallant  If  em  ber  a  a  to  tha  form 

^the  Retpm  which  waa  laid  on  the  table 

'■■^w  time  ago  with  regard  to  this  Quet- 

s.     Four  oDt  of  fire  naral  offioera  form- 

■  tha  Committee  reported  against   the 

: '  prVing  of  the  AehilUt  with  four  maata  ; 

riM  wbsn  the  matter  waa  bronght  before 

A*  Admiralty,  it  wai  unanimonalf  resolred 

,    ttat  the  Controller  abould   be  ordered  to 

t    fb*  the  ^dktllM  four  masts.     The 

r   wmuga  waa  for  four  masiB,  and  it  i 

I    dUvB  aooordinglj.     Thia  was  complicated 

I     iritb  another  Qoestion.     That  Committee 

■     iMfeDunended  that   dooble  topsails  should 

W  adopted  in  that  class  of  ship ;    finding 

that  the  area  of  canvas   of   three   masts 

VOold    not  be  aafficient,  it  was  therefore 

MBMdered  desirable  that  four  maats  should 

^m  adopted   to  gire  a  sufficient  spread  of 

•aBTas.     With  regard  to  tha  Minotaur, 

t^ara  waa  no  protest  on  record  at  the  Ad- 

wanitj. 

AFFAIRS  OF  GET LON.— QUESTION. 

Hb.  Q0R8T  aaid,  he  wished  to  ask 
Iha  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
fllM,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
H^aatj'a  OoTemmeDt  to  inatitule  an; 
iMal  inquiry  into  the  offairs  of  Cejlon  f 

Ma.  ADDERLET  said,  in  reply,  that 
Wr  Berenlea  Robinson,  tbe  GoTCrnor  of 
Oajlon,  waa  on  his  way  to  England,  and 
A*  SMratary   of  Stats  for  tbs   Colonies 


awaited  his  arrival  in  order  to  obtain  from 
him  a  atatement  of  the  grievanoes  and 
propoaala  of  Refomi  nude  on  the  part  of 
the  island ;  at  the  same  time  it  was  not 
his  ioiention  to  make  any  constitutional 
the  forra  of  tbe  Qovernment. 


NAVT— HOPEMAKERS  IN  CHATHAM 
DOCKYARD.-  (JDESTIDN. 

Ur.  OTWAT  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
tbe  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  tbe  wages  of  the  Ropemakers 
in  Chatham  Dockyard  hare  been  reduced 
to  nineteen  shillings  and  two  pence  per 
week,  and  that  men  who  have  been  workiug 
overtime  have  been  suddenly  dismissed  from 
tha  service  ;  and  in  such  case  whether  the 
Bosrd  of  Admiralty  contemplate  any  ar- 
rangement which  would  diminish  tbe  dia- 
trass  occasioned  by  these  proceedings  t 

Lord  henry  LENN6x,  in  reply,  said 
be  presumed  that  tbe  hon.  Member  referred 
to  the  reduction  made  in  the  time  men 
were  employed  —  namely,  from  six  to 
five  daya  in  tbe  week.  If  thia  rednotion 
had  not  been  made  the  amount  of  Supply 
voted  for  the  Department  would  have  been 
exhausted  hy  the  end  of  the  year,  a  cir- 
onmatanee  that  wonld  have  led  to  the  dis- 
missal of  all  tbe  men,  and  to  great  distress 
in  Chatham.  This  was  an  arrangement 
whieb  bad  been  proposed  by  tiie  late  Board 
of  Admiralty,  and  the  steam  machinery 
which  had  been  erected  was  capable  of 
working  small  quantities  when  the  times 
were  slack,  and  also  of  working  off  what 
waa  wanted  at  periods  of  pressure,  This 
was  the  first  time  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
had  attempted  to  follow  the  advice  of  our 
great  political  economists — namely,  to  re- 
gulate our  supplies  with  the  reasonable  de- 
mands of  the  year.  Judging  from  the  tone 
of  the  boo.  Gentleman's  Question,  he  was 
afraid  that  tha  change  was  not  likely  to 
meet  with  much  favour  amongst  the  ar- 
tisans cf  Cbalhaoi.  Very  few  hired  men 
had  been  dismissed,  and  those  had  received 
as  long  a  notice  ae  the  reqairemcnts  of  the 
Ice  allowed, 

RELIGIOUS    PERSECUTION    IN    SPAIN. 
41DEBTI0H. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  that  Julian  de  Vargas,  a 
Spanish  Schoolmaster  at  Malaga,  has  been 
impriscuad  in  a  felon'a  prison  aioce  the 
12tb  of  March,  and  is  now  under  prosecu- 
8B  2 
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tioD  bj  the  Fiscal,  wbo  demanda  a  Benlenec '  perfeetlj  fiiandlf  and  UDoffieial  uMiiiar  fat 
of    seranleen   moothi'    impriaoanient   for    adviie  the   Spaniah    Oovennnant  ta>   dnl 
hating  in  hie  Houae  a  Spaniah  Bible  and    ifilh  Targaa  with  aa  mneh  lenisnoj  m  waa 
Teitament  and  a  few  Freoch  Froteataiit    poaaible  under  the  airenmstaaeea. 
booka  not  of  a    oontrovorBisI  oharaoter  ; ' 
and  whether  be  will  mo   tho  friendl;  in. 
fluence  of  this  GoTerrment  with  the  Go- 
Ternment  of  Spain  to  obtain  an   abandon- 
ment  of  thii  religious  peraeoution,  to  cal 


CAPTAIN  PIBTS  ELECTOEAL  ADDREM. 

qUBBTlON. 


culated  to  offend  "the  public  feeling  of  the  '  „  **"■  NBATE  aaid  ha  wUhed  to  Mk  th 
rest  of  Europe,  where  the  rights  of  eon- !  r."/!.^7.i°:_  ,1  ^.Tl^A^'J^-^f'' 
science  are  now  acknowledged  bj  the  law 
of  nil  countries — Protestant,  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, and  even  Mahometan  f 

Lord    STANLEY,  in   reply,    aaid,  ho  ,,   :  j  . 

believed  that  the  facts  of  the  cise  to  which    '""''^  >  "/  ^"'7  *"  "''8*  "P""  ^"^^ 
the  l.on.  Member  referred  were   these— A  .  "•^'..(^"iJ  !'"'L*'!7_!*^''  .*"  ^ 

authorities  of  tho  district.    There  waa  si 


passage  in  the  Addreat  racsntlj  pofc- 
lished  bj  Captain  Pirn,  the  Gonaervatift 
Candidate  for  Qrafeaend,  in  wbiob  he  np, 

aa  jour  Member  and  a  NaTal  Offioer.il 


n  named  Vargas,  a  achool master  at  Ma-  !  "'""  «"«".),  the  great  natural  advaataH 


_   I  formttioD  ot  a  Dockyard    and    Anant 

™p.™jbelwe™ih....Vr«r.lareTO'^  J  J'^"'"' '•'■■"■",»' "VT""'"^ 
that  had  xach.d  kin.  from  ,.rioo.  loarooi  '"'T"  "jf  """~"j  '«'  /^f'"  I* 
a,  10   tU  praci..  oalurs  ot   Ih.  oh.rg..  i  r"""'''  '"•  ""■'■"«•«  lb.  UtMr » 

BfTninkt    tK'a    Yia  m,         a  P       '  hold   nnt   uann   An   ATiuiiafatiAn   *a  tha  Ki^ 

him,  he  belie  red, 

Protestant   booliB    in    his  pouession,    bat 

that  he,  being  a  schoolmaster,  was  alleged 


ure  of  the  oharget  I ,  ,,  .  — ■"  — •"•"■«™  tuv  mitrm 
The  charge  againat  ^"  °°*  ""'''  "  e'I««t.t.0D  to  th.  Bi,^ 
not  that  of  String  '""  °'  Graresend.  or  wh.ther  the  id«rf 
t,;.  „^„.ai,.in„  kni  ■"On  •"  arrangement  is  now  or  svar  m 
been  entertained  by  the  Admirkltj  t 


»h.«(..ghtP,o(..t.»tdo«rin..t.1k6,      I.0«»    HENRY    LENNOX 

papiU  ondor  hi.  ob.rg.,  and  Iko  faol  ol , """  "«' h«lp  "P'ouijg  J:a  "P*  »f 

hi.  hii.iniT  n»ptRin  P.ntfl.t.n.  knnfc-  in  i,i.  I  "">  nO"'  Mombor  for  the  Citj  of  Oafai 


hia  hnTing  certain  ProtOBtant  booki 

poueaaion  waa   only   bronaht   forward  a»  : .  ,,        ...,,.    , 

c.idcnco  in  aoppori  of  the  charge.     The  ''""  *°°K'"  ''  *"• ''"'' 
proceedings  imtituled  againat  him  had  been  i  *  B*"*'™""  ""'?"?•'*" 
inatitnted   by   the  local    aotkoritie.   npcn    !°  """  '  ?"' '»  f")'"  „ 
tkeir  own  motion,  and  not  b,  the  Spani.b    '"».  "'""I!'''   •'*'    """  ?''•'.  "*  * 
>>-..'  ^    .        I  Donntr*    wonlfl    view    with     laniiiiMv   ^ 


who  felt  himself  secore  in  hia 

interf^  wiA 
■date  aeeUae 

to  secore  a  seat  in  Parliament. 


Oorernment  who  did  not  ...n  appear  when  T""'    "°"    '»'   "".'    '""^  1 

the  matter   was  first  mentioned  to  know  •'•1.™"'  made  by  eend.dals;   wb.  n>e 

tkat  soch  proceedings  had  ocoorrcd.    With  """'""  '°  "°  "!'  ''""'  ''""t  "•"' 

regard  to  ll,e  l.ter  part  of  tk.  Question  ke  "»""'"•   co"St;toeooj.      Th.   be.,  ta- 

need  hardly  remin/ the  hon.  Member  that  "™"    asked    h.n  whether    tb.  gaU 

this  was  a   .cry  delicate  mstter  for   the  p'Pf'?  !"^  had  any  eommnnio.t.en  .A 
Ge.ernm.nl  to  meddle  with,  becanse.  the  I  *?  ^''"■"I'y  "'b   regard  to  the  eslib. 

-     -  -  iLshment  of  a  Dookyaid  and  Araeosl  si 


in  being  a  Spanish  sobiect  and  snhiect .  """"'  "  '  ""V"  ""  ^'^^ 
Spanish  laws,  .h.te.er  Her  Majesty's",""™^;  ?S  T  ?°'.!?°  "!  "' 
.emment  might  think  ot  the  policy  o(  »'*•  gallant  CanUin'a  Add™,  b; 
,  proce.di.g.%h.y    had    absolV."   KT.' :'"l.'±^J7?-'° '"•.5: 


by  the  hons  Member  led   him   to  i 


right   to  interfere.       Any   ootnmanioation  .  fJ  J"?  "'''',,     f",  !* 
between  the    two  QoTerimenta  upon  the    ""*''•  Bft""'t  CapUii 


had  not  nm  tif- 


■nbject  must  be  one  of  an  entirely  friendly  |  ? 
and  nnofficial  character;  and  even  in  that  ' 
case  we  had  to  guard  m 


uard  most  carefully  against    "u""  T  u     T^ Tu'?^^"  "'/ 

the    appearance    of    wishing    to    dictate  ,'!'•'!';  '"T'*  *'"'*  'l"  ?"*•"•' 

to  the  Spanish    Goyernment.     The   o„|,  |  •'™. 'f  "tnmed,  would  1m  anch  aito-- 

ground  upon  which  diplomatic  action  could  I  ?*"'" ''™  "«««f"^lj  *»  pl««l  *»«««-• 

Se  founded  in  a  case  of  (hi.  lind  was  thai    '"  ^"Z'""^?*;.  ^^  ?onU  it  wo<dd  ta. 

.,,-.1, .=,1; t.«A.A  f^  ™..-. J    B"«t  loia  if   they   did   not   m  the  nut 


gested  soch  a  thing,  but  that  the  pnjiM 

haring  been  anggeated  by  the  conatitOM 

had  been  faiourably  reoeired  by  htn,  i 

renof  pan 

anch  aa  to  i 


such  proceedings  tended 


deni   of  I 


e  a  good 


t   among  a    Prctesiant  |  P*'"""™'  ••*"  ^"tl«?""^"l"^  5 


_  ,   which  might  result  in  inter- 
national   ill-feeling,       Upon   that   ground 
alono  had  he  felt  himself  at  liberty  in  a 
Mr.  Bainet 


poasesaed  those  powara  of  perawwoo  wW 
the  gallant  CapUin  belieTod  ha  j 
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NAYT— COALINO  HER  MAJESTY'S 
SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Mb,  H.  EDWARDS  said,  he  wished  to 
Mk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  great  economy  in  time 
and  cost  which  would  he  effected  in  the 
shipment  of  Coal  at  Portland,  hy  a?ailing 
of  the  direct  Kailway  communication  with 
the  Coal  diBtricts  of  South  Wales,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  provide  forthwith  the 
iMceasary  facilities  at  Portland  for  coaling 
Har  Majesty's  Ships,  in  lieu  of  the  more 
opensife  and  tedious  mode  of  supplying 
Ibroiigh  depots  ? 

Mb.  DXJ  cane,  in  reply,  said,  he  gave 
answer  to  this  Question  a  few  evenings 
»,  when  the  last  Vote  for  the  Navy 
lates  was  under  discussion.  He  then 
that  the  coaling  arrangements  by 
IS  of  pontoons  at  Portland  were  merely 
iporary.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
to  the  Navy  Estimates  he  would  find 
Vote  11  that  £30,000  was  taken  for 
coaling  arrangements  at  Portland, 
tfOOO  of  which  had  been  taken  this  year 
the  commencement  of  the  works.  The 
tmiralty  were  endeavouring  to  enter 
arrangements  with  the  Great  Western 
South  Western  Railways,  by  which  it 
hoped  that  by  the  aid  of  those  sys- 
the  South  Wales  collieries  would  be 
ight  into  direct  communication  with 
inner  line  of  breakwater  at  Portland. 
■fhe  subject  was  one  that  had  attracted 
Ihe  attention  of  the  Admiralty,  and  the 
^proposed  new  means  of  communication 
ipoold  be  carried  out  with  as  little  delay 
aa  poatible. 

XONITORS  IN  THE  FRENCH  NAYT. 

QUESTION. 

Ifa.  SEELY  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Jfcwretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it 
-V  oorrect,  (as  stated  in  The  Engineer  of 
jte  17th  instant),  that  the  French  Govern- 
have  now  at  Bordeaux  two  Monitors 


IjpDj  armed,  equipped,  and  ready  for  sea, 
jiaaa  third  building ? 
^  LOBD  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
JpMil  the  best  Answer  he  could  give  to  the 
%m»  Member  was  that,  according  to  the 
information  that  the  Government  pos- 
1i  the  French   Government   had  no 

Iftnitors  at  Bordeaux,  although  they  had 
/MM  at  Brest.     One  was  certainly  building 

pi  Bordeaux ;  but  it  was  not  being  con- 

alraeied,  he  uoderstood,  for  the  French 

Qafaromeot. 


IRELAND— CORONER'S  INQUEST  AT 
M0NA6HAN.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Relative  to  an 
alleged  irregularity  in  the  proceedings  of  a 
Coroner's  Inquest  which  has  been  lately 
held  in  the  town  of  Monaghan  ;  and  if  any 
information  has  reached  him  respecting 
the  origin  of  the  affray  which  led  to  that 
inquiry,  and  who  were  the  aggressors  ? 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  a  full  report  of  the  occurrences  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  had  not 
reached  the  Government,  but  it  certainly 
appeared  that  there  had  been  some  irregu- 
larity in  the  proceedings  at  the  coroner's 
inquest  to  which  he  referred.  With  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question,  as  to 
who  were  the  aggressors,  it  would  clearly 
be  contrary  to  his  duty  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  the  subject,  seeing  that  it 
was  likely  to  be  made  the  subject  of  judi- 
cial investigation. 

IRELAND— DIETARY  IN  WORKHOUSES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Return  presented  to  the  House  on  the 
3rd  of  May  from  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners' Office  in  Dublin,  from  which  it 
appears  there  are  seven ty-eight  unions 
in  Ireland  in  which  a  third  meal  is  not  yet 
allowed  to  the  several  classes  of  healthy 
inmates  of  the  workhouse,  and  that  there 
are  fifty-five  unions  in  which  the  work- 
house inmates  or  certain  classes  of  them 
are  not  provided  with  shoes  and  stockings, 
notwithstanding  the  strong  remonstrances 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  against 
the  continuance  of  these  practices  as  being 
calculated  to  be  injurious  to  the  health  of 
the  inmates ;  and,  whether  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  intend  to  take  any  and 
what  steps  to  secure  a  general  uniform  ob- 
serrance  in  the  workhouses  of  their  recom- 
mendations on  the  subject  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  really  had  little  to  add  to  the  remarks 
he  made  a  short  time  since  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Woterford  upon  this  sub- 
ject. He  stated  on  that  occasion  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had  made, 
and  were  making,  great  exertions  to  press 
upon  the  Boards  of  Guardians  their  opi- 
nions of  the  question  of  diet,  and  he  be- 
lieved with  considerable  success.      When 
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the  right  hoD.  Memher  (Mr.  Cogao)  eom- 
plained  that  seTenty-etght  unioos  continued 
to  giro  onlj  two  meaU  a  day,  be  mast 
remind  him  that  a  short  time  ago  that  was 
the  general  role,  except  as  regarded  child- 
ren and  infirm  persons.  Considerable 
difference  of  opinion  oontinned  to  exist 
with  reference  to  the  dietary  in  Irish 
workbooses,  and  be  conid  only  say  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commission  would  continue 
to  use  cTery  exertion  in  their  power  to  in- 
duce Boards  of  Guardians  to  adopt  their 
Tiews. 

ARMY— EBIPLOTMENT   OF  SOLDIERS. 

QUESnON. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  in  the  ah- 
sence  of  hishon.  Friend  (Sir  John  Simeon), 
he  wonld  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  system  of  employing  soldiers 
in  trades  and  callings  which  luas  been  for 
some  time  pursued  at  Parkhurst  Barracks ; 
whether  be  is  satisfied  with  the  success 
of  the  experiment ;  and,  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  recommend  the  adoption  of 
the  principle  in  other  Depot  Battalions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  was  happy  to  say  that  the 
system  of  employing  soldiers  in  barracks 
had  heen  found  to  work  yery  satisfactorily. 
The  system  had  been  already  extended  to 
the  other  depots,  and  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  War  0£5ce  to  still  further  extend 
it. 

SCOTLAND--PAROOHIAL  ASSESS- 
MENT.—QUESTION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  STIRLING  *  MAX- 
WELL said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has  beeli 
called  to  the  discrepancies  which  occur  in 
the  practice  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land in  imposing  assessments  under  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act — namely,  that 
some  Parochial  Boards  make  no  deductions 
in  terms  of  the  tbirty-seyenth  section  of  the 
Act,  while  some  Parochial  Boards  make  an 
uniform  deduction  in  regard  to  all  classes 
of  property,  and  others  make  different  de- 
ductions in  regard  to  different  classes  of 
property  ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state,  for  the  information  of  the  Parochial 
Boards,  the  course  they  ought  to  follow  in 
regard  to  making  deductions  under  the 
thirty- seventh  section  of  the  Poor  Law  Act? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  :  Sir,  I  con- 
sider  those  Parochial  Boards  are  in  error 
which  make  no  deductions  from  the  gross 
The  Earl  of  Mayo 


I  rent  ef  property  for  the  probaUe  annoil 
I  average  coat  of  the  repairs,  insurance,  and 
I  other  expenses,  if  any,  necessary  to  main- 
I  tain  such  properties  in  their  actual  state, 
and  all  rates,  taxes,  and  public  charges 
payable  in  respect  of  the  same,  as  required 
by  Section  37  of  the  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  8  &  9  Fict.,  c.  83,  in 
order  to  bring  out  the  net  or  rateable 
value  for  the  purposes  of  the  Poor  Lav 
assessment.  1  consider  also  that  those 
Parochial  Boards  are  in  error  which  make 
an  uniform  deduction  from  the  rents  of  aU 
classes  of  property,  because  it  is  impos- 
sible that  the  aeductions  required  by  Se^ 
tion  37  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act 
can  be  the  same  in  amount  for  different 
classes  of  property,  such  as  houses  or 
manufactories,  and  for  arable  or  pasture 
land.  Those  Parochial  Boards  which  male 
different  deductions  in  terms  of  the  37th 
section  founded  upon  the  difference  of  tfie 
cost  of  repairs,  dbc.,  in  different  classes  of 
property  alone  act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  statute.  Parochial 
Boards,  after  ascertaining  the  net  or  rate- 
able value,  have  by  the  36th  section  of  the 
Act  power,  with  the  consent  of  the  Boiri 
of  Supervision,  to  classify  properties  sod 
to  fix  such  rates  of  assessment  as  to  them 
may  seem  just.  The  Board  of  Superviiion 
have  issued  circulars  bringing  these  mat- 
ters under  the  consideration  of  the  local 
Boards,  which  it  is  hoped  will  correct  the 
erroneous  systems  which  have  hithoto 
prevailed. 

METROPOLIS— FLOWERS  IN  THE 
PUBLIC  PARKS.— QUESTION. 

CoLOKBL  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to>k 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  deciaioo 
of  Mr.  Arnold,  the  Police  Magistrate  at 
Westminster,  on  Thursday  last,  in  the 
case  of  a  woman  brought  before  him  for 
plucking  a  plant  in  Chelsea  Hospital  Gar- 
den, that  it  was  no  offence,  as  plaota  sos 
flowers  were  not  protected  by  Isw  ,*  and, 
if  this  is  so,  what  protection  there  » 
for  the  plants  and  flowers  in  the  Pohlie 
Parks  which  are  maintained  at  so  p^^ 
expense  ? 

LOBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  case  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member,  and  he  believed  the  deciiioa 
of  the  magistrate  was  erroneoda.  Sir 
William  Atherton's  Act  was,  he  believed, 
still  operative,  and  he  was  preparo^  to 


proceed  trndw  ttl 
such  offendert. 


[Jnt80,1868} 
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IRELUfff-linEEN-S  PLATES. 


Generai.  DUNNB  uid,  he   witbeJ  to 
ask  the  Cbief  SecrtUr;  for  IreUud,  Sj 
wltoie  suiboritf  wu  t  QuMii'i  Plate  re- 
moted    tliia    yeu  from   the   Cnrra^h    to 
Limerick  ;    sra  the  SteWarda  of  the  Iriah 
Turf  Club  Teelod  with  any  powen  to  pro- 
hibit the  transfer  of  a  Qaeen'i  Plate  from 
the  Currngh  to  an;  other  looalilj  in  Ire- 
land ;   aod,  with  whom  does  it  rest  t« 
aotborize   the  ehaoges    of   the    Queen's 
Plates    from   one  locality   to  aDDther    in 
Ireland  ? 
I         The   Eahl  or  UATO  sud,  iu  reply, 
I     that  the  remoTal  wsi  made  by  the  orders 
of  the  Master  of  the  Horse,  after  several 
commuaicalioDS  with  the  anthorities  at  the 
Cnrragb,  who  were   willing  to  accede  to 
,      the  arraagemsnt.      It  rested    with    the 
H-   Master  of  the  Borse  to  make  any  changes 
^■Uieh  might  be  deemed  necessary  in  con- 
^fnetion  with  tbe  ronaiDg  for  the  Queen's 
BSkte 

I    ABT 
¥         Mr 


ABYSSINIAN  EXPEDITION— VOTE   OF 
THANKS  TO  LORD  NAPIER. 
,    Sfeakbb  acquainted   the    House 
that  he  had  reeeired  a  Letter  frooi  Lord  , 
Napier  of  Magdala,  dated  tbe   18i!i  <laj 
of  this  instant  July,    aclini    '   '  ' 


H»ff  to  sMTfM  far  mtfttlf,  and  on  he- 
Mfoftlu  egptMrs  undXm  o/tkt  Fotm, 
ourpro/amd  unit  of  tht  hmeur  eonfirr*d 

JhoM  Mm  th«  rfquint*  tUpt  tc  eonvt^ 
(A«  fSMf  £MotutioH4  U  the  Officer*  named, 
and  to  the  eeotral  Offieen  of  tk»  Navy  and 
Armg  teho  have  urvtd  in  the  Expedition. 
IhtKt  the  honour  to  he, 
Sir. 
Your  most  ohedient  Servant, 
NAPIER  OF  MAODALA. 
P.S.  I  regret  extremely  that  thit  Com- 
munieation  thould   have  been   aeeidentallji 
delayed. 

To  the  Bight  honble.  John  Evelyn  Beniton, 
Speaker  «f  the  Souit  of  Commoni. 


REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

IThe  Earl  of  Uoigo,  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneret  for 

IrOtrnd.) 

[bili.  213.]   ooioanu. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  ESMONDE  said,  he  rose  to  make 
an  objection  to  the  title  of  this  Bill,  which, 
he  contended,  did  not  cover  its  contents, 
loasmach  as  a  Registration  Bill  eonld  not 
be  presumed  to  contain  provisions  with  re- 
ference to  polling- places.  The  objection 
might  be  got  rid  of  either  by  discharging 
the  Order  and  hriaglng  in  a  new  Bill,  or 
by  altering  the  Bill  in  order  to  make  it 
correspond  with  its  title.  He  believed 
that  the   objection    ought    to    have  been 


Thank,  of  thi.  Hou«.  to  himMlf  and  other  ,  ^^^^  ^„  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^/^jj^^  .  ^^j_  „  ,^^ 


Officers 

Abyssinisn  Eipedition  ; — Letter  read 

fellows : — 

49,  ClevOand  Square,  Syde  Park, 

July  18,  1868. 
Sir, 
T  have  dttlf  reetivtd  the  Reeotutio 


Bill  was  read  a  aeeond  time  before  it  was 
printed,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  have 
offered  the  objection  at  that  stage, 

Uk.  speaker  said,  that  most  Bills, 
after  indicating  the  oantcnts,  contained  the 
words  "  and  for  otber  purposes."  In  this 
^/|  instance  these  wards  did  not  occur  ;  but 


the  Boueeof  Conmoni  convoying  the  Thanls    the  objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member 

of  the  Homr.  for  the  manner  in  which  the  -    ■  •■  •  •  -    - 

Vatnpaigti  in  Ahyetinia  teat  eondueUd,  to 

mytelf  and  lo   Commodore   Heath,    C.B., 

Mligor  Generai  Sir  0.  Stavelef,  S.  C.B., 

Mafor    General    Qeorg*    Maieotm,     C.B., 

jitg'or  General  E.  £.  Sueeell,  Brigadier 

General    W.  Mirt^either,    C.B.,   and  the 

ether  Officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  : 

And   the  further  intimation    that    the 
Mmit  aeinoteledge  and  approve  of  the  eon- 
-   \  of  the  Petty    Offioere,  Non-commis- 
"~      I,  and  Men  of  the  Navy  and 
t  and  Native,  during 


ilmai  qmeere, 
Mttv,hafkM 


a  preliminary  one,  which  ought  to 
nave  been  offered  on  the  second  resding, 
and  it  was  now  too  Iste  to  mske  it. 

Tai  EiRL  or  MATO  said,  that  in 
moving  the  second  reading  ho  had  in- 
formed ihe  hon,  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Ohicheater  Fortescue)  that  the  Bill  would 
contain  provisions  for  additional  polling- 
places,  and  had  also  stated  the  fact  in 
the  few  words  with  which  he  introduced 
the  measure;  and  he  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  House  wonid  acquit  him  of  having 
acted  in  any  way  unfairly.  It  was  trne 
that  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  before 
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it  wai  printed ;  but  he  Btated  at  tbe  time 
that  if  that  coarse  were  at  all  objected  to 
be  should  not  think  of  pressing  it. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  could  not  regard  an  accidental 
remark  made  to  himself  in  the  light  of  a 
communication  to  the  House  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  Bill.  It  would  have  been 
much  better  if  the  noble  Earl  had  had  the 
Bill  printed. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  taken  quite 
by  surprise.  This  Bill  had  not  been  dis- 
cussed, not  a  word  said,  upon  the  second 
reading.  It  was  introduced  at  two  o'clock 
in  the  morning  on  Tuesday  week.  The 
noble  Earl  did  not  then  explain  its  provi- 
sions fully.  The  noble  Earl  stated  that 
the  object  was  simply  to  have  the  registra- 
tion taken  in  such  time  as  to  enable  the 
Genera]  Election  to  take  place  in  Novem- 
ber, and  then  just  as  he  was  sitting  down 
he  said  that  it  would  also  contain  some 
alteration  with  respect  to  the  increase  of 
polling- places.  It  was  put  down  for  a  se- 
cond reading  on  Thursday,  and  when  it 
came  on  it  was  found  that  it  had  not 
been  printed.  At  the  time  of  the  second 
reading  he  and  several  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  in  Ireland.  When  the  Bill  was 
printed  it  was  discovered  that  it  made  a 
most  material  change  in  the  law  of  Ireland 
regarding  polling-places.  The  result  had 
been  to  bring  back  Irish  Members  who  had 
left  for  the  Session,  and  the  first  opportu- 
nity they  had  of  considering  it  was  after 
the  Appropriation  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time  in  that  House.  He  certainly 
thought  this  was  not  fair  in  the  noble  Earl 
or  Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  he  were 
in  "another  place,"  he  might  say  that  it 
was  a  dodge  or  a  trick,  but  as  he  knew 
that  that  would  be  un-Parliomentary  in  that 
House,  he  would  not  use  the  expression. 
According  to  the  existing  law  in  Ireland, 
application  might  be  made  to  the  magis- 
trates in  Quarter  Sessions  for  new  polling- 
places,  and  if  such  application  were  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Privy  Council  the  alteration  took  effect. 
By  the  present  Bill  it  was  proposed  to 
render  the  sanction  of  the  Lord  Lieo- 
tenant  and  the  Privy  Council  unnecessary. 
Now,  nine- tenths  of  the  magistrates  in 
Ireland  were  Conservatives  of  the  high- 
est possible  order,  and  to  place  in  their 
hands  such  a  power  was  certainly  not 
a  proposal  that  ought  to  be  made  at  the 
end  of  a  Session  when  so  few  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  in  London.  The  result  would 
The  Earl  of  Mayo 


most  probably  be  that  ereiy  magiatnte 
who  was  a  landlord  would  make  Ua  own 
rent-oflElce  a  polling-place,  and  the  tenanti 
would  be  marched  up  to  gire  their  votes. 
It  was  a  proposal  he  could  not  aaneUon, 
and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  the  Bill  efeiy 
opposition  in  his  power. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  tbe  Irish  Registrih 
tion  Bill  ought  to  hare  been  brought  ii 
simultaneously  with  the  Engliah  Begiatn- 
tion  Bill,  and  not  in  the  last  'week  or  tbs 
last  fortnight  of  the  Session.      Bat  in  tbi 
English  Bill  there  were  proTisions  forii- 
oreasing  tbe   polling-places  according  Ii 
the  increase  made  in  the  coantj  eooili- 
tuency  ;  while  in  Ireland  there  was  no  n> 
crease  in   the  constitaeney,    and   it  n 
expected  that  the  Irish  Registration  Bi 
would  be  confined  to  registration.     In  lb 
speech  of  the  noble   Earl    (the    Bari  d 
Mayo)  in  introducing  the  measure,  as  r^ 
ported  in  The  TimUt  not  a  word  was  mi 
about  an  increase  of  polling-places.    Os 
the  second  reading  the  noble  Earl  said  tint 
clauses  relative  to  polling-places  would  k 
introduced,  and  they  were  introduced  be> 
fore  the  Bill  was  printed,   and  what  thi 
clauses  were  had  only  just  become  knowa 
[The  Earl  of  Mato  :  I  sUted  them  pab- 
licly.]     He  was  not  aware  what  they  wen 
till  Saturday  night ;  and  the  clauses  hil 
kept  him  and  other   Members   in  tows. 
Many  Irish  Members  who  had  not  seas 
them  had,  however,  gone  to  Ireland  ;  sri 
he  objected  to  the  alteration  of  the  laval 
this  late  period  of  tho  Session. 

Ma.  VANCE  said,  he  must  contend  Ibit 
there  had  been  no  surprise  in  this  msttv. 
The  Bill  would  increase,  instead  of  diais- 
ishing,  the  facilities  for  voting.  If  bds. 
Gentlemen  wished  elections  to  be  c«> 
ducted  with  order  in  Ireland  tbej  wosU 
vote  for  additional  polling-places.  Tbi 
clauses  relating  to  new  polling-plaees  wen 
precisely  similar  to  clauses  in  the  EsgKik 
Bill,  except  where  concessions  had  bees 
made  to  Irish  Liberal  Members. 

Sir  GEORGE  BO WYER  said,  he  kri 
not  supposed  the  Bill  was  anything  bat  s 
simple  Registration  Bill.  The  House  oogkC 
not  to  consider  the  circumstances  of  S^g- 
land  and  Ireland  as  being  alike.  In  Bog- 
land  the  magistrate  would  ezeroise  w 
power  with  respect  to  additional  pcJlisi- 

? laces  as  a  matter  of  business ;  but  la 
reland  party  feeling  ran  so  high  ai  It 
make  it  highly  undesirable  to  give  tUi 
power  to  the  magistrates  without  tone 
check.  He  hoped  the  Government  woaU 
withdraw  this  portion  of  the  Bill, 
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Ta  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  he  could 
ftMure  the  Irish  Memhers  that  there  had 
been  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
femment  to  cause  them  any  inconvenience. 
He  suggested  that  the  discussion  on  the 
•objeet  of  the  polling- places  could  be  taken 
iniieh  better  in  Committee  than  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
tbat  as  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  did  not  touch 
Ihe  eounty  franchise  he  could  not  see  why 
tfie  GoTemment  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  interfere  with  the  question  of  polling- 
jdaees  in  a  Bill  which  be  had  supposed  to 
be  merely  a  Registration  Bill.  At  present 
application  could  be  made  at  Quarter  Ses- 
ilMma  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of  the 
polling* places.  He  thought  the  Chief 
Baeretary  for  Ireland  ought  to  give  some 
.tt^nation  before  the  House  was  asked  to 
go  into  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  that  perhaps 
.tt  might  facilitate  matters  if  he  now  offered 
ia  lew  remarks  hy  way  of  explanation.  He 
UKeved  he  could  satisfy  the  House  that 
.flMre  was  an  absolute  necessity  for  the 
•buiaes  which  provided  facilities  for  iocreas- 
iag  the  number  of  polling- places.  As  the 
law  stood  at  present  it  was  impossible  to 
gal  additiooal  polling- places  in  Ireland,  no 
natter  how  general  and  how  just  the  demand 
ior  tbem  might  be.  That  had  been  decided 
an  several  occasions,  in  accordance  with  the 

9 anion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
be  alteration  he  proposed  was  not  one  in 
iba  law,  but  merely  a  provision  to  make 
Iba  existing  law  workable.  By  the  13  b  14 
Viot.  0.  50,  it  was  provided  that  certain 
plaeea  duly  scheduled  in  that  Act  should 
aa  the  polling- places  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland  ;  but  by  Clause  22  of  that  Act  it 
was  farther  provided  that  no  barony  or 
kalf  barony  in  a  county  could  be  divided 
far  the  purpose  of  making  additional 
lidfiog-places.  By  the  25  &  26  VicU  c.  62, 
.thai  latter  restriction  was  removed  ;  but  no 
wrovision  whatever  was  made  for  the 
Astribution  of  the  voters  in  accordance 
frilh  the  number  and  the  situation  of  the 
y^ing-places.  This  was  sought  to  be 
amaoded  by  the  27  &  28  Vkt,  c.  22,  which 
was  partly  retrospective  and  partly  pro- 
anaetive  in  its  provisions  ;  but  here,  again, 
uare  was  a  defect,  because  if  an  alteration 
af  the  polling-places  occurred  in,  say,  the 
aarlj  part  of  the  year,. it  was  impossible  to 
abCiun  any  re-distribution  of  voters  for 
idna  or  ten  months  after.    In  the  event  of 


an  election  in  the  interval,  very  great  con- 
fusion would  be  certain  to  occur,  oy  reason 
of  the  uncertainty  as  to  where  each  man 
should  vote.  It  had  been  therefore  held 
by  successive  Advisers  of  the  Crown  that, 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  he  had 
referred,  it  would  be  improper  for  the 
Privy  Council  to  make  the  Order  respect- 
ing the  applications  for  additional  polling- 
places  contemplated  by  the  Legislature. 
The  consequence  was  that  the  law  was 
a  dead  letter,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  obtain  additional  polling  -  places  for 
any  county  in  Ireland.  The  first  case 
arose  in  reference  to  Kilkenny.  It  was 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  who  gave  their  opinion  that  it 
would  be  improper  and  dangerous  to  make 
the  Order.  The  result  was  that  the  last 
Act  was  passed ;  but,  while  providing  for 
the  case  of  Kilkenny,  it  omitted  to  pro- 
vide for  the  other  case  to  which  he  had 
just  referred.  In  the  year  1864  the  ma- 
gistrates of  Queen's  County  applied  for 
additional  polling-places.  The  Law  Officers, 
however,  advised  the  Privy  Council  not  to 
make  an  Order,  as  it  would  be  productive 
of  great  confusion.  As  the  whole  necessity 
of  the  present  legislation  arose  out  of  that 
opinion,  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
read  to  the  House.     It  was  as  follows  :— 

'^  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  Privy  Gounoil 
ought  not  now  to  make  the  proposed  orders,  in- 
volving as  they  do  a  division  of  baronies.  We 
think  that  the  making  of  such  orders  would  cause 
very  great  confusion  and  embarrassment,  by  con- 
stituting new  polling-places  for  barony  divisions 
without  any  machinery  being  in  existence  for 
making  out  separate  lists  of  voters  for  each 
division  before  an  election  may  take  place  for  the 
county  in  which  the  divided  bsrony  is  situate. 
The  Act  of  Parliament,  27  &  28  Vict,  o.  22,  is,  we 
think,  defective  in  not  providing  that  the  polling 
at  elections  which  may  happen  between  the 
making  of  the  order  for  the  new  polling-places 
and  the  revision  of  the  separate  lists  consequent 
thereon  should  proceed  as  if  no  such  order  was 
made,  and  the  said  Act  must,  we  think,  be 
amended.  Pending  this  amendment,  it  appears  to 
us  that  the  Privy  Council  should  make  no  order 
involving  a  division  of  a  barony.  We  think  it 
right  to  add  that,  in  our  opinion,  the  amendment 
of  the  Act  ought  to  provide  that  the  separate 
lists  should  be  made  out  and  revised  at  the 
Quarter  Sessions  next  after  the  order  of  the 
Privy  Council,  by  enacting  clauses  similar  to  the 
10th  and  following  sections  in  the  Act  above- 
mentioned,  and  that  elections  in  the  meantime 
should  be  oonduoted  as  if  no  such  order  was  made. 

"  Thomas  O'Haoan. 

"  Jamss  a.  Lawsoit. 

"  Edwabd  Sullivan." 

Sib  COLMAN    O'LOGHLBN  :  What 
is  the  date? 
The  Earl  of  MATO  said,  it  was  dated 
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the  27th  of  December,  1864.  No  doubt, 
that  opinion  was  perfectly  correct ;  and, 
after  inch  advice,  it  wai  pbt ioaalj  impos- 
sible for  the  PriTj  Council  to  make  any 
Order  for  additional  polling-places.  An- 
other case  had  arisen  more  recently  in 
reference  to  the  coanty  of  Donegal ;  but 
the  application  was  not  complied  with,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Priry  Comicil  felt  it 
unsafe  to  make  an  Order  on  the  subject 
until  the  law  was  completed.  Both  the 
late  and  the  present  GoTcrnments,  there- 
fore, had  been  obliged  to  refuse  relief  when 
it  had  been  applied  for.  He  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  now  see  that  the  accusa- 
tions brought  against  him  of  taking  the 
House  by  surprise,  of  making  material 
alterations  in  the  law,  and  other  ridiculous 
and  absurd  charges  had  no  foundation 
whatoTcr.  He  merely  proposed  to  facili- 
tate the  action  of  the  present  law ;  and, 
with  one  single  exception,  he  did  not  de- 
viate from  the  Tcry  letter  of  the  advice 
giren  to  the  Crown  by  its  Law  Officers  of 
the  late  Administration  in  the  case  to 
.  which  he  had  referred.  The  necessity  in 
Ireland  for  additional  polling-places  was 
▼ery  urgent.  To  show  this,  he  would 
compare  three  Irish  counties  with  three 
English  agricultural  counties,  as  it  would 
obTiously  be  unfair  to  take  manufacturing 
counties  in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  comparison.  The  English 
counties  he  had  selected  were  North  De- 
▼onsbire,  Westmoreland,  and  the  North 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  these  he  would 
compare  with  the  counties  of  Tipperary, 
Donegal,  and  Cork.  In  North  Defon 
there  were  eleven  polling- places  for  9,500 
electors,  or  one  polling-place  for  about 
every  900  voters ;  but  in  Tipperary,  where 
the  number  of  electors  was  the  same — 
9,500— there  were  only  five  polling-places, 
or  one  for  every  1,900  voters.  Again, 
Westmoreland,  with  4,200  electors,  had 
thirteen  polling-places,  or  one  to  every 
400  voters  ;  whereas  Donegal,  with  4,300 
electors,  had  but  four  polling- places,  or 
one  to  about  every  1,100  voters.  He 
might  mention  that  there  had  been  re- 
peated applications  from  Donegal  for 
additional  polling-places,  and  that  some  of 
the  voters  in  that  county  had  to  travel  no 
leas  than  twenty-five  or  twenty-six  miles 
across  a  mountain  to  record  their  votes. 
To  show  further  the  disadvantage  at  which 
Irish  counties  were  placed  in  this  respect 
as  compared  with  English  counties,  he 
need  only  state  that  whereas  the  North 
Biding  of  Yorkshire,  with  15,400  electorsi 
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had  seventeen  pollrog-places,  the  county  of 
Cork,  with  15,700,  had  only  ten.    Then 
in  Ireland  itself  the  greatest  inequalities 
existed   between    different   counties  with 
regard  to  poUing-plaeea.     The  county  of 
Clare,  for  instance,  with  5.460  electors, 
had  ten  polling-places,  while  the  county  of 
Cavan,  with  5,900  electors,  had  only  foor. 
These  statistics  must  convince  the  House 
that,  putting  aside  all  other  considerations, 
there  was  a  necessity  for  immediate  legis- 
lation.   He  believed  the  present  Bill  would 
effect  a  great  improvement.    According  to 
the  old  law,  which  was  inoperative,  altera- 
tions with  respect  to  polling-places  cooU 
only  be  made  at  Quarter  Sessions,  which 
in  Ireland  were  not  generally  well  attended 
by  the  magistrates,  but  were  mere  hole- 
and-corner  meetings.    He  proposed,  there- 
fore, that  a  public  notice  should  be  gives 
of  all  intended  alterations  of  polling-plsees, 
with  the  view  of  securing  the  attendsnee 
of  all  the  magistrates  and  other  persooi 
interested,  and  that  the  sohjeet  should  be 
discussed  at  a  Special  Sessions.     This,  in- 
deed, was  the  only  alteration  he  proposed 
to  make  in  the  existing  law.     When  tbe 
list  of  polling-places  had  been  arranged  by 
the  magistrates  it  was  to  be  submitted  to 
the    Privy   Council,    as  at    nresent,  for 
approval  and  rectification,  and  afterwards 
published  in  the  DvhUn  OaxetU.    It  was 
also  provided  that  in  the  event  of  tbeie 
being  an  election  between  the  appointment 
of  new  polling-places  and  the  revision  of 
the  lists,  the  old  lists  should  remain  in 
force  as  respects  the  polling-places.    Of 
course  the  Executive  Government,  through 
the  action  of  the  Privy  Council,  would  in 
every  case  be  responsible  for  alterations  in 
the  polling-places.    He  implored  the  Hoose 
to  pass  these  clauses ;  they  would  save 
large  numbers  of  electors  in  Ireland  from 
having  to  take  long  and  sometimes  dso- 
gerous  journeys.     They  carried  oat  tbe 
principle  which  waa  always  acted  upon  in 
England  of  bringing  the  pel  ling-placet  ss 
near  as  possible  to  the  electors.     He  wss 
astonished   that   any   Member  connected 
with  Ireland  could  get  up  and  oppose  tbeie 
provisions.     They  were  proposed  for  no 
party  purpose  whatever :  in  fact,  tbe  greater 
number  of  applications  for  additional  poll- 
ing-places came  from  the  North  of  Ireland; 
but  he  believed  that  they  were  calcnlsted 
to  facilitate  elections  in  Ireland,  to  prevent 
disturbances,  and  to  contribute  largely  to 
the  convenience  of  tbe  voters. 

Mr.    LAWSON   said,  he  thought  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  was  the  strongeit 
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poMible  argoment  against  the  elaiiBe,  be- 
canee  if  the  grie?ance  was  one  of  so  many 
jears*  standing  it  was  difficult  to  understand 
why  the  noble  Earl  had  not  addressed  him- 
self to  it  before,  instead  of  so  unexpectedly 
proposing  to  leffislate  upon  it  by  introducing 
apeeial  clauses  m  a  Bill  introduced  for  quite 
another  purpose.  The  noble  Earl  told 
them  that  a  formal  and  teohnical  defect  in 
the  law  was  pointed  out  in  1864 ;  but  he 
was  in  power  in  1866  and  1867»  when  there 
w«re  applications  from  King's  County  and 
Other  places,  and  yet  he  took  no  steps 
towards  remedying  the  defect.  Why  did 
not  the  noble  Earl  propose  the  change  in 
ihe  Irish  Reform  Bill  when  there  would 
hafo  been  an  opportunity  of  discussing  its 
ospediency  ?  The  alterations  proposed  by 
ttie  noble  Earl  were  not  quite  so  insignifi- 
oant  as  he  had  made  out.  By  the  present 
htw  no  additional  polling- places  could  be 

a  lied  for  except  at  Quarter  Sessions, 
he  most  say  that  he  was  surprised  to 
hoar  the  noble  Earl  talk  of  Quarter  Ses- 
Uoiui  in  Ireland  as  "hole-and-corner" 
ihootlngs,  for  they  were  as  well  attended 
M  Quarter  Sessions  in  England.  The 
lidUe  Earl  now  proposed  that  six  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  or  twenty  electors,  upon  re- 

Eiaition  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  should 
?e  power  to  con?ene  a  Special  Sessions, 
to  be  held  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the 
appfieation.  This  proposal  he  condemned 
aa  an  nnconstitutional  innovation.  The 
power  to  conTcne  the  Special  Sessions 
wonld  rest  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
aot  with  the  Prify  Council,  and  the  month's 
notice  now  necessary  would  be  dispensed 
with.  The  Special  Sessions  proposed  to 
he  sabstituted  for  the  Quarter  Sessions  in 
fhia  matter  would  really  bo  '*hole-and- 
oomer  "  meetings.  He  looked  npon  these 
pro? isions  as  an  after-thought.  He  fancied 
dioj  bad  been  added  at  the  suggestion  of 
■tee  person  whose  object  was  to  enabl^  a 
Urgp  number  of  fresh  polling-places  to  be 
granted  in  the  ensuing  month  of  August,  a 
ftne  when  a  great  many  of  the  influential 
Maidents  were  out  of  the  country,  for  the 
forposo  of  obtaining  some  political  adfan- 
llsge.  He  trusted  that  the  clauses  would 
iM  be  pressed.  If  they  were  he  hoped  the 
Iriah  Members  would  give  them  their  most 
doCormined  opposition. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir.  I  think  the  best 
waj  to  advance  the  Business  would  be  for 
■a  to  go  into  Committee  without  further 
delay.  If  there  are  on  our  part  any  of  the 
deep-laid  plots  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
opposite  supposes,  the  scrutiny  of  the 


Committee  will  soon  reveal  and  defeat 
them.  Bat  until  we  get  into  Committee 
we  are  making  no  progress. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  it  would  be  a  great 
ineonvenience  if  just  on  the  eve  of  a  General 
Election  the  polling-places  throughout  Ire- 
land were  changed.  But  the  great  objec- 
tion to  the  plan  was  that  it  was  a  surprise, 
no  intimation  on  the  subject  of  these  polling- 
places  having  been  given  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO:  I  stated  distinctly 
on  that  occasion  that  provision  would  be 
made  for  additional  polling- places. 

Mr.  COGAN  said,  that  the  no  mention 
of  them  would  be  found  in  the  report  of 
the  noble  Earl's  speech,  probably  on  ac- 
count of  the  rery  late  hour  in  the  morning 
at  whieh  the  noble  Earl  addressed  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
come  to  a  clear  decision  on  these  clauses 
before  going  into  Committee.  It  was  clear 
that  the  most  strenuous  opposition  would 
be  given  to  the  third  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
as  practical  men  they  ought  to  consider 
that  at  this  period  of  the  Session  great 
powers  and  facilities  were  given  to  an 
Opposition  to  defeat  any  measure  of  which 
they  disapproved.  Those  powers  had  been 
exercised  already  on  another  Bill,  and  if 
they  were  driven  to  exercise  them  on  this 
Bill  very  serious  consequences  might  en- 
sue. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  follow  the  advice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  go  into  Committee  ;  but  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  two  preliminary 
points  on  which  he  thought  the  whole  dis- 
cussion in  Committee  would  turn.  The 
two  points  were  these.  In  the  first  place, 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  objected 
not  so  much  to  legislation  on  this  matter 
as  that  the  clauses  referring  to  it  were  in 
the  wrong  Bill.  The  Government  had  had 
the  opinion  of  counsel  before  them  for  four 
years,  recommending  a  change  in  the  law; 
but  the  clauses  making  the  change  ought, 
as  in  the  English  Bill,  to  have  been  placed 
in  the  Reform  Bill,  and  not  in  the  Regis- 
tration Bill.  The  other  point  was  that  if 
these  clauses  were  to  appear  in  the  Regis- 
tration Bill  the  Government  ought  to  have 
given  Notice  of  their  introduction.  But 
the  Bill  was  allowed  to  be  read  a  second 
time  without  being  printed,  because  it  was 
supposed  that  it  would  be  strictly  confined 
to  tlie  subject  which  was  represented  by 
its  title;  but  when  the  Bill  was  printed 
they  found  to  their  surprise  that  it  referred 
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to  quite  different  matters,  and  many  of  the 
Irish  Members  who  had  left  England  were 
obliged  to  return  to  this  country  in  conse- 
quence. These  were  the  points  which  re- 
quired explanation.  There  was  nothing 
of  which  the  House  was  so  jealous,  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentlemaii  had  shown  to- 
night that  there  was  nothing  of  which  he 
was  so  sensitive,  as  the  suspicion  that  the 
House  was  about  to  be  taken  by  surprise. 
Having  listened  to  this  discussion  with  the 
greatest  interest  and  attention,  he  was 
brought  to  the  conclusion  that  the  noble  Earl 
had  given  no  answer  at  all  to  the  objections  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Greville- 
Nugent),  and  that  the  Bill  as  a  Registration 
Bill  ought  not  to  have  been  extended  to 
the  increase  of  polling-places.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  persist  with  these  clauses. 
Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  thought  the 
House  should  not  come  to  any  hasty  con- 
clusion with  regard  to  principles  which 
might  have  a  vital  effect  on  the  character 
of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this 
Bill  contained  any  lingering  remnant  of  the 
old  system  of  favouritism  and  ascendancy, 
it  was  time  for  that  House,  which  repre- 
sented the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
to  put  an  end  to  it.  The  object  of  the 
clauses  he  understood  to  be  to  give  the 
landlords  power  to  bring  their  tenants  like 
serfs  to  the  poll.  Now,  if  that  were  so, 
he  asked  the  House  to  pause  before  adopt- 
ing them.  He  implored  the  House  to  con- 
sider that  this  was  but  a  remnant  of  powers 
attaching  in  past  times  to  property  as  dis- 
connected with  labour  and  the  rights  of 
industry,  and  that  it  was  now  time  to  put 
an  end  to  them  all.     He  would  support  the 

Sroposition  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
[ember  for  Portarlington  (Mr.  Lawson). 
He  would  never  be  satisfied  till  the  Union 
was  made  complete,  and  Ireland  enjoyed 
all  the  rights  and  all  the  liberties  of  Eng- 
land. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Definition  of  "  Principal 
Act"). 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  the 
present  would  be  a  good  opportunity  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  intended  to  per- 
severe with  the  third  part  of  the  Bill  f 
Several  hon.  Gentlemen  took  a  great 
interest  in  the  question  which  stood  next 
on  the  Paper  (the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill),  and  it  might  be  con- 
venient to  them  to  know  if  that  Bill  was 

Mr,  HorBMan 


not  to  oome  on  till  eleven  or  twelve  o'dosk 
that  night. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  to  21,  incloBivei  agreed  fo. 

Clause  22  (Courts  of  Revision  to  be  hdi 
between  8th  September  and  6th  October). 

Mb.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  aud,bs 
wished  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Goven- 
ment  as  to  the  necessity  of  taking  sons 
steps  to  secure  greater  facilitiea  than  hil 
commonly  been  given   heretofore  for  tbs 
registration  of  voters    belonging   to  ths 
working  classes.     By  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion they  had  in  towns  greatly  ezteadsl 
the  bounds  of  electoral   privileges,  non 
especially  by  the  conoeaaion   of  the  frsfr 
chise  to  lodgers.     But  from  what  reaehsi 
him   he  feared  that  this  boon  woold  lis 
rendered  useless,  unless  the  GovenmisiK 
would  either  introduce  a  measure  or  gne 
directions  to  the  Revising  Barriaten  u  ts 
the  time   at  which  the  BeTiaion  Gonti 
shonld  be  held.    It  was  plain  that  thsN 
who  lived  by  their  labour  could  not  aflbrf 
to  hang  about  a  Revision  Court  for  lbs 
greater  part  of  a  day,  or  of  more  days  thss 
one,  to  secure  their  claims  being  admittad; 
and,  if  they  were  in  consequence  denisi 
their  promised  share  of  enfranchisemeBli 
would  not  a  feeling  incTitably  arise  tbsl 
hopes  had  been  held  out  to  them  that  w«t 
not  meant  to  be  realiaed  ?     He  was  sws 
that  this  was  not  in  the  intention  of  sij 
party  in  that  House;    and   therefoie  bs 
trusted   that   he   might  be   pardoned  Ar 
making  a  suggestion  which,  if  acted  eSt 
he  trusted   would    tend   to    prevent  & 
satisfaction  or  diatrust  ariaiog.     The  B^ 
vision  Courts   were   to  be  held  in  Ssj^ 
tember;   and  at  that  season  of  the  jtsc 
there   could  be  no  possible  objection  Is 
their  sitting  in  the  evening  from  six  liD 
eight  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  clsiai 
orlodgers.    He  would  suggest  that  whei- 
ever  a  Revising  Barrister  was  called  lusa 
by  a  so£5cieut  number  of  persons,  say  iftf 
or  100,  to  hold  bis  Court    on  altensts 
days  till  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening  bs 
should  be  bound  to  do  so.     When  the  ordi- 
nary day*B  work  waa  done  the  frugal  wi 
careful  man  would  thus  have  an  opp^imill 
of  making  good  his  claim,  which  he  otb6^ 
wise  could  not  be  expected  to  do.    Ha 
(Mr.  Torrens)  put  it   to   the  riffht  boa. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Trsssoy 
whether  he  could  do  anything  more  gees- 
rally  acceptable,  more  oonaiderate,  or  nioia 
jasty  than  to  act  upon  the  iuggeation  wbiA 


1407 


B^gkiraUen 


|Jvlt20,  1868) 


{MmO)  mn. 


1498 


lie  (Ifr.  Torrent)  bad  fentared  to  make.  | 
He  had  been  anxious  to  urge  a  eimilar  pro- 
TUHon  in  the  English  Bill. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  he 
did  not  know  what  the  law  might  be  in 
Bngland,  bnt  in  Ireland  it  was  eompetent 
te  a  Beyising  Barrister  to  sit  to  any  bonr, 
end  he  himself,  when  he  was  a  Re?ising 
Barrister,  in  his  younger  days,  had  on  one 
sat  till  ten  o'olook. 


u 
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Olanse  agreed  to, 

Olanses  23  and  24  agreed  to, 

Olanse  25  (Bzpenses  of  Chairman). 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  suggested 
thai  the  scale  of  remuneration  should  he 
§sed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Law 
(Mk«V|  instead  of  by  the  Reyising  Bar- 
llaler,  to  whom  the  duty  was  a  rery  invi- 
dbea  one. 

Ttai   ATTORNEY    GENERAL    pob 

£  ELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  that  the 
femment  could  not  tell  what  the  clerk's 
dhltiea  had  been,  and  might  give  too  much 
eir  too  little,  while  the  Barrister  knew  ez- 
^itly  to  what  he  was  entitled. 

'    Cnanse  agreed  to. 

*   Obuses  26  to  31,  indusiTe,  agreed  to^ 

.    OUuse  32  (Occupiers  not  to  claim  as 
Zibdgers,  and  Persons  making  false  Decla- 
^Ifttion    as    to    Claim    guilty    of    Misde- 
'  leenour). 

Mr.  laws  on  said,  that  this  clause, 
whieh  made  it  a  misdemeanour  for  anyone 
who  was  an  occupier  to  have  himself  rated 
M  e  lodger,  created  a  new  miidemeanour, 
and  was  not  in  either  the  English  or  the 
■eoteb  Bills. 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  could  only  express 

Us  surprise  and  regret  that  the  clause  had 

been  proposed  to  be  omitted.    He  thought 

the  Committee  would  not  wish  that  those 

who  were  entitled  to  claim  as  occupiers 

lid  also  claim  as  lodgers.     The  clause 

iM  be  ineoufenient  only  to  those  who 

desirous  of  setting  up  fictitious  claims. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 

object  to  the  clause,  which  made  the 

of  making  a  false  declaration  toget 

the  register  a  misdemeanour.      Why 

lid  a  clause  of  that  kind  be  introduced 

Md  the  Irish  Bill  when  it  was  not  in  the 

Kwlish  Bill  ? 

«  MB.  VANCE  said,  the  lodger  franchise 
van  a  new  franchise.  It  was  well  known 
that  much  stir  was  now  making  in  the 
mlj  of  Dublin  to  take  every  advantage  of 
It.  It  was  stated  by  the  correspondent  of 
Tk$  Tm$$,  that  if  the  matter  was  allowed 


to  proceed  as  intended,  it  would  amount 
almost  to  universal  sufrage,  for  all  those 
persons  who  could  not  claim  as  occupiers 
were  determined  to  claim  as  lodgers.  The 
clause  could  not  be  objected  to  by  any  man 
who  did  not  wish  to  make  a  fraudulent 
claim.  If  the  clause  was  not  in  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  there  wss  no  reason  why  a  prece- 
dent for  introducing  it  should  not  be  sot  in 
the  Irish  Bill.  He  would  point  out  that 
there  was  no  rating  check  upon  the  lodger. 

Sir  PATRICE  O'BRIEN  said,  he  could 
now  see  whence  the  clause  originated.  It 
appeared  from  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Yance)  that  ob- 
jections were  entertained  in  certain  quarters 
to  a  lodger  franchise  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 
The  clause  appeared  to  be  framed  solely 
with  reference  to  that  class  of  voters. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  clause 
contained  two  distinct  and  incongruous 
propositions.  It  ought  to  be  divided  into 
two  clauses,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Committee  to  pass  it  in 
its  present  shape.  The  first  part  enacted 
that  no  person  rated  as  an  occupier  should 
claim  to  be  placed  on  the  register  as  a 
lodger;  the  second  part  said  that  a  person 
making  a  false  claim  as  a  lodger  should  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour.  The  first  part 
was  open  to  objection,  because  a  man  might 
be  wrongly  rated  as  an  occupier.  To  the 
second  part,  the  objections  were  insur- 
mountable. The  Committee  ought  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  principle  of  equity  and  equality 
with  regard  to  all  persons  claiming  the 
franchise.  All  the  reasons  for  providing 
against  fraudulent  claims  on  the  part  of 
the  lodger  were  equally  applicable  to  the 
case  of  the  leaseholder  and  freeholder. 

Mr.  STNAN  said,  he  objected  to  the 
clause,  whieh  he  believed  to  be  due  to  the 
oracular  interference  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Armagh  (Mr.  Vance). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
two  parts  of  the  clause  separately  if  the 
Committee  desired  it.  It  was  manifest 
that  the  lodger  clause  required  peculiar 
safeguards,  which  he  could  not  but  suppose 
hon.  Members,  who  were  in  favour  of 
purity  of  election,  were  anxious  to  see 
provided.  The  object,  then,  of  the  first 
part  of  the  clause  was  to  make  rating  as 
an  occupier  conclusive  evidence  that  the 
person  was  not  a  lodger,  so  that  a  man 
who  was  rated  as  an  occupier  could  not 
come  forward  and  say,  "  It  is  true  I  have 
not  paid  the  rates  which  according  to  the 
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ratepftjiog  books  I  am  liable  to  pay,  and  I 
olaim  M  a  lodger."  With  regard  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause,  be  trusted  that  uo 
hoB.  Member  would,  after  oonsideratioo, 
saj  that  the  QoTernmeul  had  done  wrong 
in  attaching  a  stigma  and  punishment  to 
wilful  and  oorropt  falsehood  in  refcreooe  to 
the  electire  franchise. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  EOBTESCUS 
said,  some  hon.  Qentlemen  seemed  to 
entertain  a  perfect  horror  of  the  lodger 
class.  He  did  not  see  how  a  person  dplj 
rated  could  claim  as  a  lodger,  for  a  lodger 
roust  reside  in  some  part  of  a  house  oeeun 
pied  by  another  party.  Be  thought  that 
to  meet  a  danger  of  so  problematical  a 
character  as  the  one  supposed,  it  would  be 
most  unwise  to  apply  this  new  and  excep- 
tional legislation  to  Ireland.  He  strongly 
objected  to  the  second  part  of  the  clause, 
which  created  a  new  crime,  and  did  not 
see  why  the  penalty  should  apply  to  lodgers 
and  not  to  other  claimants  for  the  fran* 
ohise. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  that  the 
lodger  qualification  was  a  perfectly  unique 
one  and  would  be  fruitful  of  fraud.  So  far 
from  wishing  to  see  the  pro?ision  limited 
to  Ireland  he  should  like  to  see  it  extended 
to  England,  and  so  far  from  its  being  un- 
necessary, it  was  only  analogous  to  the 
proposals  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
bouse  with  respect  to  the  declarations  re- 
quired from  candidates.  E?ery  precaution 
ought  to  be  taken  against  fraudulent  at- 
tempts to  obtain  votes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  saw  that 
the  Goyernment  attached  importance  to 
the  first  part  of  the  clause.  Though  he 
thought  it  a  great  mistake  to  introduce 
legislation  of  the  kind  proposed  into  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  yet  he  desired,  out 
of  deference  to  the  riews  of  the  GoTcrn- 
ment,  to  suggest  the  introduction  of  the 
word  **  duly."  The  first  part  of  the  clause 
would  then  run  thus — ''No  person  duly 
rated  as  the  occupier  of  any  house  or  pre- 
mises shall  be  registered  in  respect  of  being 
a  lodger."  With  respect,  howeyer,  to  the 
latter  portion  of  the  clause,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  it  was  a  distinct 
stigma,  not  only  upon  lodgers  as  a  class, 
but  on  the  Irish  lodgers  as  compared  with 
all  others. 

Thb  EiBii  OF  MATO  said,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  the  word 
<*  duly."  He  would  obserTO  that  in  Ire- 
land the  lists  were  taken  from  the  rate 
books,  and  no  one  could  get  on  them  with- 
out  being  duly  rated. 

The  Attorn^  Oemrdlfcr  JMmid      ' 


Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  it  was  aU  Tsiy 

well  to  talk  about  extending  these  provi- 
sions  to  England^  but  the  English  Bill 
could  not  be  re-opened.  He  did  not  wish— 
and  he  thought  it  came  with  a  bad  grace 
from  the  noble  Earl  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land—to brand  their  countrymen  with  s 
desire  to  get  on  the  register  by  corrupt 
practices.  If  the  clause  were  not  extended 
to  England,  why  should  it  be  applied  to 
Ireland? 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  objected  to 
the  imposition  of  a  new  penalty,  and  to 
the  attempt  to  fix  pn  Irish  lodgers  the 
crime  of  misdemeanour.  Instead  of  io" 
creasing  the  list  of  crimes  it  was  mo«t 
desirable  to  diminish  the  number.  The 
TOters  under  the  Reform  Bill  would  be 
enormously  increased.  In  his  own  coniti- 
tnency  the  number  would  be  incressed 
four-fold,  and  it  was  not  likely  tbey  would 
be  willing  to  be  convicted  of  misdeoaes- 
nour.  He  protested  against  the  doctrine 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whioh 
made  that  a  crime  in  Ireland  which  wsi 
not  an  offence  in  England. 

The  Eabl  of  MATO  said,  he  thooght 
there  was  some  force  in  the  objectioo,  and 
he  would  consent  to  leaTo  out  the  letter 
part  of  the  clause,  whioh  made  a  false  de- 
claration a  misdemeanour. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  33  (Eyidence  to  support  CUm)* 
Mb.  LAWSON  said,  that  as  the  elsoie 
was  worded  he  apprehended  that  it  might 
preclude  an  appeal.  He  thought  the 
words  stating  that  the  evidence  shoeld  be 
Buoh  as  was  satisfactory  to  the  chairmsnor 
Revising  Barrister  should  be  struck  ooi 
He  moved  to  leave  out  all  the  words  sfter 
the  word  "  claim." 

Thb  Eabl  or  MATO  aaid,  the  law  of 
registration  in  Ireland  was  different  from 
that  in  England.     In  England  a  clsinsnt 
would  be  obliged  to  bring  forward  icbs 
evidence  of  his  claim.     In  Ireland  any  ooe 
who  made  a  claim  was  put  on  the  deetorsl 
roll  of  the  borough  or  county  as  the  esie 
might  be,  unless  bis  claim  was  objected  to. 
A  case  had  occurred  in  which  the  Rerising 
Barrister  erased   a  name   which  wss  not 
objected  to.     On  appeal  the  late  Jodg* 
Perrin  ordered  the  name  to  be  plsced  on 
the  register.    It  was  therefore  neeeMSiy. 
as  a  large  number  of  claims  would  he 
made  by  lodgers,  to  place  the  Isw  bj  s 
clause  of  this   kind  substantially  oo  the 
same  footing  as  that  in  England. 
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8n  OOLMAN  O'LOOBLBN  Mid.  that 
tho  noble  Earl  was  quite  eorreot  in  his 
•Utemeofe  of  the  law  on  the  point.  A  man 
•onid  register  himself  for  ererj  one  of  the 
thirty-two  eoonties  bj  sending  in  a  cUim 
ler  that  purposes,  and  if  his  elaim  was 
BQl  objeoted  to  he  would  hare  a  vote  in 
mioh  of  those  oounties.  He  thought  the 
Boble  Barl  would  do  well  to  bring  up  a 
fdanse  to  alter  the  law  in  that  respeot. 

Tm  Eabl  ot  lAATO  said,  he  had  heard 
of  ft  ease  in  which  a  man  had  succeeded 
Id  getting  himself  on  the  register  for 
eighteen  counties  without  any  real  qualifi- 

Sn  JOHN  GRAY  said,  he  believed  it 
was  a  fact  that  one  indiTidual  had  olsimed 
lo  TOte  in  twenty  counties,  and  that  he  had 
Mtaally  got  on  the  registers  of  eighteen 
pni  voted  in  five.  He  made  out.  his  claims 
t^  means  of  maps  and  documents  in  the 
JUsnded  Estates  Court. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  feiikdraum, 

fbsL  COLMAN  0*LOOHLEN  said,  he 
WpolA  move,  in  order  to  make  the  opera- 
iSm  of  the  clause  general  with  regard  to 
ell  claimants,  whether  lodger  or  other,  to 
Ofuit  the  words  "  in  respect  to  the  occupa- 
lion  of  lodgings.*' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Act  and  Parts  of  Acts  in 
Sohedule  (£)  repealed). 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOOHLEN  said,  that 
they  bad  now  come  to  the  objectionable 
mrt  of  the  Bill— the  clauses  for  estabiish- 
|Bg  new  polling-places — and  these  clauses 
ha  proposed  to  strike  out.  In  1865 
ha  assisted  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
llMnber  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Bobert  Peel) 
—-who  was  at  that  time  Chief  Secretary  for 
Inland— in  the  preparation  of  a  Bill  to 
mnore  the  verj  difficulties  in  respect  of 
faMnaaing  the  number  of  polling  -  places 
vbioh  the  noble  Earl  now  proposed  to  re- 
aofo  by  this  and  the  next  tweWe  or  thirteen 
aUinses  of  the  Bill.  The  rejection  of  that 
Bill  was  mored,  and  was  carried  by  a  fac- 
lioiM  m^ority  of  2,  and  it  was  a  curious 
Ibet  that  the  noble  Earl  the  present  Chief 
Sfloretary  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber Ibr  the  Queen's  County  (General  Dunne) 
yoUmd  with  the  majority  on  that  occasion. 
This  fact  showed  that  if  there  were  any 
dafeot  in  the  law,  his  side  of  the  House  was 
■oi  answerable  for  its  continuance.  The 
yaent  Qovemment  were  in  Office  two 
wean,  why  had  not  they  thought  of  amend- 
pg  the  Uw  before,  and  not  resenre  the 


qaestion  till  the  fisg  end  of  a  Session,  and 
the  ad?ent  of  a  Oeneral  Election  f  Was  not 
this  eridence  of  some  electioneering  contriy- 
ance?  He  would  say  no  more  at  present,  as 
he  intended  to  speak  again  and  divide  the 
Committee  on  every  clause,  and  perhaps 
on  ofory  line  of  every  clause,  relating  to 
what  he  considered  a  most  objectionable 
scheme.  He  would,  however,  make  an 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  that  in  order  to 
facilitate  Public  Business,  he  should  not  go 
on  with  this  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  had  made  an  appeal  to 
him  of  a  peculiar  kind ;  for,  though  con- 
ceived in  an  amicable  spirit,  it  was  founded 
on  a  threat  of  a  very  elaborate  character. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  an  opportunity 
presented  itself  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Mayo)  would  give  a  sufficient  answer 
to  the  attack  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  had  made  upon  him  with  respect 
to  the  Bill  of  1865.  It  was  quite  clear 
from  the  last  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  that 
he  was  influenced  at  the  present  time  by 
personal  reminiscences  of  a  peculiar  na- 
ture, though  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  could  not 
withstand  the  conviction  that  as  the  dis- 
cussion went  on  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
to  pursue  the  course  he  had  just  announced 
would  not  tend  to  advance  Public  Business, 
nor  to  raise  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet's 
character  for  learning  and  good  temper. 
He  trusted  there  would  be  a  full  and  com- 
plete discussion  of  these  clauses.  If  they 
could  not  bear  such  discussion,  of  course 
they  would  not  be  carried ;  but  he  could 
not  bring  himself  to  the  belief  that  th^ 
House  would  witness  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  or  any  of  his  friends  that 
exhibition  of  Parliamentary  tactics  which 
bad  been  just  referred  to. 

Gen£BAL  DUNNE  said,  that  he  had 
been  accused  of  inconsistency  because  he 
voted  against  the  Bill  of  1865,  and  he  had 
done  so  because  at  the  time  there  were 
special  objections  to  that  Bill,  which  was 
merely  brought  forward  for  a  party  ob- 
ject, and  not  on  any  principle.  He  could 
only  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet, who  was  one  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill,  had  adopted  a  most  singular 
method  of  proving  his  consistency  on  the 
present  occasion  by  voting  against  it,  when 
no  one  knew  better  than  he  did  the  neces- 
sity for  some  means  of  preventing  violence 
at  the  ensuing  elections. 
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Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  laid,  that 
his  Bill  did  not  deal  with  the  question  of 
jurisdiction.  It  had  left  the  appointment 
of  polling-places  with  the  Quarter  Session 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  PriTy  Coun- 
cil. 

Mr.  ES  MONDE  mored  the  omission  of 
the  34th  clause,  the  first  of  those  relating 
to  the  alteration  of  polling-places.  There 
was  no  reason  for  passing  this  clause  now 
which  did  not  exist  when  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill  was  hefore  them.  The  Irish  county 
constituencies  had  not  been  increased,  and 
these  clauses  were  quite  out  of  place  in  a 
Begistration  Bill,  which  never  would  have 
been  allowed  to  pass  a  second  reading  un- 
opposed, and  without  having  been  printed, 
except  on  the  supposition  that  it  was  what 
its  title  proclaimed  it,  a  mere  Bill  for  the 
registration  of  voters. 

Mr.  AGAR-ELLIS  said,  the  present 
law  had  worked  well  except  in  one  parti- 
cular, which  was  not  at  all  touched  by  the 
present  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  he  concluded 
that  the  hon.  Member  conld  not  have  been 
in  the  House  at  the  time  he  made  his 
opening  statement.  He  would  therefore 
repeat  that,  according  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Law  Advisers  both  of  the  late  and  the 
present  Governments,  the  existing  law  was 
totally  inoperative,  and  that  it  would  be 
unsafe  and  improper  for  the  Privy  Council 
to  add  to  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
Ireland  on  application  from  any  quarter. 

Colonel  GREVILLE-NUGENT  said, 
that  these  clauses  had  taken  Members  for 
Ireland  by  surprise,  and  they  had  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  consulting  their  consti- 
tuents with  regard  to  them.  He  objected 
to  these  clauses  being  included  in  the  Bill, 
and  begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  be 
ordered  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
said,  he  did  not  deny  that  difficulties 
existed  with  respect  to  increasing  the 
number  of  polling-places  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  would  suggest  that  the  best  course  for 
the  Government  to  pursue  would  be  to 
withdraw  the  clauses  relating  to  jurisdic- 
tion, and  on  the  Report  to  bring  up  new 
clauses  to  remove  the  technical  difficulties 
referred  to.  He  had  no  objection  to  remedy 
existing  defects  in  the  system,  but  these 
clauses  would  make  a  very  serious  change 
in  the  tribunals  by  which  the  matters  were 
to  be  decided.  It  would  make  the  mere 
ipse  dixit  of  justices  in  Session  the  law  of 
the  land,  without  any  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council. 

General  Dtmne 


Thb  Earl  of  MATO   said,  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Privy  Council  would  be  affected. 
The  Bill,  with  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  would  not  deprive  the 
Privy  Council  of  any  control  it  at  present 
possessed.      He  might  add   that  he  wai 
quite  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Portarlington 
(Mr.  Lawson),  which  perhaps  was  couched 
in  terms  more  clear  and  explicit  than  his 
own.  •  The  only  alteration  proposed  to  be 
made  in  the  law  was  that  in  respect  to  the 
Special  Sessions.  A  great  deal  had  been  aaid 
about  altering  the  law  in  Ireland  from  that 
which  it  was  in  England  ;  but  it  was  re- 
markable   how    hon.   Members    opposite, 
when  it  suited  them,  could  at  one  time 
argue  that  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Ireland  rendered  necessary  a  different  lav 
for  that  country  from  that  in   England ; 
and  at  another  insist  upon  the  same  legia- 
lation  for  Ireland  as  had  been  establiibed 
in  the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  simple  proposition  now  was,  that  Spe- 
cial Sessions  for  the  purpose  of  appointing 
polling- places  in   Ireland  should  be  con- 
vened.    He  maintained  that  this  mode  of 
proceedings— namely,  by  Special  Sessions, 
was  a  vast  improvement  of  the  law,  and 
infinitely  superior  in  the   way  of  publieitj 
to  the  old  mode  of  proceeding  by  Qusrter 
Sessions,  even  if  the  latter  were  prseti- 
cable  in  the  present  instance.    When  hon. 
Gentlemen  exhibited  such  an  ardent  deeirs 
to  have  the  same  law  in  this  respect  for 
England  and  Ireland  they  evidently  forgot 
what  was  the  law  in  England,  which  wsa 
that  upon  which  he  had  based  his  first  pro- 
position.    He  had  shown  that  in  Ireland 
there  was  a  great  want  of  poUing-plaeet. 
For  example,  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
voters  had  sometimes  to  travel  twenty-five 
or  thirty  Irish  miles,  and  in  the  countiei  of 
Cork  and  Waterford  to  travel  also  immenie 
distances   for    the  purpose  of   recording 
votes.      The  principle  of  multiplying  the 
polling-places  was  admitted  by  all  partiei. 
He  confessed  he  was  lost  in  amasement 
to  find  a  party  movement  now  made  to  de- 
feat the  carrying  ont  of  that  principle,  of 
which,  he  believed,  every  man  in  Ireland 
hafing  an  interest  in  peace  and  the  proper 
conduct  of  elections  would  express  his  ap- 
proval, if  asked  to  give  his  candid  opinion. 
He  could  not  conceiTO  any  party  object  to 
be  gained  by  this  proposal.     Tbey  had  a 
General    Election    coming  oo,  whon  the 
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wmnt  of  *  roffloient  nomber  of  polling- 
plaeet  wonld  be  felt  m  an  injnatice  and 
an  enormoat  ineoDTenience.  He  there- 
fore sabmitted  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  proposition  he  had  made  to  justify  the 
mpoaition  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland. 
Mb,  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE 
9Md«  he  would  repeat  an  anecdote  he  had 
]|6ftrd,  which  he  thought  would  hare  a 
'beariog  npon  this  question.  In  the  eounty 
of  Leicester  a  question  arose  at  the  last 
•leetion  in  respect  to  polling- places,  and 
iHomed  out  that  a  Committee  of  Justices, 
mt  whose  recommendation  new  polling- 
plaees  had  been  created,  was  constituted 

Kisely  of  the  same  gentlemen  who 
ted,  a  few  weeks  before,  the  Election 
Oommittee  of  one  of  the  candidates.  Those 
flifeumstanoes  having  excited  extraordinary 
faterest  in  Leicestershire,  a  legal  opinion 
•B  the  present  state  of  the  English  law 
with  regard  to  polling-places  was  obtained, 
to  tius  effect — that  although  under  the  Act 
off  Ust  year  the  justices  were  enabled  for 
ibo  first  time,  contrary  to  the  provision  of 
Ihe  former  law,  to  divide  their  counties 
^ioto  polling  districts,  nevertheless  that  pro- 
.,0001  having  taken  place  no  further  change 
OOiild  be  made  except  by  a  process  identi- 
ool  with  the  Irish  mode — namely,  by  means 
off  petition  from  the  justices  in  Quarter 
SouionB  to  the  Privy  Council.  It  was  be- 
oooao  the  noble  Earl  proposed  seriously  to 
otter  that  system  that  he  and  other  Irish 
Mombers  opposed  the  provision.  If  the 
Ck>Ternment  were  unwilling  to  acquiesce 
io  his  (Mr.  C.  Fortescue's)  reasonable  pro- 
position, he  hoped  that  the  Committee 
voold  at  once  divide  upon  the  clause,  and 
with  that  view  he  would  ask  his  hon.  and 
gollant  Friend  (Colonel  Greville- Nugent) 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  that  the 
OhoinDan  report  Progress. 

Ma.  HEYGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
osplain  the  state  of  things  in  Leicester- 
obno  during  the  last  election,  which  had 
kooQ  referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
aon  who  spoke  last.  Many  complaints 
hod  been  made  as  to  the  distances  which 
oooae  of  the  electors  bad  to  travel  in  order 
to  reaeh  the  polling-places.  It  was  found 
thot  serious  inconveniences  had  arisen  to 
oU  parties  concerned,  and  scenes  of  tumult 
Olid  disorder  had  been  created  by  mobs  of 
loogha — but  from  no  political  motives  what- 
Ofor— in  consequence  of  the  want  of  a 
ooffieient  number  of  polling-places.  The 
mogistrates  remedied  the  inconvenience  by 
Ofooting  polling- places  within  five  miles  of 
village  ;  but  nothing  like  party  feel- 

YOL.  CZCIU.    [thibd  ssbiss.] 


ing  influenced  their  decision.  The  Com- 
mittee which  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  polling-places  on  that 
occasion  was  constituted  as  fairly  as  pos- 
sible, and  without  the  slightest  reference 
to  party  purposes.  The  results  were  satis- 
factory to  all  classes.  The  object  of 
Parliament  should  be  to  protect  electors 
from  inconvenience  and  insult,  and  on  this 
ground  he  should  support  the  clause. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  this  matter  being  intimately 
connected  with  questions  of  class  and 
party,  should  be  handled  with  some  ten- 
derness. He  was  sorry  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  designated  the  opposition  to  the 
clause  a  party  move.  A  very  large  portion 
of  Irish  Members — who  had  the  best  means 
of  judging — regarded  the  proposed  altera- 
tion as  of  a  serious  character,  and  believed 
that  it  would  act  injuriously  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  coming  elections  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  defect  existing,  as  the  noble  Earl 
has  stated,  in  the  present  law  was  no  jus- 
tification for  it,  since  all  parties  would  be 
willing  to  co-operate  in  removing  that  de- 
fect, and  it  had  been  shown  that  that  could 
be  done  without  resorting  to  the  sweep- 
ing change  proposed  bj  the  Government. 
Whether  the  proposal  was  an  improvement 
or  not  was  not  the  question,  for  the  matter 
could  not  be  fairly  discussed  under  present 
circumstances,  Irish  Members  having  had 
no  notice  that  it  would  be  raised,  beyond  a 
fugitive  sentence  uttered  by  the  noble  Earl 
at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning,  which  na- 
turally was  not  reported  in  the  newspapers. 
During  the  passage  of  the  English  Regis- 
tration Bill  the  noble  Earl,  being  asked  to 
produce  this  measure,  said  he  was  reserving 
it  till  that  Bill  was  disposed  of,  a  statement 
which  implied  that  the  entire  issue  depended 
on  the  English  Bill.  Even  if  the  proposal 
were  a  good  one  it  ought  not  to  be  brought 
forward  in  the  last  week  of  a  Session, 
and  he  felt  bound  to  protest  against  it. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.Chichester 
Fortescue)  if  it  could  be  shown  {o  be  prac- 
ticable. He  had  been  surprised,  on  an 
allusion  being  made  to  the  impending  elec- 
tion, to  hear  a  derisive  cheer  from  the 
hon.  and  loomed  Baronet  (Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen)  and  some  of  his  Friends,  as  if 
they  had  discovered  some  secret  motive  for 
the  clause.  Why,  all  those  arrangements 
for  registration  had  reference  to  the  im« 
pending  election,  the  desire  to  advance 
which  on  the  part  of  the  House  aa  much 
3  C 
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as  possible  was  the  only  reason  lor  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill.  This  being  the 
ease,  it  was  of  undeniable  importance  thai 
there  should  be  free  and  oonvenient  access 
to  the  polling-places.  If  it  was  possible 
to  hare  a  Special  Quarter  Sessions,  so  that 
the  body  which  had  hitherto  dealt  with 
these  regulations  might  continue  to  do  so, 
he  should  be  perfectly  satisfied.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  could  suggest  any  terms  by  which 
the  course  recommended  by  him  could  be 
adopted,  he  should  willingly  support  it, 
and  it  was  therefore  unfair  to  impute  to 
the  Government  any  oorert  purpose. 

Gbkebal  DUNNB  said,  that  a  special 
meeting  of  the  county  and  a  Special  Quarter 
Sessions  would  probably  be  attended  by 
the  same  magistrates.  He  was  aniious 
that  the  arrangements  should  be  made  by 
the  entire  magistracy  of  a  county,  so  Uiat 
the  magistrates  of  a  particular  section  of 
It  might  not  bring  about  objectionable 
arrangements.  His  own  county  had  made 
a  demand  for  additional  polling-places,  and 
if  they  were  of  any  utility  at  all  they  should 
be  proTided  in  time  for  the  next  election. 

Mb.  GHICHBSTBR  FORTESOUE 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  misunderstood  his  proposal.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  proposal  of  a  Special  Sessions, 
because  bis  noble  Priend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  failed  to  give  a  sufficient 
reason  for  it,  and  because  it  would  create 
those  Sessions  as  a  permanent  tribunal. 
He  objected  to  meetings  at  this  particular 
period  of  the  year.  His  proposal  was  to 
remedy  the  technical  defects  which  had 
been  alluded  to  by  a  measure  like  that 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tarn  worth  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Glare  (Sir  Golman  O'Loghlen). 
He  was  wholly  opposed  to  the  exceptional 
legislation  proposed. 

The  Barl  of  MAYO  said,  he  must 
maintain  that  the  inconvenience  caused  by 
an  insufficient  number  of  polling- places, 
and  the  scenes  of  Tiolence  which  were 
likely  to  occur  if  the  defect  was  not  removed, 
called  for  exceptional  legislation.  In  re- 
ference to  the  objections  urged  as  to  the 
late  period  at  which  this  proposal  was 
brought  forward,  he  wished  to  explain  that 
until  he  received  an  application  from  the 
county  of  Donegal  the  question  had  not 
been  brought  prominently  under  his  notice, 
and  though  it  had  been  mentioned  inciden- 
tally, he  was  not  till  then  aware  that  such 
great  evils  existed.     On  looking  into  the 

Mr,  Disraeli 


matter  he  foaad  eonotiea  with  6,000  or 
7,000  eleetora  having  only  four  or  £fs 
polling-plaees.  In  view  of  an  elsetioa, 
which  would  probably  be  oontested  with 
singular  warmth,  ought  such  a  state  of 
things  to  remain  ?  He  did  not  aitash 
great  importance  to  Special  Sessions,  and 
if  power  were  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  summon  the  ordinary  Quarter  Sessioos 
for  this  purpose,  leaving  their  jurisdietioa 
for  other  years  nnaffscted,  he  should  offer 
no  objection.  He  was  anxious  only  that 
additional  polling-places  shoold  be  provided 
in  time  for  the  impending  ^eoUon.  Had 
they  not  hastened  the  time  for  all  these 
proceedings  f  Had  they  not  run  the  risk 
of  great  inconvenience  arising  to  numbeii 
of  electors,  and  of  many  of  them  being 
excluded  from  •  the  rogister,  owing  to  the 
limited  time  at  their  disposal  in  oonseqaenee 
of  their  desire  to  give  the  country  sa 
opportunity  of  declaring  ita  opinion  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  f  Therefore,  when 
he  aaked  that  with  regard  to  the  next 
election  there  ahoald  be  apecial  legislstien 
in  order  to  provide  the  requisite  number  of 
polling-plaees,  he  did  not  think  he  was 
asking  anything  wrong  or  unreasonsble. 
Now,  in  the  English  Registration  Act  that 
had  reoently  received  the  Royal  Asseat, 
there  was  a  clause  which  provided  that  a 
power  of  dividing  the  conntiea  into  polling 
districts  and  of  assigning  polling-places  to 
each  might  be  exereiaed  by  the  Justiesi 
from  time  to  time  aa  they  ahould  see  fiti 
and  it  was  added  that  such  power  of  dirid- 
ing  each  county  into  polling-places  sboald 
be  deemed  to  include  the  altering  of  sack 
places.  Therefore,  the  Bill  which  pessed 
a  few  weeks  ago  had  altered  the  Isw  ia 
England  in  the  way  that  he  proposed  to  do 
in  Ireland,  and  yet  he  waa  charged  with 
having  a  political  motive  in  view  when  he 
sought  to  relieve  the  Irish  voter  from  the 
disabilities  under  which  he  lay.  fie  eared 
not  by  what  machinery  additional  polling- 
places  were  to  be  established,  provided  it 
was  made  available  for  the  next  election. 

Mr.  MONSBLL  said,  be  thought  it  wai 
an  unwise  thing  to  take  the  period  jest 
before  a  General  Election  to  make  pew 
arrangements  with  regard  to  polling- 
places.  But  what  he  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him  honestly  objected  to  was 
this^and  the  noble  Earl  must  feel  the 
force  of  the  objeotion — ^that  for  an  elee* 
tion  which,  according  to  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  would  be  fought  with  peeolisr 
vehemence,  it  was  proposed  to  place  the 
initiative  with  regard  to  a  change  of  pell- 
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iog-places  in  a  body  of  men  whom  he  re- 
•peoted  ai  much  as  the  noble  Lord,  bat 
who  srere  known  to  be  far  more  favoorable 
to  the  party  opposite  than  to  that  (the 
Oppoiition)  side  of  the  House.  He  wss 
quite  willing  that  power  should  be  gi^en  to 
the  Privj  Council  to  sanction  the  creation 
of  additiooal  polling-places  in  those  cases  in 
which  application  had  already  been  made. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BBIEN  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
not  to  proteot  the  voters,  but  to  enable 
the  landlords  to  poll  their  tenants  against 
their  will.  So  high  did  party  spirit  run 
in  Ireland  at  election  times  that  magis- 
trates were  not  allowed  to  act  at  elections 
.unless  they  got  a  fresh  commission ;  and 
yet  it  was  into  the  hands  of  these  very 
magistrates  that  the  noble  Lord  now  pro* 
posed  to  put  a  power  which  might  be  used 
with  the  most  crushing  effect  against  the 
unfortunste  tenantry. 

YlBGOUNT  HAMILTON  said,  that  at 
the  last  contested  election  in  the  county 
of  Donegal,  when  a  number  of  Yoters  who 
bad  travelled  about  twenty-eight  or  twenty- 
nine  miles  arrived  within  a  mile  of  Let- 
terkenny  they  were  met  by  n  ruffianly 
mob,  who  destroyed  their  cars.  Applica- 
tions had  at  different  times  since  then  been 
made  to  have  new  and  convenient  polling- 
places  provided,  but  the  Privy  Council 
always  returned  the  same  answer  — that 
onder  the  existing  law  it  was  impossible. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Committee  would 
consent  to  give  the  magistrates  the  power 
provided  in  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Wabben)  said,  that  the 
discussion  had  commenced  in  a  very  angry 
tone.  They  had  been  told  by  one  hon. 
Member  that  the  landlords  took  their 
tenants  like  serfs  to  the  poll ;  another 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  would 
divide  on  every  line  of  the  Bill ;  but  the 
discussion  appeared  to  be  about  to  take 
Another  tone  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  sug- 
gested that  two  clauses  should  be  brought 
np  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  admitted 
difficulty  of  the  case.  It  had  been  admitted 
then,  by  an  authority  than  whom  none 
was  higher,  that  there  was  a  defect  in  the 
law  which  required  to  be  remedied*  Now, 
he  maintained  that  it  was  right  that  an 
authority  should  exist  somewhere — that  a 
power  should  be  vested  in  some  body,  to 
create  polling-places.  There  existed  a 
technical  difficulty  in  the  way  of  providing 
these  polling-places,  and  a  remedy  was 


proposed.  What  were  the  objections  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Government?  The 
first  was  that  no  effectual  supervision  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council 
was  provided.  But  an  Amendment  had 
been  suggested  by  which  that  objection 
might  be  removed.  The  real  point  of 
conflict  was  the  necessity  of  providing 
additional  polling-places  before  the  next 
election  ;  ne  apprehended  that  if  there 
were  any  necessity  for  them  it  was  emi- 
nently with  reference  to  the  next  election; 
and  it  was  with  that  view  that  provision 
was  made  for  resort  to  Special  Sessions 
when  Ordinary  Sessions  were  not  available, 
just  as  a  similar  provision  was  made  in 
the  6  &  7  Will  IT.  A  Bill  had  been 
introduced  this  Session  with  reference  td 
the  presence  of  military  at  elections  by 
those  who  objected  to  that  species  of  pro- 
tection being  given  to  voters ;  the  only 
effectual  way  of  obviating  the  necessity  for 
that  protection  was  to  provide  additional 
polling-places,  so  as  to  facilitate  the  access 
of  electors  to  the  poll  without  danger  of 
cDolestation  and  violence ;  that  such  was  the 
object  of  this  measure;  and  it  had  no  psrty 
object  beyond  that  of  securing  to  electors 
the  free  exercise  of  the  franchise. 

Sib  HERYBT.BRUCE  said,  those  who 
thought  that  landlords  were  desirous  of 
driving  their  tenants  to  the  poll  as  if  they 
had  no  will  of  their  own  would  entertain 
a  different  opinion  if  they  knew  more 
of  the  North  of  Ireland  ;  for  landlords 
exercised  nothing  but  a  moral  influence, 
acquired  by  residence  and  good  deeds 
among  their  tenants.  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  take  the  polling-places  to  the 
electors  than  to  incur  the  heavy  expense 
of  taking  electors  in  cars  to  polling-booths, 
in  localities  where  they  were  not  known  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  f  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  made  a 
proposal  but  little  different  from  that  of 
the  noble  Earl;  and  he  was  inclined  to 
accept  it  until  he  heard  the  second  expla- 
nation. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
promise  to  support  the  Government  on  the 
Report  in  providing  additional  places  for  the 
next  election  he  would  not  vote  with  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  34th  clause  ;  but  he  must 
do  so  in  the  absence  of  such  an  undertaking. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Louth,  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  the  present 
law,  did  not  give  Notice  of  clauses  to  remedy 
it.  The  Bill  would  do  what  was  wanted;  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  able 
to  propose  what  would  equally  accomplish 
8  0  2 
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that  he  oaght  to  support  the  Bill.  It 
would  be  dangerous  to  give  up  the  clauses 
on  the  mere  assumption  that  other  clauses 
would  be  brought  up  and  that  they  would 
effect  the  object. 

Mb.  HEYQATE  said,  that  such  anoma- 
lies would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  as 
existed  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
tances Toters  had  to  travel  to  the  poll. 
There  was  an  increasing  dislike  to  the  long 
journeys ;  and  the  lower  the  franchise  was 
reduced,  the  more  necessary  was  it  to 
bring  the  poll  to  the  voter.  In  this  matter, 
he  asked,  why  was  the  urban  TOter  to  have 
a  privilege  denied  to  the  agricultural  voter? 
The  former  could  reach  the  poll  by  walking 
a  short  distance  from  his  home  ;  and  why 
should  the  latter  be  compelled  to  make 
the  sacrifice  involved  in  travelling  several 
miles  ? 

Mr.  LEFROT  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue)  would  agree  to  an  arrangement 
by  which  a  sufficient  number  of  polling- 
places  might  be  provided  for  the  protection 
of  the  voters  in  Ireland. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  Scotch  Act  giving  the 
sheriff  the  power  of  increasing  the  number 
of  polling-places  in  any  district,  so  that 
not  more  than  300  need  vote  at  one  booth. 
He  did  not  see  why  a  different  law  should 
be  applied  to  Ireland. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided : -^  AjeB  74; 
Noes  84  :  Majority  10. 

The  Earl  of  MATO  :  Sir,  it  is  quite 
clear  we  must  take  it  that  the  decision  at 
which  the  Committee  has  just  arrived  is 
conclusive  upon  the  subject  of  providing 
additional  polling-places  for  Ireland  at  the 
next  election,  and  therefore  I  propose  to 
withdraw  the  whole  of  Part  III,  of  the 
Bill.  In  so  doing,  however,  I  must  say 
distinctly  that,  in  the  event  of  scenes  of 
violence  and  bloodshed  occurring  at  the 
ensuing  election  in  Ireland,  the  responsi- 
bility will  rest  not  with  us,  but  with  the 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who,  in  defiance  of  every  principle  of  their 
own,  and  in  defiance  of  every  vote  they 
have  given  with  regard  to  the  provision  of 
additional  poUing-places  in  England  and 
Scotland,  have  voted  against  the  clause 
which  was  intended  to  provide  facilities  for 
polling  in  Ireland.  Of  course  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  endeavour 
to  do  everything  iu  their  power  to  preserve 
Mr,  Vance 


peace  at  the  enauing  election  ;  but  the  dif- 
ficulties they  will  have  to  contend  against 
will  be  enormously  increased  by  the  decisioa 
at  which  the  Committee  have  just  arriTed. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTESCUE  : 
Sir,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mayo)  has 
prophesied  the  most  frightful  eonsequenoea 
as  the  result  of  the  vote  just  given,  and  he 
has  chosen  to  throw  upon  us  the  reaponai- 
bility  of  those  consequences.   We  are  qaita 
ready  to  bear  whatever  responsibility  pro- 
perly belongs  to  ns  ;   but   we  decline  to 
acquit  the  Government  of  any  blame  which 
may  hereafter  attach  to  it  in  eonseqneneo 
of  neglecting  until  a  few  days  before  our 
separation  to  take  means  to  prevent  what 
the  noble  Earl  fears,  but  which  I,  for  cm% 
do  not.     But  the  noble  Earl's  remarks  an 
not  consistent  with  his  own  statement  of 
an  hour  ago,  when  he  seemed  to  anticipate 
that  the  number  of  applications  would  bo 
very  few  indeed.     [The  Earl  of  Mato: 
Not  very  many.]    The  noble  Earl  said  Uie 
number  of  eases  of  difficulty   which  had 
arisen  were  few,  and  that  they  had  mostly 
arisen  in  the  quieter  districts — some  plaees 
in  the  north,  I  believe.   Now,  with  respect 
to  the  Midland,  Western,  and  Southern  re- 
gions of  Ireland,  I  am  convinced  that  ia 
the  present  political  state  of  the  country 
there   is   no   reason    to   fear  any  danger 
unless  extravagant,  unreasonable,  and  in- 
proper    means  are  taken  to  prevent  the 
great   mass   of  electors    from    recording 
their  votes  in  accordance  with  their  wiahes. 
If  attempts  are  made  to  compel  the  large 
body  of  the   Roman  Catholic   voters   to 
support  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
contrary  to  their  feelings,  difficulties  may, 
indeed,  arise.     It  may  be  hardly  credible 
in  this  country  that  an  attempt  conid  be 
made  to  maintain  Protestant  ascendancy 
by  means  of  the  Roman  Catholics'  votes ; 
but  I  am  afraid  we  cannot  allow  onrselves 
to  hope  that  the  attempt  will  not  be  made. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  the 
noble  Earl  ought  to  have  been  the  very  last 
person  to  throw  responsibility  on  the  Op- 
position when  he  knew  he  had  voted  against 
the  Bill  of  1865  which,  if  it  had  passed 
would  have  prevented  any  difficulty  npon 
the  point  now  before  them. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  bound  to  do 
something  to  remedy  the  evil  which  he 
admitted  to  exist*  and  it  would  bo  very  un- 
satisfactory if  Parliament  were  prorogned 
without  eflfectual  measures  being  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alloded 
to  attempts  to  maintain   Protestant  as- 
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Mr.  LAWSON  said,  he  would  not,  after 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Earl, 
press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leavOi  wUhdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved  a 
new  clause  (Parties  at  the  Revision  Court 
may  appear  and  be  heard  by  C«>un8el). 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Warren)  said,  he  must 
oppose^the  clause.  The  time  of  the  Revising 
Barristers  would,  he  thought,  be  too  much 
taken  up  by  long  speeches  from  counsel. 

Clause  foithdraton. 

Schedules  A,  B,  and  C  agreed  to. 

Schedules  D  and  E  negatived. 

House  reeumed. 

• 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered npon  Wednesday ,  hud  to  he  printed. 
[Bill  248.] 


idaaoy  in  Ireland.  He  could  ataure  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  there  was  no  such 
dung  as  Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland ; 
hut  there  was  a  rast  amount  of  Papal 
agression. 

MB.  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
plain that  no  Gentleman  on  that  side  of 
tiio  House  had  objected  to  the  creation  of 
additional  polling-places,  all  they  wanted 
was  that  such  places  should  be  appointed 
ia   the  same  way  as  they  had   hitherto 


^  *    Clauses  35  to  45,  inclusive,  etruek  ovU. 
dauses  46  and  47  agreed  to. 


Olaiise  48  (Power  to  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
fwint    Revising    Barristers    in    certain 

Mr.  LAWSON  said,  that  this  clause 

upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the  duty  of 

inting  additional  Revising  Barristers. 

(Mr.  Lawson)  thought  it  would  be  well 

amend  the  clause  in  such  a  way  that 

English  practice  should  be  followed. 

therefore  begged  to  move,  in  page  21, 

26,  to  leave  out  "  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

other  Chief  Governor  or  Governors  of 

d,"  and  insert  "any  Judge  of  Her 

jesty's   Superior    Courts    of    Common 

>w  in  Dublin  sitting  as  vacation  Judge 

the  despatch  of  chamber  business." 

a  also  thought  that  such  appointments 

d  be  made  only  if  they  should  prove 

paeessary. 

4    Thb  Earl  of  MATO  said,  he  objected 

la  the  alteration.     The  public  had  hitherto 

iiisliibited  no  want  of  confidence  in  the  ap- 

itments  made  by  the  Lords  Lieutenant, 

d  those  appointments  had  this  advantage, 

filial  whereas  the  appointments  made  by  a 

'[JTadge  who  might  be  a  strong   partizao 

not  be  ehallenged,  the  Lords  Lieu* 

t  were  responsible  to  Parliament  for 

nUba  axercise  of  their  patronage.     In  some 

'ijlaeoa  it  might  be  necessary  under  the 

l[^  jiaaoliar  circumstances  of  this  year  to  ap- 

'  ^^SMat  additional  Revising  Barristers,  though 

■<^k^  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 

■  to'  far  as  Dublin  was  concerned.     It  was 

the  intention  of   the   Government  to 

ke  any  appointment  until  the  revision 

%ad  progressed  some  way,  nor  unless  it 

ivaa  shown  that  the  present  officials  would 

ba  onable  to  get  through  the  work  in  time. 

Bat  if  some  assistance  were  needed,  care 

IPaald  be  taken  that  the  selection  should 

aai  be  oonfined  to  men  of  one  particular 

party. 


r*-: 


METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN   CATTLE 

MARKET  (re-eommitted)  BILL~[Bill   130. 

{Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Mr,  EutU.) 

coiuoTTEE.     [^Progresi  July  16.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Question,  **  That  the  Preamble  be 
postponed," 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  at  the  Head  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  expediency  of  proceeding  further  with 
the  measure.  It  had  already,  he  said,  been 
discussed  with  great  minuteness  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee,  and  it 
was  quite  evident  from  the  opposition  it  had 
met  with,  that  there  would  be  a  lengthened 
discussion  on  the  clauses.  That  being  so, 
and  seeing  that  the  Bill  must  also  lead  to 
considerable  discussion  in  the  other  House, 
he  did  not  think  there  was  any  hope  that 
it  could  be  carried  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion in  the  present  Parliament.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  those 
who  opposed  the  Bill  in  its  previous  stage 
represented  no  less  than  10,000,000  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  and  that 
those  whose  interests  would  be  affected  in 
the  matter  would  not  be  content  unless 
they  were  heard  by  counsel  against  it  in 
"  another  place."  Taking  into  account, 
besides,  the  great  amount  of  business  which 
still  remained  to  be  disposed  of — among 
other  measures  the  Electric  Telegraphs 
Bill,  which  would  give  rise  to  a  great  deal 
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of  diseuBBion  in  both  Houaes — h^  truBted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  the 
propriety  of  responding  to  his  appeali  and, 
in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  those  who 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  question, 
not  proceeding  further  with  the  Bill  then 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  the  question  was 
one  which  affected,  not  only  the  interests 
of  the  metropolis,  but  of  the  country  at 
large,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  make  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  difficult  for  all  future  time.  He  ob- 
jected to  legislation  being  preBsed  on  so 
important  a  question  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  and  the  proper  course  was,  in 
his  opinion,  to  postpone  the  present  Bill, 
and  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
[fubject. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  think  the  hon. 
Member   for   the    City    of   London    (Mr. 
Crawford),  in  the  appeal  which  he  has  made 
to  me,  was  very  inconsistent.     He  tells  us 
that  this  Bill  was  very  recently  discussed 
with  great  minuteness  in  this  House,  and 
he  asks  ub  on  that  account  not  to  proceed 
with  the  Committee  upon  it.     But  is  it 
not  the  proper  inference  to  draw  from  the 
▼cry   minuteness  of  the  discussion  which 
has  already  arisen  that  our  proceedings  in 
Committee  will   be  greatly  facilitated   in 
consequence,  and  that,  coming  to  a  subject 
which  we  have  fully  mastered,  we  shall  be 
likely  to  make  more  progress  than  under 
ordinary  circumstancoB    we    could    fairly 
anticipate  ?     I  am  bound,  also,  to  say  that 
I  cannot  express  any  sympathy  with  the 
general  views  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  advanced  on  this  subject.     He  refers 
to  the  Paper  containing  the  order  of  Busi- 
ness, and  tells  us  that  if  we  do  not  go  on 
with  this  measure  we  may  go  on  with  the 
Electric  Telegraphs   Bill  ;    but   he  must 
know  that  it  is  necessary^  especially  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  to  arrange  the 
Business  before  us  with  some  adherence  to 
the  plans  which  have  been  laid  down,  and 
that  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  has  been 
fixed  for  half  past  four  to-morrow,  in  order 
that  the  Committee  upon  it  might  not  be 
broken.     Therefore,  if  we  do  not  go   on 
with  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill,  we  oannot  go  on  with  the  Electric 
Telegraphs  Bill  without  deranging  all  that 
has  been  settled  and  disappointing  many 
hon.  Members  who  have  left  the   House 
on  the  faith  of  the  arrangement  made.    To 
agree,  therefore,  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman — which  I  can  by  no  means 

Mr.  Crawford 


aoeepi— wonld  simply  be  to  waate  an 
evening.  It  appears  to  me  that  we  shall 
go  with  great  advantage  into  Committee, 
inasmuch  as  every  point  of  the  Bill^ao- 
cording  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City- 
has  been  thoroughly  investigated.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  addressed  us  (Mr.  Headlam). 
His  speech  was  one  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  and  against  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  not  a  Bpeecn  in  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill.  At  this  stage,  with  Mr. 
Dodson  in  the  Chair,  it  is  ridiculous  to  go 
into  the  principle  of  the  Bill  and  to  ssj 
that  the  large  majorities  by  which  the 
Motions  to  stop  the  progress  of  the  mei- 
sure  were  defeated  are  not  to  be  respected 
because  they  were  the  result  of  passion. 
I  may  remark  that  those  majorities  were 
furnished  from  both  sides  of  the  Honse^ 
which  is  strong  evidence  that  the  dedsioDi 
of  the  House  in  respect  of  this  Bill  were 
as  free  from  passion  as  the  votes  of  a  popo- 
lar  assembly  can  possibly  be,  and  that  the 
subject  is  felt  to  be  one  of  general,  I  might 
say  nniversal,  interest.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  made  an  appeal  to  the  Govera- 
ment  not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill ;  aad  be 
based  that  appeal  on  grounds  which  1  think 
oannot  bo  entertained  at  this  stage.  I  have 
risen  at  the  present  moment  to  prevent 
any  ^scmsion  of  this  kind  from  proceeding 
— a  discussion  which  is  always  very  incon- 
venient when  we  are  in  Committee.  I  hope 
that  we  shall  not  only  proceed  with  the 
Committee,  but  shall  make  such  progreii 
as  will  assure  us  of  carrjiog  the  Bill  to  a 
succesflful  issue. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  the  Tele- 
graphs Bill  stood  next  on  the  Paper  after 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Tes;  botiocoDver' 
sation  on  Saturday  it  was  arranged  that  it 
should  be  taken  as  the  first  Order  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  was  not 
aware  of  that ;  but  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man had  not  referred  to  the  diffiooltiei 
which  this  Bill  would  hava  to  encounter  in 
the  other  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  am  retponeible  for 
the  arrangement  of  BuBiness  in  this  Hoosai 
and  in  its  arrangement  I  endeavour  to  eon- 
suit  the  convenience  of  Members ;  but  I 
am  not  responsible  for  the  management  of 
Business  in  "another  place."  It  !•  o^t 
very  long  ago  since  comments  were  ii»«de 
to  the  effect  that  "  another  House"  ^^ 
not  occupied  bo  much  as  the  country  wooJd 
desire  ;  and  therefore  I  think  no  one  here 
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slioald  complain  if  the  Members  of  that 
Hoaae  are  now  asked  to  give  as  their 
valued  assistance  in  advancing  the  Public 
Bnsiness. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  should  not  have 
risen  to  continue  this  discussion,  hut  that 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
were  cut  short  on  a  former  night  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  declined  to  allow 
them  to  discuss  the  prtnoiple.  They  de- 
•lined  to  allow  hon.  Qentlemen  to  address 
the  House,  and  yet  they  declined  to  allow 
the  House  to  adjourn  ;  while  they  talked 
of  sitting  up  all  night,  or  sleeping  on  the 
Benches,  of  refreshing  themselves,  and 
etimulatiiig  themselves  to  oppose  the  ad- 
journment of  the  discussion.  When  the 
Bill  was  formerly  discussed  he  (Mr.  Ayrton) 
vrged  that  it  was  unnecessary,  because  a 
Bill  bad  been  passed  last  Session  on  this 
•nbjeet  which  had  been  unanimously  adopted 
fts  a  compromise  between  conflicting  opi- 
nions ;  and  they  were  told  at  the  time  that 
it  would  be  satisfactory.  But  in  answer  te 
bis  remarks  he  was  told  by  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  that  that  Bill,  se 
far  as  the  metropolis  was  concerned,  was  a 
slead  letter,  because  the  local  authorities 
would  not  put  the  Act  in  force.  He  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  had  since  applied  te  the  local 
ftotkorities,  and  he  was  positively  assured 
by  them  that  they  had  received  no  com* 
Bivnication  whatever  from  the  Government 
requiring  them  to  carry  the  Act  into  effect. 
Fearing  their  memory  might  be  at  fault  he 
desired  them  to  search  among  their  records, 
which  they  did,  but  could  find  no  authority 
•ft  the  subject.  Now,  he  wiahed  to  know 
from  the  Uovernment  if  they  would  pro- 
dace  the  Correspondence,  or  state  in  what 
form  it  had  taken  place^-whether  verbally 
or  in  writing.  The  present  Bill  contained 
BO  compulsory  powers;  so  that  even  if  it 
were  passed  it  would  not  put  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  a  better  position  as  regarded  the 
isking  of  land  than  that  in  which  they 
stood  under  the  Act  of  last  year.  If  they 
ecnld  not  get  land  by  agreement,  they 
would  have  to  come  to  Parliament  neit 
year  for  compulsory  powers  to  take  it. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  the  tactics  adopted  by  the  other 
nde   in  regard    to   Uiat    Bill    somewhat 

C«uliar.  If,  aa  the  hon.  and  learned 
ember  for  the  Tower  Hamlete  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  now  said,  the  Privy  Council 
already  had  power  to  do  all  that  that  Bill 
would  aecompliah,  why  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  not  inform  the  House 
of  that  on  the  second   reading?      The 
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House  had  been  occupied  three  days  in 
discussing  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, and  the  adjournment  was  moved 
at  nine  or  half  past  nine — a  thing  almost 
unprecedented  —  merely,  as  it  seemed, 
that  they  might  have  the  same  speeches 
made  over  again,  the  whole  burden  of 
the  song  then  being,  *'  Let  us  trust  to 
the  Privy  Council,  with  its  elastic  powers ; 
an  Act  of  Parliament  is  unnecessary." 
But,  surely,  if  the  Privy  Council  had  had 
the  power  to  save  the  country  from  the 
cattle  plague,  and  yet  had  failed  to  do 
so,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the  House 
should  want  to  have  some  statutory  autho- 
rity for  that  purpose  ?  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Crawford)  now 
oame  down,  and  in  the  blandest  manner 
aaked  them  how  they  could  expect  to  pass 
that  measure  at  that  period  of  the  Session. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
desired  to  have  dear  meat ;  but  it  was  quite 
clear  that  he  wished  the  inhabitants  of 
London  to  have  their  trade  subjected  to  all 
the  existing  inconveniences.  He  hoped 
this  matter  would  be  soon  settled,  and  not 
kept  hanging  between  heaven  and  earth 
in  the  way  it  did  at  present. 

Mb.  dent  said,  he  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
that  no  discussion  was  taken  on  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill.  He  had  risen 
to  make  a  remark  personal  to  himself. 
He  thought  he  had  reason  to  complain 
of  a  speech  lately  made  elsewhere  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Bead),  in  which  his  conduct  in  op- 
posing that  measure  was  unfairly  de- 
nounced and  characterised  as  rendering 
him  unfit  to  be  a  member  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  he  (Mr.  Dent)  had  always 
taken  a  course  opposed  to  agricultural  in- 
terests. Now,  he  appealed  to  the  House 
whether  that  was  the  case.  He  had  never 
spoken  in  that  House  as  representing  the 
Council  of  the  Agricultural  Society,  and 
he  thought  it  was  unfair  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  make  (he  statement  he  had.  His 
object  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
not  to  look  at  public  questions  in  their 
bearing  upon  the  interests  of  one  par- 
ticular daea  only,  but  as  they  affected 
the  community  at  large ;  and  for  that 
reason  he  had  opposed  the  present  Bill. 
On  the  same  principle  he  was  ready  to 
vote  for  Amendments  in  the  measure 
which  would  make  it  less  onerous  and  less 
oppressive. 

M«.  LOCKE  said,  he  trusted  the  right 
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hon.  Oentlemao  would  not  pereeTere  with 
the  Bill,  which  was  extremely  unsatisfactory 
to  the  metropolis.  If  the  proposed  cattle 
market  should  be  established  meat  would 
be  a  great  deal  dearer  than  it  was  at  pre- 
sent, and  3,000,000  of  people  would  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest, to  be  dealt  with  as  they  might  think 
proper.  That  was  the  position  which 
consumers  in  the  metropolis  occupied  with 
regard  to  their  supply  of  bread  before  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  and  they  were 
not  desirous  of  being  placed  in  the  same 
position  with  regard  to  meat.  How  could  the 
House  pass  the  Bill  at  once  f  There  was 
a  great  mass  of  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  most  difficult  to  arrive 
at  any  satisfactory  conclusion.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  noble  Lord  who  presided  had 
changed  from  north  to  south  and  from  east 
to  west,  and  any  man  must  possess  the 
greatest  temerity  who  would  venture  to 
predict  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  Supposing 
the  Bill  to  be  carried,  the  project  would 
not  be  advanced  one  step.  Did  any  one 
even  know  where  the  proposed  market  was 
to  be  ?  A  great  amount  of  evidence  was 
given  on  the  subject  by  the  butchers. 
[*'  Oh,  oh  !"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
said  that  butchers  were  no  judges  in  the 
case;  but  they  were  as  good  judges  as 
farmers  or  landed  proprietors.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  knew  well  the  course 
taken  by  the  landed  proprietors  with  refe< 
rence  to  the  Com  Laws  ;  that  they  would 
have  starved  the  people  of  this  country  if 
they  could  ;  that  their  object  was  to  raise 
the  price  of  corn  and  put  the  money  into 
their  own  pockets,  and  some  of  the  Libe- 
ral party  were  so  foolish  as  to  think  that 
the  landed  proprietors  entertained  precisely 
the  same  idea  with  respect  to  meat  as  they 
did  with  respect  to  corn.  The  butcher  said, 
and  it  was  a  very  reasonable  assertion  on 
his  part—**  If  there  is  to  be  a  market  it 
must  be  accessible  to  me ;  I  must  have  an 
opportunity  of  purchasing  carcases  and 
carrying  them  away  conveniently,  at  a 
■mall  expense,  to  some  place  where  they 
are  to  be  retoiled."  How  did  the  Bill  deal 
with  that  matter?  It  did  not  indicate 
any  spot  where  the  market  was  to  be  es- 
tablished. Would  any  hon.  Member  point 
out  any  spot  where  the  proposed  market 
could  be  placed  ?  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Smithfield.]  Was  the  hon.  Member  aware 
that  no  market  could  be  established  within 
seven  miles  of  Copenhagen  Fields  ?  The 
Bill  ought  to  be  pressed  no  further  this 
Session,  and  in  the  Recess  the  Obanodlor 
Mr.  Loehe 


of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  go  down  the 
river  and  select  some  spot  near  Southwsrk 
as  the  site  of  a  market  from  which  the 
tanners  of  Southwark  could  conveniently 
get  hides.     The  City  of  London  ought  to 
have  been  asked  Whether  they  would  es> 
tablish  a  market  for  foreign  cattle  on  the 
banks  of  the  Thames.     This  Bill  was  as 
interference  with  the  privileges  of  the  Citj 
of  London  as  to  the  marketa  of  the  metro- 
polis.    In  the   Select  Committee  it  wti 
proposed  to  put  certain  burdens  on  the 
City,  and  the  representatives  of  the  Citf 
walked  away.     They  refused  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  affair.        So  did  tlia 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  And  how  did 
the  case  stand  now  ?     The  Privy  Coundl 
was  to  have  power  to  make  regulatiooi, 
and  the  construction  of  the  market  was  to 
be  intrusted   to  five  Commissioners  who 
had  not  twopence  in  the  world.     They  hid 
no  money ;   but  the   City  had,  and  that 
was  why  he  always  liked  the  City  to  uodtf- 
take  matters.      They  not  only  had  mosej 
to  undertake  the  execution  of  a  work,  bat 
they  asked  you  to  dinner  to  congratolste 
them  when  they  had  done  it.      He  wai 
one  of  their  officers  in  former  days,  and  he 
had  a  great  respect  for  them.     The  Coo- 
solidated  Fund,  he  was  informed,  was  in 
an  awkward  state  at  present,  and  there- 
fore it  coold  not  be  made  to  supply  the 
means  of  establishing  thia  market.    More* 
over,  supposing  the  Bill  were  passed,  it 
could  not  be  brought  into  operatioa  for 
three  years,  and  perhaps  never.    Beeidei 
all  this,  there  was  no  market  autboritji 
and  Heaven   only  knew   what  a  market 
would  be  without  an  authority.     It  voold 
be  a  scene  of  riot  and  confusion.    Covi 
and  bulls  would  be  running  wild,  the  offal^ 
of  which  they  had  had  in  these  diaeoaaioni 
supplies  ad  nauseam— would  be  pitched  at 
everybody,  and   the  oonfosion   wonld  be 
complete.     Everything  that  could  posaiblr 
be  said  on   this    subject  had   been  said 
already  ;    and  he  would  therefore  aaj  bo 
more,  but  would  content  himself  with  sfH 
pealing  to  the  right  hon.   Gentlemso  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  antil 
next  Session.     There  was  no  msehinery  to 
carry  it  out.      It  could  easily  wait ;  tb«re 
was  no  occasion  for  pressmg  it  on  m  ^^ 
Government  were  doing.  . 

Mb.  KENDALL  said,  that  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hi»«nW« 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  and  his  Friends  bad  dope  mt 
work  in  attempting  to  talk  out  this  B«"j 
and  had  done  it  well.    Bat  hwam  yf*^ 
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baiineHiy  and  ought  to  go  forward ;  and 
were  the  majority  who  supported  this  Bill 
to  go  back  to  their  constituents  and  say 
that  thej  had  allowed  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ajrton),  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
|lir«  Locke),  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
it  London  (Mr.  Crawford),  and  the  right 
]m>ii.  Member  for  Ashton-under-Ljne  (Mr. 
llilner  Gibson),  to  talk  down  this  Bill,  a1- 
ihoogh  there  was  a  large  majority  in  its 
flaToar  ?  He,  for  one,  would  not  go  back 
ttsd  say  so.  He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Qiatleman  at  the  Head  of  the  Goyern- 
who  had  shown  courage  in  this  mat- 
r*  Bot  to  be  beaten  by  such  an  opposi- 

IfB.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  that 
matter  ought  to  be  looked  at  from  a 
nnesa  point  of  riew.     Regarding  it  in 
light,  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
It  see  that  there  were  no  means  of  giying 
to  the  Bill.    He  found  that  last  year 
r,000  head  of  cattle,  and  500.000  head 
fyjdieep  came  into  London,  and  that  the 
Imnm  charges  imposed  under  this  Bill 
Mhe  importation  of  these  animals  would 
Bitle  more  than  pay  the  interest  on  the 
ly  which  the  Bill  proposed  the  Com- 
men  should  borrow  for  the  purpose 
fbrming  the  markets.    The  Commission- 
to  be  appointed  to  carry  out  this  Bill — 
Corporation  of  London  having  refused 
•eeept  it — would  have  no   security  to 
iflbr  for  the  capital  necessary  for  the  erec- 

teof  the  market,  except  the  tolls.  The 
would  therefore  be  inoperative  and  illu- 
HHJ*  [*'0h!'*]  How  many  hon.  Mem- 
Ipaim  opposite  would  lend  money  on  the 
ioeuiity  of  these  tolls  ?  Not  one  would 
bttd  a  sixpence. 

:,  Mb.  R.  W.  duff  said,  this  was  a  case 
pf  the  metropolitan  Members  against  the 
HMntry.  The  metropolitan  Members  were 
tekiog  an  attempt  to  talk  out  the  Bill, 
imd  it  was  the  duty  of  the  country  Mem- 
bon  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
Hmiae  not  to  countenance  such  a  state  of 
jUaga.  One  of  the  principal  arguments 
j^plnat  the  Bill  was  that  it  would  raise  the 
ifrioo  of  meat.  So  far  as  the  metropolis 
WBB  eoncerned,  it  was  probable  that  the 
lAet  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  raise  to  some 
MMit  the  price  of  meat ;  but  the  Legisla- 
Ibm  most  not  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the 
whole  eountry  to  those  of  the  metropolis, 
hrga  at  those  interests  were.  Mr.  Dudley 
BUIer,  who  had  obtained  some  reputation 
M  B  atatistioian,  had  published  a  pamphlet 
riMnring  that  only  one-twelfth  of  the  whole 


of  the  catfle  consumed  in  this  eountry 
came  from  abroad,  and  one-twenty-fourth 
of  the  sheep.  Would  the  House  benefit 
the  interests  that  supplied  the  one-twelfth 
of  the  markets  or  those  that  supplied  the 
eleven -twelfths  ?  Would  they,  for  the  sake 
of  that  small  importation,  risk  the  whole 
stock  of  the  country  ?  The  metropolitan 
Members  bad  a  caie  against  the  Bill,  but 
that  arose  from  the  existing  regulations, 
and  if  those  were  removed  the  metropoli- 
tan market  would  be  open  to  the  whole 
stock  of  the  country.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  was  an  election  cry,  but  on  which 
side  ?  Considering  the  sacrifices  some  of 
the  farmers  of  the  North  of  Scotland  had 
made  for  the  Liberal  causei  it  was  the 
height  of  ingratitude  on  the  part  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  to  oppose  this 
Bill.  In  matters  of  police  regulation  like 
the  present  they  must  disregard  the  laws 
of  political  economy.  Absolute  free  trade 
in  cattle  and  freedom  from  disease  were 
incompatible,  and  they  must  choose  which 
they  would  have.  The  true  way  to  pro- 
vide the  poor  with  cheap  meat  was  to  keep 
our  cattle  healthy.  He  should  give  his 
cordial  support  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MELLT  said,  he  would  admit  that 
the  case  was  one  of  town  against  country ; 
but  he  had  looked  at  the  figures  of  the  late 
division,  and  he  thought  they  would  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  that 
the  Bill  was  only  opposed  by  metropolitan 
Members.  He  found  that  the  82  Members 
who  voted  against  the  Bill  on  the  late 
division  and  the  25  Members  who  paired 
against  it  represented  457,099  electors, 
and  10,204,013  of  the  population.  It  was 
notorious  that  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the 
representatives  of  most  of  the  large  com- 
munities. Perhaps  there  had  never  been 
a  question  on  which  they  had  been  more 
unanimous  than  in  their  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  This  was  not  a  question,  therefore, 
merely  between  the  metropolitan  popula- 
tion of  3,000,000  and  the  rest  of  the 
country.  It  was  not  a  little  remarkable 
that  the  Members  for  Liverpool  and  other 
Conservative  representatives  of  large  towns 
were  absent  from  the  division^  possibly  as 
arrangements  had  been  entered  into  ex- 
cusing their  absence.  The  representatives 
of  the  manufacturing  population  of  the 
metropolis,  of  the  Midland  counties,  and  of 
the  North  of  England  repudiated  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  objected  to  oy  the  large  em- 
ployers of  labour,  who  were  responsible  for 
the  happiness  of  those  they  employed.    The 
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price  of  atiimal  food  in  London  ftifooted  tbe 
price  throQgfhout  the  whole  country.  Every 
animal  killed  at  £10  instead  of  £15  re- 
duced the  price  £5  in  every  market  in  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  probably 
wished  to  go  to  the  country  as  the  friend 
of  the  farmers  as  well  as  the  friend  of  the 
Church;  but  he,  and  those  who  represented 
large  manufacturing  districts,  would  rather 
go  to  the  country  as  the  friend  of  the  work- 
ing man.  As  the  representative  of  a  large 
Midland  constituency  he  should  rote  against 
the  Bill.  Independently  of  the  objections 
to  its  principle,  there  waa  not  machinery 
for  carrying  it  out. 

Mr.  NEYILLE.GRBNYILLB  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
said  he  represented  the  working  classes  ; 
but  the  working  classes  would  recollect  at 
the  coming  election  that  it  was  the  Con- 
serrative  party,  with  a  Conservative  Chief, 
that  first  proposed  the  tariff  under  which 
foreign  cattle  were  admitted  into  this  coun- 
try. He  had  sat  in  the  House  in  1842,  and 
at  that  time  not  a  single  animal  could  be 
imported.  Having  voted  on  that  occasiop, 
with  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  for  admitting 
foreign  cattle,  and  also  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Com  Law  in  1846,  he  repudiated  the 
imputation  that  he  was  a  Protectionist  in 
■upporting  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
London  (Mr.  Crawford)  had  not  been  ac- 
ceded to.  He  did  not  think  a  single  Mem- 
ber on  either  side  belicTed  in  the  proba- 
bility of  this  Bill  being  passed.  It  was 
only  persisted  in  for  the  sake  of  a  victory 
of  countrj  over  town,  and  it  was  absurd  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  to  continue  a 
conflict  having  no  other  object.  Even  if 
the  measure  passed  this  House,  evidence 
would  be  required  on  the  subject  in  the 
other  House,  and  it  would  probably  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  it 
could  not  become  law,  unless,  indeed,  the 
Prorogation  were  delayed  for  three  weeks 
or  a  month.  He  did  not  believe  the  Prime 
Minister  was  prepared  for  such  a  proceed- 
ing, and  he  presumed  the  nnderstandhig 
was  that  to-night  should  be  wasted  and  that 
then  there  should  be  an  end  of  the  matter. 
Even  the  hon.  Member  fbr  Banflfshire  (Mr. 
R.  W.  Duff)  had  admitted  that  the  scheme 
was  counter  to  the  interests  of  the  me- 
tropolis and  to  political  economy.  If  the 
Bill  were  passed  it  could  only  be  by  a  class 
struggle  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  Was  it 
advisable  to  try  to  hurry  through  the  House 
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by  means  of  the  exceptional  strength  of  the 
Government  at  the  end  of  the  Session  a 
Bill  which  was  opposed  by  the  City  of 
London  and  other  large  towns  ef  the  king- 
dom. The  feeling  of  the  country  would  bo 
that  the  Government  had  taken  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  of  forcing  the  Bill  through 
Parliament,  knowing  that  the  neit  eleetioo 
would  be  against  them. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  elplained  that  hii 
argument  was  that,  in  the  ease  of  poliee 
regulations,  tbe  ordinary  rules  of  polStieal 
economy  must  be  disregarded. 

Mr.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  he  hid 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  admit  that 
the  Bill  was  prejudicial  to  tbe  interests  of 
London ;  and  that  this  was  the  case  wai 
tolerably  evident  from  the  opposition  to  it 
of  all  the  metropolitan  Members.  It  wu 
true  the  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Kendall)  had  described  those  Gentlemen  u 
actuated  by  an  anxiety  to  retain  their 
seats  ;  but  even  on  this  hypothesis  th«r 
constituents  were  opposed  to  the  messora 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  most  remtsd 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  BiU  wat 
introduced  as  long  ago  as  the  5th  of  De- 
cember, and  that  every  possible  obstroetiw 
had  been  thrown  in  its  way.  During  tbe 
sixteen  years  he  had  sat  in  the  Hoise  lie 
had  not  witnessed  such  a  scene  as  that  of 
Thursday  last,  when  thirty  Gentlemen  kejyt 
up  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  till  three  o'eloek 
against  130  Gentlemen  who  supported  it ; 
that  opposition,  moreover,  being  led  br 
two  ex-Cabtnet  Mrnistera,  though  a  mrm 
larger  number  of  Members  of  their  own 
party  voted  on  the  other  side.  Bat  for  so 
appeal  made  en  behalf  of  the  Speaker  by 
an  hon.  Member  opposite,  he  believed  the 
scene  would  have  been  kept  up  an  boor 
longer.  It  was  all  very  well  for  Geotlemea 
opposite  to  urge  the  withdrawal  of  tbe  Bill  i 
but  he  hoped  Members  around  him  vosid 
sit  till  six  o'clock  in  the  morning,  if  nooei- 
sary,  rather  than  yield  to  these  obstroctifo 
tactics. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend  to  enter  into  the  question  of  opposing 
the  Bill  by  means  of  time;  but  he  mint 
protest  against  the  doctrine  of  tbe  b^* 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Nor^- 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  on  reiee- 
tion,  would  not,  he  thought,  adhere  to  bis 
assertion  in  its  full  breadth.  Aeeordiogto 
the  aocounts  that  had  reached  him  ci^ 
operations  of  which  the  hon.  and  guwn 
Gentleman  so  much  oomplained,  they  wero 
all  comprised  within  a  single  hour. 

COLCWHL  NORTH  said,  thur  the  i«w 
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boo.  Gentieman  himself  took  part  in  them, 
and  thoD  walked  out  of  the  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not  re- 

Erd  this  as  a  just  accusation,  and  would 
•  to  know  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
Baa's  idea  of  justice.  Was  it  a  just 
aaeosation  ?  He  heard  a  Member  near 
tke  bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say,  "  No, 
it  is  not,"  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
Mllant  Gentleman  was  hj  this  time 
Zsbamed  of  what  he  had  said.  [Colonel 
Horth:  Not  at  all.]  He  was  obliged, 
Aao,  to  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle* 
aaB  that  his  assertion  amounted  to  an  ar- 
MMBt  declaration  that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 


right  to  give  his  rote  upon  a  Bill 
fa  lliia  House,  for  the  vote  he  gave  was 
WftKk  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  In  any  vote 
j^sving  reference  to  time  or  to  adjournment 
~^  tha  sake  of  delaying  the  Bill  he  had 
■D  no  part  whatever ;  and  therefore, 
great  deference  to  the  superior  know- 
,  judgment,  ability,  and  experience 
tha  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman — [loud 
o/**  Oh,  oh  !"  which  prevented  the 
Inder  of  the  sentence  from  being 
].  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  and 
t  Gentleman  to  retort  by  a  personal 
ation  that  had  no  foundation.  He 
not  sure  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
'eman  had  been  present  much  during 
dabates  on  this  Bill.  [Colonel  North  : 
thiak  every  night.]  He  thought  that  in 
case  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
'  be  able  to  bear  him  out  in  what  he 
about  to  say — namely,  that  during 
iy  the  whole  of  the  debates  upon  this 
about  the  same  time  had  been  occu- 
by  the  speeches  on  one  side  as  by 
on  the  other.  The  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Council  opened  the 
with  much  the  longest  speech  that 
been  made  throughout  the  whole  of 
discussion.  He  fearlessly  referred 
who  had  any  doubt  on  the  matter  to 
eolumns  of  the  newspaper,  and  then 
would  admit  the  justice  of  what  he 
In  fact,  the  nature  of  the  subject 
ad  so  many  complex  considerations 
it  could  not  be  treated  otherwise  than 
moeh  detail  on  both  sides.  The  best 
of  that  was  that  the  debate  was  not 
on  by  long  strings  of  speeches 
the  same  side  of  the  House,  but  by 
addresses,  in  which  hon.  Members 
aaeh  side  followed  one  another.  And 
he  wished   to   say   that  if  he  had 


"liial  any  strong  expression  with  regard  to 
JM  ban.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
fGUanel  North)  he  wished  to  withdraw  it. 


though  that  hon,  and  gallant  Member  did 
not  seem  disposed  to  recede  from  the 
statement  which  he  had  made.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  wished  simply  to  defend 
himself  and  his  Friends  from  the  accusation 
brought  against  them.  With  regard  to 
the  merits  of  the  Bill,  he  had  on  a  pre- 
ceding occasion  offered  many  objections  to 
the  measure,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  replied  to  those  objections 
in  a  tone  of  perfect  candour  and  fairness ; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speeoh  appeared  to  leave  the 
Bill  in  a  worse  position  than  before.  In 
his  opinion  the  Bill  was  a  bad  one ;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  intended  to  yield  with 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
[Viscount  Galway  :  Why  don't  you  go  on 
with  the  clauses,  then  ?]  Because  they 
were  now  discussing  the  Motion  on  the 
Preamble.  Now,  he  would  ask  what 
would  be  gained  by  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  with  truth  that  it  would  he  ne- 
cessary to  come  to  a  new  Parliament  for 
another  Bill  before  this  Bill  could  take 
effect,  because,  though  it  might  be  possible 
that  by  voluntary  arrangement  a  particular 
plot  of  ground  might  be  obtained  for  a 
separate  market,  yet  that  railway  aecom- 
modation  which  was  absolutely  required 
could  not  be  obtained  except  by  the  usual 
method  of  notice.  When  the  new  Bill  for 
obtaining  a  site  was  submitted  to  Par- 
liament neither  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  North)  nor  the  noble 
Viscount  behind  him  (Viscount  Galway) 
would  hold  that  the  new  Parliament  would 
be  in  any  degree  committed  by  the  decision 
at  which  the  present  Parliament  might 
have  arrived.  It  would  be  the  business, 
right,  and  duty  of  the  new  Parliament  to 
pronounce  a  perfectly  independent  judg- 
ment on  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  And  if 
the  new  Parliament  should  pronounce  such 
an  opinion,  whether  favourable  or  adverse, 
nothing  would  have  been  gained  by  press- 
ing forward  this  Bill.  One  remark  more 
with  respect  to  the  financial  provision. 
[Viscount  Galway  :  We  have  had  all  this 
over  and  over  again.  ]  Yes,  but  it  must 
be  gone  over  many  times  more,  and  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  it  had  not  as  yet  made 
its  way  in  the  slightest  degree  into  the 
inner  intelligence  of  the  noble  Viscount. 
In  answer  to  his  observations  on  this  part 
of  the  scheme  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  stated  that  by  the  Bill  as 
brought  in  by  the  Government,  a  revenue 
would  have  been  provided  which  would  have 
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sufficed  for  the  expenseB  of  the  estahlish- 
ment.  But  would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man allow  him  to  point  out  that,  even  if 
that  were  a  true  and  sufficient  answer  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  as  it  was  hrought  in,  it 
was  not  a  true  and  sufficient  answer  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape; 
heoause  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  know,  if  his  manj  duties  would  permit 
it,  that  new  charges  had  heen  introduced 
which  would  raise  the  outlay  from  £300|000 
to  £500,000|  and  no  revenue  whatever 
had  been  provided  to  cover  those  new 
charges  ?  He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  (Mr.  Locke)  was  perfectly 
right  in  saying  that  those  Commissioners 
would  go  forth  into  the  money-market, 
and  that  they  would  be  objects  of  com- 
miseration rather  than  of  any  other  feel- 
ing, hopeless  and  helpless,  unless  some 
new  source  of  supply  was  opened,  of  which 
as  yet  they  had  no  scheme  before  them. 
Though  he  respected  the  judgment  of 
the  House  in  the  decision  which  they 
had  arrived  at  he  still  felt  that  there 
were  very  many  questions  on  which  they 
would  require  explanation  with  respect  to 
this  Bill ;  and  on  every  legitimate  opportu- 
nity it  would  be  his  duty  to  question  the 
scheme,  and  resist  its  further  develop- 
ment. 

LosD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
had  not  intended  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  arguments  advanced  did  not  apply  to 
the  question  before  the  Committee,  which 
was  whether  the  Preamble  should  be  post- 
poned, but  were  rather  arguments  against 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  should  have 
been  employed  on  the  second  reading  or 
on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
rather  than  at  present.  But  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gladstone),  he  would  be  scarcely 
showing  respect  to  him  or  to  the  House  if 
he  did  not  advert  to  some  of  the  points 
which  had  been  referred  to«  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Ayrton)  objected  on  the  score 
that  they  could  already  do,  independently 
of  the  Bill,  all  that  they  desired.  [Mr. 
Aybton  :  All  that  you  can  reasonably  de- 
sire.] Well,  then,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant  to  say  what  they  desired 
to  do  that  was  unreasonable.  And  then 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  found 
fault  with  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Minister  had  never  said  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  had  oast  any  ob- 
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struction  in  the  way.    They  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.      The  Chairman,  Sir  Joha 
Thwaites,   gave  every  assistance  in  hii 
power;  but  even  with  all  the  knowledge 
which  Sir  John  Thwaites  possessed  of  the 
peculiarities  of  the  metropolis,  they  hsd 
found  it  impossible  to  carry  out  the  Act  of 
last  year  in  the  metropolis,  though  it  hsd 
been  carried  out  in  other  seaports  through- 
out the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mrr  W.  £.  Forster)  had  complaioed 
that  this  was  a  class  struggle  at  the  end 
of  the  Session.      But   that  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Government.     They  introduced 
the  Bill  on  the  5th  of  December ;  on  the 
13th  of  December  it  was  read  a  second 
time,  it  was  then  referred  to  a  Committee, 
and  all  the  members  of  that  Committee 
were  well  aware  that  the  Govemmeot  for- 
bore from  bringing  forward  a  great  detl  of 
evidence,  scientific  and  other,  which  thej 
thought  essential,  in  deference  to  the  opi- 
nions of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
who  desired  that  there  should  be  no  farther 
delay.      Therefore,  it  was  Tory  unfair  to 
charge  the  Government  with  delay.    The 
delay  was  far  more  due  to  hon.  Memben 
of  the  Opposition,  who,  day  after  day,  in- 
sisted upon  calling  a  great  mass  of  irre- 
levant eridence,  and  who  argued  points 
which  had  been  previously  decided.    Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  said 
that  if  they  could  not  get  land  thej  mut 
come  to  Parliament  next  Session.    But  it 
had  been  understood  all  along  that  a  cer- 
tain piece  of  land  was  available,  which  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Corporation.     This, 
therefore,   would    require    no  Provisional 
Order,  nor  additional  Bill.     The  same  re- 
mark applied  to  the  objection  with  respect 
to  railways.     They  would    not  have  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  construct  railvsjs  for 
this  reason,  that  the  piece  of  land  in  qn^* 
tion    was    already   accessible  to  existing 
railways.     He  was  confident  the  Corpora- 
tion would  undertake  to  carry  out  tbismesr 
sure  ;  and  if  the  clause  of  which  be  hsd 
given  Notice  was  passed,  the  CorporatioB 
would  be  able  to  pledge,  not  only  the  li- 
mited funds  at   their  disposal,  but  their 
whole  property,  and  so  be  able  to  raise  the 
means  at  the  cheapest  rate.    With  regard 
to  the  supposed  financial  difficalty,  he  niQs| 
observe  that  this  was  either  so  objeot  of 
national  importance  and  benefit,  or  it  vai 
not.     If  not,  then  the  Bill  should  he  op- 
posed and  rejected  on  that  ground  alone; 
but  if  it  would  be  a  national  benefit,  then 
it  would  be  worth  while  for  the  natwn  to 
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^tanriDtee  the  ezpenies,  and  defray  anj 
Iwlait  whieh  the  income  of  the  market 
illKht  be  unable  to  cover. 
^  Mb.  GOSGHEN,  who  wai  received  with 
of  *'DiTide/'  said,  hon.  Memberi  on 
Mde  of  the  House  are  in  this  pre- 
lentv  that  if  they  wished  to  discuss 
measure  they  were  met  with  cries  of 
i^^Difide/'  and  if  they  wished  to  adjourn 
late  hour  they  were  told  they  were 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord 
▼iee  President  of  the  Council  on  what 
pbpM  it  will  be  most  expedient  to  dis- 
m0i  the  general  financial  bearings  of  the 
itmtiBut    [An  hon.  MzMBEa:  The  last 
tMM.1    He  would   bow  to  the  decision 
ftf  Ibe  flouse,  and  discuss  the  matter  on 
clause. 
AYRTON  said,  it  had  been  asserted 
the  metropolitan    Members  bad  en- 
to  talk  down  the  representati? es 
ihe  oounties  upon  this  subject.     It  so 
led  that  the  metropolitan  Members, 
»t.the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
Ir/Gosehen)  and  himself,  had  abstained 
taking  part  in  the  discussion,  because 
desired  the  discussion  to  show,  as  it 
dene,  that  the  question  was  a  national 
1Mb  And  that  the  views  of  the  majority  of 
P»  people  of  the  country  were  against  the 
PDL      No  doubt    the  representatives  of 
kamtiea  and   small    boroughs    connected 
ilfth  them  were,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
rapwaentation,  a  majority  of  the  House, 
IM  the  proceedings   on  this   Bill   would 
hmish  a  powerful  argument  for  the  re-con- 
Meimtion  of  the  representation  of  counties. 
8iB  J.  CLARKE  JBRVOISE  pointed 
Mil  that  there  was  no  discussion  on  the 
■teond  reading  of  the  Bill.     If  there  had 
bsan  one  thing  made  clear,  it  was  the  fact 
■f  the  great  inefficiency  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
|D«     Nevertheless,  he  for  one  did  not  see 
bow  that  inefficiency  was  to  be  cured  by  a 
Bin  of  this  dangerous  character.     Such  a 
proteeding  was  like  the  application  of  a 
kbter  over  the  whole  body  for  the  healing 
■f  a  local  irritation. 

Preamble  postponed. 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 

daose  2  (Interpretation.  18  &  19  Vict. 
u  120). 

Ke.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  rose 
Ml  move  an  Amendment,  the  effect  of  which 
iraa  to  eiempt  sheep  from  the  operation 
if  the  Bill.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
ilMid  why  the  Government  proposed  to 
plaoe  a  restriction  upon  the  importation  of 
ihi^.    If  there  were  a  statutory  restric- 


tion upon  their  importation  into  the  port 
of  London,  there  must  be  a  similar  restric- 
tion applied  to  other  ports.     It  showed  no 
confidence  in  the  Privy  Council  to  say  they 
could  not  be  trusted  to  regulate  with  the 
help  of  their  scientific  advisers  the  impor- 
tation  of  sheep  when    circumstances    of 
danger  arose ;  and  if  they  could  not,  we 
had  better  do  away  with  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.    What  was  the  meaning  of  this  pro- 
posal ?     The  farmers  could  not  supply  the 
people  with  food.    We  had  a  limited  island 
and  a  growing  population,  and  yet  it  was 
proposed  permanently  to  restrict  the  im- 
portation of  foreign   sheep.      Since    the 
adoption  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  policy  no 
such  change  as  this  had  been  proposed. 
Did  anyone  pretend  to  say  there  was  any 
danger  in  the  importation  of  sheep  ?     [An 
hon.  Membeb  :  Yes.]  Well ;  but  the  Privy 
Council  did  not  think  so.  To  use  the  words 
of  a  very  moderate  Lancashire  paper,  the 
Manehester  Guardian,  '*  Such  a  proposal 
would  justify  the  most  strenuous  opposi- 
tion."    It  was  not  a  metropolitan  question 
only.     Foreign  sheep  could  not   be  sent 
alive  from  London  to  other  large  towns, 
and   that  would    have  a  most  disastrous 
effect    upon    the   importation   of   foreign 
sheep.    What  was  the  danger— what  were 
we  afraid  of  ?     Foreign  sheep  were  at  pre- 
sent forwarded  to  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  there  any  danger  ?  The  Privy 
Council  did  not  think  so,  or  they  would 
make  regulations  to  stop  it.     The  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  it  wise  to  do  that  upon 
their  responsibility  as  Ministers.     He  bad 
in  bis  hand  a  Return  of  what  had  gone  on 
since  we  first  admitted  foreign  sheep  into 
this  country  ;  and  he  found  that  they  had 
increased  from  634  sheep  and  ten  lambs 
imported  in  1842,  to  914,170  imported  in 
1863.      That  importation   had,  however, 
been  checked  since   1865,  owing  to  the 
Orders  in  Council  with  regard  to  cattle. 
The  restrictions  imposed  then  by  the  Privy 
Council  had   reduced  the  importation  by 
500,000.    Sheep,  however,  had  never  been 
treated  as  cattle.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  Commissioners'  Report,  ad- 
vising the  stoppage  of  the  importation  of 
cattle ;  but  the  Commissioners  never  made 
any  recommendation  respecting  sheep,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  sheep  were  treated 
in  the  same  way  as  cattle  in  the  measures 
passed  with  reference  to  the  movement  of 
cattle.  There  had  always  been  a  difference 
with  regard  to  the  importation  of  sheep 
and  the   importation   of  cattle.      In  this 
Bill  that  was  abolishedi  and  they  were 
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both  placed  upon  the  eame  footing.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
OoTernment  seemed  to  be  posed  by  this 
qaestion  of  sheep.  He  (lir.  liilner  Oibseo) 
eould  not  understand  how  any  Government 
should  ineur  the  responsibility  of  eioluding 
sheep,  seeing  how  it  must  affect  the  work* 
ing  classes  of  this  country.  There  was  a 
slight  restriction  already;  sheep  to  enjoy 
freedom  must  be  imported  by  themseWes; 
but  the  Bill  contemplated  no  such  distino- 
tion.  The  Select  Committee  had  inserted 
in  the  Bill  the  word  '^  sheep/'  instead  of 
the  more  limited  words  "  sheep  imported 
in  Tossels  with  foreign  cattle."  Sheep 
were  sold  out  of  the  metropolis  to  the  best 
butchers  at  Richmond,  Twickenham,  and 
that  neighbourhood.  They  were  also  pur- 
chased by  butchers  in  other  counties.  If 
the  foreigner  who  dealt  in  sheep  were  not 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  English* 
man,  he '  would  not  send  his  sheep  to  this 
country  at  all.  If  he  had  healthy  sheep, 
and  he  was  told  that  they  should  not  be 
sold  in  the  metropolitan  market  nor  for- 
warded alifo  to  inland  towns,  he  would  not 
send  his  sheep  to  this  country  at  all.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was,  indeed,  indirectly  to 
bring  about  a  prohibition  against  foreign 
sheep,  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  thought  he 
had  put  an  end  to  in  1842.  A  gentle- 
man residing  in  London  bad  written  to  him 
stating  that  6,000  or  7,000  foreign  sheep 
were  at  times  sent  out  of  the  metropolis 
weekly  to  WoWerhampton,  lianchester, 
and  other  large  towns.  Now,  if  it  was 
intended  to  stop  that  traffioy  some  yery 
good  reason  ought  to  be  given  for  such  a 
proceeding.  If  in  the  present  hot  weather 
these  6,000  or  7,000  sheep  were  killed  at 
Barking  Creek  and  forwarded  to  the  me* 
tropolis  to  be  sent  to  the  great  manufac- 
turing towns  in  the  shape  of  dead  meat, 
he  fancied  that  the  legs  of  mutton  would 
look  a  little  green  on  arriving  at  their  des- 
tination. The  contractors  for  the  army  and 
navy  would  not  take  dead  meat,  because 
the  Commissariat  and  Admiralty  preferred 
seeing  the  live  animals,  so  that  they  might 
judge  what  the  soldiers  and  sailors  would 
have  to  eat,  and  consequently  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  was  to  give  to  British 
agriculturists  the  monopoly  of  supplying 
the  army  and  navy  of  this  country  with 
live  meat.  One  eminent  contractor  stated 
before  the  Select  Committee  that  if  in 
purchasing  live  sheep  and  cattle  he  was 
to  be  exclusively  limited  to  British  agricul- 
turists, he  should  be  obliged  to  raise  his 
contract  at  least  £50,000  a  year.    That 
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amount  would  hare  to  be  paid  by  the- 
British  taxpayers.  The  Bill  was  a  deli* 
berate  proposal  to  establish  a  gross  mono- 
poly at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers  and 
consumers  of  this  eoantry.  No  one  ever 
alleged  that  foreign  sheep  coming  from 
healthy  districts  in  a  ship  by  themselvesi 
unaecempanied  by  cattle,  would  iatroduoe 
the  cattle  disease  into  this  country;  and, 
coaeequently,  the  elanse  now  under  oon- 
sideration  appeared  to  him  to  be  so  inde- 
fensible that  he  would  press  his  objeetioni 
to  it  over  and  over  again,  in  spite  of  any 
charge  which  might  be  brought  against 
him  of  offering  improper  obstructions.  Tbe 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  went  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  and  gave  usefal 
evidence,  though  not  as  a  public  officer 
representing  the  community,  biit,  as  be 
frankly  and  fairly  declared,  in  the  oharse- 
ter  of  the  farmer's  friend,  and  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  producer.  He  went  into  the 
price  of  his  Southdowns;  but  he  would  get 
a  better  price  for  these  if  foreign  sheep 
were  excluded.  Now,  ha  wanted  to  esil 
the  attention  of  agriculturists  to  this  ques- 
tion. He  wished  he  could  act  with  the 
farmers  and  with  Chambers  of  AgricoUare. 
He  believed,  however,  that  hon.  Gentlemio 
opposite  would  find  the  Chambers  of  Agri- 
culture more  difficult  to  manage  than  tbey 
imagined.  They  had  three  pet  sohemei 
-*the  malt  tax,  County  Financial  Boardi, 
and  the  exclusion  of  foreign  cattle.  With 
regard  to  the  malt  taX' 

Ths  CHANCBLLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  rose  to  Order.  It  was  not  compe- 
tent for  any  hon.  Member  to  go  into  the 
malt  tax  in  connection  with  this  clause. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  not  com* 
potent  on  this  clause  to  discuss  tbe  malt 
tax ;  but  it  was  competent  for  an  boo. 
Member  to  refer  to  it  in  illustration  of  bii 
argument. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  had  been  induced 
to  give  up  the  malt  tax  and  the  County 
Financial  Boards  by  a  promise  of  getting 
the  exclusion  of  foreign  cattle.  Tbe 
farmer  was  told  that  the  repeal  of  tbe 
malt  tax  would  be  inconvenient  to  tbe 
Government,  and  that  the  Financial  Bosrds 
would  displease  the  magistracy ;  but  the 
Government  would  go  in  for  cattle  exeln- 
sion.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Miiner  Gibson)  would 
gladly  enable  the  farmers  to  excreise  coB' 
trol  over  the  expenditure  of  rates  In  coun- 
ties ;  but  the  object  of  this  eattle-and- 
sheep-exclusion  scheme  was  to  reverse  tbe 
policy  which  let  in  foreign  cattle  to  eomj^ 
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vtth  their  owd.  H«  Miefdl  that  was  the 
haU  Bat  the  axolasion  of  foreign  ^eep 
fironi  Denmarkt  for  inttanoe,  which  were 
ttaaffeeted  hy  disease,  would  be  a  great  loss 
ta  the  farmer,/  There  were  thonsands  of 
in  Scotland  not  stocked  at  the  pre- 
i%  ttme,  and  these  restrictions  would  stop 
the  importation  of  sheep  as  well  as  catUe. 
The  evidence  of  Mr.  Eobinson,  a  great 
vroaoter  of  this  Bill,  showed  that  the 
aurmen  as  well  as  the  eonsumers  had  an 
ftitoreet  in  the  importation  of  sheep.  The 
Mespnlsion  to  slaughter  sheep  at  the  port 
wi  uiportation  would  make  a  difference  of 
6i.  a  head  in  the  price.  The  quarantine 
nalem  for  fat  stock  was  out  of  the  ques- 
Ibii.  It  was  condemned  by  most  of  the 
vilnessea  fsTourable  to  the  Bill  for  store 
It  would  he  a  great  restriction, 
afforded  no  security  against  cattle 
For  lean  stock'  it  was  not  prao- 
kbie.  There  was  only  one  security 
_  ittst  cattle  plague,  and  that  was  the 
reinvention  of  cattle  or  sheep  coming  from 
'  inlbcted  place — ^the  restrictions  not 
greater  than  the  necessity  of  the 
and  safety  required.  That  was  the 
which  statesmanship  dictated.  That 
the  eonrse  which  Frsnoe  was  takings 
jriD  the  perts  and  frontiers  of  France  were 
There  was  perfect  free  trade.  Fo- 
sheep  and  French  sheep,  foreign 
and  French  cattle,  were  sold  in  the 
market. 
Tn  OHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHB- 
QUBB  asked,  where  they  were  killed  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  They  were 
'knied  whercTor  the  purchaser  chose  to 
4eke  them.  If  they  were  to  be  killed  in 
Peris,  they  must  be  killed  in  the  abat- 
ieii*.  The  French  Gofemment  were  not 
ee  QBreasonahle  as  to  oppress  the  French 
feeple  with  unnecessary  restrictions  or  im- 
Aeae  large  sacrifices  on  the  population  to 
iepefit  the  agriculturists.  They  did  not 
Aimuid  anything  so  monstrous  in  order  to 
e  temporary  emergency.  If  a  per- 
it  law  should  be  passed,  it  would 
>r  be  repealed  without  the  consent  of 
fkm  other  House  of  Parliament,  the  Mem- 
bin  of  which  were  extensively  engaged  in 
ttel  Tery  cattle  trade  for  whose  benefit 
^MMlgn  cattle  and  sheep  were  to  be  ex- 
doded.  Why  were  they  afraid  of  these 
Ibnifn  sheep  ?  Did  they  think  they 
W9fM  introduce  disease  ?  Why,  the  Privy 
Ceonoil  would  not  undertake  the  respon- 
ribOity  of  prohibiting  them.  The  Privy 
Oemcil  would  not  have  been  silent  unless 
adfiaen  had  told  them  to  be  so,  and 


as  they  had  not  attempted  to  pnt  soeh  a 
wanton  restriction  on  the  sepply  of  food  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  why  should  the 
House  now  he  asked  to  impose  it  by  a  per- 
manent law  ?  Experiments  to  test  the  lia- 
bility of  sheep  to  take  the  cattle  plsgue  had 
been  conducted  in  1865  by  Professor  Dick 
and  other  eminent  authorities,  and  the 
results  militsted  against  the  notion  that 
they  were  likely  to  take  the  cattle  plague 
and  to  carry  infection  to  cattle  in  their 
wool  or  otherwise.  No  doubt  they  might, 
under  certain  circumstances,  take  the  cattle 
plague.  He  had  heard  that  men  had  taken 
it ;  but  he  contended  that  sheep  were  much 
less  liable  than  other  animals  to  take  or  to 
communicate  it.  He  ahould  be  glad  to 
hear  what  the  Prime  Minister  or  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  to  say  upon 
this  part  of  the  question.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  never  recommended  the  separate 
market  now  proposed.  After  the  Commis- 
sion had  concluded  their  task  a  Committee 
sat,  consisting  of  nineteen  Members,  in- 
cluding the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  they  unanimously  agreed  that  this  pro- 
posal for  a  separate  market  was  wrong. 
That  Committee  had  read  all  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Commissioners'  Report,  and  they  agreed 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  put  the  proposed 
restriction  on  the  trade  and  the  food  of  the 
country.  One  Member  of  that  Committee 
was  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  one  of  the 
ablest  of  the  Commissioners  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Milner  Gibson)  contended  that  on  this  sub- 
ject the  Committee  were  quite  as  good 
authorities  as  the  right  hen.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Mr.  Lowe.)  His 
Report  was  written  in  a  time  of  panic, 
whereas  the  Committee  approached  the- 
subject  more  calmly.  He  appealed  to  those 
Irish  Members  who,  under  the  leadership 
of  Mr.  O'Connell,  were  mainly  instrumental 
in  carrying  the  great  question  of  Free 
Trade,  to  support  the  Amendment  he  now 
proposed.  Many  of  their  poor  fellow- 
countrymen  were  living  in  Wolverhampton, 
Manchester,  Ashton,  and  the  other  seats 
of  industry  in  this  country,  and  he  asked 
them  not  to  aid  the  attempt  which  was 
now  deliberately  made  by  the  supporters  of 
this  measure  to  deprive  these  poor  Irishmen 
of  the  few  opportunities  they  had  of  tasting 
animal  food.  ['<  No,  no  !"1  That  could 
not  be  denied.  The  struggle  of  life  was 
great  enough  without  increasing  its  diffi- 
culties by  such  a  measure  as  this.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  consent 
to  strike  out  the  word  **  sheep  "  from  this 
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clause,  whieh  thej  eonid  do  withoot  inter- 
fering with  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
dealt  with  sheep  which  had  heen  brought 
over  in  the  same  Tcssels  with  foreign  cattle. 
He  begged  to  moTC  that  the  word  "  sheep" 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Interpretation 
Clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  8, 
to  leave  out  the  word  ^' sheep." — (Jfr. 
Milner  Oibton,) 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  the  difficulty  of  the 
subject  was  sufficiently  great  without  the 
real  point  being  smothered  by  matters  so 
completely  extraneous  to  it,  as  were  the 
topics  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  introduced  into  the  discussion.  Indeed, 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  treated  the  matter  couTinoed  him  that 
he  had  been  speaking  throughout  against 
his  own  conviction.  The  real  question  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  was  "aye"  or 
**  no  "—were  sheep  liable  to  this  disease, 
and  could  they  bring  it  into  this  country  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  losing  sight  of 
the  real  point  in  dispute,  had  devoted  the 
greater  part  of  his  speech  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  of  free  trade  in  food. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  however, 
given  up  the  case  with  reference  to  sheep 
imported  in  the  same  yessels  with  foreign 
cattle ;  but  what  security  was  there  that 
the  sheep  had  not  mixed  with  foreign 
cattle  before  they  entered  the  ship  ?  He 
had  admitted  that  butchers  going  from 
market  to  market  might  convey  the  cattle 
plague  in  their  clothes,  and  sheep  had  as 
handy  clothes  to  convey  the  infection  as 
the  butchers.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  prove  that  the  means  of  detection 
in  the  case  of  cattle  and  sheep  coming  by 
sea  were  as  great  as  those  possessed  by 
the  French  in  the  case  of  the  cattle  and 
sheep  coming  over  their  frontier,  the  whole 
of  the  fabric  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  built  up  would  fall  to  the  ground. 
He  would  not  himself  give  an  opinion  as 
to  sheep  having  this  disease ;  but,  as  far 
as  he  could  form  an  opinion,  be  thought 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  the  restric- 
tion were  to  apply  to  sheep  coming  over 
with  cattle.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  able  to  show  that  sheep  were  not 
liable  to  the  disease,  the  whole  of  his  argu- 
ments about  the  food  of  the  people  could 
only  have  been  lugged  in  with  the  view  to 
muddle  the  water,  and  keep  in  the  back- 
ground the  real  question,  which  was,  whe- 
ther sheep  were  or  were  not  any  source  of 

Mr.  Milfm  Qibwn 


danger  ?  It  was  most  unjust  to  charge  the 
agricultural  classes  with  trying  to  injure 
other  classes  in  their  action  in  regard  to 
sheep.  The  object  they  had  in  view  was 
to  keep  the  disease  out  of  the  country,  for 
by  so  doing  they  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
price  of  meat,  and  he  could  not  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would  be 
attended  with  that  result. 

LoBD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  be 
thought  the  Amendment  in  its  present  form 
could  not  be  accepted.  The  clause  ori- 
ginally was  to  apply  only  to  sheep  whieh 
came  over  in  the  same  vessel  with  cattle; 
but  the  Committee,  in  consequence  of  s 
great  weight  of  evidence,  unanimoaBlj 
altered  it  so  that  it  should  apply  to  sU 
sheep.  Professor  Spooner  said  that  the 
infection  could  be  carried  in  wool,  and 
Mr.  Rudkin,  the  Chairman  of  the  Markets 
Committee,  said  that  the  great  fault  of  the 
present  system  was  that  sheep  could  go 
from  the  metropolitan  market  into  tie 
country.  The  Committee  therefore  were 
urged  to  cut  out  the  words  '*  imported  with 
foreign  cattle."  He,  however,  would,  in 
consequence  of  the  want  of  time,  offer  no 
objection  to  these  words  being  re-ioserted. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  before  the  proposed  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  adopted  the  noble  Lord 
must  show  that  sheep  which  were  not  in- 
fected could  be  the  means  of  commaoi* 
eating  the  disease.  It  was  a  most  mon- 
strous proposal  that,  because  the  cattle 
plague  was  engendered  in  certain  spots  on 
the  Continent,  no  sheep  were  to  be  allowed 
to  be  imported  from  any  part  of  the  world. 
The  proposal  was  one  which  would  hsfo 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  free  importa- 
tion of  sheep,  and  would  thus  result  in 
depreciating  the  value  of  those  sent  to  this 
country  to  an  extent  which  would  grestlj 
discourago  that  branch  of  trade.  The  ares 
of  the  cattle  plague  was  becoming  more 
circumscribed  day  by  day,  and  what  right 
had  the  Government  to  say  that  there 
should  not  be  free  importation  of  sheep 
into  the  port  of  London,  and  that  in  fset 
they  would  create  a  monopoly  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  English  sheep  breeders  f 

Mr.  read  said,  he  wished  to  esU  st< 
tention  to  the  fact  that  all  the  veterissiy 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  bj 
opponents  of  the  Bill  distinctly  showed  tbst 
sheep  transmitted  the  cattle  pUgoe  more 
freely  than  any  other  agent,  and  were 
themselves  subject  to  the  cattle  plsgo^ 
Imported  sheep  also  verv  often  came  with 
the  smaU-poz,  and  m  1866|  when  ho  hsd 
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Icct  M  bii  Mttia,  be  boaght  lome  imported 
Mora  iboep,  but  found  them  tU  ao  diHaaed 
villi   toab   that  he   had    to  Itill  them  at 

Hk.    NEATE    said,   be  approved   the 
yropoaal  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Vtoe  Pre- 
i    ^ent  of  the  Council  to  except  iheep  im- 
r    ported  alone. 

Qneition  pnt,    "  That  the  irord  '  iheep ' 
'     stsMl  part  of  the  Clauie." 
i  Tfae  Committee  divided  :  —  Ajei  134  i 

||    Vow  52  :  Majoritj  82. 

LOXD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  moved  to 
<;_  loMTt  after  "  iheep"  the  irorda  <■  imported 
fa  tbe  aame  Teiael  with  foreign  cattle.' '  Hii 
4m1j  object  was  to  (are  the  time  whioh 
.vowd  otberwiie  be  loat  in  endleaa  diacnt- 
■iow. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
OuM,   aa  amended,  ori«red  to  stand 
^jort  of  the  Bill. 

Clance  3  (ConstitatioD  of  Uarket  Antho- 


'"fi., 


WATKIN  mored  that  the  Chairman 
i<iM>rt  ProgreM. 

.'  /Vs.  DISRAELI  aaid,  be  would  remind 
Mo  lion,  Qentleman  that  tbe  hour  was  not 
^hfj  late,  that  there  had  been  do  Morning 
Uniting  that  daj,  and  that  there  would  be 
'-1^  Uoroing  Sitting  to-morrow.  The  Com- 
^MHoOi  therefore,  he  thought,  came  to  the 
AwoHioD  of  the  Bill  with  udububI  fresh- 
tmu,  uid  he  hoped  the  bon.  Gantleman 
Woald  not  peracTere  with  hi*  Motion. 

Mb.  WATKIN  laid,  that  no  donbt  there 

WM  ftbondant  opportanitj  for  the  two  par- 

^M  in  the  Honte  to  discuaa  the  question  ; 

tat  there  was  a  large  partj  deeplj  inte- 

^'MMod  in  it  out-of-doors,  and  \a  order  that 

.rit^qr  might  know  how   it   had   been  dis- 

1,  and  learn  the  deeieioo  of  the  Com. 

I,  he  mnit   perterere  with  bia  Mo- 


Motion  made,  and  Queition  pot,  "  That 
i  A«  Chairman  do  report  Progresa,  and  ask 
'Mwetosit  again."— (ifr.  Watitin.) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ajes  37  ; 
;  Hms  132  :  Majoritj  95. 

Hb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that  the 
alavae  Doder  discnasion,  as  well  as  those 
%hieh  followed  it,  iuToUed  important  prin- 
rintee.  and  as  there  were  mtmy  Members 
who  desired  to  speak,  he  must  appeal  to 
Um  luajoritj  not  to  oppress  the  niinoritj. 
\j  iosistiog,  contrary  to  all  usual  practice, 
-  «■  going  on  with  the  debate  at  an  hoar 
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when  the  strength  of  Hembera  wai  ex- 
hausted, Theae  were  important  diteassiona, 
aa  w«a  shown  bj  tbe  fact  that  tbe;  bad 
practicall;  extorted  from  the  GoTetnment 
tbe  admission  of  sheep.  ["Oh,  obi"} 
Tea,  bj  the  last  Amendment  sheep  were 

Siraoticallj  admitted.  The  bon.  Member 
or  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  had  said  to 
him,  ■'  They  have  apoiled  the  Bill,  and  jod 
ooght  to  be  iRtiified  ;"  but  he  waa  not 
■■tisfied,  and  he  hoped  the  Gotemment 
would  not  proceed  further  to-night, 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  rose  to  more  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  15,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "or;'  and  be  also  propoaed 
to  leave  ont  the  words  from  "if"  to  the 
end  of  the  clause.  If  the  Committee 
adopted  the  Amendment,  he  would  be  en- 
abled to  move  that  the  Corporation  ibould 
be  the  authority  of  the  market,  and  this, 
he  believed,  would  be  entirelj  in  accordance 
with  tbe  views  of  tbe  noble  Lord  who  had 
introdnoed  the  Bill.  The  City  of  London 
had  a  Committee  to  regulate  all  the  mar- 
keta,  and  as  they  had  invariably  done  ao 
to  the  aatisfaotion  of  the  public,  this  market 
should  be  placed  nnder  their  direction, 
instead  of  that  of  Commissioners,  who 
would  not  understand  what  thej  were  to 
do.  The  proposal  of  the  Government  to 
give  inexperienced  Commisaionere  the  power 
to  raise  money — bow  they  were  to  raise  it 
did  not  appear — was  very  improper.  Should 
these  Commissioners  became  the  market 
authorities,  it  would  be  a  great  failure. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  the  word  "or."— (Br, 
Lodce.) 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
would  remind  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
that  if  the  Amendments  of  whioh  he 
had  given  Notice  were  carried,  there  could 
be  no  Commissioners,  while  the  Corporation 
would  not  be  obliged  to  take  np  the  work 
of  establishing  tbe  market. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  asked  why  the  Com. 
missionera  were  left  iu  the  olaaie  if  tbeji 
were  not  to  be  called  upon  to  act ;  and  if 
they  were  to  act,  how  they  were  to  be 
provided  with  funds?  Ho  believed  they 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  merely 
to  place  a  screw  upon  the  City.  He  wished 
to  know  bow  the  Goverument  intended  to 
denl  with  this  question  of  Commissioners  ? 
They  had  not  yet  had  an  explanation  of 
ihe  financial  part  of  the  question — not  a 
lingle  line  of  estimate-  There  was  no 
precedent  for  Government  Commissioners 
interfering  with  municipal  concerns  as  here 
3  D 
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proposed.  If  appointed,  it  was  at  least  to 
be  hoped  that  they  woald  be  impplied  with 
Imperial  funds. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  SiLwnr* 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  be  wished 
to  ask  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Eieheqaer 
whether  any  assaranoe  had  been  given  bj 
the  Corporation  that  they  would  bafe  any- 
thing to  do  with  this  measore  or  were 
willing  to  act  under  it  as  the  market 
authority  ?  It  had  been  said  in  the  Common 
Council  and  in  the.  newspapers  that  the 
OoTornment  had  broken  faith  with  the 
City. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  rose  to 
reply. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  I  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUER :  It  is  most  unusual  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  single  out  a  Member 
of  the  House  to  answer  a  Question.  I 
cannot  answer  it,  beeause  the  Priyy  Council 
and  not  my  Department  is  the  Department 
of  the  GoTernment  that  was  in  commnni- 
cation  witb  the  Corporation  of  London. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON :  I  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the  chief 
Member  of  the  Gofornment  now  present, 
and  because  I  saw  his  name  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
before  the  Bill  went  to  the  Committee 
npstairs  the  Corporation  had  intimated  to 
the  Privy  Council  Office  by  letter  enclosing 
a  formal  Resolution,  that  they  would  upder- 
take  the  execution  of  the  Act.  It  wi||  nof 
true  that  the  Government  had  broken  faith 
with  the  City.  The  Corporation  had  fur- 
nished to  the  Committee  a  scale  of  tolls 
and  a  number  of  clauses,  all  of  which  were 
inserted  into  the  Bill,  except  one  which  the 
Metropolitan  Board  succeeded  in  persuad- 
ing the  Committee  to  strike  out.  That 
produced  a  certain  feeling  of  resentment, 

ferhaps,  in  the  mind  of  the  Corporation. 
t  was  proposed  to  restore  that  clause,  and 
then  he  was  confident  that  the  Corporation 
would  undertake  the  execution  of  that  Bill, 
and  would  be  quite  able  to  provide  the 
funds  requisite  for  the  purpose.  He  spoke 
advisedly  and  on  good  grounds  of  authority. 
In  fact,  they  had  experienced  considerable 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  two  rival  and 
jealous  parties,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
and  the  City  ;  tbe  City  got  angry  witb 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  a  quarrel 
arose  as  to  what  should  be  done  with  the 
surplus  which  would  accrue  from  the 
Mr,  Oaschm 


market.  The  City  wanted  to  seeurs  tksi 
surplus  to  Ihemselvess  the  lletcopolium 
Board  desired  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
the  reduction  of  the  tolls.  They  quarrelled 
over  the  booty,  in  fact,  and  the  City  bsiDg 
beaten,  pretended  to  retire  in  a  huff.  Tbe 
City  had  however,  sinoe  evinced  a  friendly 
assistance.  This  was  the  ''  great  financial 
difficulty." 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Corporation  would  not  under- 
take the  execution  of  tbe  Bill  if  it  re- 
mained in  its  present  state.  No  answer 
had  been  given  to  the  question  bow  the 
Commissioners  were  to  have  funds  provided 
for  them. 

The  chancellor  of  vhb  EXCHB* 
QUER  !  I  thought.  Sir,  I  gsTO  an  answer 
to  that  question  the  other  night.  I  then 
stated  that  tbe  Comroissiopers  would  hsfe 
no  funds  to  fall  back  upon,  except  tbe 
tells ;  and  I  believe  that  on  that  securitj 
persons  would  lend  money  to  the  Gommii* 
sioners  to  establish  tl^e  market.  We  coold 
not  assist  them  out  of  the  Consolidated 
F)ipd,  or  give  them  a  giian^ntee.  If  the 
Bill  were  restored  to  its  former  state,  m 
that  the  Corporation  should  have  the  8a^ 

Slua  tolls,  there  would  not  be  the  sligbteit 
iffioulty  in  regard  to  tbe  Corporation  of 
London  undertaking  the  execution  of  the 
Act.  I  believe  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  would  be  willing  to  undertake  it  if 
they  would  have  a  right  to  the  surploi 
tolls.  If  the  clause  be  restored  to  its 
original  shape,  tbe  difficulty  will  disappear. 
Mr,  ATRTON  :  Does  the  rigbt  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  tolls  would  be 
sufficient  to  enable  the  Commissioners  to 
raise  money  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  Bill 
— to  buy  the  ground,  carry  out  the  works* 
and  give  compensation  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON :  There  bsi 
been  so  much  misrepresentation  that  I 
must  beg  leave  to  say  a  word  or  tiro.  I 
never  said  the  Government  had  broken 
faith  with  the  Corporation  ;  I  merely  laid 
it  was  stated  in  the  Common  Council  asd 
in  the  newspapers.  I  think  the  proposition 
to  give  the  surplus  tolls  to  the  City  is  tbe 
worst  of  all  that  hf^ve  been  made.  Here 
is  a  market  to  be  supported  out  of  tbe 
tolls,  and  if  there  be  a  surplus,  they  sbeald 
be  devoted  to  the  lowering  of  the  tolls. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  if  the  word  '"er" 
were  struck  out,  he  would  endeavour  to 
strike  out  the  remainder  of  tbe  elaose. 
There  never  was  such  a  market  authority 
on  earth  as  would  be  eroated  if  the  Hoois 
carried  this  olauae. 
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Ibk  Sbeoavt  OASELBB  Mid,  thai 
vbeB  onee  he  heard  U  admitted  that  the 

Emulation  of  London  would  tuffer  bj  this 
U^  that  waa  quite  enough  for  him.  He  ad- 
viaed  hen.  Members  opposite  not  to  be  the 
9tvpid  eountry  Geatlemen  to  be  driyen  before 
the  GoyerniBent.  Seeing  that  the  Gommis- 
aioners  were  to  haye  no  means  of  carrying 
0^t  the  Boheme  of  the  market,  he  hoped 
ihley  would  see  that  the  Goyernment  were 
fvallj  laughing  at  them.  The  Goyern- 
9Mnt  had  broken  faith  on  a  question  of 
i^fibery,  and  they  should  adjourn  to  see 
tf  the  City  of  London  would  accept  this 
a«w  efier.  He  therefore  moyed  that  the 
OiMinnan  report  Progress. 

Mb.  AYBTON  thought  they  ought  to 
Imith  some  explanation  from  the  Goyern- 
mmoi  of  how  they  intended  to  treat  the 
CMsmittee,  because  after  a  certain  hour 
|fe  was  impossible  for  notice  to  be  taken 
la  the  uewspaper  reports  of  what  took 
vlaee^  and  therefore  no  means  were  af- 
Wrded  to  the  public  of  knowing  what 
Meurred.  The  last  thing  heard  of  the 
fflly  of  London  was  that  they  had  with- 
4rmwn  in  the  Select  Committee  from  all 
fiowieotion  with  the  Bill,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Goyernment  had 
•ovmunioated  further  with  the  City  on  the 
■pMeet? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that  if 
i^%  Motion  for  reporting  Progress  was 
withdrawn  a  diyision  should  be  taken  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
\m  for  Southwark  (Mr.  Locke).  When 
they  had  passed  the  clause  the  Goyern- 
aient  would  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  toiikdrawn. 

Question  put.  That  the  word  "  or " 
Htsnd  part  of  the  Clause. 

The  Committee  divided  ;— Ayes  113  ; 
Voea26;  Majonty87. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRB  then  moyed 
i|iat  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

ICiEU  GOSCHEN  supported  the  Motion. 
Tho  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  had 
been  understood  to  say  that  the  Chairman 
ahonld  report  Progress  after  this  diyision. 
["No!"] 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  his  noble  Friend 
IhmI  eonsented  to,  was  that  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  arriyed  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
tlie  Chairman  should  then  report  Progress. 
Aa,  howeyer,  there  had  been  some  misun- 
deralanding  on  this  point,  and  as  it  was 
nearly  two  o'clock,  he  would  not  op- 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leaye  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Shato-Lefevre,) 

The  Committee  divided:  -^  AyeB  36; 
Noes  91  :  Majority  55, 

Mr.  CtlAWFORD  moyed  that  the 
Chairman  leaye  the  Chair.  Seeing  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  could  not  control  his  own  party  eyen 
— the  Members  of  the  Goyernment  having 
yoted  some  one  way  and  some  another — 
he  trusted  they  would  not  now  proceed 
further  with  the  Bill  on  which  they  were 
so  much  diyided  in  opinion. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  would  appeal  to 
his  hon.  Friends  to  giye  way.  He  thought 
it  was  useless  to  attempt  any  further  Pro- 
gress to-night. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER explained  that,  being  unwilling  to 
take  adyantage  of  any  misunderstanding, 
and  seyeral  hon.  Members  haying  stated 
that  they  had  misunderstood  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  John  Manners),  he  had 
thought  it  right  that  Progress  should  be 
reported.  He  had  consequently  yoted  in 
accordance  with  that  yiew;  but  it  was  quite 
open  for  his  hon.  Friends  behind  him  to 
take  what  course  seemed  to  them  proper. 

Mr.  FLOYER  said,  he  must  point  out 
that  the  misunderstanding  had  entailed  no 
consequences  on  hon  Gentlemen  opposite, 
none  of  them  haying  left  the  House.  He 
could  not  conceiye  how  the  noble  Lord 
could  haye  been  understood  otherwise  than 
as  consenting  to  report  Progress  after 
the  clause  had  been  agreed  to. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  was 
surprised  at  his  words  haying  been  misan- 
derstood,  and  could  only  attribute  it  to  the 
lateness  of  the  hour  and  the  length  of  the 
Sitting.  A  misunderstanding  haying,  how- 
eyer, occurred,  he  hoped  bis  hon.  Friend 
would  allow  Progress  to  be  reported,  with 
the  yiew  of  resuming  the  Committee  on 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  said,  he  was  willing 
that  the  Motion  that  the  Chairman  leaye 
the  Chair  should  be  ncgatiyed,  in  order 
that  the  usual  Motion  to  report  Progress 
might  be  proposed. 

Motion  negatived, 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  moyed  that  the 
Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leaye  to  sit  again." — (Mr.  Crawford.) 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  33 ; 
Noes  52  :  Majority  19. 
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After  further  short  diBCUssion,  the  Mo- 
tion to  report  Progress  was  <»greed  to. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Wednuday, 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  qoartar 
after  Three  aolock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Tusiday,  July  21,  1868. 

MINUTES]—  PuBUO  BujJt—Firti  Beadinff-^ 
Consolidated  Fnnd  (AppropriatioD)  *. 

Second  Reading  —  CoIoDial  Shipping*  (974); 
Titlef  to  Land  Coneolidation  (Scotland)*  (268); 
General  Police  and  ImproTement  (Scotland) 
Act  Amendment  *  (267). 

Committee  —  Railway  Companiei  (Ireland)  Ad- 
vances <*  (226)  ;  Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* (252):   Vaccination  (Ireland)*  (254); 
Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exchequer  (Ireland) 
Fee  Funds*  (171);    Tithe  Commutotion,  Ac. 
Acts  Amendment  *  (256) ;  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)*(26d-276);  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments* (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity  * 
(265)  ;  Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(242) ;  Land  Drainage  Proyisional  Order  Con- 
firmation* (241);  Larceny  and  Embecslement* 
(245-277) ;  New  Zealand  Assembly's  Powers* 
(247);  MUitiaPay*;  New  Zealand  Company  * 
(154);   Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  (258). 
iltf/wrf-— Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances* 
(226):   Vaccination  (Ireland)*  (254);  Courto 
of  Chancery    and    Exchequer  (Ireland)   Fee 
Funds*  (171) ;  Court  of  Session  (Scotland)* 
(246-275) ;    Tithe     CommuUtion,    ^.    Acts 
Amendment  *  (256) ;  Public  Departments  Pay- 
ments* (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity* 
(265);  Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
C242) ;  Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation* (241)  ;   New  Zealand  Assembly's 
Powers  *  (247) ;  Militia  Pay  *  ;  New  Zealand 
Company  *  (154). 
Third  Reading  —  Portpatriok  and  Belfast  and 
County  Down   Railway    Companies  *    (288)  ; 
Burials  (Ireland)*  (269);    Bankruptcy    Act 
Amendment*  (270) ;  Marriages  Validity  (Blake- 
down)  *  (271)  and  pateed, 

SOUTH  EASTERN  AND  BRIGHTON  AND 
SOUTH  COAST  RAILWAY  COMPANIES 
BILL. 

Commons'  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
One  of  the  Amendments  made  bj  the 
Lords  contidered  (aocording  to  Order). 

Lord  REDESDALE  regretted  that  he 
felt  obliged  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  in- 
sist on  the  omission  of  Clause  88,  which 
they  had  struck  out  from  the  Bill,  but 
which  the  Commons  had  re-inserted.     The 


Commons,  m  their  Reasons,  sud  that  the 
clause  in  question  did  not  affect  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  but  only  those  of  the 
holders  of  stock   in  the   South  Eastern 
Company.     They  said,  in  effect,  that  the 
Companies  ought   to   be  left  to  regulate 
their  capital  in    their  own   way.     That 
argument,  howcTer,  if  it   were  admitted, 
would  go  towards  putting  an  end  to  all 
restrictions  whatcTer  by  Parliament  on  the 
financial  operations  of  Railway  Companies. 
It  waa  desirable  that  there  should  be  as 
little  diversity  of  interest  as   possible  in 
Railway  Companies  ;  but  in  this  case  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  ordinary  stock  which 
it  was  proposed  to  diyide — one-half  into 
preferred,  and  the  other  half  into  what 
was  called  deferred  stock — ^thus  creatiDg 
at  once  two  separate  interests  in  the  ordi- 
nary capital  of  the  Company.    He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  main  object 
for   which   it    was  desired  to  effect  that 
separation  was  for  stock-jobbing  porposei. 
HaTing  one  stock  fixed  at  a  high  rste  of 
interest,  and  another  at  a  fluctuating  rate, 
this  enabled  persons,  by  manoeufring  the 
dividend  on  the  fluctuating  stock,  to  rsiie 
its  character,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
this   was  the    motive  for  the   alteration 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill.     As  the 
subject  was  one  with  which  many  of  their 
Lordships  might    not    be   very   well  se- 
quainted,  he  had  stated  his  reasons  for  the 
course  he  was  taking  in  a  Memorandom 
which  had  been  distributed  for  the  infor- 
mation of  their  Lordships.     He  knew  that 
in  these  cases  the  promoters  of  Bills  often 
canvassed  their  Lordships    and  tried  to 
impress  them  in  favour  of  their  own  viewi, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  their  Lordshipi 
should  understand  the  real   merits  of  the 
qnestion.     The  matter  was  a  serious  one 
in  connection  with  railway  legislation,  and 
he  trusted  their  Lordships  would  insist  on 
striking  out  this  clause. 

Moved,  «*To  insist  upon  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lorda  to  which  the 
Commons  have  disagreed."— (7%e  Chair^ 
man  of  Committees.) 

Thb  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
could  not  agree  either  with  the  coune 
which  the  Chairman  of  Committees  sdvised 
the  House  to  adopt  or  with  the  ressons 
on  which  that  advice  was  founded.  The 
noble  Lord  had  taken  the  extraordinary 
step  of  circulating  a  Memorandum  among 
their  Lordships,  stating  his  views  on  s 
subject  which  was  to  be  discussed  by  them 
in  relation  to  a  Private  Bill.    The  oohle 
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Lord  laid,  indeed,  that  he  had  done  that 
in  order  to  impart  knowledge  to  those 
noble  Lords  who  did  not  understand  the 
qoestion  ;  but  sueh  noble  Lords  would  do 
|ar  better  to  look  into  the  matter  for 
iliemselves  than  be  led  bj  the  nose  by 
Ilia  noble  Friend.  He  had  listened  atten- 
lifely  to  his  noble  Friend ;  bat  the  onljr 
leason  he  had  heard  adfanced  for  object- 
ing to  the  clause  was  because,  as  he  ele- 
gantly termed  it,  they  were  brought  for- 
ward for  stock-jobbing  purposes.  He 
•oald  not  agree  with  him  in  his  view  of 
the  question.  He  thought  the  tendency  of 
Parliament  of  late  years  had  been  not  to 
interfere  with  the  financial  arrangements 
of  these  companies;  providing,  of  course, 
tliai  Parliament  saw  that  no  injustice  was 
done  to  mortgagees,  or  other  parties  who 
flaigfat  be  injuriously  affected  by  legis- 
lation. For  that  purpose  the  Joint-Stock 
]OompanieB  Act  was  amended  last  Session  ; 
and  he  also  had  the  honour  of  conducting 
ihiongh  that  House  the  Railway  Compa- 
niea  Aet,  by  which  certain  restrictions  were 
jNlt  upon  the  issue  of  shares  at  a  discount 
and  the  limitation  of  the  interest  on  de- 
Wntore  stock.  MoreoTer,  the  coarse  pro- 
poaad  by  his  noble  Friend  was  entirely 
onpoeed  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Sailway  Commission,  which  went  very 
fallj  and  carefully  into  the  question,  and 
gjKwe  it  as  their  opinion  that  it  was  the 
more  judicious  course  for  Parliament  to 
nlieve  itself  from  interference  in  the  fiuan- 
oial  affairs  of  Bailway  Companies,  that  it 
Aonld  limit  itself  to  the  questions  of  the 
oonatrnction  of  the  lines,  the  relations  be- 
tween the  public  and  the  companies,  and 
the  requiring  from  them  of  guarantees  for 
tlie  due  performance  of  the  conditions  on 
the  faith  of  which  their  powers  were 
wntnted.  The  clause  to  which  the  noble 
Jjord  objected  referred  only  to  the  share- 
holdem  themselves,  who  need  not  come 
into  the  proposed  arrangement  unless  they 
pfeaaed.  Instead  of  proving  injurious  to 
tlie  proper  management  of  the  Company, 
lio  believed  the  proposed  subdivison  of  the 
oapital  would  tend  to  give  all  the  parties 
oeoeerned  an  additional  interest  in  seeing 
that  the  Directors  did  their  duty,  and 
in  putting  the  undertaking  into  a  better 
•tato.  On  these  grounds,  he  hoped  their 
IfOvdships  would  acquiesce  in  the  Commons' 
Amendment. 

LOBD  EEDESDALE  remarked  that  this 
waa  the  first  attempt  to  apply  the  principle 
e(  division  to  paid-up  stock.  It  was  true 
that  in  a  few  instances  companies  had  been 


allowed,  when  they  otherwise  would  have 
been  unable  to  get  out  a  portion  of  their 
unpaid-up  stock,  except  at  a  discount,  to 
issue  it  as  preference  stock.  He  objected 
to  the  creation  of  a  diversity  of  interests, 
the  object  of  these  divisions  being  to  apply 
the  deferred  stock  to  jobbing  purposes, 
unfounded  statements  being  circulated  as 
to  the  dividend  forthcoming  upon  it.  The 
promoters  expected  to  obtain  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  this  way  ;  but  the  limitation 
with  regard  to  3  per  cent  was  an  admission 
that  the  process  might  be  disadvantageous 
under  particular  circumstances,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  injurious  both  to  the 
companies  and  to  the  principles  of  railway 
legislation. 

Tae  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words,  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  opinion  of  railway  men 
on  this  subject.  He  had  hoped  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees), on  rising  a  second  time,  withdraw 
the  insinuations  he  had  made  against  the 
Gentlemen  who  promoted  this  Bill.  On  a 
former  occasion  the  noble  Lord  had  no 
other  mode  of  resiBting  a  proposal  to  give 
certain  powers  to  the  Board  of  Trade  than 
by  insinuating  that  that  Board  was  under 
the  influence  of  the  Railway  Companies; 
and  he  now  charged  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  with  the  intention  of  spreading  reports 
about  dividends  and  jobbing  with  the 
shares  in  the  stock-market.  He  thought 
the  noble  Lord  should  make  his  attacks 
on  private  character  in  a  place  where  he 
could  be  answered,  and  not  under  cover  of 
the  privilege  of  this  House.  Last  year, 
indeed,  the  noble  Lord  was  a  little  bolder 
and  ventured  into  print ;  but  the  result  of 
that  experiment  was  so  unsatisfactory  that 
it  was  doubtful  whether  he  would  repeat 
it.  Now,  he  protested  against  the  noble 
Lord's  assumption  that  any  person  whose 
policy  was  different  from  his  own  was  in- 
fluenced by  sordid  and  corrupt  motives. 
Where  the  public  interests  were  concerned 
it,  no  doubt,  behoved  Parliament  to  be 
very  vigilant ;  but  in  this  case  the  question 
was  merely  whether  a  shareholder  should 
be  allowed  to  make  his  property  more 
valuable  by  dividing  it  into  two  parts,  one 
having  a  fixed  and  the  other  a  variable 
dividend.  Why  should  the  owner  of  rail- 
way more  than  of  any  other  property  be 
debarred  from  making  the  best  use  of  it, 
or  from  putting  it  into  the  most  market- 
able form  ?  The  landed  interest  was  strong 
in  this  House,  while  the  railway  interest 
was  weak  ;  but,  if  the  reverse  were  the 
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ease,  would  it  not  be  thoaght  an  intolerable 
grievance  if,  because  Bome  railway  manager 
had  theoriee  about  landed  property,  and 
was  attached  to  certain  narrow  formulas, 
the  Houso  were  to  prohibit  the  diyision  of 
estates  as  their  owners  pleased,  and  insist 
that  all  farms  should  be  of  equal  siae?  He 
hope<l  their  Lordships  would  adhere  to  the 
golden  rule  of  doing  as  thej  would  be  done 
by.  He  could  not  express  the  aversion  and 
dread  with  which  he  saw  the  extent  to 
which  the  great  powers  of  the  House 
were  used  in  a  manner  which  must  not 
onlj  be  injurious  to  the  interests,  but  offen- 
sive to  the  sense  of  justice  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  people.  *  These  shareholders 
were  the  best  managers  of  their  own  affairs. 
[Lord  Rbdssdalb  :  They  have  not  proved 
themselves  so.]  He  attributed  the  present 
condition  of  railway  property  to  the  petty 
and  narrow  formulas  which  had  induced 
Parliament  to  prevent  companies  from 
managing  their  property  to  the  best  ad- 
Tantage.  If  their  Lordships  thought  this 
property  should  be  dealt  with  differently 
from  all  other  property  he  had  not  a  word 
to  say;  but  he  would  entreat  them  not  to 
place  their  whole  powers  in  the  hands  of 
one  man,  and  not  to  believe  that  because 
he  had  studied  the  question  more  than 
most  of  them  that  he  was  necessarily  cor- 
rect. He  had  the  greatest  respect  for  the 
ability  and  good  intentions  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  of  the  evil  effects  which  his 
mode  of  legislation  had  worked  upon  a 
large  portion  of  the  property  of  the  na- 
tion. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  ought  to  feel  very 
much  indebted  to  his  noble  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  for  the  aniiety 
he  invariably  evinced  that  legislation  in 
these  matters  should  be  founded  on  sound 
principles.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was 
the  more  entitled  to  say  this,  as  he  did  not 
agree  in  the  conclusion  at  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  arrived  in  this  instance.  He 
thought  that  just  in  proportion  as  their  Lord- 
ships eiercised  a  vigilant  supervision  over 
the  dealings  of  Railway  Companies  with  the 
public,  80  should  they  abstain  from  meddling 
with  the  companies'  internal  affairs.  Now, 
the  proposal  was  that  a  person  having 
£10.000  of  railway  stock  should  be  at  li- 
berty to  divide  it  into  two  sections,  and  that 
until  the  dividend  reached  a  certain  amount 
it  should  be  confined  to  £5,000,  in  lieu  of 
being  spread  over  the  whole  £10,000.  In 
other  words,  it  was  proposed  to  create  out  of 
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thie£10,000a  preferential  8teekof£5,00(H 
which  would  be  much  more  disposable  in 
the  market,  and  to  retain  the  rest  for  the 
chance  of  dividends  after  the  first  dividend 
was  paid.  He  wanted  to  know  why  a  man 
should  not  be  allowed  to  do  that?  What 
was  the  reason  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord  f 
He  said  that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient, 
and  very  much  against  the  interest  of  the 
Railway  Companies,  that  there  should  be  a 
variety  of  stocks.  But  supposing  that  wers 
true,  why  should  their  Lordships  consider 
what  was  for  the  interest  of  the  Railwsj 
Companies  ?  Were  not  the  Railway  Com- 
panies the  best  judge  of  their  own  interest  t 
He  spoke  with  some  experience  with  re- 
gard to  the  legal  questions  which  hsd 
arisen  in  those  eases  in  which  it  hsd 
been  found  that  Railway  Companies  hsd 
been  mismanaged.  His  obserration  was  this 
— that  whenever  there  was  an  improper  ma- 
nagement with  regard  to  the  earnings  of 
the  company  the  circumstance  which  hsd 
always  led  to  ita  detection  was  this,  thst 
there  had  been  conflicting  interests-^thst 
there  had  been  two  classes  of  stockholder! 
in  the  company.  If  therefore  their  Lord- 
ships wished  to  make  it  nulikely  that  mis- 
management should  be  detected,  they  would 
allow  only  one  kind  of  stock  in  the  com- 
pany ;  but  if  they  wished  that  mismansge- 
ment  should  be  detected  and  exposed,  then 
they  would  not  prevent  the  creation  of  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  stock. 

LoKD  ROMILLT  said,  that  if  the  pobiie 
were  not  affected  he  should  not  be  ioclined 
to  insist  upon  the  Amendment.    Did  aoy- 
body  believe  that  if  the  Railway  Compsny 
retained  all  the  £10,000  railway  stock  they 
were  childish  enough  to  prefer  5  per  eeot 
on  £5,000  and  nothing  on  the  remainiog 
£5.000  to  2i  per  cent  on  £10,000  ?  Wbst 
it  really  would  effect  was  to  enable  the 
Railway  Companies  to  sell  the  half  wbieh 
was  worth  nothing  for  a  aubstantial  valae. 
It  was  accomplished  by  what  was  called 
"rigging  the  market"  which  was  by  fio- 
titious  transactions  and  repreeentatioos  to 
give  to  shares  worth  nothing  a  temporsry 
value  in  the  market.     It  might  be  said 
that  only  foolish  people  would  be  iodoced 
to  buy  such  shares  and  also  that  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  would  not  avail  themselfM 
of  this  power.     But  laws  are  made  to  pro- 
tect foolish  people  and  Parliament  was 
bound  not  to  give  powers  to  persons  who 
might  abuse  them,  in  the  belief  that  tbey 
would  not  do  so.     Bodies  of  gentlemeB 
are  frequently  found  to  do  coUectivdy  for 
a  company  what  no  one  of  them  woiU  do 
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e»  himMlf  iftdif  idBftUj.  For  the  ImI  three 
or  ftror  yean  his  time  had  been  almoet 
whoUjr  taken  op  with  investigating  oases 
hi  whioh  companies  had  made  fuse  re- 
iteaentations  to  iodividuals,  and  thus 
ndneed  them  to  take  shares.  He  had 
therefore  oome  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure  should  be  that 
BaUwaj  Companies  would  be  able  to  give 
••  appearanoe  of  advantage  to  a  class  of 
vorthless  shares,  and  so  induce  the  public 
to  trust  them  in  a  way  the  state  of  their 
ftmds  did  not  warrant,  and  that  their  Lord* 
■hips  would  be  doing  a  great  evil  if  thej 
MBsented  to  do  so. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : 
--*€ootenU  11 ;  Not-Contents  30 :  Majo- 
rity 19. 

Beiohed  in  the  Negative, 

•tJRNPiKE  ACTS   CONTINUANCE   BILL. 

{The  Lord  ClifU&n.) 

(kg.  253.)      COMMITTEE. 

Heose  in  Committee  (according  to 
OMei). 

Loan  REDESDALE  objected  to  the 
ipeosaiion  clause,  which  their  Lord- 
had  Btmek  out  of  former  Bills,  and 
the  re-introduction  of  which  created  ei- 
p— tations  on  the  part  of  officers  of  trusts 
that  some  provision  would  be  made  for 
them  when  the  trusts  expired.  The  officers 
included  solicitors  and  surveyors  who  ought 
to  have  no  difficulty  in  finding  employment 
itt  place  of  that  lost  by  the  ceisation  of  a 
trnst* 

A  noble  Lobd  said  that  surveyors,  who 
mast  have  been  ten  years  in  the  service  to 
eaititle  them  to  compensation,  and  who  in 
Mme  cases  might  lose  employment  aito- 
ffiOketf  were  entitled  to  some  considera- 

Aiter  a  few  words  from  The  Earl  of 

AmABBROKE, 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  said,  he 
thought  there  was  reason  for  giving  sur- 
vigrors  compensation,  for  in  many  cases 
Aieat  credit  was  due  to  them  for  getting 
ImIS  out  of  debt. 

Lobd  CLINTON  said,  there  was  some 
forte  in  the  distinction  which  had  been 
drawn  between  the  surveyors  and  other 
oMeers  of  turnpike  trusts.  Many  of  the 
mayors  were  employed  exclusively  in  the 
aerfiee  of  their  trusts,  derived  their  whole 
faoone  from  them,  and  some  of  them  had 
leaehed  an  age  when  it  would  bo  difficult 


for  them  to  turn  their  hands  to  any  other 
oocupation  if  deprived  of  their  offices.  This 
compensation  clause  which  they  were  now 
considering  was  first  introduced  into  a  con- 
tinuance Act  in  the  year  1866,  and  was 
then  rejected  by  their  Lordships ;  it  was 
again  introduced  as  a  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment measure  in  1867  when  it  was  again 
rejected;  and  it  now  appeared  for  the  third 
time,  inserted  into  the  Bill  by  a  private 
Member  during  its  progress  through  the 
other  House  and  not  objected  to  by  the 
Goremraent.  It  was  not  perhaps  a  sub- 
ject which  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  collision 
between  the  two  Houses,  but  the  other 
House  had  shown  itself  sufficiently  in 
earnest  on  the  subject  to  induce  their 
Lordships,  he  hoped,  to  give  on  this  occa- 
sion a  more  favourable  consideration  to  the 
elause. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Lobd  REDESDALE  said,  that  he  would 
move  an  Amendment  on  the  compensation 
clause  on  the  Report. 

An  Amendment  roado :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next 

FORESHORES. 
HOnON  FOR  PAPERS. 

The  Duke  op  BUCCLEUCH,  in  moving 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of 
certain  privately  printed  Papers  relating  to 
Foreshores,  said,  the  subject  was  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  one  in  which  the 
interests  of  the  public  were  largely  con* 
cemed  ;  but  it  involved  a  more  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  law  than  he  could  pre- 
tend to  possess.     Of  late  many  claims  had 
been  put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Crown 
to  the  Foreshores,  which  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  that  the  shores  and  bed  of  the 
sea  formed  part  of  the  proprietary  rights 
of  the  Crown.     He  was  informed,  however, 
this  was  an  entire   misconception  of  the 
law,  and  that  by  usage  they  belonged  to 
the  owners  of  the  adjoining  lands.     He 
was  informed  that  the  cases  in  which  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  had  decided  in  favour 
of  the  Crown  were  always  cases  in  which 
the  Crown  was  the  owner  of  the  land  on 
which  the  Foreshores  abutted.  There  were 
important  Papers  now  in  tho  possession  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
relating  to  this  subject,  which  had  been 
transferred    to   them  from  the  Treasury. 
These  Papers  had  already   been   printed, 
because,  being  very  voluminous,  the  ex- 
pense of  multiplying  them  in  manuscript 
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would  hftTe  been  Terj  great.  Bat^  as  tbej 
were  in  print,  he  thought  they  might  be 
UBefulIjr  produced. 

Moved,  ''That an  hamble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  to  request  that  Her  Majesty  will 
be  graoiously  pleased  to  order  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House  by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  Copy  of  each  of  the  following  pri* 
Tately  printed  Papers  ;  namely, 

"  Report  on  the  Right  to  Foreshores  and  the 
legal  Decisions  affecting  the  River  Thames  and  the 
Rights  of  the  Citiiens  of  London  from  the  Time 
of  Henry  HI.;  by  J.  W.  Pyoroft,  F.S.A., 
M.R.A.S. ;  Reg.  Sept.  Antiq.  Reg.  Soo.,  pp.  161 : 
Also, 

'*  Arguments  relating  to  Sea  Lands  and  Salt 
Shores :  Objections  thereto  and  Answers  to  such 
Objections  (now  first  printed  from  MSS.  in  the 
Landsdown  Collection  [British  Museum],  London 
1855,  pp.  61. )i  disclosing  that  the  Foreshore  is 
the  Property  of  the  adjacent  Proprietor,  and  not 
belonging  to  the  Crown  by  virtue  of  its  Preroga- 
tive, and  that  the  latter  has  no  prim&  &cie  Rights 
therein  or  thereto,  and  of  a  certain  R6sum6  of  the 
5th  August  filed  on  the  21st  of  May  last : 

'*  As  also  a  Copy  of  the  Shorthand  Writer's 
Notes  in  the  Case  of  the  Attorney-General  v. 
Jones,  in  the  Exchequer,  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Barons  of  that  Court  declared  that  the  Foreshore 
belonged  to  the  Subject  by  Usage  ;  as  also  a  Copy 
of  all  the  Correspondence  had  in  reference  to  such 
Case  previous  to  the  Commencement  of  these 
legal  Proceedings  or  subsequent  thereto  ;  as  also 
of  the  Writ  upon  which  Issue  was  afterwards 
joined,  and  all  Prooeediogs  subsequent  thereto, 
including  the  final  Decision  of  the  Barons  of  the 
Exchequer  declaring  the  Law  of  England  to  be 
that  Foreshore  belonged  to  the  Subject  by  Usage : 
Also, 

"  Copy  of  the  Defendant's  Bill  of  Costa  (pre- 
vious to  Taxation),  as  also  a  Statement  of  Uie 
Amount  which  has  been  paid  to  him :  And  also, 

"  Statement  of  the  Reasons  why  the  History  of 
the  Result  of  this  and  Seven  other  adverse  Cases 
in  which  the  Attorney-General  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  were  defeated  was  omitted  to  be  stated 
in  their  Annual  Reporta  addressed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  presented  by  Royal  Command  (in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  185.,  Ses- 
sion 1867.)"— (7^  Duhc  of  BuceUucK) 

Thb  Dcke  of  RICHMOND  regretted 
that  he  was  not  able  to  acquiesce  in  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Duke.  If  all  the 
Papers  moved  for  by  the  noble  Duke  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  they  would  amount 
to  Bomething  like  four  or  ^^^  folio  volumes, 
and  the  subject  was  not  such  as  to  warrant 
the  large  expenditure  of  public  money  that 
they  would  cost.  Moreover  part  of  these 
Papers  were  no  more  than  private  state- 
ments and  arguments  addressed  to  one  side 
of  the  case.  The  matter  was,  in  fact,  a 
private  and  not  a  public  affair— the  public 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  he  objected 
to  the  outlay  of  public  money  in  printing 
private  documents.  He  had  no  objection 
to  grant  certain  Returns  in  oonlinuation  of 
The  Duke  of  JBucehuch 


what  had  been  moved  for  by  Mr.  Augustas 
Smith  in  the  House  of  Commons  between 
1863  and  1866. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  he  saw  no 
good  reason  why  the  Government  should 
object  to  lay  on  the  table  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  in  the  case  of  the  "Attorney 
General  v.  Jones." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  the  judgment  in  question  decided  any 
important  principle  it  was  to  be  found  in 
the  authoriaed  Report  in  their  Lordships' 
Library.  There  would  therefore  be  no 
public  good  in  printing  it.  To  print  at  the 
public  expenses  the  pamphlet  of  an  ente^ 
prising  and  somewhat  eceentrio  gentleman 
like  Mr.  Pycroft  would,  he  thought,  be  a 
somewhat  unjustifiable  use  to  make  of  the 
public  money. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  wUk- 
drawn. 

The  Dukb  of  BUCCLBUCH  then 
moved  an  Address  for — 

"Statement  of  all  legal  Proceedings  whidi 
have  been  instituted  by  the  Law  Officers  at  their 
Instanoe  in  the  Name  of  the  Crown,  or  in  tha 
Behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  with  respect  to  the  alleged 
Title  claimed  by  the  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shorei 
of  the  Sea  or  the  Foreshores  or  Beds  of  NaTigsble 
Rivers  against  Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  Id- 
dividnals  from  the  1st  Day  of  January  1843  to  Um 
present  Time :"  [and  other  Particulars.] 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  loM- 
draum, 

BED  OF  THE  SEA.  Ao. 

Then  Thb  Duke  of  RICHMOND 
moved  an  Address  for-- 

*•  Statements  :  Of  all  legal  Prooeedingi  insti- 
tuted by  the  Law  Officers  or  otherwise  on  Behslf 
of  the  Crown,  with  respect  to  the  Title  of  ths 
Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shores  of  the  Sea  or  the 
Beds  or  Shores  of  Tidal  Navigable  Riven  aguost 
Corporate  Bodies  or  Private  Jmdividuals,  from  tha 
21st  Day  of  July  1863  up  to  the  81st  December 
1866: 

**  Of  the  Nature  and  Object  of  the  Suit  in  esoh 
Case  ;  the  Name  of  the  Law  OflSoer  by  whom  it 
was  commenced ;  and  whether  the  Decision  or 
Result  was  in  fiivour  of  or  advene  to  the  Crown; 
and  the  Amount  of  Costs  incurred  on  behalf  of  tii* 
Crown : 

"  Of  the  Length  of  Time  during  which  each  Suit 
was  pending  before  it  was  brought  to  a  Conolo- 
sion  or  ito  Object  was  attained ;  the  Nstoie  of 
the  Steps  taken  therein ;  and  any  ObiorfatioBi 
necessary  to  explain  the  same : 

'<  Of  the  Terms  upon  and  Authority  or  Advtos 
under  which  any  such  Proceedings  have  been 
settled : 

**  Of  the  Estimated  Value  of  any  Property  tlul 
has  by  means  of  luoh  Suits  been  rcooversd  of 
the  Crown: 
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**  Of  ilM  Omm  in  which  nioh  Sniti  hATe  been  dit- 

aontinned  by  the  Law  OfBoert  of  the  Crown :  And, 

"  Of  the  Partioolan  of  all  Oases  in  which  the 

THle  of  tiie  Crown  to  Property  of  the  aboTC  De- 

Mffiption  has,  between  the  21st  Day  of  July  1863 

•■d  the  dlst  Day  of  December  1866,  been  admit- 

lad  withoat  Litigation ;  the  Estimated  Value  of 

iy|be  Fk'operty  ;  with  a  Statement  showing  how  the 

'  mtaid  )m8  been  leased  or  disposed  of  up  to  the  last- 

liMntioned  Day."— (  J%e  Duke  of  Riehmond,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HovM  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Three  adock. 


Yfw-Minm. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  21,  1868. 

!ES.J|  —  PuBUC  Bills  —  Committee  — 
deetric  Telegraphs  {re-comm.)  [239];  Poor 
SeBef  [186]— B.p. ;  Salmon  Fisheries  (Soot« 
land)*  [210]— B.P. ;  Hudson's  Bay  Company* 
piOl— B.P. ;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Church, 
MDOon,  {re-eomm.)*  [^^7]. 

-Electric  Telegraphs  {re-comm,)  [239]; 
It    Mary    Somerset's     Church,    London, 
\.)  •  [247]. 

at  amended — Inland  ReTcnue  *  [207]. 
Reading — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tioo)*;  Army  Chaplains*  [225];  Sale  of 
Boiions  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amendment  *  [181], 
patted, 

-Trades  Societies  and  Combinations 
«f  Workmen*  [219];  Church  Rates  Aboli- 
Ikm*  [21]. 

KAVY—ADMIRALTY    CIRCULARS    ON 

MEDALS  OF  1847,  1848,  AND  1858. 

QUESTION. 

Oavtaut  MiiOKINNON  said,  he  wished 
wk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If 
Admiralty  Circulars  on  Medals  of  1847^ 
iM8,  and  1858  are  to  remain  in  force? 
LoxD    HENRY   LENNOX,   in   reply, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  and  gallant 
ideman  was  aware  that  a  Committee 
■at  to  inquire  into  this  subject  towards 
elose  of  the  year  1848  ;  and  at  this 
of  time  it  was  not  considered 
to  re-open  the  case. 


JifPaiSONMENT  FOR  COSTS  ON  A  DIS- 
MISSED CHARGE.— QUESTION. 


J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
_  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
S[oiM  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  William 
OmOBj  of  Melton  Mowbray,  recently  sen- 
by  a  bench  of  magistrates  to  four- 


teen day^'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
for  non-payment  of  twelye  shillings  im- 
posed on  him  as  costs  on  account  of  a 
dismissed  charge,  he  being  sixty-three 
years  old,  and,  as  he  states,  unable  to  pay 
that  sum;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  adopt  any  measure  to 
prevent  imprisonment,  imposed  in  lieu  of 
a  pecuniary  payment,  from  being  aocom- 
panied  by  the  penal  infliction  of  hard 
labour  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  repUed, 
that  he  had  not  heard  of  this  case  till  it 
was  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
yesterday;  but  he  had  taken  steps  to 
obtain  information.  When  he  was  fully 
informed  on  the  subject  he  would  state  hia 
impression  as  to  whether  there  was  any 
necessity  for  future  legislation. 

INDIA— FURLOUGH  REGULA.TIONS. 

QUESTION. 

Sm  ROBERT  ANSTRUTHER  said, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  new  Indian  Fur- 
lough Regulations  will  not  inflict  hardship 
upon  those  civil  servants  who  are  now  on 
furlough  under  the  old  regulations;  and 
whether  he  will  undertake  that  steps  shall 
be  taken  to  place  those  gentlemen,  upon 
their  return  to  India,  in  as  favourable  a 
position  for  obtaining  appointments  as 
they  would  have  occupied  had  the  new 
regulations  not  come  into  operation ;  and, 
should  this  be  impossible,  whether  com- 
pensation will  be  awarded  to  those  officers 
whose  interests  may  be  affected ;  and 
whether  he  will  extend  to  military  offi- 
cers the  privilege  of  drawing  50  per  cent 
of  their  salary  when  on  furlough;  also, 
when  the  regulations  will  take  effect  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  reply,  that  it  was,  unfortunately,  im- 
possible to  make  alterations  in  the  regu- 
lations respecting  furlough  that  should  not 
to  some  extent  injuriouJsly  affect  certain 
individuals,  especially  in  the  case  of  the 
present  changes.  The  main  difference,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware,  between 
the  new  and  the  old  rules  was  this— that 
under  the  old  regulations  when  an  offi- 
cer came  from  India  he  vacated  his  em- 
ployment, and  when  he  returned  he  had  a 
chuice  of  re-appointment  to  other  employ- 
ment similarly  vacated ;  but  under  the 
new  rules  an  officer  would  retain  a  lien  on 
his  appointment,  and  thus  anyone  now  at 
home  and  going  back  to  India  would  not^ 
as  formerly,  flnd  a  vacancy  to  which  he 
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oonld  be  i^^pobted.  He  weidd  only  be 
able  to  get  an  acting  appointment.  The 
onlj  way  in  which  that  ineonTenienoe 
oonld  be  mitigated  was  to  make  a  farther 
rale  that  officers  now  at  home  ahonld 
haye  acting  appointments  on  more  favoar- 
able  terms  than  they  nsaally  had ;  and 
the  provision  now  made  was  that  officers 
now  at  home  riioald  receive  75  per  cent 
of  the  yalae  of  appointments  held  by  them 
as  acting  appointments,  and  also  receive 
subsistence  allowance.  That  woold  be 
considerably  in  excess  of  the  ordinary 
arraogomentS)  and  the^  difference  would 
be  paid  from  the  general  revenues  of 
India.  He  therefore  hoped  no  material 
hardship  would  be  inflicted  in  any  case. 
"No  doubt  they  would  get  the  rules  in  a 
perfect  state  by  the  next  mail.  The  re- 
gulations had  been  sent  home  for  revision, 
and  they  had  been  returned  with  remarks 
desiring  that  certain  alterations  should  be 
made  in  them.  By  last  mail  they  arrived 
in  an  unsigned  letter,  which  contained  the 
main  prindples  of  the  rules.  He  believed 
the  new  regulations  came  into  force  on 
the  Ist  of  July. 

ARMY— THE  36th  REGIMENT. 
QUESTIOir. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  36th  Regiment  was 
sent  from  England  in  March  last  to  Kur- 
rachee  in  Scinde,  where  it  arrived  at  the 
commencement  of  the  hot  season ;  whe- 
ther the  Begiment  was  then  sent  into 
barracks  which  had  <'  been  declared  unfit 
for  European  troops;"  and,  whether,  on 
one  day  in  June  last,  nine  men,  women, 
and  children  of  the  Regiment  died  in  those 
barracks  from  what  was  called  heat  apo- 
nlexv  ? 

SiH  JOHK  PAKINQTON  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  was  not  able  to  give  as  full  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question 
as  he  could  wish.  In  one  respect,  how- 
ever, the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be 
acting  under  erroneous  information.  The 
hon.  Member  stated  that  the  36th  Regi- 
ment was  sent  to  Xurrachee,  in  Scinde. 
The  &ict,  however,  was  that  the  36th 
Eegiment  went  to  India  in  1863,  and  it 
was  only  a  detachment  that  was  sent  in 
March  to  join  the  Regiment.  Probably  it 
was  to  that  detachment  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  applied.  With  regard 
to  the  barracks,  he  must  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  War  Office  in  England 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  bar- 
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racks  in  Indiak  II  was,  no  deubti  a  ttiost 
painful  statement  to  be  obliged  to  make 
that  nine  persons,  including  men.  womflDi 
and  children  died  upon  one  day,  from  ape* 
plexy  caused  by  heat  The  Questum  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  not  having  appeared 
upon  the  Paper  until  that  morning,  he 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  sent  for  information 
to  the  Horse  Guards,  and  also  to  the  Me- 
dical Department  of  the  War  Office,  but  at 
neither  place  had  news  been  receiyedof 
anything  of  the  kind.  Until,  therefore, 
further  information  had  reached  him,  he 
could  only  sajr  that  no  such  fiicts  wen 
known  in  official  quarters. 

IRELAND—CONVICTS  WARREN  AND 
GOSTELLO.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  he  would  beg  to  isk 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster,  Whe- 
ther it  ia  true,  as  reported  in  the  InA- 
num  newi^per,  14th  July  1868,  that  he 
wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Nevin,  dated  tiie  Sod 
July,  in  which  he  objected  to  a^  a  Qne^ 
tion  concerning  the  convicts  Warr^  and 
Costello,  because  be  "  thought  that  aaldBf 
the  Question  publicly  ooidd  do  the  pri- 
soners no  good,  and  would  only  enai^  the 
Government  to  claim  and  obtain  credit 
for  clemency." 

Ms.  J.  STUABT  MILL  :  I  believe^ 
Sir,  I  am  under  no  obligation  to  aoiwer 
the  hon.  Member's  Qttestion,  but  I  hsve 
not  the  smallest  objection  to  do  so.  I 
have  not  seen  the  article  in  the  Imhm»f 
nor  have  I  ever  corresponded  on  any  sab" 
ject  witii  that  paper;  nor,  so  far  as  I  abl 
aware,  with  Mr.  ITevin.  But  I  did  write 
a  letter  to  a  friend  of  the  two  prisoners 
in  question,  which  contained  some  words 
bearing  some  resemblance  to  those  here 
quoted.  Having  been  asked  by  a  fiiend 
of  the  prisoners  to  pat  a  Qu^on  eoB- 
ceming  them,  I  thought  it  right  belbre 
doing  so  to  lay  the  case  before  &e  fiiendi 
of  tiie  prisoners,  in  order  that  they  might 
consider  whether,  ^m  the  point  of  tibw 
of  the  prisoners  themselves^  it  was  de- 
sirable or  not  that  this  Question  should  be 
answered.  What  words  I  used  I  ^^^^ 
exactly  remember ;  but  the  statement  quoted 
conveys  in  two  important  particulais  u 
extremely  inaoeurate  notion  of  my  sei^^' 
ments.  In  the  first  place,  it  ^V^^^^^ 
me  as  having  been  unwillnig  to  ssk  the 
Question.  I  never  was  in  the  BintD«* 
degree  unwilliug,  and,  as  the  House  » 
aware,  I  did  ask  ttie  Question.  Se- 
condly, it  ttpweents  me  as  unwim^f 
that  the  Government   dioxdd  claitt  ^ 
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obtain  any  credit.  I  desire  extremelj 
that  the  GoTernment  Bhonld  both  claim 
and  obtain  credit  for  eyerything  meritori- 
oas  that  they  haye  done. 

Mb.  YANCE  said,  that  he  had  now  be- 
fore him  a  copy  of  the  lri9hman  news- 
paper, which  gaye  the  statement  in  the 
exact  words  of  the  Qnestion. 

NAVI— OHAPLAINS.^QU£STION 

In  answer  to  a  Qoestion  from  Mr. 
Carneoib, 

LoKD  HENET  LENKOX  said,  he  was 
not  surprised,  knowing  the  great  interest 
that  existed  out-of-doors  on  the  subject  of 
the  pay  and  position  of  the  Army  Chaplains, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  shotdd  haye  put 
this  Question  to  him.  He  was,  howeyer, 
unable  to  add  anything  to  the  answer  he 
gaye  about  a  fortnight  ago  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Windsor  (Mr.  Eykyn),  namely, 
that  in  pursuance  of  a  pledge  giyen  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  that  the 
pay  and  position  of  the  Nayal  Chaplains 
should  be  considered  by  the  Board,  they 
had  come  to  the  unanimous  conclusion  that 
the  Nayy  Chaplains  should  be  placed  on 
an  equality  with  the  Army  Chaplains. 
Owing  howeyer,  to  financial  difficulties, 
the  amount  had  not  appeared  in  this 
year's  Estimates,  but  he  hoped  that  before 
long  justice  would  be  done  to  the  Nayy 
Chaplains. 

ELEOTRIO  TELEGRAPHS  (r^^cmmiUed) 

BILL— [Bill  239.] 

(iff.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Stephen 

Cave,  Mr,  SckOer  Booth.) 

OOHHITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Thb  CHAl^CELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  in  moying  that  the  Honse  go 
into  Committee  upon  this  Bill,  he  pro- 
posed to  giye  some  explanation  of  what 
had  transpired  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
since  it  had  been  sent  upstairs.  When 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House  on  the 
second  reading  no  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  between  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
and  the  railway  and  telegraph  companies. 
With  respect  to  the  telegraph  companies, 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  offerea  them 
the  actual  price  paid  up,  and,  in  addition, 
what  an  arbitrator  would  giye  them  for 
the  prospectiye  increase  likely  to  occur  in 
their  income,  and  an  additional  sum  for 
the  compulsory  sale.  That  offer  was^  de- 
clined by  the  electric  telegraph  companies, 
and  therefore  when  he  proposed  the  second 


reading  of  the  Bill  no.  terms  whateyer  had 
been  agreed  upon.  But  as  soon  as  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  electric  tele- 
graph companies  became  much  more  amen- 
able  to  reason,  and  before  the  Bill  passed 
through  the  Select  Committee  the  terms 
were  yirtually  agreed  to  between  them 
and  the  Ooyemment;  the  basis  of  which 
was  a  twenty  years'  purchase  at  the  pre- 
sent net  profits.  There  were  some  minor 
points  of  difference  with  respect  to  some 
of  the  companies;  but  those  were  the 
terms  upon  which  the  agreements  gene- 
rally were  based.  With  regard  to  the 
railway  companies,  before  the  labours  of 
the  Conmiittee  had  proceeded  yery  fu 
those  companies  entered  into  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  promoters  of  the  BUI  and 
withdrew  their  oppositioa  to  it.  It  would 
be  recollected  by  the  House  that  when 
the  Bill  was  last  under  discussion  it  was 
urged  that  the  Goyemment  were  not  deal- 
ing equitably  and  fairly  with  the  telegraph 
companies;  whereas  now  the  accusation 
of  some  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  was 
that  the  Goyemment  had  acted  too  liberally 
towards  those  companies.  In  his  opinion 
one  assertion  was  about  as  well  founded 
as  the  other,  because  the  Goyemment  had 
always  intended  that  the  companies  should 
be  equitably  dealt  with,  and  that  the  terms 
now  agreed  upon,  although  yery  liberal, 
were  not  more  so  tiian  the  companies  ought 
to  receiye  under  the  circumstances,  and 
did  not  offer  more  than  an  arbitrator  would 
haye  giyen  had  the  matter  been  left  to  an 
open  arbitration.  Some  urged  that  instead 
of  a  twenty  years'  purchase  of  the  net 
profits  it  should  haye  been  a  ten  years' 
leasehold  interest,  and  those  who  took  that 
yiew  in  the  Committee  were  yery  soon 
satisfied  on  examination  that  such  a  ptir- 
chase  could  not  be  maintained.  It  was 
perfectly  tme  that  some  of  the  companies 
had  only  a  few  years'  agreement  to  run ; 
but  others  extended  oyer  a  considerable 
period,  and  the  ayerage  duration  of  the 
agreements  might  be  tiScen  as  twenty-six 
years  and  two-thirds  taken  by  the  mile 
line,  and  twenty-fiye  and  a  half  years  taken 
by  ttie  line  of  wire,  consequently  they  had 
not  giyen  twenty  years'  purchase  for  ten 
years,  but  a  twenty  years'  purchase  fbr  a 
twenty-fiye  or  twenty-six  years'  leasehold 
interest.  The  terms  of  the  agreement  be* 
tween  the  railway  and  the  electric  tele- 
graph companies  were  such  that  it  was 
perfectly  impossible  on  most  of  the  lines 
for  the  railway  companies  to  oust  the 
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telegraph  companies  and  torn  adrift  the 
present  lessees ;  and  therefore,  as  in  the 
case  of  old  leasehold  interests,  they  might 
he  considered  as  perpetual,  the  lessee 
having  the  equitahle  right,  and  could  prac- 
tically exercise  the  right  of  renewing  the 
lease.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  had  o£fered  to  the  companies  a  very 
liheral  amount  for  their  property.  An- 
other point  to  which  he  wuhed  to  direct 
attention  was  that  the  twenty  years'  pur- 
chase was  to  he  calculated  on  flie  amount 
of  the  present  net  profits,  whereas  the 
profits  of  the  tolegraph  companies  were 
increasing  at  the  rato  of  10  per  cent  per 
annum.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  more 
the  House  looked  into  the  matter  the  more 
they  would  he  satisfied  with  the  bargain 
that  had  been  made.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  some  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  of  opinion  that  those  torms 
should  be  reduced,  because,  in  fact,  one 
hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  had 
moved  that  the  terms  should  be  reduced 
from  twenty  to  sixteen  years*  purchase  ; 
but  only  two  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee adopted  his  view  of  the  question, 
and  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheque) 
was  certain  it  would  not  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  any  more  than  it  did 
the  support  of  the  Select  Committee.  With 
regard  to  the  railway  companies,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  appeared  to  have  a  bond 
fide  apprehension  that,  under  the  Govern- 
ment management,  they  would  have  some 
difficulty  in  transacting  their  business  by 
telegraph.  On  the  occasion  of  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill  he  had  stated 
that  that  point  was  capable  of  adjust- 
ment, and  that  the  Government  would 
be  willing  to  render  the  railway  com- 
panies every  facility  for  the  due  work- 
ing of  their  lines  by  means  of  telegraph 
communication  along  them.  As  soon  as 
the  Government  had  agreed  with  the  tele- 
graph companies,  the  railway  companies 
one  by  one  began  to  find  that  such  a  thing 
was  possible.  First  the  Scoteh  railway 
companies  agreed  with  the  Government, 
and  it  was  well  known  that  the  Natives  of 
that  part  of  Great  Britain  were  by  no 
means  deficient  in  shrewdness  and  practical 
knowledge  of  their  affairs.  The  example 
set  by  the  railway  companies  North  of  the 
Tweed  was  speedily  followed  by  the  com- 
panies on  the  South  of  the  Tweed,  and 
before  that  Committee  had  been  many 
days  engaged  in  their  labours,  the  whole 
of  the  nulway  companies  had  made  agree- 
mente  with  the  Post  Office  as  to  the  terms 
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for  the  fiiture.    It  was  agreed  that  thero 
should  be  a  severance  of  the  wires  used 
for  the  telegraph  purposes  only  and  those 
used  solely  for  the  purposes  of  the  railway 
companies ;  and  while  the  railways  con- 
sented, where  such  a  course  was  advisable, 
to  their  poste  being  used  for  the  wires  of 
the  Post  Office,  the  Post  Office,  on  the  other 
hand,  where  such  was  needed,  consented 
to  their  posts  being  made  use  of  for  the 
wires  of  the  companies.    There  was  also 
a  pecuniary  compensation  to  be  made  to 
the  companies  for  the  loss  of  tdognph 
property  so  far  as  their  interests  in  tiie 
wires  were  concerned.    Now,  there  wen 
certain  railway  companies  who  had  wins 
for  their  own  use,  and  who  were  aln  in 
the  habit  of  transmitting  messages  for  the 
public,  and  they  were  to  be  considered  in 
the  light  of  electric  telegraph  companiei. 
There  were  others  who  had  arrangementi 
with  the  electric  telegraph  companies  hx 
the  despateh  of  railway  messages,  bat  not 
for  the  despateh  of  telegraphic  businen; 
and  general  clauses  had  been  found  to  meet 
those  particular  cases.     The  compensation 
for  the  former  was  to  be  the  same  as  in 
the  case  of  electric  telegraph  oompanieB, 
and  in  the  case  of  the  others  they  took  the 
average  from  the  average  increase  of  the 
last  three  years,   with  an  allowance  to 
those  who  were  under  agreement  to  the 
telegraph  companies  for  way-leaves.    The 
amount  of  compensation  under  those  beadi 
was  to  be  decided  on  by  an  arbitrator.  It 
was  thus  impossible  to  form  any  very  ac- 
curate opinion  of  the  sum  that  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose  of  compensating 
the  railway  companies  and  the  telegraph 
companies  ;  and  consequently  it  woold  not 
be  possible  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session  to  propose  to  the  House  any  money 
Bill  with  a  view  to  carry  out  tiese  »r- 
rangemente.     Such  a  Bill  oould  not  be 
proposed  until  the  arbitrator  had  concluded 
his  labours,  and  as  the  number  of  inte* 
rests  concerned  were  very  complicated  and 
the  work  was  very  heavy,  they  oould  not 
expect  any  award  to  be  made  for  a  consi- 
derable time.   It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  when  he  formeriy 
addressed  the  House  on  this  subject  he 
steted,  although  he  was  unwilling  to  go 
into  the  details  of  compensation,  that  he 
believed  the  expenditure  required  would 
be  covered  by  £4,000,000.    In  the  sanw 
way  he  was  no  more  prepared  to  go  into 
the  estimate  at  the  present  moment  ^ 
of  the  Members  who  inquired  into  the  m 
were  anxious  to  go  into  particulars;  w 
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the  diffiotilty  was  this — If  the  interesta 
oonceraed  were  estimated  at  certain  sums, 
these  sums  would  of  coarse  be  referred  to 
when  the  matter  came  under  the  notice  of 
the  arbitrator,  and  it  wonld  be  impossible 
for  the  GoYcmment  in  any  case  to  insist 
upon  a  lower  sum  than  the  one  thev  had 
estimated^  because  as  that  sum  wonld  be 
known  the  companies  concerned  wonld 
refase  to  take  less.  Mr.  Scndamore,  whose 
ability  with  regard  not  only  to  this  but 
also  to  other  matters,  had  been  of  great 
service  to  the  GoTemment,  had,  however, 
given  considerable  attention  to  this  mat- 
ter,  and  Mr.  Scndamore  believed  that 
£6,000,000  would  be  the  outside  figure, 
and  his  calculations  had  been  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  Mr.  Foster,  the  principal 
finance  officer  of  the  Treasury.  The 
House  might  possibly  think  that  this  was 
a  considerable  advance  upon  the  original 
estimate ;  but  that  advance  was  easily 
accounted  for.  The  €h>vemment  was  now 
proposing  to  buy  a  much  larger  and  a 
much  more  valuable  property  than  was 
contemplated  when  a  rough  estimate  of 
JB4,000,000  was  made  out.  As  soon  as 
they  had  managed  to  get  on  good  terms 
with  the  companies,  they  found  that  they 
were  better  able  to  get  information,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  they  discovered 
that  the  property  was  more  profitable  than 
they  had  anticipated,  and  fJso  that  there 
were  other  matters  for  consideration  which 
they  had  entirely  overlooked.  The  former 
estimate  was  based  entirely  upon  the  in- 
land lines ;  but  now  their  estimate  em- 
braced telegraphy  in  connection  with  the 
Continent,  from  which  a  revenue  of 
£46,000  a  ^ear  was  now  derived.  They 
had  found  it  necessary  to  purchase  the 
Continental  cable,  now  worked  by  Renter's 
Company,  a  purchase  which  was  not  at 
first  contemplated,  and  in  addition  to  that 
they  had  obtained  perpetual  and  exclusive 
way-leaves  over  the  lines  of  railways.  The 
latter  was  a  very  valuable  matter,  about 
which  there  might  be  some  difficulty  here- 
after, if  it  was  not  included  in  the  present 
terms  of  purchase.  It  should,  however, 
be  remembered  that  the  amount  he  had 
mentioned  was  an  outside  sum.  But  Mr. 
Bcudamore  had  also  made  two  estimates, 
one  of  revenue  and  the  other  of  working 
expenses.  These  estimates  had  been 
checked  by  Mr.  Foster,  who  had  expressed 
his  satisfaction  with  the  figures.  The 
starting  point,  or  business  in  inland  mes- 
sages taken  over  by  the  Post  Office  on  the 
Ist  July,  1869,  and  arrived  at  by  adding 
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annual  rate  of  increase,  which  was  taken 
to  be  10  per  cent,  to  the  number  of  mes- 
sages (6,000,000)  delivered  in  1866,  would 
be  7,500,000  messages.  That  formed  the 
basis  of  the  calculation.  Of  that  number 
66  per  cent  were  at  the  U.  rate,  and 
would  be  unafiected  by  a  reduction  in  the 
rates,  4,125,000  ;  80  per  cent  were  at  the 
li,  6d,  rate,  and  would  undergo  a  reduc- 
tion of  rate  to  the  extent  of  88  per  cent, 
2,250,000 ;  10  per  cent  were  at  the  2«. 
rate,  and  would  be  benefited  by  the  re- 
duction to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent, 
750,000;  and  5  per  cent  would  be  bene- 
fited by  the  reduction  in  the  rate  to  the 
extent  of  about  70  per  cent,  875,000. 
The  total  expenditure  was  as  follows : — 
the  starting  point  of  expenditure  was 
taken  to  be  Uie  combined  expenditure  of  the 
telegraph  companies — namely,  £880,000  ; 
from  this  was  to  be  deducted  for  the  sav- 
ing which  they  could  effect  if  they  amal- 
gamated, £55,000  —  leaving  £275,000 ; 
£10,000  in  consequence  of  no  cost  being 
any  longer  incurred  for  working  Eeuter's 
cable,  and  working  and  maintaining  cables 
to  Holland.  The  working  expenses  would 
thus  be  reduced  to  £265,000.  To  that 
would  be  added  £26,500  for  working  and 
maintaining  Post  Office  extensions,  and  88 
per  cent,  or  £87,450  for  the  cost  of  meet- 
ing the  estimated  increase  of  business. 
This  would  give  a  total  expenditure  of 
£378,950.  That  would  leave  a  net  re- 
venue of  £801,050,  to  which  must  be 
added  £12,000  for  Press  messages,  and 
£45,000  for  Continental  messages,  leav- 
ing a  total  net  revenue  of  about  £858,000. 
By  deducting  one  amount  from  the  other 
we  had  £858,050,  Mr.  Scudamore's  max- 
imum estimate,  which  some  might  think 
excessive  ;  but  it  had  been  framed  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  principle  which  go- 
verned all  estimates,  and  which  had 
guided  the  House  on  many  previous  oc- 
casions. The  Qoveroment,  however,  did 
not  intend  to  proceed  upon  the  basis  of 
this  maximum  estimate.  Mr.  Scndamore 
had  framed  a  minimum  estimate  also. 
Taking  the  business  as  it  stood  in  1866, 
he  had  deducted  from  the  revenue  the  ex- 
penses of  working  Renter's  cables  and  all 
other  charges  as  before,  and  making  no 
allowance  for  increase  of  business,  except 
the  average  increase  which  the  companies 
themselves  might  reasonably  expect  if  the 
business  remained  in  their  hands,  he  found 
the  result  was  £208,000.  Mr.  Scndamore 
had  then  taken  the  mean  between  this 
maximum  estimate  of  £858,050  and  the 
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of  £203,000,  and  fixed  on 
£280,500  M  a  eafe  baslB  on  whioh  to 
prooeed.  Yalaing  money  at  8^  per  oent, 
£980,000  a  year  repraaented  £8,000,000 ; 
but  Kr.  Soudamore  liad  estimated  the 
purebaae  money  at  £6,000,000|  bo  that 
taking  even  the  mean  estimate  as  the 
basis*  the  proposition  showed  a  balance  in 
favour  of  the  Goyernment  of  £2,000,000, 
and  if  the  maximum  estimate  were  taken 
the  baianoe  would  be  £4,000,000,  beeause 
£10,000,000  oould  be  raised  on  an  income 
of  £358,000  a  year.  Under  these  ciroum* 
stances  he  presumed  the  proposition  made 
by  the  Qovernment  would  be  regarded  as 
satisfactory  in  a  fioanoial  point  of  view. 
The  way  m  which  the  money  should  be 
raised  would  be  matter  for  consideration 
when  it  was  known  what  would  actually 
be  required,  and  what  were  our  available 
resources  ;  at  present  he  contented  himself 
with  showing  that  the  estimate  would 
stand  any  amount  of  examination  by  the 
House,  as  it  had  stood  very  careful  scru- 
tiny by  the  Committee,  and  that  for  the 
GoTerument  to  carry  out  the  scheme 
would  not  only  prove  safe  but  profitable. 
The  Select  Committee  had  not  only  to 
consider  these  matters,  but  other  matters 
especiaU^  referred  to  them  under  the 
Instructions  of  the  House.  There  were 
several  matters  which  it  was  thought  had 
not  been  sufficiently  illustrated.  One  was 
whether  the  Post  Offioe  should  possess  a 
legal  monopoly  in  the  transmission  of 
messages.  When  the  Bill  was  first  intro- 
duced the  Government  thought  it  inad- 
visable that  the  Post  Office  should  have  a 
legal  monopoly;  but  it  was  believed  that 
if  we  obtained  all  the  undertakings  of  the 
telegraph  companies  we  should  have  a 
practical  monopoly;  because,  as  long  as 
the  Post  Office  condncted  its  business  pro- 
perly, and  availed  itself  of  all  new  inven- 
tions  in  telegraphic  seienoe  fbr  expediting 
the  transmission  of  messages,  and  kept 
the  rates  at  the  lowest  possible  figure, 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  any  compe- 
tition. The  Select  Committee  had  en- 
dorsed the  views  of  the  Government  on 
that  subject.  It  was  suggested  in  the 
Committee  by  the  right,  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  (Mr.  Gosohen)  that  with  lower 
rates,  within  certain  limits  in  large  towns, 
it  might  be  possible  to  have  effective  oom- 
petition  with  the  Post  Offioe,  who,  under 
the  Bill,  would  have  a  uniform  rote.  The 
question,  however,  was  examined,  and 
the  Post  Office  witnesses  thought  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  a  competitioni 
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beeause  as  soon  as  possible  the  Post  OfBse 
would  reduce  their  rates,  and  that  bo  pri- 
vate company  could  compete  with  then. 
Moreover,  it  was  thought  not  desirable  ts 
establish  the  monopoly,  because  this  would 
get  rid  of  the  stimulus  which  would  other 
wise  prompt  the  Post  Offioe  to  salutaiy 
action.  The  result  was  that  en  a  dimoa 
the  "Ayes  "  against  the  monopoly  were  6 
and  the  "  Noes  "  1.  The  next  point  wm 
as  to  whether  it  should  be  left  to  the  dii- 
oretion  of  tiie  Postmaster  General  to  make 
special  agreements  for  the  traasmiBsiooof 
messages  or  news  at  reduced  rates.  During 
the  disoussion  whi(^  arose  on  the  Motios 
for  the  second  reading  it  was  allied  \tj 
some  critics  that  the  Post  Office  would 
have  a  monopoly  of  the  news  to  be  ml* 
and  that  the  Government  for  the  tinM 
being  would  favour  their  adherents  bj 
transmitting  their  speeohes  earlier  <»  in  t 
more  perfe^  form  Uian  they  would  trun- 
mit  uiose  of  their  politiod  opponents. 
Arguing  on  this  presumptiim,  it  was  niged 
that  a  Government  Department  should  sot 
be  invested  with  such  powers.  In  tiM 
question  of  Press  messages,  several  news- 
paper proprietors  gave  evidence,  and  thej 
should  certainly  be  regarded  as  the  beit 
judges  of  the  matter.  They  felt  no  alua 
at  the  prospect  of  the  Gh>vemment  hsviog 
control  of  the  transmiasion  of  meaaafeii 
and  expressed  great  diaaatisfiMtion  inth 
the  present  arrangement,  because  the  tele- 
graphio  companies  had  not  only  a  mvBfh 
poly  of  transmission  but  a  monopoly  of 
collection  of  news  and  sent  only  whit 
news  they  chose.  Beaide  this,  tbeybid 
actually  threatened  their  oustomers  if  they 
did  not  take  a  partioali^  line  respeotioff 
this  Bill.  The  arrangement  proposed  nndff 

this  Bill  if  it  became  law  would  seenie 
that  the  Post  Office  should  not  ooUeat  hot 
only  transmit  news  i  the  whole  duty  of 
collection  would  rest  with  the  newspspen 
themselves,  and  he  beUoTcd  the  new^papff 
proprieton  had  already  formed  themselTei 
into  an  association  to  collect  the  news*  asd 
it  would  become  the  duty  of  the  Poat  OIBee 
to  transmit  this  news  at  rates  not  hi^ 
than  certain  charges  named  in  the  Bill 
Clauses  had  therefore  been  put  into  the 
Bill  enabling  the  Postmaster  General  te 
make  special  agreements  with  newspaper 
proprietors  for  the  transmission  of  new^ 
and  upon  this  point  the  Committee  oaise 
to  the  following  conclusion : — 

"Thst  it  ihoiild  be  left  to  the  diiorBtion  e[ 
the  PoatniMter  Ocntral,  with  the  ooosnt  ofw 
Treasvy,  to  make  epesial  Mgrnumta  kf  wt 
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iiMniliriflii  ef  •irttin  eUuw  of  aaemgei  ti  ?•■ 

jmd  mtoi:  Imi  thai  any  siuih  ipeeial  WM- 
Bumti  ihoQld  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  Bome 
df  Oommons  as  soon  as  ooiiTenieiitly  may  be/' 

The  object  of  this  was  that  if  the  Post 
QSee  made  a  fkyouimble  arrangement  with 
tae  newspaper  or  one  news-room,  it  should 
:  '\m  oUigeo  to  make  an  equally  favourable 
feonuiigement  with  any  other.      Provisions 
me  alflo  made  for  enabling  a  newspaper 
pnvfuietor  to  have  the  exclusive  use  of  a 
Mve  on  certain  terms.    The  next  subject 
M  which  the  Oommittee  was  engaged  was 
Aft  qneetion  of  secrecy.    It  was  supposed, 
vliy  he  could  not  say,  that  the  clerks  of 
fte  Ptet  Office  would  be  more  likely  to 
'ItUktkb  their  pledge  of  secresy  than  the 
of  the  telegraph  companies.     He 
ef  opinion  tha^  as  the  Post  Office  was 
great  Department  of  State,  any  miscon- 
ik  of  this  nature  would  more  speedily 
exposed  than  if  it  had  arisen  among 
$mpUffi9  of  any  commercial  company. 
was  said   that  the    wires    could    be 
aulkecl"  or  **  tapped,"  and  that  a  Go- 
lent  messenger  could   ascertain  the 
of  the  telegraphic  correspondence 
was  going  on.    Bat  this  was  repre- 
to  the  Oommittee  by  the  witnesses 
be  a  complete  chimera.  It  was  admitted 
it  was  possible;  but  it  was  clearly 
that  the  practice  could  not  go  on 
many  minutes  without  being  discovered. 
to  satisfy  all   scruples  which 
[M[|^t  by  possibility  be  entertained  in  re- 
of  tiie  preservation  of  secresy,  the 
littee  had  adopted  a  Besolution  which 
the  violation  of  secresy  in  the  trans- 
of  messages  a  misdemeanour.    In 
Ckneral  Telegraphs  Act  such  violation 
■acroey  was  punishable  by  a  penalty ; 
in  this  Bill  it  was  made  a  misde- 
Then  there  was  a  point  which, 
sot  included  in  the  Instructions, 
'emmittee  had  taken  into  considera- 
It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
of  priority,  to  be  enjoyed  by  the 
iment,  might  be  abused  by  the  offi- 
of  Departments  in  obtaining  priority 
messages  not  on  Qovemment  Business, 
kal  lent  for  private  purposes.    In  order 
^i»  give  the  public  a  security  against  any- 
of  that  sort  it  had  been  arranged 
aU  messages  for  which  priority  was 
should  bear  the  word  "  priority" 
nped  upon  them,  and  that  they  should 
!•  fled  in  the  Post  Office  for  a   year. 
II  would  therefore  be  observed  that  any 
■■ah  abuse  as  had  been  suggested  would 
fed   «xpo6ed   by  the  production   of  the 


message.  The  fourth  and  last  point 
which  the  Committee  had  been  instructed 
to  consider  was  what  arran^ments  ought 
to  be  made  by  the  Post  Office  for  work- 
ing  Bubmarise  cables  to  foreign  coun- 
tries. This  matter  was  one  which  had 
offbred  some  difficulty  to  the  Government, 
and  in  order  to  meet  it  a  clause  had  been 
inserted  in  the  original  Bill  to  empower 
the  Government  to  lease  any  part  of  the 
cables  which  might  come  into  tiieir  posses- 
sion. It  had  been  found  on  inquiry  that 
in  respect  of  those  cables  there  were 
existing  agreements  between  telegraph 
companies  at  home  and  other  telegraph 
oompanies  abroad;  and  it  was  bought 
that  some  confliction  of  rights  or  some 
confusion  in  respect  of  agreements  might 
arise  if  the  Government  took  up  the  work- 
ing of  the  cables  while  those  agreements 
continued  to  exist.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  had  been  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  if  the  Bill  passed  in  the  ori- 
ginal shape,  to  lease  the  cables.  Since 
then  they  had  made  an  arrangement  to 
lease  to  the  Submarine  Telegraph  Com- 
pany any  cables  of  which  they  might  be- 
come the  owners.  The  Committee  ap- 
proved the  notion  of  a  plan  of  that  kind ; 
but  in  their  Resolution  on  the  subject  they 
did  not  shut  out  the  possibility  that  at  a 
future  time  the  submarine  cables  might 
be  worked  by  the  Post  Office  itself.  He 
believed  he  had  now  gone  through  the 
salient  points  of  the  Bill ;  but  perhaps  he 
D&ight  be  permitted  to  make  some  observa- 
tions in  reference  to  the  objections  put 
forward  on  the  part  of  the  telegraph  com- 
panies when  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  under  discussion.  On  that  occasion  it 
was  said,  <<You  are  going  to  carry  the 
telegraph  system  into  remote  districts 
where  the  experience  of  the  companies 
shows  that  it  cannot  pay."  He  believed 
that  some  hon.  Members  had  been  im- 
pressed with  that  argument  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  (Mr.  Goschen)  had  been  desirous— 
ancf  he  thought  properly  so— to  call  the 
managers  of  the  telegraph  companies  to 
learn  what  was  their  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. Some  of  those  gentlemen  were  ex- 
amined before  the  Conunittee,  and  they 
admitted  that  the  object  of  the  pamphlet 
put  forward  by  the  telegraph  companies 
was  to  make  as  good  a  case  as  they  could 
against  the  Bill ;  and  that  when  they  said 
it  would  not  pay  to  extend  the  teJegraph 
into  districts  to  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  carry  it  that  statement  had  re- 
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ferenee  to  the  position  of  the  companies. 
Thej  had  not  viewed  the  matter  in  the 
light  of  what^might  he  of  advantage  to  the 
puhlio,  or  what  would  pay  the  Post  Office. 
They  felt  hound  to  regard  the  question  in 
a  purely  commercial  Ught ;  they  were  ex- 
pected to  pay  a  diyidend  and  a  good  divi- 
dend, and  they  had  to  reject  what  might 
ultimately  pay  if  its  immediate  effect  would 
he  to  injunously  affect  the  amount  of  the 
dividend.  Again,  an  extension  of  the 
system  under  the  companies  would  have 
involved  very  considerahle  expense  for  new 
offices  and  additional  clerks ;  whereas  in 
the  remote  districts  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  bring  the  telegraph  the  Govern- 
ment had  Post  Offices  and  they  had  derks 
who  would  perform  the  necessary  duties 
in  connection  with  the  telegraphs  for  some 
addition  to  the  salaries  which  they  at  pre- 
sent received.  He  thought  those  admis- 
sions entirely  did  away  with  the  objections 
urged  against  that  portion  of  the  Govern- 
ment plan.  He  need  not  enlarge  on  the 
advantages  which  would  accrue  to  the 
entire  country  if  the  Government  should 
be  enabled  to  carry  out  the  scheme  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.  He  might,  however, 
mention  that  instead  of  the  telegraph  offi- 
ces being  on  the  outskirts  of  important 
towns,  they  would  be  brought  into  the 
centre  of  those  towns,  and  that  in  remote 
districts  the  telegraph  would  be  extended 
to  every  place  in  which  there  was  a  money- 
order  office.  In  addition  to  the  advantage 
which  the  public  would  gain  by  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  rates  for  transmission,  porter- 
age would  be  included,  without  additional 
charge,  to  a  much  wider  extent  than  that 
allowed  under  the  companies.  He  could 
not  but  think  that,  by  having  the  tele- 
graphic communication  of  the  country 
under  a  great  Department  which  had 
shown  itself  competent  to  discharge  the 
important  duty  of  carrying  letters  and 
papers,  and  had,  he  believed,  earned  the 
gratitude  of  the  public  for  the  punctual 
and  exemplary  manner  in  which  it  per- 
formed that  fdnction,  greater  accuracy  and 
increased  expedition  in  the  transmission  of 
messages  would  be  achieved.  He  con- 
fidently recommended  this  Bill  to  the 
House  not  only  as  one  which  would  confer 
great  advantages  on  the  commercial  in- 
terests and  conduce  to  the  comfort  of 
private  families,  but  as  one  which  would 
bear  a  searching  examination  in  a  finan- 
cial point  of  view. 


I%$  ChtmeMor  of(h$  Ettchjmr 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Z:^   ChanceUar  of  the  Exch- 

^  Ms.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  admit  that  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  the  Bill  had  curtailed 
their  inquiry  as  much  as  possible,  consider- 
ing the  magnitude  of  the  interests  involved. 
He  had  seen  a  criticism  to  the  6£Eect  that 
time  had  been  wasted,  but  the  inquixy 
lasted  only  nine  days,  while  the  proposed 
outlay   was    £6,000,000   sterling.     Be- 
sides, the  inquiry  had  been  carried  on 
under  great  diradvantages.   An  oppositLon, 
organized  by  private  interests,  had  been 
changed  into   an  organisation  of  warn 
supporters  of  the  Bill  pending  the  inqoiij. 
Before  the  Committee  there  appeared  coun- 
sel representing  the  promoters,  and,  at  flnt, 
counsel  representing  the  original  oppod- 
tion  to  the  Bill ;   but  in  consequence  of 
the  change  in  the  views  of  the  opposition 
who  during  the  proceedings  became  friendly 
to  the  Bill,  there  was  no  counsel  present  fo 
cross-examine  the  witnesses.  Consequently, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  and  in  order 
that  all  the  facts  might  be  brought  to 
light.  Members  of  the  Committee  had  to 
discharge  the  duty  of  cross-examining  the 
witnesses.    The  same  causes  led  to  the 
result  that  the  witnesses  produced  vete 
aU  on  one  side,  and  it  was  only  just  thst 
he  should  bear  testimony  to  the  ability 
with  which  Mr.  Bcudamore  had  bronglit 
forward  his  views  and  stood  any  amount 
of  cross-examination  in  defence  of  those 
views.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  mentioned  that  he,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  had  been  desirous  thst 
some  gentleman  connected  with  the  oom* 
panics  should  be  examined.    The  resolt 
had  justified  his  wish.    Considerable  light 
had  been  thrown  on  the  subject  by  their 
evidence.     Now  in  the  first  place  he 
wished  to  state  it  as  his  opinion  thit 
the  evidence  brought  before  the  GommH* 
toe  was  such  as  on  many  points  to  modify 
the  hostile  views  which  might  have  been 
entertained  in  some  quarters  with  »> 
gard  to  the  Bill.    One  of  those  objeetioM 
he  might  allude  to,  though  it  wa»  nw 
much  pressed  before  the  Committee.    1| 
was  contended  that  the  present  telegnph 
companies  had  a  responsibility  upon  theffl 
for  any  loss  or  damage  that  might  resiui 
from  the  sending  of  inaccurate  n»ee«««Jr 
but  that  no  such  responsibility  would  De 
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upon  fhe  Goreniinent,  and  that  thns  the 
commercial  classes  would  lose  a  certain 
amount  of  security  for  the  accurate  trans- 
jnission  of  their  messages.     That  objeo- 
I    tion  was  examined  into,  and  it  was  found 
I    lliat  there  was  little  force  in  it,  for  this 
fMSon,  that  no  instance  could  be  adduced 
■pt  mnybody  having  erer  got  anything  out 
0f  a  company  for  such  a  default.      The 
[I?  witnesses  who  were  brought  forward  on 
behalf  of  the  commercial  classes  attached 
^ttle  importance  to  this  point,  and  cer- 
^Wnlj  in  his  own  experience  he  never 
.Moollected  of  any  compensation  being  paid 
-in  this  way.     There  was  a  celebrated  case 
\^  a  mistake  having  once  been  made  of 
;400  for  4,000,  which  caused  an  enormous 
and  even  the  ruin  of  the  firm  ;    but 
never  heard,  either  in  that  case  or  any 
ler,  of  compensation  having  been  paid 
the  companies.    He,  therefore,  thought 
it  the  transfer  of  the  telegraph  wires 
the  companies  to  the  Government 
not  in  this  respect  a  move  in   a 
direction.     The  second  point  was 
of  secresy.      He  agreed   with   the 
icellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that,  on  the 
»le,  the  evidence   showed  there   was 
much  to  fear  on  that  head.    Witnesses 
various  Chambers  of  Commerce  were 
[,  and  were  examined  very  fully  upon 
head,  and  they  stated  very  forcibly, 
jh  vaguely,  that  the  general  feeling 
the  towns  from  which  they  came  was  in 
of  the  transfer  of  these  lines  to  the 
^▼emment.     As  to  the  question  of  the 
of  charges  to  be  levied,  and  the  mode 
which  the  telegraph  ought  to  be  made 
pay,  the  commercial  witnesses,  being 
juainted  with  the  price  proposed  to 
given  by  the  Government,  could  not 
with   any   authority.      One  com- 
)ial    witness    said    he    thought    the 
im  ought  to  be  self-supporting,  and 
if  li,  a  message    would  not    pay 
ought  to   be  raised  to  1«.  6d,      An- 
witness  said  that  if  Is.  would  not 
iii.^^mj  a  sum  ought  to  be  advanced  tempo- 
^.  \jpnil J  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  till  the 
t^  jptem  had  time  to  work  its  way.     He 
1^    ipid  not  think,  however,  that  much  im- 
.  jortnnrn  was  to  be  attached  to  the  evidence 
~'jat  these  witnesses  on  points  on  which  they 
•iMld  no   peculiar   information.      On    the 

ivestion  of  secresy  they  were  competent 
»  give  an  opinion ;  and  he,  as  representing 
#  commercial  community,  was  bound  to 
aaj  that  neither  from  these  witnesses  nor 
*'     ftom  his  own  constituents  had  he  heard  a 
liligle  doubt  or  suspicion  that  the  com- 
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mercial  interests  of  the  country  would  suf- 
fer from  the  transfer  of  the  lines  from  the 
companies    to   the    Government.      They 
would  sooner  have  their  business  conduct- 
ed under  the  eyes  of  the  Government  than 
under  the  eyes  of  the  directors  of   the 
companies.     The  case  was  somewhat  dif- 
ferent with  regard  to  the  political  questions 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded. 
He  thought,  however,  the  general  feeling 
was  that  those  political  occasions  on  which 
the  Government  might  abuse  their  power 
were  comparatively  rare,    and   he  must 
state  the  general  feeling  of  the  public  ran 
in  the  direction  that  they  were  not  afraid 
to  trust  the  Government  with  the  peru- 
sal of  their  messages.       Another  ques- 
tion arose  as  regarded  the  railways.     It 
had  been  suggested  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  conduct 
the  messages  for  the  railways  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  public  safety.     But  that  im- 
possibility had  been  got  over,  as  other 
difficulties  were  got  over,  by  a  very  liberal 
outlay  indeed ;  and  the  railways  having 
been  bought  over,  and  overpaid  too,  that 
difficulty  was  removed.    There   was  an- 
other point  on  which  they  had  a  good 
deal  of  interesting   evidence  —  the  faci- 
lity with  which  the  Post  Office  officials 
might    be    taught    to    work    the    tele- 
graphs.    The  evidence  on  that  head  was 
very  satisfactory,      A  police   officer  ex- 
plained how  he  had  taught  policemen  in 
a  short  time  the  use  of  the  cryptograph, 
and  the  evidence  generally  went  to  show 
how  quickly  young  boys  and  inexperienced 
people  would  acquire  the  art  of  telegraphy. 
It  appeared  to  him  that,  upon  the  whole, 
the  administrative  difficulties    connected 
with   the   system   were   not  so  great  as 
might  be  anticipated;    and  he   did  not 
think  that  they  afforded  any  reason  for 
opposing  the  transfer  of  the  telegraph  sys- 
tem from  the  companies  to  a  Government 
Department.      Holding  that  view,  he  had 
voted   in  favour  of  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  had  voted  against  a  Motion 
that  further  inquiry  was  necessary  before 
passing  to  the  clauses.  But  he  wished  now 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  next  important 
point — if  it  was  not  the  most  important 
point — the  probable    financial  results  of 
the  measure.     As  regarded  the  financial 
results,  he  admitted  that  Mr.  Scudamore 
had  shown  himself  to  be  a  skilful  financier; 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
explained  how  he  had  arrived  at  the  results 
which  were  now  submitted  to  Parliament. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  it,  there 
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was  a  jDinimum  and  maiiiauiii  efltuuite. 
Mr.  Scudamore'e  eBtimate  of  the  nimiber 
of  messages  appenred  to  him  to  ibe  rery 
liberal  indeed,  and  he  would  show  the 
House  why  he  thought  it  was  too  liberal. 
Mr.  Scudamoro  started  with  tiie  year 
1866,  when  the  number  of  meBsagea  was 
6,000,000;  and  aftsttmiag  that  the  mes- 
sages  would  show  an  annual  increase  at 
the  rate  <^  10  per  cent,  he  calculated  that 
by  the  month  of  July  1B69,  when  the 
lines  would  come  into  posseaaion  of  the 
GoverDmcnt,  the  number  of  messages 
would  then  be  7,500,000.  Bat  since  Mr. 
Scudamoro  gave  his  eridence  they  had  got 
the  data  for  the  year  1867,  and  they  knew 
the  total  receipts  of  the  telegraph  compa- 
nies for  that  year.  Kow«  Mr.  Soudamore 
told  the  Committee  that  ihe  average  re- 
ceipt of  tlia  telegraph  companies  was 
Is,  lid,  for  each  message,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Goschen)  that  if  they  divided 
the  total  receipts  by  It,  llt^.,  cr  roughly  by 
2tf.,  the  number  of  messages  sent  was  not, 
as  Mr.  Soudamore  oalcuiated,  6,600,000,  but 
only  5.500,000.  Now  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  tlie  House  that  if  Mr,  ScadasMre 
was  in  error  on  this  p(«iat  to  the  amount  of 
1,000,000,  that  error  involved  another, 
because  there  was  not  only  this  difference 
of  1,000,000  on  the  wrong  sida,  but  the 
corresponding  decrease  on  the  additions 
which  Mr.  Seudamore  expected  to  obtain 
io  1 868  and  1869,  and  his  estimate  that  the 
number  of  messages  would  reach  1  i  ,000,000 
would  prove  incorrect.  According  to 
his  calculation,  estimating  the  number 
of  mesftages  by  dividing  the  total  receipts 
by  2«.,  the  average  price  of  a  message,  he 
estimated  that  there  would  be  a  deficiency 
of  from  £80,000  to  £100,000  on  Mr. 
Scudaroore's  estimated  receipts.  He  put 
this  forward  as  the  result  of  his  own  cal- 
culations based  on  figures  given  by  Mr. 
Soudamore  for  what  it  was  worth.  But 
there  was  another  test.  Mr.  Soudamore 
had  referred  to  the  case  of  Belgium  and 
France,  and  to  the  telegraphic  system  in  ope- 
ration there.  Now  in  France  the  cost  of  tele- 
graphing was  higher  than  the  Government 
here  proposed  to  charge— it  was  2  francs, 
or  l«.  Si.  a  message — though  it  was  lower 
than  the  companies'  present  rates.  But  in 
France  the  number  of  messages  was  only 
2,500,000  in  a  popuktion  of  37,000,000  ; 
while  Mr.  Scudamore  estimated  that  in 
England  there  would  be  11.500,000  of  mes- 
sages in  a  population  of  80,000,000.  He 
(Mr.  Goschen)  admitted  that  thero  was 
/ar  more  telegraphing  iu  England  than  in 
3fr,  Goschen 


France  ;  bvt  maldiig  all  aiUowBaoe-ftar  ttat, 
the  difference  still  struck  bin  as  eoor- 
mons.    Bot  how  did  the  ease  stand  witk 
Belgium  ?   Belgium  was  essentially  -a  tele- 
graphic country ;  and  there  they  had  a  6d, 
rate,  which  was  considerably  lower  than 
that  proposed   by  the  Oovseniment.     In 
Belgiam  there  were  about   1,000.000  of 
telegrams  per  annum  for  a  population  of 
5,000,000.      In   England,   with    a    raia 
twice  as  high,  nevertheless,  we  were  to 
expect  the  number  of  telegrams  sent  to  lie 
1 1.500,000  to  a  popnlatioa  of  80,000,000 ; 
which  was  far  beyend  the  Belgian  pro- 
portion.    Mr.  Scudamore  prooeeded  in  hk 
statement  on  this  footing  —  Tfa^^   wm 
to  be  no  increase  in  the    it.  menagea, 
but  in  the   Is,  6d,  messages  there  was 
to  be  an  increase  of  33  per  cent.    Why  ? 
Because  in  Belgium  a  similar  reduction 
gave  a  similar  reanlt.     But    the    lower 
down  they  got  the  greater  was  the  chanee 
that  the  reduction  would  lead  to  iocreaaod 
telegraphy,  and  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
same  reduction  on  a  higher  scale  of  eharge 
would  lead  to  ihe  same  increase.     In  his 
opinion,    Mr.    Seudamore    was    aangnine 
in  his  estimate  of  11,500,000  tel^rams. 
He  started  from  6.000,000  messages,  and 
brought  up  his  estimates  too  high  ;   and 
he  should  not  be  surprised  if  there  was  a 
deficiency  at   the   end   of  the    year   of 
£100,000.      In  his  estimate  of  expendi- 
ture Mr.  Scudamore  also  appeared  to  too 
sanguine.    He  took  the  aggregate  amount 
of  the    four   companies   and  reduced  it 
by    £55.000  which  would  be  saved  by 
amalgamation.     But  he  did  not  think  be- 
cause  the    companies    would    save    that 
amount  by  amalgamation,  it  followed  that 
the  Government  would  conduct  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Department  as  economically  u 
private  companies.     Assuming,  howevef, 
that  the  Government  would  oondnet  the 
business  as  economically  as  the   private 
companies  under  a  state  of  thinga  resem- 
bling amalgamation,  and  that  the  expenses 
of  the  directors  would  be  saved,  it  ahonid 
be  remembered  that  the  Department  must 
undertake  business  from  which  the  tele> 
graph  companies  would  have  shrunk  as 
unremunerative.    The   telegraph  compa- 
nies would  not  carry  their  wiree  into  dis* 
tricts  where  the  charges  must  be  heavitt 
than  the  receipts  would  meet,  while  the 
Government  must,  and  he  was  sure  wonldf 
consult  the  public  convenience  by  bring- 
ing the  telegraph  into  districts  which  ths 
companies  would  not  have  undertaken, 
looking  at  the  matter  in  a  oommeroial 
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^pmit  of  Vi^^.  He  tltoiiglit,  tlrerefoi^, 
%at  on  this  hetid  MV.  Scudamore  bad 
%ade  ih  too  sanguine  estimate.  When  he 
looked  kt  the  expenses  of  other  conntries, 
lie  !fistt  justified  in  coming  to  the  same 
Uvtelnsion.  It  was  calculated  that  in 
Btfgidm  eyery  mile  of  wire  cost  £5  10«., 
fb  France  eyery  mile  cost  £5  to  work. 
Vow,  admitting  that  the  English  Goyem- 
ttient  ^(^onld  conduct  their  business  as  eco- 
ibdinically  as  France  or  Belgium,  yet  £5 
m  telle  upon  80,000  miles  of  wire  would 
*cnM  £150,000  more  than  Mr.  Scudamore's 
Utimate.  There  was  another  result  to 
Which  he  wished  to  inyite  the  atttention 
df  the  Committee.  Mr.  Scudamore,  as 
tt*6  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  informed 
the  Bouse,  had  taken  for  the  basis  of  his 
tiktenditure  the  aggregate  expenditure  of 
IlilB  four  companies  ;  but  he  hud  not  taken 
IMo  cbhsideration  the  sums  that  were  laid 
jMIAe  by  the  Electric  International  Com- 
teny  as  a  reserve  fund.  According  to  a 
Witness  before  the  Committee  this  sum 
HntB  bot  a  mere  surplus  dividend,  but  was 
AVbiided  to  meet  general  casualties,  and 
iiitoecially  the  losses  on  the  submarine 
ttAlO.  Now,  it  was  true  that  the  depre- 
illatfon  on  the  land  wires  was  not  so 
#teat  but  that  it  might  be  met  by  the 
MriiilDgs  of  each  half  ••  year ;  but  yet 
tbi^  was  a  time  not  long  ago  when  a 

ShSVstom  caused  an  outlay  of  £20,000. 
6  'contended  that  Mr.  Scudamore  had 
HiA&b  no  allowance  for  reverses  such  as 
fhese.    ITbw,  if  he  was  right  on  these 

EijatSy  it  was  clear  that  Mr.  Scudamore 
fl  not  left  a  sufficient  margin  for  ex- 
lae,  that  his  estimate  was  £50,000 
low,  and  if  they  added  that  additional 
iO.OOO  to  the  £100,000  by  which  he 
1ihli(dyed  the  reventie  was  returned  too 
K^lij  they  would  get  a  difference  of 
itl5D,000.  This  would  reduce  Mr.  Scu- 
nUlore's  minimum  estimate  from  £300,000 
to  iSl50,000,   and  it  would   reduce  his 

K""'  imam  estimate  from  £380,000  to 
0,000.  tt  might  be  said  that  £l  50,000 
#ttlild  still  render  it  safe  to  go  on  with 
ttii  bargain.  Well,  he  did  not  say  that 
flko  bill  ought  not  to  proceed ;  but  he  con- 
tWded  that  it  ought  to  be  carefully  exa- 
^fibed,  and  to  be  looked  at  from  every 
AMlil  of  view,  so  that  the  taxpayers  of  the 
eMbtry  might  not  be  led  to  take  too  san- 
lihe  an  estimate  of  the  advantages  that 
rere  to  be  derived  from  it.  He  admitted 
lat  even  if  the  profits  were  reduced  to 
[150,000,  it  would  meet  Z\  per  cent  upon 
14,500,000.     On  the  other  hand,  if  the 


maximum  estimate  were  reached,  it  would 
coyer  an  expenditure  of  £6,000,000.  He 
was  afraid  the  country  was  now  pledged 
to  the  Bill.  But  he  would  ask,  was  it  a 
proper  way  to  go  about  the  purchase — 
that  they  were  content  to  give  any  amount 
that  could  be  afforded  without  actual 
loss  irrespective  of  the  actual  value? 
He  knew  it  might  be  said  that  the  pro- 
perty was  worth  holding,  and  that  if  we 
got  what  we  wanted  we  need  not  mind 
the  terms.  Why  should  we  begrudge  the 
giving  a  handsome  sum  to  the  telegraph 
companies  if  we  were  to  do  so  without  loss 
to  the  country  ?  But  he  would  ask  was 
that  the  proper  thing  for  Parliament  to 
do  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  wisely  said  nothing  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  assets  they  were  about  to  acquire. 
The  witnesses  estimated  their  assets  at 
£2,200,000,  and  it  was  admitted  that  if 
the  Government  were  about  to  start  fair, 
and  begin  the  system  for  themselves,  the 
wires  could  be  constructed  for  less  than 
£2,000,000.  They  were  therefore  about 
to  pay  £4,000,000  more  for  the  good-will, 
for  the  buying  up  of  interests,  and  he 
might  say,  for  the  eagerness  to  do  the  thing 
in  a  huiTy.  In  the  first  instance,  arbitration 
had  been  proposed,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  arbitration  was 
looked  upon  as  confiscation  by  the  com- 
panies. For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
wonder  at  that,  because  the  arbitration 
clause  contained  an  extraordinary  provision 
that  the  arbiter  was  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  so  that  the  companies 
had  a  right  to  say,  ••  You  are  buying  us 
by  means  of  an  arbiter  of  your  own  ap- 
pointment." He  (Mr.  Goschen)  asked  Mr. 
Scudamore  in  Committee  if  the  companies 
had  asked  for  twenty-five  years'  purchase 
instead  of  twenty  would  you  have  given 
up  your  Bill?  Mr.  Scudamore  said, 
"  No  ;  he  should  then  have  thought  it 
fair  to  revert  to  the  principle  of  arbitra- 
tion." Now,  if  the  Government  thought 
twenty-five  years  was  so  extravagant  a 
charge  that  they  would  have  insisted  on 
arbitration  rather  than  accede  to  these 
terms,  or  leave  them  in  possession  of  a 
monopoly,  it  was  open  to  those  who  thought 
twenty  years'  purchase  an  extravagant  sum 
to  say  the  same.  Let  him  show  to  the 
House  in  what  a  different  position  the 
companies  stood  as  soon  as  the  Government 
departed  from  the  idea  of  arbitration.  Tiie 
shares  of  the  companies  rose  50  per  cent 
as  soon  as  arbitration  was  departed  from 
and  the  present  terms  accepted  by  the 
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GoTernment.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
that  was  primA  fade  a  strong  argument 
that  they  were  paying    too  high  terms. 
Hr.  Scudamore  stated  in  his  evidence  that 
he  would  have  paid  the  companies  upon 
the  highest  value  their  shares  had  ever 
reached,  which  was  then  £150  per  share, 
to  which  15  per  cent  should  he  added  for 
the  compulsory  sale.  But  even  these  terms 
would  not  amount  to  the  £207  at  which 
the  shares  of  the  companies  stood  now. 
Let  him  approach  the  matter  from  a  diffe* 
rent  point  of  view.     The  terms  of  twenty 
years'   purchase  were   defended  because 
twenty-five  years*  purchase  was  inserted 
in  the  Bail  way  Bill  of  1846.     Therefore 
the  telegraph  companies  maintained  that, 
standing  upon  the  same  footing,  they  had 
made  a  concession  of  five  years.      But 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  railways 
and  the  telegraph  companies,  for  though 
they  were  both  exposed  to  competition, 
the  competition  with  railways  would  not 
be  so  imminent  as  with  telegraph  com- 
panies.     And  then,  further,  by  a  little 
slip  in  drawing  up  the  contract,  the  terms 
were  calculated  on  the  profits  of  the  pre- 
sent year  up  to  the  dOth  June,  1868,  so 
that  they  agreed  to  pay  on  the  profits  of  the 
companies,  six  months  of  which  were  not 
yet  before  them.     If  they  had  taken  the 
profits  for  the  year  1 867,  they  would  have 
had  the  advantage  of  having  all  the  ac- 
counts placed  before  them;    but  in  the 
present  year  they  might  be  sure  that  the 
companies,  having  this  prospect  of  a  trans- 
fer before  them,  would  increase  their  pro- 
fits by  keeping  down  their  expenditure  to 
the  lowest  point.     He  held  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  have  taken  the 
profits  of  one  year  at  all.     They  ought  to 
have  taken  the  average  of  the  last  three 
years.     The  bargain  was  not  only  bad  in 
itself,  but  it  was  a  source  of  danger  as  a 
precedent.     These  terms  would  be  quoted 
against  the  country  on  future  occasions ; 
and  if  the  Government  were  called  upon, 
for  instance,  to  deal  with  the  Irish  railways, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  these  clauses  would 
be  quoted  as  a  precedent  in  the  matter. 
Why  did  he  say  that  twenty  years'  pur- 
chase was  too  high  ?     For  this  reason ; 
putting  aside  the  admission  of  the  proprie- 
tors themselves— that  telegraph  property 
was  liable  to  constant  depreciation — ^he 
said  that  there  was  not  a  business  of  any 
kind  in  the  country,  yielding  a  profit  of 
15  per  cent,  that  was  worth  twenty  years' 
purchase.  A  business  that  yielded  only  5  or  6 
per  cent  might  command  twenty-five  years' 
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purchase;  but  to  give  twen^  yean'  pur* 
chase  for  a  business  that  yielded  15  per 
cent  was  most  improvident     Was  it  to 
be  supposed  that  a  business  yielding  15 
per  cent  would  not  be  liable  to  competition 
from  those  who  would  be  content  with  10 
per  cent?     Why,   there  was  a  witnea 
brought  before  the  Committee  by  Uie  Go- 
vernment who  stated  that  he  had  a  pro- 
ject for  a  new  system  of  telegraph,  snd 
that  he  had  a  prospectus  for  the  formation 
of  a  company  to  work  it  in  his  pocket; 
and  that  he  was  only  deterred  by  the  pre* 
sent  depression  in  the  money  market.  He 
(Mr,  Goschen)  was  bound  to  say  he  did 
not  think  the  gentleman  would  succeed, 
but  there  was  a  proof  that  the  monopolj 
of  the  companies  might  at  any  time  be 
interfered  with.     But  then  it  was  eaid 
there  would  be  no  competition,  beoauae 
they  had  the  command  of  the  railwsji. 
Now,  he  was  surprised  to  find  out  in  Com- 
mittee that  they  had  not  the  command  of 
the  railways  —  that  the  property  woold 
revert  to  them,  and  after  the  Govemmeot 
had  paid  twenty  years'  purchase  to  the 
telegraph  companies  they  would  probablj 
have  to  pay  half  as  much   again  to  tiM 
railways.    It  was  true  that  with  the  Great 
Western  the  companies  had  a  long  leaei^ 
amounting  almost  to  a  perpetuity ;  but  in 
the  ease  of  the  North  Western  the  leaie 
expired   in  seven  and  a  half  years,  and 
the    North    Western    system    comprised 
9,000  miles  of  wire,  or  about  one-eighth 
of  the  whole  system.    The  railways  felt 
their  power  so  much  in  the  matter  that 
they   pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that 
they  would  not  only  be  entitled  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  rate  which  they  now  reoeiTed 
as  soon  as  the  leases  were  expired,  hot 
they  would  also  be  entitled  to  an  indem* 
nification,  for  the  loss  they  would  sostain 
in  not  being  allowed  to  put  the  screw  on 
the  telegraph  companies.   It  was  trae  that 
the  leases  did  not  all  expire  at  one  time; 
but  suppose  that  one  district  were  free-* 
namely,  the  district  between  London  and 
Liverpool— it  would  be  competent  for  the 
railway  directors  to  insist  on  much  higher 
terms  than  the  company  at  present  paid, 
or  to  start  a  new  company.    It  was,  there- 
fore, impossible  to  say  that  these  tenns 
could  be  justified  because  the  oompaniee 
were  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  practical  mo- 
nopoly.   He  felt  very  strongly  on  thw 
matter  because  he  was  convinced  that  it 
was  impossible  to  find  an  instance  of  a^ 
private  enterprize  which,  while  itrBturnea 
a  profit  of  15  per  cent  to  its  sharehoweis, 
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%  monopolj  for  any  g;reat  length 
of  time.    He  did  not,  perhaps,  think  that 
ftt  that  period  of  the  Session  they  could 
disturb  the  bargain  which  had  been  made, 
Imt  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  from 
whatever  point  of  riew  they  approached 
the  question,  and  whatever  the  profit  or 
advantage  that  would  ultimately  accrue  to 
the  country,  the  precedent  they  had  now 
set  was  one  attended  with  great  danger. 
The  disadvantage  in  which  the  Govern- 
vent  had   been  placed  resulted   entirely 
from  their  having  commenced  negotiating 
«fe  the  end  of  a  Session  instead  of  at  the 
beginning.     The  Committee  was  deeply 
impressed  with  the  fact  that  if  it  dis- 
'Wnted  from  any  of  the  arrangements  come 
te  between  the  Government  and  the  com- 
-yanies  the  whole  scheme  would  come  to 
-on  end.     So  great  was  the  Committee's 
^§bK  in  this  respect  that  be  had  been  un- 
ible  to  gain  the  simple  point  of  substitut- 
the  81st  of  December  instead  of  a  day 
July  as  the  end  of  the  term  for  calcu- 
the  profits.    But  if  it  were  true 
the  Committee  sat  there  only  to  re- 
the  contracts  of  the  Government,  if 
were  true  that  the  Committee  considered 
the  complex  details  of  the  scheme  only 
4^0  reject  them,  or  accept  them  as  a  whole, 
i^iirithoat  power  to  modify  them,  it  had  sat 
^  very  little  purpose.     The  Chancellor  of 
-the  Exchequer  had  omitted  to  call  atten- 
tumto  one  important  point,  which  greatly 
Vft-aasured  him  respecting  the  Bill.     The 
Jloney  Bill  would  not  be  introduced  until 
aext  Session,  and  until  that    had  been 
nnctioned    the  contract  would   not    be 
binding  on  either  the  Government  or  the 
wmpanies.     But  it  was  held  to  be  neces- 
9UJ  to  pass  the  Bill  under  discussion  in 
€cder  that  the  questions  of  compensation 
■Slight  be  settled  by  the  arbitrators,  and 
fta  House  might  next  year  know  exactly 
.wbat   the  country   would  have  to  pay. 
Vearing  that  the  faith  of  Parliament  would 
te  reipEirded  as  pledged  if  this  Bill  was 
VMMd,  he  had  asked  Mr.  Scudamore  in 
Committee,  before  the  representatives  of 
aU  the  parties  concerned,   whether  the 
Wising  of  this  Bill  would  be  regarded  as 
tmitamouDt  to  a  promise  to  pass  the  Money 
Xill  next  Session— as,  in  fact,  a  pledge  to 
Moept  the  whole  scheme.    Mr.  Scudamore 
rercd— 


*  I  do  not  say  70a  should  reit  aatisaed  with 
f  sUtoment,  but  that  it  all  I  can  aay.    Daring 
vaoation  the  whole  amount  to  be  paid  will  be 
iiied,  and  then  it  will   oome  before  the 
Parliament  to  confirm  it,  and  Parliament 
VfU  than  hafe  an  opportunity,  eren  if  this  Bill  be 


passed,  of  saying  that  we  shall  not  bay,  and  the 
Bill  will  then  be  inoperatiTe." 

He  trusted  the  Government  would  make 
it  known  in  the  most  explicit  manner  that 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  did  not  bind  the 
Government  or  the  shareholders  of  the 
several  companies.  This  declaration  was 
required  in  justice  to  the  shareholders, 
who  should  know  that  if  they  thought 
proper  they  had  power  to  demand  higher 
terms  than  those  offered.  The  agreement 
could  not  be  concluded  except  with  the 
consent  of  two-thirds  of  the  shareholders 
of  each  company  and  the  passing  of  the 
Money  Bill  next  Session.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kingston-on-HuU  (Mr.  Norwood) 
brought  this  out  very  clearly  when  he 
referred  to  the  last  clause  of  this  Bill, 
which  says — 

**  In  ease  no  Aot  shall  be  passed  during  this  or 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  putting  at  the 
Disposal  of  the  Postmaster  General  suoh  Monies 
as  shall  be  requisite  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
Objects  and  Purposes  of  this  Aot,  the  Provisions 
contained  in  this  Act  or  in  the  Agreements  hereby 
confirmed  relating  to  the  Arrangements  with  Rail- 
way and  Telegraph  Companies,  and  all  Proceedings 
thereunder,  shall  become  Toid." 

It  was  clear,  then,  that  the  matter  would 
still  be  left  open,  although  this  Bill  passed. 
Had  he  not  occupied  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  he  would  have  defended  his 
proposition  to  give  the  Post  Office  a  legal 
monopoly  in  the  right  to  transmit  mes- 
sages ;  it  had  been  found  necessary  in  the 
case  of  letter- carrying,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  necessary  some  time  in 
the  future,  if  the  present  Bill  became  law, 
to  give  the  Department  a  monopoly  in 
this  case  also. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  observed  that  he  had 
moved  in  Committee  a  Eesolution  to  the 
effect  that  the  imperfect  information  on 
the  subject  of  cost,  as  well  as  the  uncertain 
amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived,  would 
not  justify  the  prosecution  of  the  Bill  until 
that  information  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  He  fully  concurred  in  what 
had  been  stated  as  to  the  position  in  which 
the  Committee  were  placed.  On  the  1 8th 
June,  when  the  Bill  was  discussed,  the 
whole  of  the  telegraph  and  railway  com- 
panies were  petitioners  against  the  Bill; 
but  between  that  moment  and  the  time 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  Committee 
the  whole  of  these  interests  had  been 
bought  up  by  the  Government.  The 
Committee  were  placed  in  a  most  invidious 
position.  They  had  to  take  the  place  of 
counsel  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  out 
the  information  which  was  now  before  the 
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HoasjB.     As  he  had  Biated  on  a  fonder, 
occasion,  he  entertained  a  decided  objec- 
tion to  the  Goyernment  undertaking  th^^ 
management  of  the  lines,  and  would  not 
now  enter  into  that  mattet.     He  would 
confine  his  remarka  to  the  financial  part  of 
the  question.   He  contended  that  anjttbing 
more  imprudent   than  the  arrangement 
come  to  by  the  Government  could  not  be 
conceived,  and  the  way  in  which  they  had 
gone  about  making  the  financial  arrange- 
ment  was  one  which  he  hoped  wonld  never 
be  followed  by  any  other  Government 
Mr.  Scudamore,   who  was  what  he  had 
been  already  described  to  be — a  most  able 
man — had  not  known  up  to  the  time  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  what  were 
the  existing    arrangements  between  the 
telegraph  companies  and  the  railway  com- 
panies ;    and,    Bub9.equeiit)y,  while    still 
without  the  requisite  knowledge  on  that 
point,  he  went  and.  agreed  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  buy  the  interest  of  the 
telegraph  companies  at  tw;enty  years'  pur- 
chase—  not  according  to,  their  rates  of 
dividend,  which  were  not  allowed  to.  ex^ 
ceed  10  per  cent,  but  on  twenty  years' 
purchase  on  their  gross  receipts,  less  the 
working  expenses.     In  addition,  it  was  to 
be  remembered  that  the  railway  companies 
had  reversionary  interests  which  would 
come  into  operation  after  the  comparatively 
short  time  for  which  their  arrangements 
with  the  telegraph  companies  were  to  con- 
tinue.     In  July,    1866,  Mr.  Scudamore 
estimated  the  necessary  outlay  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  at  £2,400,000.      In 
Pebruary  last  another  officer  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  requested  to  report  on  the 
subject,  and  he  raised    the  estimate  to 
£3,000,000 ;  but  it  was  not  until  the  Bill 
came   before    the    Committee    that    Mr. 
Scudamore  said  £6,000,000  would  be  re- 
quired.    He  admitted  that  the  original 
estimate  of  £2,400,000  did  not  embrace 
all  that  was  included  in  the  estimate  of 
£6,000,000;   but  there  was  not  sufficient 
difference  between  what  the  two  estimates 
did  embrace  respectively  to  account  for  the 
difference  of  £3,600,000  in  amount.     He 
undertook  to  say  that  Mr.  Scudamore  was 
as  wide  of  the  mark  in  his  estimate  of 
£6,000,000  as  he  had  been  in  his  estimate 
of  £2,400,000.     At  the  expiration  of  their 
agreements  with  the  telegroph  companies 
several  of  the  railway  companies  would 
have  it  in  their  power  to  compete  with 
the  Post  Office  for  the  transmission  of  tele- 
graph messages.  No  doubt,  this  fact  would 
be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  arbi- 
Jiir,  Zeeman 


t^atoca  when,  the  value  o^  their  re^^tsba 
\|ras  beipg  considered,  ai)fi  at  what  pfioo 
would  the  arb'iiUratcrs,  value  this  reversipn- 
ary    powei;  of   competition?     Had  Mr. 
Squdamore  made  any  estimate  on  the  sub- 
ject ?     Owing  to  the  position  in  which 
Af>.  Scudamore  had,  placed  the  Govern- 
ment^ the  railway  companies  .had  demanded 
terms  in  respect  of  their  reversion  which 
he,  as  a  railway  man,  now  said  it  was  the 
duty  of  any  Government  to  have  resisted; 
and  yet  he  thought  that  Mr.  Scudamore's 
highest  estimate  could  not  be  depended  on. 
When  asked  during  the  inquiry  bj  the 
Committee  what  amount  would  be  suffi* 
cicnt,  Mr.  Scudan^ore  repliedp  "  I  beliefe 
£6,000,000."     When  asked  whether  he 
would  undertake  to  say  that  £7,000,000 
might  not  be  required,  he  repeated  he  be- 
lieved' £6,090,000  would  he  sufficient ; 
and  when  asked  whether  he  would  under* 
take  to  say  that  £7,000,000  might  not  be 
required  he  again  gave  the  same  answer. 
Therefore,  if  they  assumed  that  £6,000,000 
would  buy  up  the  telegraphs  they  wen 
proceeding  on  very  fallaoioua  data.    Then 
as  to  the  revenue  to  be  derived  from  the 
working  of  the  telegraphs  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   Nearly  60  per  cent  of  the  present 
receipts  of  the  telegraph  companies  were 
obtained    from    the   U.    messages ;    hat 
Mr.  Scudamore  expected   that  from  the 
reduction  of  the  higher-priced  meesagei 
an.  increased  income  would  be  produced; 
and  he  quoted  the  cases  of  Belgium,  Swit- 
zerland,  and    France  in  support  of  hif 
views.  Now,  between  the  ca^e  of  Belgian 
and  that  of  England  there  was  no  anal^f 
because,  while  the  charge  for  a  tel^nun 
in  Belgium  was  down  to  half  a  fran^  <tt 
5ef.,  the  rate  of  postage  there,  on  the  other 
hand,'  was  2d, ;  and  under  such  ciroom- 
stances  a  person  might  often  prefer  to  pay 
5d*  for  a  telegram  instead  of  2d.  for  a  let- 
ter ;  whereas  if  the  telegram  oost  1«.»  Bod 
the  postage  rate*  as  in  ^is  country,  w«8 
only  Id,,  he  might  prefer  to  send  a  letter. 
Moreover,  the  utmost  distance  they  oooU 
send  a  telegram    in    Belgium  was  ISO 
miles  ;  but  in  Great  Britain  it  might  be 
sent  700  or  800  miles,  ftom  one  extremity 
of  the  island  to  another.    Much  the  ssoe 
thing  held  good  in  Switzerland  as  in  ^« 
gium,   in    reference  to  the  eompantiTt 
rates  of  telegraphing  and  postage:  sadt 
moreover,  in  a  very  mpuntaxnous  conptry 
like  the  former  it  was  easy  to  conoeifi 
that  the  telegraph  might  often  be  prefer- 
red to  the  post,  with  its  uncertain,tie8  and 
difficulties.  Then^  as. to  Prance^  the ifM^ 
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of  ill  telAgraphio  system  had  noi  cost  that 
coontrj,  with  its  8  7, 000,00a  of  popular 
tion«  more  than  £952,000.  Why,  then, 
was  this  country,  with  its  smaller  popala- 
lioo,  to  give  £6,000,000  to  the  holders  of 
tiie  present  telegraphs,  when  it  was  per- 
ftatly  elear  that  hy  means  of  the  facilities 
ipa  enjoyed  through  the  railways  we  could 
•urriy  do  what  they  did  in  France  ?  More- 
over, as  the  Post  Office  was  not  to  have  a 
logal  monopoly,  where  would  be  the  diffi- 
milty  of  the  railways  or  other  persons 
■luting  a  telegraph  at  6d,,  and  running 
the  Post  Office  off  the  road  ?  With  regard 
i§r  Mr.  Scudamore's  notion  of  extending 
flto  tel^raph  wires  largely  into  the  remote 
oomtry  distiicts,  what  practical  man,  he 
eaked,  believed  that  into  every  village  into 
irbioh  a  money-order  went  there  would 
Booeaaarily  spring  up  a  strong  desire  to 
■end  If.  telegrams  r     The  existing  tele- 

Cph  companies  had  been  endeavouring 
a  long  time  to  carry  their  wires  into 
Ihe  remote  districts;  but  with  what  result 
Mig^t  be  judged  of  fVom  the  fact  that  75 
per  cent  of  their  entire  receipts  were  oh* 
temed  from  fifteen  towns,  and  one-half  of 
fheni-  from  London.  The  experience  of 
Xnmoe  was  much  the  same,  one- third  of 
the  entire  revenue  from  telegrams  being 
ineeived  in  Paris.  Theroforo,  the  notion 
voder  which  the  House  and  the  country 
Wum  asked  to  embark  in  an  enormous 
etpenditure  —  namely,  that  they  could 
eaBoite  a  hunger  and  thirst  among  the  | 
Sigricaltoral  population  for  telegrams  at 
1^;  eeoh,  when  they  could  send  letters  for 
Idif  seemed  to  him,  he  confessed,  most 
•beard.  At  the  same  time  he  was  glad  to 
her  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
tket  all  the  House  was  now  asked  to  do 
to  assent  to  the  principle  that  the 
Office  might  with  advantage  work 
ih»  telegraph  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
eaneiderations  which  he  had  suggested  in 
Ihs  coarse  of  his  remarks  would  receive 
fke  careful  attention  of  the  Government 
Mid  of  the  subordinate  officers  concerned 
ia  the  framing  of  their  scheme. 

Ms.  KARSLAKE   said,  he  had  been  j 
■toODgly  opposed  to  the  original  Bill,  re- 1 
MtdiDg  it  as  a  measure  of  confiscation ; ! 
nit  the  House  having  affirmed  the  prin-  ! 
eiple  that  this  change  should   be   made, ! 
dieee  seemed  to  him  a  great  advantage  in 
pRNieeding  with  the  measure.  If  it  passed 
this  Session  the  companies  would  be  bound 
to  the  agreements  into  which    they  had 
entered^  although  their  profits  were  steadi- 
Ij-'ilicrceaing,  while  it  wouhl  be  open  to 


Parliament  to  re-consider  the  matter  ;  but, 
in  the  event  of  its  not  passing,  these 
agreements  would  become  null  and  void. 
He  thought  that  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  afforded,  when 
taken  as  a  whole,  the  most  cogent  reasons 
why  they  should  pass  this  Bill.  The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  he 
considered  that  it  had  been  proved  to  tho 
satisfaction  of  the  House  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  Government  should  work 
tho  telegraphs  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Post  Office,  and  that 
there  was  no  force  in  the  objection  which 
had  been  urged  against  the  Bill  on  the 
score  of  **  tapping  "  or  "  milking  *'  of  the 
wires,  as  it  was  called.  The  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  tapping  the  wires  would  be 
be  almost  insuperable,  and  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  making  it  a  misde- 
meanour. The  measure  might,  therefore, 
do  some  good,  and  could  not  possibly  do 
any  harm.  As  to  a  combination  between 
the  railway  companies  to  carry  on  tele- 
graphs in  opposition  to  the  Post  Office,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Leeman) 
should  remember  that  if,  without  tho 
sanction  of  Parliament,  railway  companies 
ventured  to  misappropriate  their  funds 
and  turn  telegraphers,  they  would  speedily 
be  stopped  by  injunction.  [Mr.  Atbtox 
said,  railway  companies  were  entitled  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  carry  on  telegraphs.] 
He  should  be  glad  to  learn  what  Act  had 
given  them  any  such  authority.  More- 
over, the  existing  agreements  between 
the  railways  and  the  telegraph  companies 
would  expire  at  irregular  intervals,  one 
of  them  having  as  long  as  fifty  years  to 
run ;  and  until  oil  those  agreements  had 
expired  no  such  combination  would  be 
possible.  As  to  the  terras  of  purchase,  ho 
did  not  regard  them  as  too  liberal.  That 
they  were  advantageous  to  the  companies 
was  only  fair,  it  being  usual  to  pay  libe« 
rally  when  property  of  any  kind  was  taken 
for  the  public  service,  and  it  being  clear 
that  the  profits  of  these  undertakings  were 
rapidly  incretasing.  Even  educated  men 
had  to  learn  the  use  of  telegraphing ;  but 
when  once  acquired  that  use  immensely 
increased,  and  he  had  known  persons 
who,  having  originally  a  great  dislike  to 
telegrams,  ultimately  employed  them  al- 
most as  extensively  as  post-letters.  Ho 
did  not,  however,  believe  that  people  gene- 
rally would  uso  the  telegraph  as  commonly 
as  the  post,  and  he  was  not  for  calculating 
future  profits  on  such  an  liypothoeis;     He 
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presamed  it  would  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Post  Office,  as  of  the  companies,  to 
avoid  incurring  considerable  loss  by  ex- 
tending telegraphic  communication  to  out- 
of-the-way  villages  ;     but,  whereas   the 
companies  naturally  looked  for  a  dividend, 
the  State  would  wish  to  accomodate  remote 
districts  provided  it  entailed  no  serious 
loss.     As  to  the  rise  in  value  of  the  Elec- 
tric and  International  Company's  shares, 
this  was  no  proof  that  the  terms  offered 
them  by  the  Government  were  too  liberal. 
Those  shares  were  held  as  investments  by 
investors  rather  than  by  speculators,  and, 
as  the  rise  commenced  long  before  the 
agreement  was  Entered  into,  he  attributed 
it  to  the  attention  which  the  discussions 
in  Parliament  and  in  the  Press  had  drawn 
to   the  highly  remanerative  and    sound 
financial  position  of  the  undertaking.  Dif- 
ficult as  it  was  to  find  secure  investments, 
people  had  naturally  thought  they  could 
not  do  better  than  buy  shares  in  that 
Company.     He   was  happy  to  find  that 
they  had  arrived  so  near  to  a  conclusion  of 
this  matter,  and  that  they  would  go  into 
Committee  on  the  understandinf^  that  the 
Bill  would  pass  this  Session.     Though  he 
could  not  conceive  any  better  terms  than 
those    which   had   been   referred  to,   he 
should  not  forget  the  important  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Leeman) 
that  next  Session  theyVould  have  a  right 
to  consider  whether  more   advantageous 
terms  might  not  be  obtained  for  the  public. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  anticipated 
that  the  Bill  would  pass  into  law.  and,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  there  were  several 
motives  which  induced  him  to  wish  that  it 
should  not  be  delayed.     The  first  motive 
was  one  to  which  he  had  alluded  on   a 
former  occasion  —  namely,    the  manifest 
weakness  and  defects  of  the  present  tele- 
graph  system ;    for,  whatever  might  be 
said  of  those  who  had  led  the  way  in  this 
useful  enterprize,  the  telegraph  was  an 
instrument  which,  as  regarded  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country,  was 
very  feeble,  and  was,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  susceptible  of  great  improve- 
ment.   He  likewise  felt  that  the  very  great 
authority  attached  not  only  individually  to 
the  judgment  of  so  able  a  public  servant 
as  Mr.  Scudamore,  whose  mind  had  been 
employed  upon  this  subject,  but   to  the 
Department  of  the  Post  Office  at  large, 
fie  attached  very  considerable  authority  to 
the  opinion  of  that  Department  when  he 
considered  upon  how  many  great  and  seem* 
ingly  doubtful  enterprizes  it  had  entered 
Mr,  Karaldke 


during  the  last  thirty  or  thirty-five  years, 
and  how  much  the  results  of  those  enter- 
prizes  had  tended  to  sustain  the  judgment 
of  those  by  whom  the  public  mind  had 
been  led.     His  third  reason  for  wishing 
the  Bill  to  pass  was  that  it  appeared  to 
him  that  until  the  Bill  had  gone  forward 
and  the  investigations  contemplated  nnder 
it  had  been  made  it  would  be  impossible 
to  know  the  ground  on  which  they  stood, 
or  to  have  a  certainty  as  to  the  sums  with 
which  they  were  dealing,  or  the  relation 
between  those  sums  and  the  property  they 
were  to  acquire.     Upon  those  grounds  he 
wished  the  Bill  to  go  forward,  although  he 
regretted  that  the  unfortunate  delay  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  until  a  late  period   of  the  Session 
should  have  placed  both  the  Government 
and  the  House  in  a  position  of  disadvan- 
tage. He  did  not  propose  to  make  that  delaj 
a  subject  of  censure  on  the  Government  or 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer,  because  everyone  who 
was  conversant  with  the  conduct  of  Puhlio 
Business  must  know  how  very  difficult  it 
was  so  to  adjust  the  great  mass  of  questions 
that  demanded  the  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature as  to  bring  them  forward  at  the 
time  that  was  best  for  the  public  advan- 
tage.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqner 
himself  must  be  sensible  of  the  disadran- 
tage  of  the  delay,  not  only  on  account  of 
the  natural  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tieman  to  have  his  name  attached  to  the 
measure,  but  also   with  reference  to  the 
public  interests.     He  was  quite  disposed 
to  concur  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for   the   City    of   London  (Mr. 
Goschen),  and  to  put  aside — so  far  as  that 
discussion  was  concerned ~  what  might  be 
termed  the  administrative  difficulties  of  the 
question.     With  respect  to  the  monopoly 
of  the  telegraph  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  did  not  propose  to  raise  any 
question  under  present  circumstances.  He 
would  merely  say  that,  as  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  examine  it.  his  mind  was  by  no 
means  entirely  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
found  practicable  for  them  to  take  perma- 
nently into  the  hands  of  the  State  the 
telegraphic  oommunication  without  assam* 
ing  a  monopoly  of  the  same  character  that 
they  possessed  with  regard  to  the  convey- 
ance of  letters.     But  it  was  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  settle  that  question  now.  The 
utmost  inconvenience  that    might  arise 
would  probably  be  in  case  there  should  be 
poachings  on  the  best  part  of  the  manor  of 
the  GK)Yernmenty  and  pnrchases  upon  dis* 
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advtntageonB  terms  might  have  to  be 
made.  Bat  that  would  be  an  incoDvenience 
within  yerj  narrow  limits ;  and  it  was 
perfectly  plain  that  the  Government  would 

*  be  able,  at  an  j  time  the  House  might  see 
fliy  to  assume  the  exolusive  privileges 
which  at  present  it  had  not  been  thought 
necessary  by  the  Government  or  the 
Committee  to  advise.  He  never  attached 
fhe  slightest  importance  to  the  rumour 
that  went  abroad,  or  to  the  apprehension 
that  was  entertained,  that  Her  Majesty'-e 
OoYemment  had  devised  under  the  form  of 
this  Bill  an  ingenious  scheme  for  assuming 
into  their  hands  previous  to  and  in  pre- 
L  paration  for  the  General  Election  a  vast 
:    quantity  of  additional  patronage.    He  was 

|.  neTor  so  sanguine  as  to  think  that  they 
iroald  be  able  to  entertain  so  diabolical  a 
plot,  or  that  it  would  be  possible  for  them 
with  all  the  ingenuity  that  this  world  or 
ibe  nether  world  could  supply  to  carry  it 
mit.  With  regard  to  the  terms  of  purchase 
lie  did  not  at  all  lose  his  confidence  in  the 

l-light  hon. Gentleman  opposite,  or  those  by 

^wiiom  he  was  advised,  nor  was  he  by  any 
Mans   prepared    to    assert    dogmatically 

'^Opinions  contrary  to  theirs.  But  he  must 
nay  that  no  man  could  have  listened  to 
toe  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 

^Wlio  had  spoken  last  (Mr.  Karslake),  or 
ilill  more  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
If  ember  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Ooschen),  who  went  through  every  detail 
of  the  case— without  having  serious  mis- 
giring— not  leading  them  to  censure  the 
Government,  taking  into  consideration  the 

7  tune  they  had  to  act — whether  they,  as 
mpresentatives  of  the  people,  were  justi- 
Hod  in  giving,  if  called  upon  to  give,  a 
flnal  judgment  upon  the  high  price  they 
ipere  asked  to  pay  to  carry  out  this  pro- 
Joot  He  believed  £4,000,000  was  the 
OQin  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
nd^erted  to  on  a  former  occasion  as  likely 
to  be  required. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QVER :  What  I  said  was  this— that  I  did 
not  think  it  for  the  public  advantage  that  I 
■honld  name  the  precise  sum,  but  I  thought 
it  wonld  not  be  beyond  £4,000,000.  I 
{hoaght  that  the  outside  sum. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  supposed 
fte  right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned 
iH»000,000  then  in  the  same  sense  as  he 
soDtioned  £6,000,000  now.  He  thought 
im  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Cit9  made  clear  the  principle  on  which 
snoQ  a  purchase  should  be  made.  Again, 
1m  wished  to  point  out  that  their  duty  in 


that  House  was  to  consider  what  was  best 
for  the  pnblic,  without  implying  any  cen- 
sure on  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done.  But  it  was  impossible  not  to 
observe  the  great  difference  of  the  method 
which  was  proposed  to  be  observed  in  that 
Bill  from  the  method  usually  adopted  in 
the  compulsory  acquisition  of  property  for 
the  public  good.  The  manner  in  which 
Parliament  proceeded  when  it  wished  to 
purchase  land  for  the  public  good  was  that 
the  terms  of  the  purchase  should  be  settled 
either  by  law  or  by  arbitration.  Now,  nei- 
ther of  these  methods  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill ;  but  the  property  of  the  tele- 
graph companies  was  to  be  taken  on  the 
terms  proposed  in  the  Bill,  provided  the 
companies  accepted  the  terms.  Then  he 
must  point  out,  because  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  had  last  spoken  had 
not  been  very  successful  in  dealing  with 
this  part  of  the  case,  that  it  was  perfectly 
natural  that  there  should  be  a  rise  in 
price  in  the  prospect  of  purchase  by  the 
Government.  But  let  the  difference  in 
the  cases  be  observed.  On  the  2nd  of 
January,  1868,  he  presumed  the  telegraph 
companies  had  no  great  knowledge  of  any 
proceedings  of  this  nature. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  They  had  notice. 

Mh.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  at  all 
events,  at  that  time  the  companies  treated 
the  proposed  purchase  as  a  disadvantage. 
The  price  of  the  Electric  Telegraph  Com- 
pany's shares  was  then  £153;  on  the  2drd 
of  June,  just  after  the  reference  in  Com- 
mittee, the  shares  had  risen  to  £165.  The 
rise  might  be  taken  to  represent  the  nor- 
mal, fair,  and  legitimate  improvement  in 
the  value  of  the  property  connected  with 
the  approximate  realization  of  the  plans 
of  the  Government.  But  what  were  they 
to  say  when,  instead  of  a  rise  of  £12  be- 
tween the  2nd  of  January  and  the  2drd 
of  June,  they  found  a  rise  of  £41  be- 
tween the  23rd  of  June  and  the  21st 
of  July?  And  would  the  reasoning  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  account 
for  that  ?  He  had  set  up  an  ingenious 
theory,  that  there  was  something  so  de- 
lightfully scientific  in  the  possession  of 
telegraphic  property  that  it  attracted  to 
itself,  quite  irrespective  of  vulgar  cal- 
culation, what  was  known  as  a  pretium 
affeetumii  ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  the 
change  which  had  occurred  during  the  last 
few  weeks  must  be  attributed  to  considera- 
tions of  a  different  character.  The  Elec- 
tric Company's  shares  were  £168  on  the 
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2nd  of  Jaiinary>.  £165  on.  the  23rd  of 
June,  and  £206  on  the  lat  of  July  ;  and 
the  Magnetic  Company's  shares  were  £115 
on  the  2nd  of  January,  £125  on  the  23rd 
of  June,  and  £150  on  the  21st  of  July. 
In  the  former  case  the  increase  was  one- 
fourth,  and  in  the  latter  it  was  one-fifth 
hetween  June  and  July.  Comparing  the 
case  of  the  telegraphic  companies  with 
that  of  the  landed  proprietors,  he  could 
not  see  any  reason  for  a  deviation  from 
the  estahlished  practice  of  resorting  to 
arbitration.  In  the  case  of  railways  we 
oonld  not  do  without  the  land  required  for 
them ;  but  we  could  do  without  the  pro* 
perty  of  these  telegraph  companies,  and  it 
was  not  necessity,  but  it  was  equity  and 
policy,  which  led  us  to  think  it  necessary 
to  acquire  them.  It  was  only  a  sense  of 
equity  that  prevmited  the  State  competing 
with  the  companies,  as  it  was  open  to 
private  persons  to  do  at  any  time.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  see  any  ground  of  a  high 
order  for  foregoing  arbitration  in  the  case 
of  these  oompanies.  '  The  position  was 
undoubtedly  an  anomalous  one.  It  was 
the  misfortune  and  not  the  fault  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  give  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  an  assent  to  a  presumptive  baiigain 
made  by  the  Government,  and  which  had 
received  the  Parliamentary  sanction  of  a 
Committee  at  a  time  when  it  was  impossible 
for  the  House  to  complete  the  operation 
by  passing  another  Bill — first,  because  they 
did  not  know  tiie  facts,  and,  second,  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
under  the  circumstances  enter  upon  such 
a  financial  operation.  That  would  he  a 
matter  of  comparative  insignificance  if  the 
question  were  to  be  considered  by  the  same 
body  next  year ;  but  unfortunately  a  dis- 
solution intervenes^  and  the  case  must  be 
referred  to  an  entirely  different  tribunal. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  new  Parliament  must  come  to  a 
free  and  unfettered  judgment  with  regard 
to  the  terms.  Now^  there  were  certain 
occasions  in  which,  while  Parliament  was 
not  legally  bound,  it  was  bound  by  the 
strictest  laws  of  honour;  and  this  Parlia* 
ment  had  no  right  to  put.  the  Members 
of  the  new  Parliament  in  the  position  of 
having  it  said  to  them,  "  You.  are  not 
free  ;  you  are  bound  by  the  assent  of  those 
who  have  gone  before  you."  The  new 
Parliament  would  not,  could  not,  and 
ought  not  to  admit  that  it  was  bound. 
It  must  ha?e  not  only  a  legal  but  a  moral 
freedom  of i choice.     No  doubt  it- would i 
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give  due  respect  to  the  authority  of  the 
Government,  of  the  Department^  and  of 
any  vote  of  the  House  ;  but  these  would 
come  before  it  as  the  elements  of  the  case 
for  its  final  decision,  and  not aslaws  de- 
termined beforehand.  It  was  of  the 
greatest  importanceit  should  be  thoroughly 
understood  that  this  Parliament  was  not 
attempting  to  fasten  on  the  new  Parlia- 
ment an  obligation  that  would  be  %Ur4 
viretr  and  it  was  desirable  Uiat  this  should 
bo  placed  on  reoovd  by  the  unequivocal 
declacations  of  Members  of  Pariiament 
Feeling  great  difficulty  about  the  terms 
proposed  to  be  given  to  the  oompanies  by 
the  Bill)  and  being  convinced  that  dis' 
cretion  and  good  sense  would  govern  the 
proceedings  of  the  shareholders,  and  thit 
they  would  not  attempt  to' drive  matters 
to  extremities,  he  could  not  be  satisfied 
without  placing  on  record  an  ezpressiQa 
of  opinion. that  we  should  have  acted  more 
cireumspectly.  and  safely  if  we  had  ad*" 
hered  to  the  ordinary  method  of  aihitn*' 
tion,  and  therefore  he  was  glad  the  hon. 
Mismber  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childer^  in- 
tended  raising  that  question  on  the  4th 
clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  there  was  every  disposition  to  support 
the  policy  of  the  measure,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, and  his  own  wish  was  that,  undfir 
the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao, 
the  measure  might  be  suceessfully  carried 
through. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that  although, 
the  Select  Committee  laboured,  under  dif- 
Bculties  which  were  not  diminished  whea 
the   opposition  to   the   BiU  disappeared, 
they  did  not  fail  to  &samine  evcty  p^Q^ 
involving  the   interest    of   the  coustry. 
Their  chief  difficulty  waft  that  they  hsd 
before  them  a  seheme   the  receipts  sod 
expenditure  of  whidi  could  not  be  exactly 
ascertained ;  but  having  a  maximum  esti* 
mate  which   showed   a   net  revenue  of 
£3d8,000,  and  a  minimum  estimate  wbich^ 
showed  a.net  revenue  of  £203,000,  they 
adopted  the  mean  of  £280,600  as  there' 
venue  that- might  be  reasonably  calcalsted 
upon.     Mr.  Scudamore  gave  to  the  Select 
Committee  the  strongest  assurance  that 
all  the  rights  and  property  of  the  tele- 
graph oompanies  could  be  purohaeed  fot 
£6,000,000,  and  a  financial  officer  of  the 
Treasury,  fully   confirmed   those  fi0Bne< 
As  to  the  bargains  with    the  telegr^ 
companies-  and  railway- companies  he  wan 
not  satisfied  with  thena.  These  oowpeme^. 
he  thought,  were  about  to  receive  a  veiy 
iaxge  smnriadeed^    But  thft  Med  Oeoh' 
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mittee  were  plaoed  in  tbia  position — they 
oould  not  modify  the  arrangemeots  made 
by  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
at  that  late  period  of  the  Session  were 
obliged  either  to  saDction  the  proposal  in 
iU  entirety  or  to  reject  it.  As  th»  Oo- 
Tecnment  intended  that  every  money  order 
office  in  the  kingdom  should  have  telegra- 
pbio  wires,  there  would  he  about  4,000 
tdegraphio  stations,  instead  of  a  little  over 
S»000,  and  no  one  who  perused  the  evi- 
4flnoe  oould  doubt  that  as  the  Government 
poneased  a  staff  to  work  the  telegraphs, 
fliey  oould  afford  much  more  and  cheaper 
^fieommodation   than  the  telegraph  com- 

Sies  oould.  As  to  a  legal  monopoly,  he 
not  think  one  was  demanded  by  the 
WJBumstances  of  the  case.  The  Post  Office 
ntborities  would  practically  have  a  mo- 
nopoly ;  but  he  saw  no  reason  why,  if  a 
jfiTate  company  should  be  able  to  trans- 
fldt  messages  at  a  cheaper  rate,  the  public 
tbonld  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
petition. As  to  the  profits  of  the  under- 
Iriringf  he  was  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
fhot  Mr.  Scudamore's  maximum  estimate 
Hpi  not  too  high  an  estimate  for  the 
ihtpre*  The  proposed  reform  would  be  of 
ia»itimable  benefit  to  the  country — and 
apst  to  the  penny  postage  would  be  the 
l^eatest  boon  and  blessing  conferred  on 
the  people  in  recent  times.  In  the  course 
of  0  few  years  a  rate  of  6(^.  might  not 
improbably  be  fixed  for  messages  to  every 
pert  of  the  kingdom,  and  the  advantageous 
remits  of  such  cheap  telegraphy  could 
lierdly  be  over-estimated. 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  it  ap- 
peered  to  him  that  neither  the  House  nor 
the  country  sufficiently  appreciated  the 
eoormons  importance  of  this  question. 
He  ihought  that  that  importance  could 
eeereely  be  overrated,  not  merely  as  re- 
gerded  the  question  itself,  but  likewise  in 
velerence  to  its  furnishing  a  precedent  for 
fntore  legislation.  This  proposal  was  a 
etep  in  a  direction  quite  new  to  the  Go- 
memment  of  the  country — an  undertaking 
Ibiinded  upon  an  opposite  principle  to 
thet  which  had  been  hitherto  acted  upon 

a  them— namely,  the  principle  of  leaving 
such  operations  to  private  enterprize. 
Although  he  admitted  there  might  pro- 
perly be  exceptions  to  that  rule,  still,  as 
nr  ee  he  knew,  this  was  the  first  time  the 
Government  had  offered  to  purchase  from 
pffirete  individuals  large  commercial  con- 
eerne  with  the  view  of  carrying  on  the 
hnriness  of  them  themselves.  He  there- 
thought  it   was    a  measure  whiob 


ought  not  to  be  passed  without  the  greatest 
deliberation.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
many  considerations  connected  with  this 
question  had  notes  yet  received  attention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  introduced  it  in  a  speech 
of  ten  minutes,  and  moved  the  second  read- 
ing in  a  speech  of  twenty  minutes.  Ho 
might  remark,  moreover,  that  early  on 
the  evening  when  the  second  reading  was 
agreed  to,  the  House  received  a  positive 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  measure  would  not  be  proceeded 
with.  The  breach  of  that  promise  ought 
not  to  be  passed  by  unobserved. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  did  not  quite  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  would,  perhaps, 
explain  his  meaning  more  fully. 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  that 
early  in  the  evening  in  question  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assured  the  House  that 
after  twelve  o'clock  the  Electric  Tele- 
graphs  Bill  would  not  be  proceeded  with. 
He  was  aware,  however,  that  the  pro- 
ceeding with  it  after  that  hour  was  justi- 
fied on  the  ground  that  some  understand- 
ing had  been  entered  into  between  some 
of  the  opponents  and  the  promoters  of  the 
measure.  He  maintained  that  that  justi- 
fication was  not  a  sufficient  one.  Great 
inconvenience  would  result  if  those  who 
were  opposed  to  a  particular  measure  felt 
they  could  not  safely  leave  the  House  even 
after  an  assurance  had  been  given  by  the 
Government  that  the  measure  would  not 
be  proceeded  with  that  evening.  Although 
he  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower)  had  a  high  opinion 
of  the  ability  of  the  Gentlemen  who  formed 
the  Select  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill 
was  referred,  he  could  not  say  so  much  in 
favour  of  their  impartiality,  for  with  one 
exception — that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) — he  be- 
lieved they  had  all  been  favourable  to  the 
measure.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee  was  occupied  with  the 
consideration  of  the  amount  of  money  that 
ought  to  be  paid  to  the  companies,  whilst 
the  many  bearings  of  the  question  were 
wholly  ignored  or  disregarded.  It  was 
desirable  to  ascertain  what  occurred  in 
other  countries;  and  he  understood  that 
in  the  United  States  the  telegraphic  com- 
munications, which  were  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  private  companies,  were  acknow- 
ledged to  be  remarkably  successful.  An- 
other question,  which  was  not  alluded  to, 
was  that  of  the  improvements  that  were 
now  going  on  in  the  telegraphic  system. 
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of  the  oonntry.  After  oonsidering  those 
improvements,  it  ill  became  the  public  or 
their  representatives  to  throw  dirt  upon 
those  companies.  It  was  argued  that  great 
improvements  would  be  effected  in  the 
system  if  the  whole  management  were 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office  au- 
thorities. But  why  had  not  those  autho- 
rities sought  to  co-operate  with  the  com- 
panies in  order  to  effect  those  improve- 
ments ?  After  many  discussions  upon  this 
Bcheme,  whilst  the  question  of  its  policy 
had  been  hardly  touched  upon,  the  House 
was  called  upon  to  inaugurate  a  new  state 
of  things  fraught  with  the  most  serious 
consequences.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
like  to  see  large  public  companies,  after 
declaring  their  opposition  to  a  measure  on 
great  public  grounds,  withdrawing  their 
opposition  merely  because  they  were  to 
receive  a  large  sum  of  money  for  their 
shares.  He  thought  there  was  great  force 
in  the  observation  that  the  Irwh  railway 
companies  or  other  undertakings  which 
the  Government  would  be  likely  to  pur- 
chase would  point  to  the  present  measure 
when  estimating  the  value  of  their  pro- 
perty. It  was  a  great  pity  that  this  Bill 
should  be  pressed  forward  at  so  inoppor- 
tune a  time,  when  the  difficulties  of  coming 
to  an  arrangement  with  the  companies 
were  necessarily  greatly  aggravated.  In 
his  opinion  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  Government  had  instituted  a  full  and 
searching  inquiry  in  the  first  instance, 
which  he  believed  would  have  removed  all 
the  objections  that  could  be  raised  against 
a  scheme  of  this  kind,  and  rendered  sub- 
sequent  legislation  on  the  subject  compara- 
tively easy. 

Mb.  E.  POTTEE,  having  had  much 
experience  in  the  telegraph  department  of 
business,  felt  satisfied  that  the  evidence 
given  by  Mr.  Scudamore  was  sound  and 
practical,  and  that  it  rather  under-stated 
than  over-stated  his  case.  He  believed 
that  a  6d,  telegraph  would  be  three  times 
more  valuable  than  a  1«.  one,  and  would 
prove  a  far  more  successful  measure. 
Looking  at  the  marvellous  increase  in  the 
revenue  of  the  Post  Office  within  the  last 
ten  years,  he  considered  that  if  the  tele- 
graph companies  had  reduced  their  terms 
in  proportion  that  the  proceeding  would 
be  attended  with  the  same,  or  even  better, 
results.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  pass  this  part  of  the  Bill  that  Ses- 
sion; and  he  felt  satisfied  that  the  next 
House  of  Commons  would  complete  the 
arrangement  by  giving  such  a  price  for 
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the  property  as  would  meet  with  the  ap- 
probation of  all  parties  concerned. 

Sib  JOHN  GEAY  said,  he  had  Ustened 
with  much  interest  to  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place,  and  was  gratified  to  ob- 
serve that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
substantially  accepted  by  hon.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  House  from  both 
sides.     He  felt  that  Ireland  was  largely 
interested  in  the  promotion  of  the  measure, 
and  an  hon.  Member  objected  to  the  BOl 
as  forming  a  precedent  for  the  purchase  of 
Iriah  railways  not  on  its  intrinsic  merits. 
He  (Sir  John  Gray)  thought  that  the  fact 
of  its  forming  a  precedent  was  no  solid 
objection  to  a  measure  which  would  eon* 
fessedly  prove  to  be  a  first  step  towtrdi 
increasing  the  commercial  activity  of  that 
country.    He  saw  in  the  details  given  in 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Scudamore  that  onlj 
5  per  cent  in  number  of  the  telegrapbie 
messages  that  passed  over  the  entire  tel^ 
graphic  system  of  the  United  Kingdom 
represented    the    telegraphic   interooone 
between  Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  Enrf 
man    who     understood    the     commercial 
transactions   of  Ireland   knew  that  the 
present  trade  of  that  country  was  princi- 
pally a  cross-Channel  trade;   and  whik 
the  inland  telegraph  intercourse  was  re* 
presented  by  95  per  cent,  the  whole  Irish 
cross-Channel  trade   was  represented  bj 
only  5  per  cent.     This  was  admitted  to 
be  owing  to  the  high  tariff— which  was 
from  da.  to  4tf.  per  message—  3a.  to  the 
coast  of  Ireland  from  London,  and  4f.  to 
the  interior.     In  fact,  there  was  a  pro- 
hibitory tariff ;  and  thus  the  growth  and 
development  of  trade  which  resulted  la 
other  countries  and  in  this  from  telegra- 
phic facilities  had  absolutely  no  existence 
in  Ireland.     He   therefore,  as  an  Irish 
representative,  watched  the   progress  of 
this  measure  with  special  interest,  as  one 
the  realization  of  which  must  be  of  great 
commercial  advantage  to  Ireland.  ^  The 
leading  points  submitted  to  the  consideFa- 
tion  of  the  House  by  the  Bill  now  before 
them  he  conceived  to  be  these— The  first 
point  suggested  was  the  propriety  of  plac- 
ing the  system  under  the  control  of  the 
Post  Office.    That  was  conceded  by  every 
Member  save  one  who  addressed  the  Hoase, 
and  by  none,  he  was  happy  to  say,  roott 
cordially  and  more  ably  aupportcd  than  by 
the  leading  Members  of  the  front  Oppo«- 
tion  Benches,  who,  while  objectiDg  to  tiie 
details  of  the  agreements  with  the  Be?ertf 
companies,  quite  endorsed  the  P"°f  P/J 
that  the  pubfio  interost  demanded  that  m 
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Goremmeni,  aa  representiDg  the  pablio, 
ought  to  obtain  the  management  of  the 
telegraphs  of  the  kingdom.  The  next 
qoeation  was  the  question  of  price.  He 
wonld  not  assume  to  be  as  good  a  jndge 
of  the  price  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
weoeded  him  (Mr.  £.  Potter).  He  felt, 
AOweTer,  that  all  men  who  dispassionately 
oonaidered  the  subject  must  admit  that 
when  a  GrOTemment,  acting  on  behalf  of 
tiie  pablioi  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  assumed  forcible  possession  of  the 

K^erty  of  a  private  individual  or  of  an 
rporated  company  for  the  public  in- 

}  iewit,  the  public  were  bound  to  give  not 
only  a  good  but  a  full,  and  even  more 
fhan  full  price.  The  hon.  Member  who 
addressed  the  House  last  but  one  observed 
lliat  the  price  given  to  the  companies  was 
too  large,  and  added  that  it  would  be  used 
#■  a  precedent  for  giving  an  extra  price 
liereidter  for  the  Irish  railways  if  the 
.Oovemment  should  determine  to  buy  those 
:fHilwayB.  Now,  he  (Sir  John  Gray)  hoped 
VbmX  it  would  have  that  effect.  He  hoped 
Ikat  if  the  principle  of  purchase  laid  down 
tjba  this  Bill  were  taken  as  a  precedent,  that 
jOn  that  precedent  the  Government  would 
ihoTe  to  give  a  large  price  for  the  Irish 
nilways,  for  if  the  price  to  be  paid 
pBonnted  to  a  large  figure  computed  on  a 
Iwais  identical  with  the  basis  of  this  Bill 
^that  of  actual  profits  realized  by  work- 
ing— and  if  the  price  were  to  be  propor- 
tioned to  the  profits,  then  a  large  price 
mma  for  the  Irish  railways  would  indicate 
VBoreased  activity,  commercial  progress, 
imd  the  growth  of  wealth  in  Ireland.  He 
(Sir  John  Gray)  regretted  to  have  to  say 
vat  he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Member 
^  ftr  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  did 
iMrtiee  to  tiie  financial  statements  laid  be- 
\  apto  the  Select  Committee  by  Mr.  Scuda- 

C ,  iaore.  That  gentleman,  in  his  very  valu- 
'  iddo  evidence,  gave,  as  stated,  his  estimates 
ff  the  minimum  and*  of  the  maximum 
lOtnniB.  The  minimum  assamed  that 
ftflfe  would  be  no  increase  of  messages  as 
to  nnmber,  and  even  on  that  he  showed  a 
profit  of  more  than  £200,000  a  year  over 
fhtt  maintenance  charges  and  the  working 
taking  the  working  cost  to  be  the 
as  it  was  at  present,  modified  only 
Itj  the  diminution  resulting  from  amalga- 
iuition.  With  this  estimate  the  right  hon. 
Vomber  for  London  did  not  deal.  Instead 
of  dealing  with  the  minimum  estimate  as 
to  returns,  he  entered  into  a  computation 
vith  a  view  to  show  that  the  number  of 
fl  in  1867,  which  Mr.  Scudamore 
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deduced  ttom  the  total  number  of  1866. 
with  the  average  increase  added,  was  not 
so  large  as  Mr.  Scudamore  estimated  the 
number  to  be.  He  knew  he  (Sir  John 
Gray)  was  treading  on  dangerous  ground 
when  he  ventured  to  dispute  the  calcula- 
tions of  so  great  a  master  of  figures  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London; 
yet  he  must,  with  all  deference,  dispute  the 
soundness  of  the  basis  of  his  calculations  and 
with  them  the  result  arrived  at.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  tested  Mr. 
Scudamore's  figures  by  taking  the  total 
earnings  and  dividing  the  total  sum  by 
2«.,  which  he  took  as  the  mean  cost  of  the 
messages.  He  (Sir  John  Gray)  ventured 
to  think  that  this  was  a  most  fallacious 
mode  of  arriving  at  the  gross  number  of 
messages.  The  evidence  showed  that  of 
every  100  messages  sent  fifty-five  were 
charged  at  !«.,  thirty  were  charged  at 
1«.  6<^.— thus  showing  that  85  per  cent  of 
the  whole  number  were  under  1«.  6i.,  and 
only  15  per  cent  at  2«.  or  more;  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  refute 
figures  that  had  no  essential  bearing  on 
the  question,  took  2«.  as  the  main  cost  of 
each  mileage,  though  only  fifteen  of  the 
100  reached  2i.  The  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  made  an  error  of  some  im- 
portance as  to  the  cost  of  working.  Mr. 
Scudamore  took  the  cost  of  working  at  its 
present  cost  as  a  basis.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argued  that  Mr.  Scudamore's 
deductions  as  to  the  cost  of  working  must 
be  in  error,  because  he  found  that  the  cost 
of  working  in  Belgium  was  £5  10«.  per 
mile  of  line,  in  France,  £5  per  mile ;  and 
that  would  be  for  the  Irish  and  British 
lines  about  £53,000  more  than  Mr.  Scuda- 
more said  would  be  the  cost  of  the  work- 
ing if  the  system  were  combined  with  the 
Post  Office.  The  fallacy  lay  in  this— The 
French  lines  are  worked  as  a  distinct 
Department  and  are  not  connected  with 
the  Post  Office.  The  proposed  system 
would  connect  the  Post  Office  and  the 
telegraph  under  one  roof,  in  one  office, 
and  divide  the  cost  of  office  and  service 
equitably  between  them,  causing  a  saving 
to  both.  As  to  the  idea  of  giving  the 
Post  Office  a  monopoly,  he  (Sir  John  Gray) 
was  opposed  to  that  idea,  for  it  would  stop 
progress,  stop  improvement,  and  induce 
the  monopolists  to  be  content  with  matters 
as  they  found  them.  The  joint-stock 
companies  could  not  be  induced  to  adopt 
the  most  improved  instruments  of  Profes- 
sor Wheatstone,  because  they  had  a  prac- 
tical monopoly.    That  distinguished  elec- 
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WOttld  dead  fHfm  Berenty  to  100  words  a 
tDintitey  Witfaoot  pOBtfibility  of  error ;  y€it, 
tbotigh  Mv«i*al  years  iJiVented,  it  was  only 
reoently  tried.  The  right  lioii.  Gentleman 
refeited  to  a  ease  in  whidi  4,W0  was 
inserted  in  by  error  for  400,  and  the  error 
led  to  the  min  of  a  reepeotable  hottae. 
That  oonld  not  oeenr  with  the  Wheat- 
Mone  transtnttter ;  and  he  (Sir  Joh*n  Qtnly) 
heimg  aniious  that  1^  Q^Temment  shotild 
be  in  a  position  to  be  txyAtid  to  test  all 
tmptovements  atid  adopt  tli^m  if  real  im- 
^ovements,  objected  to  giving  them  a 
taonopoly. 

Ifo.  PHILTFS  objected  to  the  Post 
Oflloe  having  to  work  the  telegraphs  of 
the  country.  The  Postid  Department  was 
Well  eond  acted ;  bat  that  was  no  i^ason 
Why  it  shonld  titidertake  dutieii  that  it 
did  ttot  nnderstand,  and  which  did  not 
)>elong  to  it.  Who  were  the  parties  that 
chiefly  need  the  telegraph?  —  merchants, 
lawyers,  and  betting  men,  and  they  were 
Well  enongh  able  to  pay  for  their  messages. 
The  rate  of  messages  might  be  reduced  to 
it.,  or  64.,  or  even  8rf. ;  but  if  any  defi- 
cietioy  arose,  the  English  taxpayer  must 
make  it  good.  As  a  merchant  he  objected 
to  any  such  favour  from  the  taxpayers, 
and  he  objected  to  its  beitag  done  for  the 
benefit  of  lawyers  and  betting  men.  Then, 
again,  Irish  railways  were  very  likely  to 
be  dealt  with  on  the  same  system,  and  he, 
for  one,  must  object  to  these  great  indus- 
tries being  placed  under  the  surveillance 
of  the  Government.  He  hoped  at  the  next 
Bleotion  th^  whole  of  this  important  ques- 
tion would  bd  impartially  and  seriously 
considered  by  the  different  cohstitnencies. 
He  was  decidedlj  opposed  to  the  Bill. 

Ma.  Aldbbhak  LIJSE  wished  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  taken  into  ac- 
count the  depreciation  in  the  value  of  the 
plant  which  he  was  about  to  purchase? 
He  had  seen,  while  travelling  on  a  rail- 
way a  few  days  ago,  a  number  of  tele- 
graphic posts  in  a  partially  rotten  state, 
and  he  had  been  informed  that  they  would 
want  renewing  along  the  whole  length  of 
the  line  in  two  or  three  years.  New  ma- 
chines were  constantly  being  invented, 
And  Would  be  frequently  required.  An- 
other point  which  should  not  be  forgotten 
was  that  the  Committee  had  sat  only 
nine  days,  their  Report  filled  250  pages, 
110  of  which  were  taken  up  by  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Scudamore,  and  therefore  it 
was  likely  that  the  evidence  would  be 
Sir  John  Gray 


one-ifided.  The  Veprattffioh  wMdi  ^e  t3o- 
vemment  hiid  acquired  as  ^l^bnilders  iraa 
tiot  encouraging,  wiien  ft  was  proposed  to 
give  them  the  management  of  a  great  eoin- 
merdial  tfndertaking.  &«  warned  the  Go- 
vernment agatost  etitering  intocom^tition 
in  business  with  the  public ;  Hiey  wouU 
never  succeed  unless  they  had  a  motfopolj, 
and  he  tirged  YiMher  discussion  before 
the  Sill  ^as  pteeed.  Already  the  com- 
pensation had  increased  f¥om  £4,000,000 
to  £6,000,000,  and  probably  the  next  Rim 
named  would  be  £8,000,000. 

Bill  eotuiiered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  S,  inclusive,  a^r&ei  io. 

Clause  4  (Power  for  Postmaster  Gemnl 
to  purchase  Telegraphs). 

Mb.  CHILDERS  moved  to  amend  tlie 

clause  by  inserfciDg  the  words — 

«T1ilit  the  price  io  b*  giren  for  eaefa  iiihI» 
taking  shaU  be  decided  by  arbitration  h  thi 
manner  hereiDafter  to  be  provided," 

in  lieu  of  the  words  beginning  in  line  40 
to  the  end  of  the  clause.     This  altenitioii 
\vould  bring  the  Bill  back  to  the  form  in 
which  it  stood  beibre  it  went  to  the  Selee 
Committee.     He  had  been  referr^  to  be- 
fore  the    Committee   as  having  carried 
thtoagh  a  similat  Bill  in  another  couQtrf; 
and  the^fore  no  one  would  suspect  him 
of  beibg  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.     He  did  not  think  that  either  the 
tight  hon.  Gentlemaii  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  Mr.  Bcudamors  had  in 
any  degree  exaggerated  the  prospects  of 
the  increase  likely  to  arise  in  the  ose  of 
the  telegraph.  Oh  the  Contrary,  while  they 
had  pl&ced  the  humber  of  messages  likelj 
to  be  sent  out  at   6.000,000,  ivith  an 
annual  increase  of  10  per  cent,  he  esti- 
mated the  number  at  12,000,000  per  an- 
num, the  proportion  of  messages  sent  to 
the  population  in  the  colonies,  where  this 
system  was  in  force,  being  one  message  to 
every  two  and  a  half  inhabitants.    W^hil^ 
giving  the  Bill  his  best  support,  however, 
he  objected  to  the  unusual  proposal  it 
contained,  that  the  terms  upon  which  the 
purchase  of  private  property  was  to  be 
made  were  to  be  settled  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  those  whose  property  was 
to  be  purchased.     What  was  the  state  of 
things  before  the  Bill  went  into  Commit- 
tee ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  tbe 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  ^as  opposed  by  the 
telegraph  companies,  who  alleged  that  Ige 
Bill  w^  due  taost  injurious  to  the  pubW 
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iiiloiwt*  Siioh  fiido  wn  Tepraioirtod  by 
txMiDBelf  and  m  l<mg  as  there  were  two 
•apposing  parties  concerned  it  was  probable 
ttat  matters  would  be  fairly  adjusted  ; 
bat  as  soon  as  an  arrangement  was  come 
%>  tbe  opposition  was  entirely  withdrawn, 
and  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  haying  re- 
mved  money  to  sapport  it,  disoovered 
liliat,  instead  of  being  opposed  to  tbe  in- 
teresta  of  the  pnblio,  it  was  an  admirable 
B31.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
ICember  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  was  op- 
yoiad  to  tl^  principle  of  the  Btil^  but  on 
the  nnestion  of  price,  there  was  no  one  on 
fhe  Committee  to  examine  witnesses  and 
ideavoor  to  bring  ont  facts  but  his  right 
I.  Friend  the  Member  lor  the  City  (Mr. 
Oaaehen).  There  really  was  no  evidence 
fbtX  twenty  years'  purchase  was  a  fair 

£*ce,  and  the  mode  in  which  the  price 
1  been  fixed  in  this  case  would  be  a  bad 
precedent.  The  Government  should  not 
MTe  fixed  upon  any  number  of  years' 

Erchase ;  but  should  have  inserted  in  the 
D  the  usual  compensation  clause,  and 
^flUowed  the  price  to  be  fixed  as  it  was  in 
;iill  analogous  cases.  He  should  therefore 
nnopose  to  introduce  the  common  clause 
nlating  to  arbitration  and  referring  to  the 
ICoouolidation  Acts  under  which  the  arbi- 
jmtion  would  be  made.  As  to  the  allega- 
%on  that  in  this  Bill  the  precedent  of  the 
Sail  way  Act  of  1844  was  followed,  he 
flmst  say  that  in  the  case  of  that  Act  it 
perfectly  right  to  &x  the  number  of 


jaais  purchase  at  which  the  railways 
vhich  might  be  brought  under  its  opera- 
-ttott  were  to  be  purchased,  because  that 
^Aflt  passed  before  the  Acts  incorporating 
IIm  companies  to  which  it  referred.  That 
Aitft  had  only  a  prospective  operation,  and 
tta  Legislature  was  justified  in  saying  that 
if  railways,  which  were  not  at  that  time 
in  ezistence,  should  under  certain  cir- 
•amstances  have  certain  advantages,  they 
ihoald  also  be  subjected  to  certain  dis- 
"Milities;  but  this  Bill  was  retrospective 
in  its  effect,  and  in  the  case  of  the  pur- 
4liwe  of  an  existing  property  the  invari- 
lUe  eustom  had  been  not  to  fix  the  num- 
ber of  years'  purchase,  but  to  leave  that 
to  the  arbitrator.  There  was  nothing  in 
Via  eridence  to  support  the  principle  of  a 
fvvnty  years'  purchase.  He  moved  that 
aU  the  words  after  "successors"  in  the 
alanae  should  be  omitted,  in  order  to  in- 
iart  "  and  the  price  to  be  given  for  such 
ttBdertaking  and  property  shall  be  decided 
ftj  arbitration," 


Thb  CHAKOEIXOK  of  TtOB  EZOHB- 
QUERsaid,  lie  hoped  the  Coitfmittee  would 
not  accept  the  Amendment  of  his   hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Childers),  but  would  take  the 
"BUI  as  it  had  eome  ft'om  the  Committee. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken 
as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Clauses 
Act.    Under  that  Act  the  parties  were,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  endeavour  to  agree 
npon  a  rate  of  price.    It  was  on  t^eir 
failure  to  so  agree  the  aid  of  arbitration 
to  fix  the  rate  was  invoked.     In  this  case 
the  parties  had  come  to  an  agreement ;  so 
that  tbe  Government  had  adopted  the  first 
alternative  in  the  Land  Clauses  Act,  and 
they  came  to  Parliament  and  stated  what 
the  agreement  was.     He  thought  that  on 
the  second  reading  he  stated  to  the  House 
that  the  Government  had  offered  terms,  and 
even  mentioned  what  those  terms  were. 
No  one  then  objected  or  stated  that  in 
having  offered  terms  the  Government  had 
acted  improperly.    New,  as  regarded  what 
had  been  said  about  the  extravagance  of 
the  price,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  transaction  was  one 
in  the  nature  of  a  compulsory  purchase. 
The  Government  had  always  regarded  it 
in  that  light.     It  was  quite  clear  that  the 
parties  with  whom  they  had  to  deal  were 
commercial  companies   which   had  been 
struggling  during  the  earlier  stages  of  their 
existence,  but  had  arrived  at  the  position 
of  making  a  considerable  profit  of  the  un- 
dertakings. Now,  if  the  Government  went 
to  arbitration  on  the  question  of  the  rate 
of  purchase  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
under  such  circumstances  the  companies 
would  get  liberal  terms.     He  had  never 
asserted  that  the  terms  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  agreed  to  were  not  liberal.  What 
he  had  asserted  was  that  they  were  not  too 
liberal.  He  doubted  very  much  whether,  if 
his  hon.  Friend  succeeded  in  his  Amend- 
ment, the  companies  would  not  get  better 
terms.    He  was  not  prepared  to  give  the 
figures,  because,  if  he  did  so,  he  might  pre- 
judice the  case  of  the  Government  in  the 
arbitration  on  other  points;  but   he  had 
gone  into  calculations  which  induced  him  to 
believe  that,  in  the  interests  of  the  public, 
it  was  better  to  pay  twenty  years*  pur- 
chase than  go  to  arbitration  on  the  question 
of  the  rate.     As  to  the  comparison  that 
had  been  made  between  the  price  in  this 
case  and  that  provided  in  the  cose  of  the 
railways  by  tbe  Act  of  1844,  tbe  Committee 
would  remember  that  under  the  provisions 
of  that  Act  the  Government  were  enabled 
at  the   expiration  of  twenty-one  years 
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after  the  eompletion  of  a  line  of  railway 
to  take  it  into  their  own  hands.  Bnt  this 
provision  onlj  applied  to  railways  con- 
structed after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1844  ;  and,  consequently,  the  parties  who 
made  those  lines  did  so  knowing  that  they 
were  liable  to  have  that  Act  put  in  opera- 
tion as  against  them.  Those  parties  had 
therefore  no  right  to  complain  ;  but  there 
was  no  such  Act  as  that  of  1844  applying 
to  telegraphs.  The  persons  who  con- 
structed railways  after  that  Act  knew  that 
the  undertakings  might  be  taken  up  by 
the  GoTemment,  and  yet  they  were  to 
have  twenty-fire  years  purchase  on  a 
three  years'  average.  Again,  as  to  com- 
petition, there  was  nothing  in  the  Act 
of  1844  to  prevent  the  railways  from  being 
subjected  to  competition  ;  nor  was  there 
anything  in  any  Act  referring  to  railways 
of  which  he  was  aware  which  laid  down 
that  the  Government  must  not  compete 
in  railways.  It  was  said  that  the  Post- 
master General  might  obtain  an  Act  to 
enable  him  to  transmit  telegraph  messages, 
and  otherwise  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
a  telegraph  company  without  purchasing 
the  interests  of  the  existing  companies. 
No  doubt  he  might;  but  would  not  the 
whole  House  come  down  and  resist  such 
a  proposal  did  any  Government  venture 
to  make  it  ?  Let  him  take  the  price  of 
the  shares  in  those  companies.  At  the 
time  when  this  bargain  was  made  the 
prioe  of  the  shares  of  the  principal  com- 
pany was,  he  thought,  £172  10«.  He  be- 
lieved that  was  on  the  25th  of  May,  though 
he  was  not  quite  sure.  Now,  he  did  not 
think  the  arbitrator  would  give  less  than 
the  price  of  the  shares  in  the  market,  and 
certainly  he  would  add  something  on  account 
of  the  purchase  being  a  compulsory  one. 
The  compensation  would  be  twenty  years' 
purchase  of  the  net  profits  of  the  com- 
panies, and  the  question  as  to  what  the 
net  profits  amounted  to  would  be  decided 
by  the  arbitrators,  who  would,  of  course, 
take  into  consideration  the  depreciable 
nature  of  the  property  and  the  sum  laid 
by  for  repairs.  Mention  had  been  made 
of  the  immediate  rise  in  the  price  of  the 
shares  as  soon  as  the  negotiations  had 
assumed  a  definite  shape.  But  the  cer- 
tainty attaching  to  a  Government  offer 
almost  amounting  to  a  Government  gua- 
rantee, coupled  with  the  establishment  by 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  sound- 
ness of  the  various  undertakings  it  was 
proposed  to  purchase,  would  naturally  cause 
an  immediate  and  no  inconsiderable  rise 

The  Chancellor  of  the  JSxoheqmr 


in  the  prioe  of  shares.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  as  to  the  extraordinary  nature 
of  the  agreement  between  the  Government 
and  the  telegraph  companies;  and  tlie  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) 
said  they  would  have  to  dip  their  hands 
into  the  Consolidated  Fund  if  this  Bill 
should  be  carried  out ;  but  to  show  how 
ill-founded  these  fears  were  he  read  a  letter 
from  a  very  eminent  firm  of  capitalists  in 
the  City,  dated  the  21st  of  July,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  I  beg  to  inform  yea  that  we  tball  be  glad  to 
guarantee  to  the  Pott  Office  a  yearly  iooome  of  4 
per  cent  on  the  oapital  proposed  to  be  raised  nnder 
the  proTisiooa  of  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament, 
for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  the  property  of  tbs 
diflbrent  telegraphic  companies,  on  the  und«^ 
standing  that  we  are  to  receive  the  net  inooins 
from  the  telegraphs  for  fifteen  years.  We  srs 
ready  to  deposit  with  the  Bank  of  England  soek 
guarantee  as  may  be  neoessary." 

He  hoped  this  offer  of  4  per  cent  would 
tend  to  allay  any  apprehensions  existing 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  anj 
longer,  although  it  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Leveaon- 
Gk)wer)  that  his  speeches  upon  this  matter 
were  too  short.  That  was  not  a  common 
complaint  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  thought  he  might  venture  now  and 
then  to  indulge  in  brevity,  if  only  for  the 
sake  of  example. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  a^eed  to. 

In  reply  to  an  hon.  Membsb, 
Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QTJER  explained  that  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  grant  liberal  compensation  to 
those  officers  of  the  tel^raph  companies 
who  were  not  re-employed  by  the  Post 
Office. 

Clauses  5  to  14,  inclusive,  agreed  (9* 

Clause  15  (Postmaster  General  to  make 
Regulations  for  Conduct  of  Business,  and 
to  fix  Charges). 

Mr.  AYRTON  objected  to  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  really  not  ap- 
propriate to  the  present  Bill,  but  properly 
belonged  to  the  Money  Bill  which  was  to 
be  introduced  next  Session.  Besides,  at 
present  messages  wore  forwarded  from  one 
part  of  the  metropolis  to  another  for  6*^1 
and  if  this  clause  passed  in  its  present 
form  it  would  be  tantamount  to  charging; 
the  people  of  the  metropolis  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rest  of  the  country.  He  moved  that 
at  the  end  of  the  first  paragraph  the  fol- 
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lowing  words  be  inBorted :—'' Except  for 
the  tranemisnon  of  meBeages  within  the 
limits  of  the  metropolis."  This  would 
allow  the  rate  of  charge  for  the  metropolis 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
XMralf  and  he  hoped  that  official  would 
keep  the  price  as  it  was  at  present — namely, 
alM. 

Thb  chancellor  ov  the  BXCHE- 

QDEB  said,  although  the  messages  from 

one  part  of  the  metropolis  to  the  other 

were  only  charged  at  the  rate  of  6d.,  yet 

in  most  cases  the  companies  charged  por- 

tange,  and  the  price  was  thus  brought 

«p  to  1«.     Now  under  the  Post  Office  sys- 

laiii  no  porterage  would  be  charged,  there- 

Jhie  the  people  of  the  metropolis  would  be 

ibi  no  worse  position  than  they  were  at 

t.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 

t  that  if  they  left  out  this  part  of  the 

they  would  leave  out  the  consideration 

.to  the  public.    The  Select  Committee  had 

.eonsidered  the  matter,  and  their  decision 

t  be  taken. 

AjLDWBMAJSf  LIJSK  said,  that  mes- 
were  carried  from  one  part  of  the 
lis  to  another  for  6d. 
M£  NOEWOOD  obserred  that  the  only 
pany  he  found  to  carry  them  at  that 
was  the  Electric  and  International. 
kf   Mb.  AYETON  said,  as  the  clause  stood 
Ae   Postmaster  General  could  not  make 
an  exceptional .  rate   for  the   metropolis. 
Hie  wished  to  have   power  given  to  the 
loatmaster  General  to  do  so. 

Th«  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 

QTTEB  said,  that  there  was  no  compulsion 

OB  the  Postmaster  General  in  respect  of 

flie  price  to  be  charged,  further  than  that 

1«.  was  to  be  the  maximum.     The  Post 

Offloe  attached  great  importance  to  uni- 

Jbmity  of  charge.     He  was  aware  that 

tte  nominal  price  for  the  transmission  of 

BMuages  from  one  part  of  the  metropolis 

to  another  was  at  present  Gi.,  but  por- 

tonge  brought  the  price  up  to  1«.  in  most 

jBMeB.     It  was  desirable  that  no  change 

i' ilKnild   be  made  which   would  alter  the 

:^   flnancial  bearing  of  the  Bill. 

^        Hn.  HAEVEY  lewis  objected  to  an 

.^lerease  of  100  per  cent  being  put  on  the 

f     dierge  for  local  messages  in  the  metropolis. 

Mb.   LABOUCHEEE  complained  that 

Hie  metropolis,  like  the  Jews  in  the  Middle 

Ages,  was  looked  upon  on  all  occasions  as 

a  fair  object  of  plunder.     He  protested 

Einst  its  being  taxed  for  the  benefit  of 
tohmen  and  Irishmen.  There  was  no 
donbt  that  under  the  clause  metropolitan 
neaaages  might  be  charged   Is.,  and  he 
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objected  to  such  a  system  being  intro- 
duced. He  desired  to  forward  his  messages 
for  6d.9  as  he  was  able  to  do  at  present. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  divide  upon  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  EL^ESLAEE  hoped  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  bear  in  mind  that  1«. 
was  to  be  the  maximum  price. 

Sib  COLMAN  OXOGHLEN  caUed 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  metropolis 
was  not  the  only  place  where  a  message 
could  be  for  wailed  for  Sd.^  because  you 
could  send  a  telegram  from  Dublin  to 
Bray,  or  Dublin  to  Kingstown,  for  6d., 
and  he  should  not  like  to  see  that  charge 
increased.  

Mb.  LEVESONGOWEE  said,  he  was 
anxious  that  telegraphic  communication 
should  be  made  cheap  to  the  entire  coun- 
try ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
to  raise  the  price  paid  for  the  transmission 
of  messages  in  the  metropolis. 

Mb.  TUENEE  belieyed  that  the  6d. 
rate  in  the  metropolis  was  charged  in  very 
few  instances  compared  with  the  1«.  rate. 
TJniformity  of  rate  was  so  essential  to  the 
success  of  a  measure  of  that  kind  that  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  woxdd  not  be 
pressed.  If,  however,  it  was  pressed,  he 
must  vote  against  it.  The  benefit  which 
the  tradesmen  as  well  as  the  merchants  of 
London  would  derive  from  that  Bill  would 
be  very  great  indeed;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  metropolis  would  lose  anything 
by  it. 

Mb.  GANDLTSH  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well  to 
consider  the  question  of  a  reduction  of 
rate  for  short  distances  as  applicable  to 
towns. 

The  CHANGELLOE  oir  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  said,  he  held  in  his  hand  the  rates 
of  porterage  charged  by  the  Electric  and 
International  Telegraph  Gompany  for  the 
delivery  of  messages.  Those  rates  were 
as  follows : — Under  half  a  mile,  no  charge ; 
over  half  a  mile  and  under  one  mile,  6d., 
and  by  express  messenger,  Is. ;  over  one 
mile  and  under  two  miles,  Is.,  and  by  ex- 
press messenger,  2«. ;  over  two  and  under 
three  miles  by  messenger  on  foot,  Is.  6(^., 
and  by  express  messenger  3s.  Under  that 
Bill  the  people  of  London  would  in  all 
cases  get  their  messages  porterage  free. 
He  could  not  consent  to  depart  from  the 
principle  of  uniformity  of  rate. 

Mb.  WATEI]^  said,  he  thought  that 
the  principle  of  the  reduced  rate  ought  to 
be  applied  to  all  those  large  towns  in  which 
it  was  at  present  adopted. 
3  F 
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Mb.  ATRTON  baid,  he  was  wiQing  to 
have  the  scope  of  his  Amendment  extended 
BO  as  to  embrace  all  other  places  besides 
the  metropolis,  which  now  enjoyed  the 
advantage  of  the  6d,  rate. 

Mk.  CHILDERS  said,  he  conld  not 
concur  in  the  objections  urged  to  the  uni- 
form rate  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  Still  he  confessed 
he  was  one  of  those  who  believed  they 
would  ultimately  oome  to  a  uniform  6il. 
rate,  though  at  first  it  might  be  expedient 
to  charge  U.  The  argument  now  was 
precisely  the  same  as  that  used  against 
Mr.  Rowland  HilKs  Post  Office  Reform. 

Mb.  £.  POTTER  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consent  to  a  reduction  of 
the  rate  to  Bd,,  which  would  at  once  settle 
the  question  of  uniformity. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  o»  ms  EXCHE- 
QIJER  said,  he  was  a  great  believer  in  the 
6d.  rate,  and  so  also  was  Mr.  Scudamore, 
who  might  be  said  to  be  the  author  of  the 
Bill.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  E&che- 
quer)  thought  that  they  must  tiltimately 
come  to  it ;  but  that  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent to  begin  with  so  great  a  reduction. 
They  ought  to  aiK)rd  themselves  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  their  way  in  that 
matter,  and  they  ought  not  to  make  too 
great  and  sudden  a  jump. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
27,  after  the  words  "part  of  five  words," 
to  insert  the  words — 

**  Provided  always,  That  for  menages  wni  aod 
delivered  within  the  limits  of  all  corporate  towns 
and  all  cities  having  a  population  of  more  than 
thirty  thousand,  the  rate  for  the  first  twenty  words 
shall  not  exceed  six  pence."'— (Ifr.  Waikin.) 

Mr.  BAZLEY  said,  he  saw  no  jnst 
ground  for  making  a  distinction  in  this 
matter  between  jlersons  living  in  a  town 
or  city  above  30,000  inhabitants,  and  those 
residing  in  a  city  or  town  with  a  population 
below  that  number.  He  cautioned  the 
Committee  against  establishing  any  stieh 
system  of  discrimination. 

CoLONSL  BYKES  feared  that  a  6(f. 
tariff  would  result  in  a  burden  being  im- 
posed on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mb.  MONSELL  recommended  the  im- 
mediate adoption  of  a  6if.  charge,  the 
examples  of  France  and  Switzerland 
having  shown  that  a  reduced  price  led  to 
a  great  increase  in  the  number  of  mes- 
sages. 

Question  pat,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

Mr.  JFatktn 


The  Committee  iif0^(M:— Ayes  25; 
Ifoes  68 :  Majority  43. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clauses  16  to  21,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Postmaster  Oenetal  to  pay 
Rates,  &o.). 

CoLONBL  BABTTELOT  said,  it  was 
proverbial  that  both  railway  oompanies 
and  electric  telegraph  oompanies  had 
either  never  been  assessed,  or  the  asaeas* 
ment  had  not  been  carried  out  and  was 
still  pending.  He  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  his  right  hoa. 
Friend  to  leave  things  as  they  were  or  to 
have  the  property  assessedi  though  aaoh 
assessment  had  not  been  made  up  to  the 
present. 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  it  was  intended  to  have 
the  property  pay  the  rates  on  assessnent 
as  Government  property. 

Me.  HENLEY  pointed  out  that  tke 
clause  would  reqiUrc  amendment,  other* 
wise  this  property  would  enjoy  a  permanent 
exemption. 

The  CHAl^CELLOB  ov  tee  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  would  look  to  it. 

Me.  BAZLEY  moved  to  leave  oat  in 
line  6  the  words  "the  passing  of  thii 
Act,"  and  insert  "  such  purchase  or  ao- 
qoisition." 

Clanse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Providing  for  Payment  o( 
Costs  to  Railway  and  Telegraph  Companies 
if  Objects  of  Act  not  carried  out). 

Me.  AYRTON  asked  how  contraeis 
entered  into  by  the  telegraph  companiei 
would  be  enforced  against  them  when  the 
telegraphs  were  vested  in  the  Crown? 

The  chance  LLOB  of  thb  BXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  would  consult  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  on  tde  subject  before  the  next 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  AYRTON  said,  that  a  similar  qnca- 
tion  had  arisen  when  the  Qovcmment 
undertook  to  grant  annuities.  The  proper 
course  would  be  to  have  the  Postmaster 
General  liable  to  be  sued  as  a  subject  m 
any  place  where  the  contract  had  been 
made  or  damage  had  arisen  in  violation  of 
the  contract. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule  and  Preamble  agreed  te. 

House  reeumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  oonii- 
dered  Tomorrow. 
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POOR  RELIEF  BILL (Xonfc.)— [Bnx  186.] 

ooMHiTTSE.     {Progre%%  July  17.] 

Bill  eotufdered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  (Content  of  Meeting  of  Ouar- 
diana  sufficient  for  the  Formation  of  a 
School  District). 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  wished 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  against  proceediog  farther 
with  the  Bill.  It  contained  several  ob- 
jectionable clauses,  which  had  been  re- 
peatedly bronght  frarward*  and  as  often 
withdrawn.  They  had  now  come  to  the 
f«g-end  of  the  Session,  sitting  till  three 
o'clock  in  the  morningt  the  only  object 
seeming  to  be  to  harry  through  Business 
in  a  manner  which  would  certainly  bear 
bitter  fmits  hereafter.  There  could  be  no 
satisfaction  in  going  on  with  this  Bill  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  it  was  most 
remarkable  that  the  Government  should 
now  change  their  tactics  on  the  Bill»  and 
attempt  to  rush  it  through  the  House, 
simply  on  the  ground  of  the  House  of 
Lords  having  made  some  supposed  im- 
provements in  it.  He  would  suggest  that 
It  should  be  withdrawn,  and  brought  for- 
ward early  in  another  Session,  when  it 
might  receive  due  consideration.  He  should 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress, 

Mm.  KINNAIRD  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee  that  the  Scotch  as  well  as  the 
metropolitan  Members  strongly  objected  to 
the  Bill,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Qovernment  would  not  prolong  the  Session 
by  pressing  forward  so  obnoxious  a  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  SY^AN  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
proceeded  with. 

Mb.  T.  OHAMBEBS  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  felt,  on  former  occasions,  that 
the  objections  urged  against  the  clauses 
were  such  as  they  could  not  resist,  and 
had  therefore  withdrawn  them.  These 
objections  remained  in  full  force,  and  why 
should  not  the  Government  then  give  way  r 
The  Bill  introduced  entirely  new  princi- 
ples into  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law.  Was  it  to  the  credit  of  the  Govern* 
ment  that  those  clauses  should  be  intro* 
duced  within  five  days  of  prorogation,  and 
thai  the  Bill  should  be  pressed  forward  in 
such  a  state  of  the  House  as  this,  when 
half  the  Benches  were  empty,  and  every 
Member  who  took  an  interest  in  it  had  left 
town  ? 

Ymoojjvt  QALWAY  appealed  to  the 


Government  to  withdraw  the  Bill;  and 
said  he  must  support  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  although  it  was  with  great  re« 
gret  that  he  opposed  a  Bill  which  had  come 
from  the  Lords,  and  had  been  carried 
through  the  Upper  House  by  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
(the  Earl  of  Devon).  This  House  had  in 
former  Sessions  rejected  the  obnoxious 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  was  too 
late  in  the  Session  to  discuss  these  religious 
clauses. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH'explained  that 
last  year  certain  portions  of  the  Poor  Law 
Bill  were  withdrawn  because  there  was 
not  time  for  their  discussion  in  the  other 
House,  although  they  had  been  discussed 
in  this ;  but  in  the  present  Session  the 
Bill  had  gone  through  the  other  House 
first,  so  that  there  was  not  the  same  reason 
for  withdrawing  the  Bill  that  there  was 
for  withdrawing  part  of  last  year's  Bill ; 
and  there  was  only  one  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee  embodied  in  this 
Bill  upon  which  the  House  had  not  already 
expressed  its  opinion. 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HARDY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be  led 
away  into  reporting  Progress  on  an  occa-> 
sion  which  did  not  call  for  it.  Already 
half  an  hour  had  been  wasted  in  fruitless 
speaking.  The  Bill  did  not  relate  to  Scot- 
land ;  but  it  involved  an  Imperial  question 
on  a  subject  that  had  been  carefully  consi- 
dered by  a  Committee  which  sat  three 
years,  and  which  agreed  upon  clauses 
mainly  to  the  effect  of  those  before  the 
Committee.  The  circumstances  of  past 
Sessions  had  prevented  clauses  being  dis- 
cussed in  this  House  in  time  to  get  a  Bill 
through  the  other  House  ;  and  therefore 
the  Department  had  wisely  begun  this 
year  in  the  other  House.  There  was 
abundance  of  time  for  the  discussion  neces- 
sary now,  and  therefore  he  hoped  Progress 
would  not  be  reported. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  it  was 
admitted  that  there  had  been  a  deviation 
from  the  regular  course  of  proceeding,  and 
that  this  Bill  came  cut  and  dry  from  the 
other  House  at  a  time  when  there  was  not 
a  fair  opportunity  to  discuss  it  in  this. 
The  Act  which  brought  so  much  credit  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  G.  Hardy) 
was  discussed  in  this  House  first.  He 
must  continue  to  offer  such  opposition  as 
he  could  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  against 
which  the  Guiurdians  of  his  borough  had 
petitioned. 
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Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIEES  said,  the  clanseB 
objected  to  were  before  this  House  in  1865 ; 
they  had  been  well-considered,  and  nothing 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  now  that  had 
not  been  said  before.  The  only  object  of  the 
clauses  was  to  provide  a  means  of  giving 
effect  to  the  law,  which  had  been  evaded. 
The  arguments  for  reporting  Progress  were 
used  three  years  ago,  and  no  doubt  would, 
if  the  occasion  should  arise,  be  repeated 
three  years  hence. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HiJ^KET  said,  that 
there  were  many  useful  provisions  in  the 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  that  no  obstruction 
would  be  offered  to  its  consideration. 

Motion  n$gatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (A  separate  Creed  Eegister  to 
be  kept  in  every  Workhouse  and  Pauper 
school). 

Mb.  T.  chambers  moved  the  omis* 
sion  of  the  clause.  The  professed  object 
of  it  and  of  the  following  clauses  to 
Clause  12  was,  he  said,  to  secure  religious 
liberty  in  workhouses  and  workhouse 
schools.  If  the  present  law  did  not  secure 
that  religious  liberty,  he,  as  a  strong  Pro- 
testant, would  desire  to  see  the  law  altered ; 
but  the  change  now  proposed  would  inter- 
fere with  religious  liberty.  Already  ade- 
quate protection  was  given  by  law  to  the 
religious  liberty  of  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses, whether  adults  or  orphans.  In 
the  Act  of  last  Session  additional  pronsion 
had  been  made  for  the  education  of  orphan 
children  according  to  the  religion  of  the 
parents  or  guardians.  And  as  regarded 
adults,  every  person  who  went  into  a 
workhouse,  or  who  was  on  the  relief  list, 
was  entered  as  of  a  particular  form  of  re- 
ligious persuasion.  Was  not  that  a  Creed 
Eegister  ?  The  provisions  of  this  Bill  were 
perfectly  unnecessary.  Even  Dr.  Manning 
himself  declared  in  a  letter  to  the  poor 
Catholics  of  his  diocese,  which  he  caused 
to  be  posted  on  the  chapel  doors  in  West- 
minster, that  the  Catholic  inmates  of  work- 
houses had  their  rights  under  the  existing 
law  of  the  land.  It  depended  on  them- 
selves whether  they  should  enjoy  or  be 
deprived  of  them.  They  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  ask  for  them.  If  they  demanded  them 
respectfally  and  firmly,  those  rights  would 
not  be  refused.  And  what  were  those 
rights?  Every  adult  in  the  workhouse 
might  demand  the  visit  of  a  Catholic 
clergyman  and  the  ministrations  of  the 
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Catholic  religion.  If  that  was  so,  what 
change  was  necessary  as  regarded  adults? 
If  they  did  more,  they  wo^d  not  be  pro- 
tecting but  interfering  with  religious 
liberty.  If  that  was  so,  the  adult  Catholic 
inmates  of  the  workhouse  had  no  grouod 
of  complaint.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
Catholic  children,  power  was  given  for 
their  removal  to  the  Catholic  school  certi* 
fied  under  the  Poor  Law.  What  more 
could  be  done  ?  But  a  perfectly  novel  prori- 
sion  was  made  in  this  Bill,  introduced  for 
the  first  time  into  English  law.  If  they 
desired  to  alter  the  law,  let  the  Govern- 
ment bring  forward  their  Bill  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session,  when  there  was 
time  to  discuss  it  For  these  reasons  he 
asked  the  Committee  to  refuse  at  this  stage 
of  the  Session  to  enter  into  the  controvert 
which  must  ensue  if  the  clauses  wen 
proceeded  with. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
perhaps  it  would  be  convenient  were  he 
to  state  the  reasons  which  had  induced  the 
Government  to  bring  forward  these  daueei. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  (Mr.  T.  Chambers)  had  stated  that 
the  Bill  of  1834  contained  a  clause  whish 
provided  that  no  persons  should  beeom- 
pelled  to  attend  against  their  will  any  I^ 
ligious  service  of  a  religion  different  fxm 
his  own ;   but  he  had  not  stated  that  the 
order  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  of  whieh 
he  approved,  was  identical  with  the  dsiM 
in  this  Bill.     That  order  provided  thai 
the   religion   of  the  father   and  motiier 
should  be  that  of  the  child,  and  that  no 
orphan  should  be  instructed  in  any  religiea 
against  the  wishes  of  its  relatives.    The 
hon.   and  learned    Gentleman  had  alao 
omitted  to  state  that  every  iinpedimeQt 
had  been  thrown  in  the  way  of  that  in- 
tention being  carried    into  effect,  while 
the  clauses  now  proposed  were  the  aaoe 
as  those  which  were  approved  by  the 
Committee  of  1864.     These  clauses  did 
not  merely  apply  to  Boman  Catholioa» 
because  they  equally  concerned  naopen 
of  every   religious  persuasion,  althont^ 
certainly  a  large  proportion  of  the  inmates 
of  our  workhouses  were  Boman  CathoHea* 
It  was  true,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  under  an  order  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  a  register  of  the  religion 
of  every  pauper  was  kept  in  workhouaea; 
but  that  register  was  not  open  to  pnhlic 
inspection,  the  Guardians  alone  being  ptf- 
mitted  to  examine  it      The  fact  was  that 
the  paupers  frequently  did  not  knowthetf 
legal  rights,  and  even  those  who  did  did 
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not  danumd  the  oonsolatioiui  of  religion 
aoccnding  to  their  particular  form  of  be- 
lief, unless  they  were  perfectly  sure  that 
persons  of  their  own  religious  persuasion 
vould  be  likely  to  visit  them,  and,  besides 
ihaty  a  fresh  application  was  necessary  on 
erery  occasion.     These  were  the  reasons 
irliy  the  religious  Orders  of  the  Poor  Law 
Boiffd  had  proved  inoperative,  and  the 
ehiiiaes  in  question  had  been  introduced 
into  this  Bill  in  order  to  meet  the  griev- 
enoes  complained  of.     With   regard    to 
ebildren,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  order  chUdren  to  be  sent  to 
•obools  of  the  denomination  to  which  their 
perenta  belonged.    In  the  case  of  orphans, 
^vhen  there  was  reasonable  proof  that  they 
4bed  been  brought  up  in  any  particular 
religion  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  power 
4e  send  them  to  schools  of  that  denomina- 
fioiL     He  did  not  think  that  there  was 
Mything  in  those  clauses  to  which  a  rea« 
:^ameble  exception  could  be  taken,  and  he 
that  the  Committee  would  consider 
I,  and,  if  necessary,  divide  upon  them 
^Aet  night.      He  animadverted  strongly 
the  condact  of  the  Scottish  Refor- 
Society  in  sending  its  agents  to 
iTass  hon.  Members  in  the  lobby  of  the 
^Sollae  in  opposition  to  the  Bill,   which 
regarded  as  a  most  impertinent  act  on 
part,  and  also  upon  their  proceedings 
[jh  patting  forward  petitions  which  con- 
~  ined  inaccurate  statements. 
LoBD    EDWARD     HOWARD    com- 
^T-jlln&ed  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
wr  Marylebone  (Mr.  T.   Chambers)  had 
'7Mit  stated  the  case  fairly,  but  had  used 
powers  of  rhetoric  to  pervert  the  real 
1.    That  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
^^'Viahed  in  that  matter  to  make  one  law  for 
rich  and  another  for  the  poor ;   for 
was  practically  what  his  speech  came 
'^^      Orphans  bom   in  a  better  rank  of 
j»)sBfi  had  their  guardians  and  next-of-kin 
"^le  look  after  them  and  claim  them.  There 
nobody  to  plead  the  cause  of  these 
persons,  who  could  not  understand 
intricacies  of  the  law,   and  did  not 

^^  „ what  their  legal  rights  were  in  re- 

./^HgioiiB  matters.  In  1862  a  Committee 
i  f  ifwommended  more  than  was  contained  in 
^tbm  present  clause.  On  that  occasion 
^itakesses  made  out  grievances  both  for 
tfld  and  young  Catholics.  The  hon.  and 
iMmed  Member  had  referred  to  Dr.  Man- 
aiiig's  circular,  which  showed  that  these 
poor  people  were  ignorant  as  to   their 

rvileges.  The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded 
q[ii0te  evidence  to  prove  that  the  rela- 
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tions  of  Roman  Catholic  children  in  work- 
houses were  not  aware  that  they  had  any 
legal  right  to  object  to  those  children 
being  educated  as  Protestants,  and  to  in- 
sist on  their  being  instructed  in  their  own 
faith,  and  that,  even  assuming  that  they 
were  conscious  of  those  rights,  many 
Poor  Law  Guardians  were  disinclined  to 
facilitate  their  exercise  of  them,  and  dis- 
posed rather  to  throw  every  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  their  doing  so.  Therefore, 
the  ingeniously  constracted  edifice  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  argument  fell 
to  the  ground.  Having  mentioned  cer- 
tain instances  in  which  difficulties  had 
been  interposed  when  sick  and  dying 
Roman  Catholic  paupers  required  the 
ministrations  of  clergymen  of  their  own 
Church,  the  noble  Lord  appealed  to  the 
Scotch  Members — who  had  put  him  out  of 
the  world,  politically  speaking — if  it  was 
possible  that  a  scintilla  of  mercy  was  left 
in  their  northern  hearts,  at  least  to  show 
some  of  that  mercy  to  those  poor  people. 
Those  Gentlemen  had  come  down  to  the 
House  to  impress  the  British  public  with 
their  own  exclusive  and  narrow  views  on 
that  subject;  and  it  appeared  that  they 
had  sent  their  organs  into  the  Lobby  of 
the  House  to  waylay  hon.  Members  with 
their  papers  in  a  similar  manner  to  that 
adopted  by  the  Protestant  Alliance  in 
1861.  The  great  difficulty  in  these  cases 
was  to  get  the  facts  made  known  to  the 
public.  Once  those  facts  were  fairly 
known  he  had  no  fear  that  justice  would 
not  bo  done  by  the  British  public;  but 
unfortunately  they  were  hidden  and  smo- 
thered in  blue  books  from  year  to  year 
by  the  efforts  of  Scottish  Gentlemen  and 
others,  who  always  met  the  demand  for 
bringing  them  to  light  by  the  pretext 
that  it  was  not  the  right  time  for  doing 
so. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  said,  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  opposed  these 
clauses  would  find  it  very  difficult  to  show 
that  they  went  beyond  the  law  as  it  stood 
at  present,  at  least  in  spirit  and  intention. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone (Mr.  T.  Chambers),  in  his  vehement 
attack  on  that  clause,  assumed  that  the 
Poor  Law  of  this  country,  as  it  appeared 
in  the  various  Acts  and  in  the  consoUdated 
Orders  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  as  it 
bore  in  practice  upon  the  pauper  popula- 
tion, was  one  and  the  same  thing.  But 
that  assumption  was  contrary  to  the  fact. 
He  hoped  that  when  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  was  taken  the  decision  would 
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be  abided  by ;  and,  if  beaten,  that  tbe  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  attempt 
to  stop  the  further  progrees  of  the  BiH  by 
a  factious  opposition. 

8iB  QEOBGE  BOWYER  contended 
that  the  people's  righto  did  not,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  exist  as  long  as  they  were 
ignorant  of  them  or  knew  not  how  to 
enforce  them.  He  thought  that  any  Gea- 
tleman  who  pretended  to  be  a  friend  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty  oould  not  object 
to  the  simple  provisions  contaicied  in 
those  clauses  for  enabling  the  inmates  of 
workhouses  to  obtain  their  unquestioned 
rights.  The  Catholic  inmates  of  work- 
houses were  afraid  of  offending  the  work- 
house authorities,  by  demanding  the  en- 
joyment of  their  rights,  and  this  Bill 
would  put  them  in  possession  of  their 
rights,  fie  contd  not  see  why  it  should 
be  opposed. 

Ma.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  ac- 
customed to  the   manner  of   the   noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Edward  Howard)  ; 
he  always  appeared  in  the  person  of  an 
aggrieved   Catholic   when   be   meditated 
aggression.     It  seemed  to  be  agreed  tiiat 
nnder  the  present  state  of  the  law  Roman 
Catholic  children  in  workhouses  had  full 
religious  liberty.     It  had  been  said  that 
agents  of  the  Scottish  Reformation  Boeiety 
had  been  {ictive  in  the  lobby  in  reference 
to  this  Bill ;  but  it  ought  to  be  known 
that  Dr.  Manning  and  Roman   Catholic 
priests  had  for  a  good  part  of  this  Session 
been  constant  attendants  in  the  House,  in 
the  lobbies,  and  in  the  tea-room.      The 
object  now  was  to  abrogate  the  rights  of 
individual  Roman  Catholics,  on  the  plea 
that  they  did  not  know  them,  whilst  it 
was  admitted  that  Dr.  Manning  had  done 
his  best  to  make  these  rights  known  to 
those  who   possessed   them,  and  also  to 
secure  that  they  should  be  enforced.     By 
these  clauses  Dr.  Manning  would  be  en- 
abled to  employ  the  officials  of  the  work- 
house to  coerce  any  Roman  Catholics  who 
did  not  wish  to  conform  to  the  intolerant 
rules  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy. 
The    object    of  Cardinal   Wiseman   was 
avowed,  to  form  the  Roman  Catholics  into 
a  separate  community,  to  be  governed  by 
different  laws  from  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity.    [Sir  Geobge  Bowtes  :    No  !  ] 
He  would  assure  the  hon.  and   learned 
Baronet  that  he  had  an  authenticated  copy 
of  the  Cardinal's  address  to  that  effect, 
and  would  produce  it.     The  intention  of 
the  present  law  was  to  secure  religious 
freedom,  and  he  said  it  did  it.    The  inten- 
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tioB  of  the  pceseat  diauBca  was  to  eoeme 
the  Roman  CaUiolia  poor  into  nawiUiag 
obedience  to  their  priests,  and  therefore 
he  would  oppose  them. 

Ms.  C.  P.  VILLIER8  said,  he  would 
confine  hims^f  to  the  6th  clause,  whiek 
was  now  under  discussion.  He  admiltad, 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  juit 
sat  down  (Mr.  Newdegate),  that  the  pre- 
sent law  was  intended  to  secure  religiooi 
freedom;  but  it  was  not  sufficient,  be- 
cause it  eould  be  evaded.  The  only  entry 
of  the  religious  creed  of  the  inmates  w«i 
kept  in  the  in-door  relief  list,  and  that 
was  under  the  sole  inspection  of  the  offi- 
cials, who  had  no  interest  in  the  questioa 
of  the  religion  of  the  inmates.  So  thtt 
though  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  migkt 
know  that  many  of  his  own  religion  were 
in  the  hospital,  he  could  not  get  aeeea 
to  them,  because  he  had  no  means  of  is- 
specting  the  register.  The  present  elaoae 
was  intended  to  enforce  a  Creed  Register, 
which  should  be  open  to  the  public,  sul 
the  instant  that  was  done  he  would  nf 
that  religious  liberty  would  be  secured, 
and  he  was  surprised  that  hon.  Member! 
should  sit  there  (ill  past  midnight  debating 
and  opposing  a  proposition  so  reasonable* 
With  respect  to  the  memorandum  of  Dr. 
Manning,  he  regarded  it  as  simply  pointiof 
out  the  defects  of  tbe  present  system,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  remedied. 

Ma.  RAINES  reminded  the  Committee 

that  the  clauses  would  apply  to  Protestant 
Dissenters  as  well  as  Roman  CalholieB. 
For  himself,  he  believed  he  was  as  decided 
a  Protestant  as  the  hon.  Member  ff* 
Korth  Warwickshire,  though  he  shook  hie 
head,  only  the  hon.  Member's  teoeta  as  a 
Protestant  led  him  to  deny  religious  li- 
berty, while  his  tenets  as  a  Protestant 
led  him  to  assert  it.  Bie  was  ashamed 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  say  that  the 
object  of  this  clause  waa  that  tbe  priat 
might  coerce  the  poor.  Such  a  sentimeDt 
was  most  intolerant,  and  was  unwarranted. 
The  alleged  intolerance  of  the  Roman  Oar 
tholic  seemed  now  to  be  tranapoaed  to 
the  religious  Protestant.  He  was  ashamed 
of  it,  and  he  would  give  his  hearty  aoppoii 
to  the  clause. 

Mb.  M  AGUIRE,  to  disprove  the  assert 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  that  Gathofo 
paupers  had  everything  they  required  in 
the  shape  of  religious  instruction  andooft- 
solation,  instanced  the  ease  of  a  poor 
woman  in  a  London  workhcmse  who,  fa- 
quiring  religious  consolation  on  her  daathr 
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iMd,  WM  only  permitted  to  lee  har  dergy- 
umn.  01100  un^  that  olergyman  had  renewed 
bis  application  for  admiwion  to  the  work- 
lioiiae.  He  had  great  respect  for  the  sin- 
fVrity  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  North  War- 
wioiUiire,  hut  he  reg retjied  that  he  seemed 
fi^  baFO  a  craxe  on  una  subject. 

OmAMML  W.  8TUAJIT  contended  that 
fbf  qlause  would  oftentimes  act  injuriouslj 
ill  the  case  of  Boman  Catholic  paupers, 
ill«#— li  of  being  attended  with  advantage 
to  tham.  He  thought  the  attack  that  had 
l^an  made  upon  the  Scotch  Members  was 
wgiuti^ble,  inasmuch  as  none  of  them 
fpi  as  yet  taken  part  in  the  debate.  If 
|Ua  Bill  was  of  the  small  importance  that 
igiM  hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  imply,  it 
.waa  strange  that  the  other  House  of  Par- 
Jinient  had  retained  it  before  them  for 
1^  months. 

..   .]I9.  WYLD  contended  that  the  present 

r|||lf  #£Ebrded  every  opportunity  that  was 

JsfWBsary  for  the  instruction  of  Eoman 

Liutholics  in  workhouses. 

^,Ty»-  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  could  not 

it  the  claim  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

(Mr.  Baines)  to  the  title  of  a  good 

itant.    The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 

Maguire)  intimated  that  he  (Mr. 

[•^^egate)  was  hazy  on  this  subject;  but 

was  only  equivalent  to  saying  that 

people  of  England  were   mad,   and 

ring  300  years  there  had  been  opportu- 

m  for  them  to  consider  this  question. 

Q0  was  opposed  to  a  measure  which  would 

Ipiperii  reugious  liberty. 

I^Vm.  HAJttVEY  LEWIS  said,  that  the 

Qiiardians     of    Marylebone    gave    every 

>rtunity  for  the  exercise  of  religious 


.    Xiotion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
ik#  Oaiiae  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The    Committee   divided: — Ayes   68; 
lliMi87:  Majority  31. 

Oaose  agreed  to. 

'■  Olaose  7  (How  the  Beligion  of  Children 
Aa  be  entered  in  the  Creed  Register). 

'Ujl  NEWDEGATE  moved  that  the 
Oilman  report  Progress. 
''■  8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ap- 
Miled  to  the  hon.  Member  to  allow  the 
MpTft  two  or  three  clauses  to  pass  before 
tti  Chairman  reported  Progress.  They 
^daled  to  the  Creed  Register,  and  were 
Ipirdiy  of  a  formal  character. 
^^^-  NEWDBGATE  said,  he  should 
in  his  Motion. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again."— (1/r.  NewdegaU,) 

The  Committee  divided  ;  —  Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  &&  I  Majority  30. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (The  Poor  Law  Board  to  de- 
cide Questions  as  to  Correctness  of  the 
Register). 

Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  questions  as  to  the  creed 
of  pauper  children  all  over  the  country 
should  be  remitted  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  determination. 

BibMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  thought 
the  Poor  Law  Board  supplied  an  excellent 
machinery  tor  the  purpose. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  not  a 
small  question. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Creed  Register  to  be  open  to 
Inspection  of  Ministers). 

Mb.  POWELL  moved  an  Amendment, 
empowering  ratepayers  as  well  as  clergy- 
men to  inspect  the  register. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
BUI. 

CoLOinsL  W.  STUART  then  moved  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thureday, 

Hoofe  adjoamed  at  a  quarter 
btfore  Two  o'oloolu 
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Committee — Hudson's  Bay  Company  *  [240]. 
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Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  [243] ;  Regis- 
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Expiring  Laws  Continuance  *  [241] ;  Inland 
Revenue  *  [207],  and  pasted. 

Withdrawn — Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities* 
[80];  Local  Offioen  Superaaiiaatioii  (Irtlaod) 
(Ue.  2)  •  [120]. 
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ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Oathome  Ifardy,  Sir  Steward  Northeote,) 

[bill  243.]      CONSIDERATION. 

B\\\,  as  amended,  eomidered, 

Mr.  Ba^ATCHBULL  -  HUGESSBN 
said,  he  bad  heard  that  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  stated  the  other  day,  in  reply  to  a 
Qaestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  do  anything 
in  respect  to  rescinding  the  decision  come 
to  on  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brigliton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  (providing  that 
the  expenses  of  the  returning  officers  for 
hustings,  &c.,  should  be  defrayed  out  of 
the  county  or  borough  rates)  without  due 
Notice  of  such  intention  being  giren  to  the 
House.  He  was  surprised  to  see,  in  the 
face  of  that  promise,  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
that  morning  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Solicitor  General  to  propose  the  omis- 
sion of  the  clause  in  question.  He  (Mr. 
KnatchbuU-Hugessen)  would  ask  the  Go- 
Yemment  whether  there  was  not  some 
mistake  made  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  had  stated 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  come  to  any  decision  upon  this 
olause  until  the  Bill  was  printed  and  fur- 
ther considered.  After  the  Bill  was  so 
printed  it  was  thought  important  by  the 
Government  that  the  Motion  referred  to 
should  be  made.  The  moment  that  de- 
cision had  been  arrived  at  communications 
were  made  with  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  in  the  confidence  of  the  party  oppo- 
site ;  and  before  the  Notice  was  pat  upon 
the  Paper  it  was  well  known  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  what  the  intention  of 
the  Government  was.  .  So  far  as  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  was  concerned,  that,  he 
believed,  was  the  course  which,  under  simi- 
lar difficult  circumstances,  had  always  been 
adopted.  He  should  have  been  glad  to 
give  a  longer  Notice,  but  it  was  impossible. 

Mr.  white  said,  he  would  suggest 
that,  as  the  intention  of  the  Government 
in  respect  to  this  clause  was  only  made 
known  to  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  at  half  past  eleven  o'clock  last  night, 
the  Solicitor  General  might  postpone  his 
Motion  for  the  omission  of  the  clause  until 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  Perhaps,  Sir,  the 
Home  will  permit  me  to  explain  the  oourse 


which  the  OoYomment   recommend  it  to 
take  in  regard  to  applying  this  measare 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland.     Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  have  considered  the  sabject,  and 
they  are  advised    that,    on  the  whole,  it 
would  be  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  make  this  application  by  the  adoption  of 
one  or  more  clauses.     First,  in  regard  to 
Ireland.     Those  whose  advice  has  guided 
us  on  this  subject  are  clearly  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  quite  impossible,  by  the 
simple  machinery  of  the  clause  suggested, 
to  apply  this  measure  to  Ireland.     It  will 
be  necessary,  in  making  the  application  of 
the  measure  to  Ireland,  to    express  that 
object  throughout  the  whole  body  of  tbe 
Bill.     With  that  view  we  have  printed,  si 
a  separate  Paper,  the  alterations  which  we 
consider  necessary.     They  are  mere  tech- 
nical alterations ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  if 
they  be  opposed  it  will  be  obviously  impossi- 
ble to  pursue  that  course  which  we  recom- 
mend ;  because  in  that  case  the  Bill  wonM 
have  to  be  gone  through  again.     But  if  the 
House,  having  had  an  opportunity  of  see- 
ing those  Amendments — which  as  I  bare 
said  are  all  of  a  mere  technical  character, 
applying  solely   to    Ireland^will    accept 
them  en  52oc,  the  matter  might  be  arrsoged 
in  about  half-an-hour.     It  will  now  be  for 
the  House  to  express  an  opinion  upon  thii 
proposition.      If  there  should  arise  a  de> 
cided  opposition  to  those  Amendments  «e 
must  in  that  case  give  them  up  as  being 
involved  in  difficulties  which,  under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  we  feel  we  colnd  net 
surmount.    In  regard  to  Scotland,  it  is  tbe 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Advocate  that  tbe  ap- 
plication of  the  Bill  to  that  country  might 
be  effected  in  a  simpler  manner ;  and  he 
has  placed  in  a  separate  Paper  an  addi- 
tional clause  which  would  effect  that  ob- 
ject.    Those  Amendments  are  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  House  ;  and  if  they  assent  to 
the  scheme  proposed  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, it  is  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  the  meaanre  should  be  so 
applied.     I  was  anxious  to  make  this  ap- 
plication in  the  simplest  manner  possible, 
and  I  wished  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Moosell)  to 
be  well-considered  and    examined,  being 
determined  to  support  it  if  there  were  no 
preferable  means  of  making  the  Bill  sppli' 
cable  to  Ireland  ;  but  it  having  been  re* 
ported  to  me  by  those  to  whose  opinions  I 
am  bound  to  defer,  that  such  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  Bill   would  raise  serioos  ob- 
atmctions  to  ita  operatiooi  and  woold  sot 
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redOy  work,  we  felt  that  we  had  no  other 
meura  of  SAtisfaotorilj  acoomplishing  the 
object  we  desired  than  by  those  Amend- 
ments which  we  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper. 

MB.  MONSELL  said,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  satisfactory  than  the  statement  of 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  he  con- 
eorred  with  him  in  thinking  that  the  coarse 
he  DOW  proposed  was  much  better  than  the 
eoe  he  (Mr.  Monsell)  had  suggested. 

SzB  GOLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
■pproYed  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
WropOBal.  He  had  gone  through  the 
^kneodments,  and  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  they  were  only  of  a  technical  charac- 


t 
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Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  that  there  was  a 
general  feeling  on  his  (the  Opposition)  side 
'  of  the  House  to  support  the  GoTornment  in 
fliia  matter  ;  but  he  regretted  the  resolu- 
Umi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
itty  to  attempt  the  reyersal  of  the  decision 
in  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  which  had  been 
inifed  at  in  a  much  fuller  House  than 
ifeat  they  had  to-day. 

r;  Kb.  DISRAELI  said,  that  the  sub- 
which  was  decided  not  in  a  very  full 
I,  but  in  a  thin  House,  would  be  dis- 
.WBsaionately  considered  when  it  came  on 
-PMr  discQssion. 

•  Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  thought 
Ihet  the  course  proposed  by  the  Goyem- 
sent  was  one  which  would  entail  consider- 
aiUe  incouTenience.  At  the  last  moment, 
when  they  had  nearly  passed  the  measure 
"ttrongh  Committee,  the  Government  sud- 
denly proposed  a  series  of  clauses  which 
Ihej  were  asked  to  accept  in  gloho^  as 
there  was  no  time  for  considering  them 
In  detail.  With  respect  to  the  application 
ef  the  measure  to  Scotland,  there  were 
■aareely  more  than  two  or  three  of  the 
lepreeentatives  of  that  country  now  in  the 
Hooae  to  consider  the  proposed  clauses. 
9he  Bill  was  laid  before  them  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  with  a  clause 
Moriding  that  it  should  not  apply  to  Ire- 
luid  and  Scotland,  and  now  they  were  so 
te  to  begin  again  de  no9o  ;  so  that  on 
Wednesday,  the  22nd  of  July,  they  had 
te  examine  this  difficult  and  technical  sub' 
Jieety  inToMng  matters  which  it  required 
Ipent  legal  ezpertness  to  decide — and  that 
vithent  the  assistance  of  Members  of  the 
Baeleh  legal  profession.  He,  however, 
vonid  not  object  to  making  the  Bill  ap- 
•Heable  to  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
AMif  though  he  thought  that  the  House 


ought  to  have  kept  the  jurisdiction  in  this 
matter  in  its  own  hands. 

Mr.  MELLT  said,  he  had  endea?oured 
to  support  the  Government  in  almost  every 
division  on  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  that 
they  deserved  gratitude  for  making  the 
Bill  applicable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  as 
well  as  to  England,  but  he  regretted  the 
course  they  proposed  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett).  It  was  said  that 
the  clause  was  adopted  in  a  thin  House  ; 
but  it  ought  not  to  be  rescinded  in  a  still 
thinner  House.  If  the  decision  on  that 
clause  should  be  reversed,  and  if  it  should 
appear  that  that  reversal  was  mainly  due 
to  the  influence  of  the  Members  of  the 
Gk)vemment,  he  was  afraid  that  his  feeling 
of  gratitude  to  the  Government  would  be 
very  much  modified. 

Mr.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  ap- 
proved the  proposal  to  include  Scotland 
and  Ireland  in  the  Bill ;  but  he  must  enter 
his  protest  in  as  strong  language  as  he 
could  use  against  the  unfair  proceeding  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  not  giving  Notice 
sooner  than  at  midnight  yesterday  of  his 
intention  to  reverse  the  decision  on  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawcett).  It  was  monstrous,  that 
when  many  Liberal  Members  had  gone  to 
different  parts  of  the  country,  an  attempt 
should  be  made  to  upset  a  decision  de- 
liberately come  to  ;  and  he  entertained  so 
strong  a  feeling  on  the  point  that  he  would 
rather  see  the  whole  Bill  thrown  out  than 
lose  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton.  He  could  have  no  confidence 
in  Gentlemen  who  professed  to  wish  to  put 
down  corrupt  practices,  when  they  were 
going  to  sanction  one  of  the  most  corrupt 
proceedings  ever  known. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Gaselee)  had  kept  his  word  by 
using  strong  language;  but  the  House 
was  so  accustomed  to  hear  such  language 
from  him  that  they  paid  little  attention  to 
it  when  they  heara  it.  When  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  charged  honour- 
able men  with  something  like  corrupt 
motives,  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  would  only  re- 
mark that  that  which  from  other  mouths 
might  make  some  impression,  from  that  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made 
none  whatever.  He  (Mr.  Hardj[)  had 
before  expressed  an  opinion  that  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  would  not  work — that  it  applied 
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to  9k  «ltff«reot  Btate  of  tbingB  from  that  «on- 
tempUted  bj  the  Bill.  As,  however,  the 
eoQsideration  of  that  olause  could  not  oome 
on  for  aoine  time,  he  hoped  that  in  order 
to  make  progress  with  the  Bill,  the  House 
would  agree  to  proceed  with  other  clauses 
upon  which  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion.  He  repudiated  the  charge  that 
the  Goyernment  bad  sought  to  take  ao 
unfair  advantage  bj  the  course  thej  pro- 
posed. No  notice  bad  been  given  to  bon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  which  was  not  also  given  to  bon. 
Members  on  the  other  sid^,  and  in  one  of 
the  Liberal  papers  he  saw  it  announced  in 
large  type  that  the  Government  proposed 
to  rescind  the  clause  which  bad  been  re- 
ferred to. 

Mr.  MCLAREN  said,  he  wished  to 
mention  that  he  hsd  received  Notice  of  the 
proposed  changes  in  the  Bill  for  the  first 
time  that  morning.  Having  read  them  over 
carefollj,  he  approved  them  as  effecting  a 
great  improvement  in  the  measure;  for  be 
thought  you  would  establish  a  most  unfor- 
tunate distinction  between  the  diflRarent 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom  if  you 
were  to  leave  Scotland  without  the  benefit 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act.  If  any 
law  is  good  for  one  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  it  ought  to  be  good  also  for 
another.  However,  when  it  came  to  the 
question  of  regulations  of  the  vote  for  ap- 
pointing a  Judge,  be  should  have  some- 
thing to  say  on  that  point,  because  be  | 
thought  an  improvement  might  be  affected 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  on  that  head. 
There  was  one  point  on  which  tbey  were 
entitled  to  some  explanation  from  the  Go- 
vernment. Notice  bad  been  given  by 
the  IJolicitor  General  to  leave  out  the 
Clause  D  53,  which  had  been  considered, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Brighton  ;  and  yet  the  19th  paragraph  of 
the  Lord  Aiivoeate's  clause  proposed  to  ex- 
tend to  Scotland  the  principle  of  payment 
for  all  those  expenses  of  sheriffs  and  officers 
connected  with  elections  included  in  the  bon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett's)  Mo- 
tion. The  Government  surely  could  not 
mean  to  throw  out  a  clause  already  carried  in 
respect  to  England  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  enacted  it  anew  in  respect  to  Scot- 
land. He  should  certainly  vote  with  the 
bon.  Member  for  Brighton  against  rescind- 
ing his  clause,  and  with  the  Lord  Advocate's 
Notice,  as  it  stood  on  the  Votes,  in  favour 
of  putting  in  paragraph  19 — the  principle  of 
whioh  he  understood  to  be  the  same  as  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton's  Motion. 

Mr.  Qathorm  JBardif 


CoLOKHL  STKBS  said,  he  wished  alio 
to  express  his  gratification  at  the  proposi- 
tion to  extend  the  Bill  to  Scotland. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSM 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  to  get  ob 
with  the  Bill ;  but  they  were  just  theo 
discussing,  not  the  merits  of  the  clauBSi, 
but  the  oondupt  of  the  Government.  Tbs 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brightos 
was  adopted  in  a  House  of  200  Memben, 
including  pairs,  and  on  Monday  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  B.  Fortter) 
asked  whether  it  was  true,  as  romonrBd, 
that  the  Government  intended  to  prspoM 
rescinding  the  clause  ?  The  right  boo. 
Geotleman  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crovs 
observed,  with  great  indignation,  that  \h$ 
Question  was  unusual,  un-Parliameats^, 
and  inconvenient,  and  that  nothing  voold 
be  done  without  due  Parliamentary  Notice* 
Now,  there  was  a  difference  between  setiog 
within  the  letter  of  a  declaration  and  acting 
up  to  its  spirit.  It  was  true  that  Psrlit* 
mentary  Notice  bad  been  given;  but  thsj 
all  knew  that  at  that  period  of  the  Seuioi 
the  Government  bad  enormous  power,  sui 
it  would  not  be  a  satisfactory  proceodisf 
if  the  Government  now  ancceeded  ip  re- 
versing by  a  small  majority  a  deeiiies 
arrived  at  by  200  Members,  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  conducted  the  Bill 
through  the  House  so  far  with  the  grestest 
courtesy,  and  be  bad  honourably  redeeaied 
his  pledge  with  regard  to  Ireland  ssi 
Scotland;  but  he  questioned  if  the  Notice 
given  by  the  Government  with  refereoee 
to  this  clause  would  be  considered  equally 
satisfactory  by  the  House  and  the  eoss- 
try. 

Mft.  FAWOETT  said,  that  the  cIsbn 
carried  on  two  divisions  on  Saturday  ktft 
had  been  on  the  Paper  for  more  than  three 
months,  and  therefore  there  bad  been  ample 
time  for  the  Government,  as  well  as  tbf 
House,  to  consider  it;  and  as  three  lesdiag 
Members  of  the  Government  argued  agsioit 
the  clause  on  Saturday,  it  must  be  ii^^'^ 
that  all  the  objections  which  could  be  oifed 
against  it  were  then  stated.  It  was  ao^ 
rious  that  when  the  House  met  on  Sstordsj 
at  this  time  of  tbe  Session  the  Govenmsst 
had  a  great  advantage,  because  sU  ^^ 
official  Members  were  in  town,  wbils  tbe 
supporters  of  the  clause  bad  not  thesd- 
vantage  of  any  party  organiaation.  Tbe 
clause  was,  consequently,  carried  by  t^ 
independent  feeling  of  tbo  House.  Tbe 
question  was  not  in  the  least  degree  a 
party  question,  because  the  majority  of  J 
by  wbieb  it  vas  icarmd  induced  n'os  « 
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the  moit  independent  ConienratiTes.  He 
had  been  written  to  by  several  bon.  Frienda 
wbo  had  left  town  to  let  them  know  if 
there  was  the  slightest  probability  of  the 
OoTemment  attempting  a  reversal  of  the 
deeision  of  the  Honse.  The  Answer  given 
by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  a 
Qoestion  on  Monday  completely  threw  him 
off  bis  guard,  and  he  felt  that  he  eould 
not  take  upon  himself  to  bring  Gentlemen 
np  to  London  who  were  some  200  or  300 
miles  away.  He  came  down  to  the  House 
yaaterday  at  an  early  hour,  because  he 
thought,  if  the  Government  intended  to 
propose  the  reversal  of  the  previous  deci- 
flioo,  they  would  then  have  given  public 
Hotiee  to  that  effect.  It  was  only  acci- 
(ieatally,  at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
that  he  found  that  during  his  absence  from 
the  Honse  Notice  had  been  given  at  half 

Ct  eleven  that  it  had  been  decided  an 
Nnpt  should  be  mode  to  reverse  the 
4ho  deeision  the  Committee  had  arrived  at 
oo  Saturday,  He  considered  he  had  been 
phted  under  great  disadvantage  by  the 
OOirse  pursued  by  the  Governmenti  and  he 
iiopod  the  House  would  abide  by  the  deci- 
•wn  of  the  Committee. 
.  Haxoa  PARKER  said,  he  thought  the 
Snt  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  entitled  to 
fkim  thahks  of  the  community  for  determin- 
lag  to  give  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
g»  eensidering  the  decision  hastily  come  to 
OB  Saturday.  He  thought  it  not  a  little 
OOtraordinary  that  Gentlemen  who  were  so 
iBOiA  in. the  habit  of  calling  out  against 
increase  in  the  rates  should,  when  the 
tpenditure  immediately  affected  them- 
faWet,  be  so  ready  to  throw  it  upon  the 
lOtopoyers.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
■OC  adopt  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  must  remind  the  hon. 
Vomber  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  that 
jiho  elause  adopted  on  Saturday  was  not 
4ho  aame  with  that  which  had  stood  on  the 
Paper  for  three  months.  Substantially 
<fcere  was  a  very  great  difference  —  great 
4MeaUy  was  found  in  passing  the  clause 
orithont  some  qualifying  words  for  the  pur- 
yoao  of  preventing  vexatious  contests.  Ex- 
^•eption  had  been  taken  to  the  words  of  the 
Ipioviao,  and  it  was  expected  that  on  the  Re- 
port acme  new  qualification  would  be  pro- 
Boaed.  Another  difficulty  had  presented 
Itoelf.  There  were  no  means  of  carrying 
OBt  the  proposal  for  charging  the  rates  of 
aaj  particular  division  of  a  county  with  its 
Oboro  of  the  election  expenses.  The  Go- 
wonunent  had  given  great  and    anidons 


consideration  to  both  these  matters,  and 
it  was  only  at  the  last  moment,  when  the 
impraotioability  of  the  proposal  became 
manifest,  that,  as  tho  only  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  Notice  was  given  for  its  re- 
consideration. The  whole  proceeding  was 
entirely  bond  fide^  and  the  present  state 
of  the  House— the  attendance  on  the  Op' 
position  side  being  much  larger  than  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches — showed  that  no 
unfair  advantage  had  been  taken  of  the 
shortness  of  the  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  E.  foster  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if,  when  he  asked  the  Question  on 
Monday,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  had  given  hini 
some  intimation  of  the  difficulty  which  was 
felt  by  the  Governmenti  and  had  stated 
that  the  subject  was  under  serious  con- 
sideration, because  that  would  have  given 
hon.  Members  an  idea  that  very  possibly 
the  Government  would  attempt  to  chal- 
lenge  the  decision  of  Saturday  last.  He 
was  induced  to  put  his  Question  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  who  were  about  to 
leave  town  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  if  it  was  probable  that  decision 
would  be  re-considered.  The  impression 
created  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Answer  at  the  time  was  that  it  was  not  to 
be  challenged,  and  that  was  the  view  whioh 
the  Standard,  the  organ  of  the  Govern- 
ment, pot  forward  in  their  remarks  upon 
the  Question  and  Answer. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  there  was  no 
intention  of  unfairness  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  he  thought  that  imputa- 
tion had  been  made  in  some  quarters  a 
little  too  often.  It  had  never  been  justified ; 
there  was  no  colour  for  it,  and  never  had 
been.  Those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business  were  bound 
when  any  proposal  was  made  by  independ- 
ent Members  to  consider  how  it  should  be 
carried  out.  Now,  he  would  undertake  to 
show  that  there  were  strong,  irresistible 
grounds  for  declaring  that  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  could  not  be  worked  consistently 
with  the  existing  law.  It  had  been  his 
duty  to  consider  the  whole  matter,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  no  means 
by  which  it  could  be  reduced  to  legislation 
at  this  time  of  the  Session.  It  would 
almost  require  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Yorkshire  (Viscount  Milton)  pro- 
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posed.  It  would  hare  been  a  grosa  dere- 
liction of  dnty  on  the  part  of  the  GoTern- 
ment  to  allow  the  claase  to  go  forth  with- 
out pointing  out  the  difficulty  that  existed 
in  regard  to  it.  At  all  eventB,  this  Seaaion 
it  was  impoaeible  to  do  anything  with  the 
clause. 

Mb.  OILPIN  said,  he  aaw  no  ground  for 
any  imputation  of  unfair  motives,  and  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  round  him 
would  consent  to  do  one  thing  at  a  time. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  get  on  with  the 
Bill  if  they  tooK  a  clause  which  was  not 
at  present  before  them,  and  discussed  over 
ana  over  again  what  was  not  regularly  be- 
fore the  House.  When  the  proper  time 
oame  he  should  support  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett). 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  the  So- 
licitor General  had  misunderstood  what  it 
was  the  Opposition  considered  unfair  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  the  Government.  No 
one  dreamt  of  imputing  unfairness  to  the 
Government  in  proposing  to  re- consider  the 
decision  of  Saturday  last;  but  what  was  com- 
plained of  was  that  so  short  a  Notice  should 
have  been  given  of  their  intention  to  rescind 
that  decision.  It  was  utterly  impossible, 
when  it  became  known  long  after  post 
hour,  to  communicate  with  absent  Members 
in  time  for  them  to  attend  in  their  places. 
He  thought,  after  the  indignant  display  of 
yirtue  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen at  the  Head  of  the  GoYemmcnt, 
when  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster) 
was  asked  on  Monday,  they  had  a  right 
to  complain  of  the  unfairness  of  the  Notice 
given  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  ADAM  said,  that  he  had  received 
notice  of  the  intentions  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridgnorth 
(Mr.  Whitmore)  about  half  past  eleven  last 
night,  a  few  minutes  after  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber became  aware  of  them.  All  he  could 
do  was  to  communicate  the  fact  to  those  of 
his  Friends  who  were  in  the  House,  and 
send  out  notice  that  morning  to  such  as 
were  absent  and  still  remained  in  town. 
He  thought  it  rather  late  to  give  such  a 
notice  ;  but  he  acquitted  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Whitmore)  of  any  delay  in  the 
matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  treated 
him  quite  fairly. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pro- 
posed a  new  clause ;  (Removal  of  disqua- 
lification on  proof  that  such  disqualification 
was  procured  by  bribery). 

Clause  oddtd  to  the  Bill. 
The  ScUcitor  Oimral 


The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  would 
propose  the  clause  which  stood  in  the  name 
of  his  learned  Friend  for  the  application  of 
the  Bill  to  Scotland,  leaving  out  the  19th 
paragraph  of  the  clause  (providing  that 
election  expenses  should  be  apportioned  to 
the  different  parishes,  and  levied  with  the 
poor  rates  of  the  year,  or,  as  otherwiie 
provided  by  the  Act  17  and  18  YictoriA, 
chap.  91). 

Clause  (Application  of  Act  to  Scotland) 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time;  contidered  in  Committee,  and  n- 
parted. 

Paragraph  6  relating  to  the  selection  of 
two  Judges  from  the  Court  of  Session  to 
be  placed  on  the  rota  for  the  triid  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  read. 

Mr.  M'L  AREN  said,  he  wiahed  to  ezplsia 
the  nature  of  the  Amendment  he  intended 
to  propose  on  the  paragraph  relating  to  the 
rota.  There  were  two  divisions  of  ibe 
Court  of  Session,  with  four  Judges  ineseb, 
and  five  separate  Judgea  called  Lords  Ordi- 
nary holding  separate  Courts.  The  efieet 
of  the  clause  was  to  authoriae  the  appoint* 
ment  of  Judges  of  the  Outer  Houae  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  but  to 
leaye  them  no  voice  in  the  appointment. 
It  waa  only  the  eight  Judges  of  the  Inner 
House  who  were  to  have  such  a  voice  under 
this  clause  —  each  division  of  the  Inner 
House  consisting  of  four  members  to  eleet 
one.  In  case  of  a  difference  of  opinies 
the  Chief  Judge  was  to  have  a  casting  vote, 
so  that  virtually  the  clause  gave  tibe  ap- 
pointment of  the  Judge  who  was  to  try 
Elections  to  the  Chief  Judge  of  the  din- 
sion.  Under  these  circumstances  he  pro- 
posed that  alterations  should  be  msde 
to  the  effect,  first,  that  all  the  thirteen 
Judges  should  have  votes  in  the  sppoint- 
ment ;  secondly,  that  the  giving  a  csetisg 
vote  should  not  be  necessary  (it  would  not 
be  necessary  when  there  was  an  odd  nom- 
ber  of  votes) ;  and  thirdly,  he  would  eng- 
gest  that  Judges  of  the  Oater  Hoqm 
should  not  be  selected  for  the  trial  of  Peti- 
tions, but  that  the  Judgea  should  be  taken 
from  the  Inner  House,  whose  memben 
had  sat  for  five  or  six  years,  and  bj  that 
time  had  forgotten  their  connection  with 
polities,  if  they  ever  bad  any. 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out  Para- 
graph 6. — {Mr,  M*Laren.) 

Question  proposed.  "  That  Parsgrsph  6 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
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Tn  LORD  ABTOCATS  uid,  lie  had 
framad  the  eleoM  u  tnaeh  u  poiaible  on 
the  model  of  the  Engliah  Bill.  By  ^lat 
Bill  there  wee  to  be  e  Tote  of  each  Coort, 
■ad  with  lix  Judges  there  might  be  an 
Mval  diTiaion,  requiring  a  oaating  rote. 

Ub.  U'LAKEN  laid,  he  mnet  oomplain 
tbftt  the  Judges  of  the  Outer  House,  whose 
■tatns  and  salaries  were  eqaal  to  those  of 
Aa  Inner  House,  were  excluded  from 
Totingi  and  that  no  Jndge  in  England 
warn  exeluded  from  voting.  He  would 
More  the  omission  of  the  alsQae. 

Thb  lord  advocate  thought  it  of 
■•  wnseqneDoe. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  mthdraum. 

Olanse  amended  as  follows : — 

■ne  membvn  of  ths  Oourt  a(  Sewion  ibsU, 

\  the  first  d>r  of  tha  wlotir  Seuioo  tytrj  jmt, 

b;  a  majority  of  the  TOtei  tiro  Judges  of 

Oomi,  not  being  Msmbera  of  (he  Home  of 

I  bo  pUoed  on  the  rota  for  the  trial  of 

Pedtioos  doriDg  the  eniuing  jm." 

Tea  LORD  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
t  objection  of  principle  to  the  Ameod- 
U  luggested  bj  the  hon.  Member  for 
ibnrgh,  and   would  consent  to  amend 
B  Bcoordinglj. 
(naose  amended. 
_^.,  Paragraph  19  relating  to  the  Payment 
^  Bleotion  Expenses. 

Movtd  to  omit  the  Paragraph. 
Hb.  M'LAREN  aaid,   he   strongly  ob- 
l^tti  to   the  omission  of  the  19th  para- 
■ywph,  as  now  intended    by  QoiernmeDt, 
'  -^—  it  had  been  framed  and   proposed  by 

selves,  the  principle  of  which  would,  he 

^^lioved,  give  immense  satisfaction  to  the 
^■Ople  of  Scotland.  Even  if  there  were 
^^^~W  technical  objections  to  the  application 
Ae  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
')}  clause  to  English  counties,  ihcy 
BO  bearing  in  the  case  of  Scotland, 
use  the  tame  divisions  of  counties  did 
Mt  exist ;  and  he  therefore  moved  as  an 
"^JldMndnient  that  the  19th  parsgraph  be 
'\.j|dd«d  to  the  clause. 

-    *'  Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 

^'Ohuee,  to  add  the  words — 

■-■  *1»,   At  ererj  Election   for  snj  Bounty  or 

f'iivrt  In  BeotUuid,  the  eipsn*ea  Uwlhlly  ineuired 

'  'Iwus  sberUT  or  other  retumlcg  offioer,  or  tbe 

-MSvW  olsrk  or  town  clerk,  for  the  proiition  of 

feHtliifB,  pell  iheriffa,  poll  olsrlii,  polling  booths 

•r  Nems,  and  sny  other  neceuarj  requUites,  for 

the  eoednet  of  lbs  Election,  shall  be  aKsrtaiiisd 

•ad  flxed  by  tbe  Mmmtuionera  of   supply  In 

acMrtise,  and  by  the  magistrates  ef  bn^^  as 
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Uie  SMS  nay  be ;  aad  tbe  said  s 

naglttrstM,  as  tbe  ease  msy  be,  sbidl  a. 

amount  of  *ueb  expeiusi  so  aaoertaiusd  and  fixed 
to  be  spportioned  npon  ths  psriihei  within  anoh 
ooanty  or  burgh  recpeotivelj  scoordfng  to  the 
yearly  rent  or  value  thsrvof ;  and  tbe  same  shall 
be  siaeued  and  lerisd,  along  with  the  swesiment 
for  the  relief  of  tbe  poor  for  the  oarrent  year 
witUn  Inch  pftriihei  reipeolively,  or  they  shall 
esase  inch  smonDt,  along  with  snob  reasonable 
mm  SI  they  may  deem  Deoenary  to  meet  ths  ex- 
penieaof  colleollon,  to  beasseued  and  leiledand 
ooUeotsd  in  some  other  of  the  model  allowed  by 
ths  Act  sevsnleeQCb  snd  aighteenth  Victoria, 
ehapter  ninety-one :  Provided  alway),  That  no 
oouDty  or  bargh  ihall  be  liable  under  tbii  Act  for 
any  eipenses  heretofore  defrayed  in  eiaheqner, 
or  wfaieh,  under  the  proriiions  of  this  Act,  may 
oome  In  lien  of  snob  expsniei." — (ifr.  IPLartn.) 

Ub.  BOUTERIE  eaid,  he  should  vote 
for  tbe  rejection  of  the  Amendment.  With 
many  on  tbe  other  side  of  the  House,  he 
entertained  a  very  sincere  objection  to  the 
proposal  to  placing  tliat  portion  of  the 
election  expenses  nitherto  paid  by  oandi- 
dates  in  boroughs  snd  counties  upon  tbe 
rates.  He  also  objected  to  the  deposit;  of 
£100  which  it  was  intended  to  require  from 
every  person  who  was  proposed  as  a  can- 
didate at  the  hustings.  That  was  opposed 
to  the  ancient  oonstitutloosl  right  of  Her 
Hsjesty 'a  subjects  to  propose  any  person 
whom  they  might  think  fit  to  represent 
them  in  Parliament.  It  was  well  known 
also  that  gentlemen  were  occasionally  pro- 
poaed  not  for  the  purpose  of  contesting  tbe 
election  but  merely  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  makioK  a  speeon. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
the  Government  was  placed  in  an  awkward 
position  by  tbeattempt  to  raise  the  question 
at  that  moment.  It  was  quits  clear  with 
what  intention  it  was  done — to  gel  a  vote 
in  support  of  the  English  olanse,  though 
in  reaUty  the  praposaf  as  regarded  Soot- 
land  stood  on  entirely  different  grounds,  as 
the  circumstances  of  tbe  two  countries  were 
different.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawoett)  intended  to  persevere  with 
the  clause  as  it  stood,  it  would  create  a 
difference  between  tbe  law  of  England  and 
the  law  of  Scotland  on  this  besd. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  ssid,  he  thought 
diet  if  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Amendment  it  would  pisce  Scotland  in  the 
same  position  as  England. 

Question  pot,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  71  i  Noes 
83  :  Majority  12. 

Clause,  as  amended,  addtd. 
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VisoDimT  MILTON  propoied  t6  hieerl 
tho  following  offtuse  after  Clause  D  53  : — 

**  In  oaae  tb«  connty  for  which  the  oonntj  rate 
is  made  shall  be  divided  into  two  or  more  parts 
for  Parliamentary  representation,  then  the  said 
expenses  shall  be  charged  upon  and  defrayed  by 
and  out  of  the  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  such  Election 
shall  take  place  ;  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace  for 
the  conntjr  shall  apportion  such  expenses  amongst 
the  parishes,  townships,  and  pUoes  only  in  that 
part  of  the  county  in  and  for  whioh  such  Eleciion 
shall  have  so  taken  places  as  nearly  as  may  be 
in  proportion  to  the  number  of  persons  whose 
names  shall  appear  on  the  register  of  county 
voters  for  such  parishes,  townships,  and  places 
respectively ;  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace,  in  issuing 
his  precept  for  the  county  rate,  shall  add  thereto 
the  proportion  payable  in  respect  of  such  expenses 
Vy  each  of  the  last>mentioned  parishes,  townships, 
and  places,  and  the  same  shall  be  recoverable  in 
like  manner  and  as  j>art  of  the  county  rate." 

ClaQse  (Let jiog  of  county  rate  where 
county  is  diyided,)— ( VitcautU  Jftbon,)— 
hrougki  upt  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 


The  solicitor  GENERAL  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Viscount  should 
have   failed  in  solving  the   very   difficult 

Suestion  he  had  undertaken  to  deal  with. 
»y  the  53rd  section  of  the  Bill  the  ex- 
penses of  every  election  for  a  county  were 
ordered  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  county 
rate,  and  fur  a  borough  out  of  money  to 
be  raised  under  the  6  Vict,  c.  18,  s.  55, 
whioh  enacted  that  all  expenses  incurred 
hj  any  town  clerk  or  returning  officer  for  a 
city  or  borough  should  be  defrayed  out  of 
money  to  be  collected  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  from  all  the  parishes  within  such  city 
or  borough.  The  15  &  16  VieL,  c.  81, 
which  appointed  the  manner  in  which  the 
county  rate  was  to  be  made,  empowered 
the  Justices  of  the  county  sitting  in  Quarter 
Sessions  to  impose  a  rate  to  be  paid  by  all 
parishes  in  the  county  ;  and  therefore  if 
the  rate  were  to  be  mnde  upon  a  portion  of 
a  county  only  it  would  be  invalid.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  did  not  see  how 
they  could  agree  to  the  first  part  of  the 
noble  Viscount's  clause,  seeing  that  there 
was  no  **  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  such 
election  shall  take  place,"  out  of  which 
the  expenses  were  to  be  defrayed.  The 
second  part  of  the  clause  said  that  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county  should 
apportion  the  expenses  among  the  parishes 
and  places  only  in  the  part  of  the  county 
for  which  the  election  was  held^  bnl  the 


clerk  c^  ^  petoa  had  HetfaAry  wbaisver' 
te  do  with  apportioning  tlie  rate,    Agsio, 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  did  act  issue  his 
precept  for  the  oeanty  rale,  because  under 
the  Act  thai  duty  waa  to  be  performed  by 
the  jnstites.     It  was  evident,  therefore, 
that  tho  noble  Viscount's  attempt  to  soWe 
the  qnestion  had  entirely  failed,  and  the 
difficulty  coald  only  be  overcome  by  ms* 
chinery  being  establislied  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  the  money  for  defraying  the  electioa 
expenses  different  from  that  by  which  the 
county  rate  waa  raised.  To  effect  that  object, 
however,  it  would  require  logialatioB  of  too 
extensive  a  character   to  be  oommeuced 
during  the  short  remainder  of  the  Session. 
These  were  the  difficulties  he  had  foreseen, 
and  had  pointed  out  as  likely  to  arise  if 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
were  carried ;  and  even  if  they  eoald  bs 
overcome  by  legislation,  still  the  injastise 
of  the  principle  of  the  clause  would  re- 
main.    The  question  was  one  which  re- 
quired the  gravest  consideration,  and  there- 
fore the  matter  should,  in  his  opinion,  bs 
postponed.     With  regard  to  the  borougbi 
they   were   in    this  difficulty -— that  the 
parishes  sometimes  ran  into  two  coantiei^ 
and    sometimes   were    partly   within  snd 
partly  without  a  borough;  and,  therefore, 
it  would  be  most  unjust  to  levy  these  ex* 
penses  upon  the  whole  of  such  psriibci. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  overeome  all  the  difficulties  to 
which  he  had  alluded  by  legislation,  but  it 
was  clear  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
expect   Parliament    to    enter   upon  such 
legislation  this  Session. 

Mn.  LEBMAN  said,  the  Solicitor  Qe- 
neral  had  endeavoured  to  combat  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble    Viscount  on  mere 
technical  grounds,  and  had  contended  tbst 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Viscount  could 
be  carried  into  effect.     He  (Mr.  Leeoiso) 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  listen  to 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman.    The  difficulties  could  be  got  rid 
of  by  the  insertion  of  words  in  the  elaois. 
When  the  precept  for  the  rate  was  sent 
out,  a  calculation  was  made  respecting  the 
portion    payable  by  each  parish,  and  no 
difficulty  could  arise  on  that  point.    Tbe 
hon.  and  learned  GentleoLan  s  aid  that  what 
waa  proposed  by  the  noble  Viscount  could 
not   be  done  by  law.     Why,  this  elasis 
was  proposed  to  enable  it  to  be  done  b/ 
law.     The  country  rate  for  the  North  and 
West  Riding  was  levied  respectively  on 
each  of  these  divisions,  and  where  was  the 
diffieoity  io  apportioiuBg  on  each  panshia 
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teeh  ditfiion  the  rite  payable  bj  it  ?  If 
thvy  eoold  deal  with  this  questioa  in  the 
fttture,  ai  was  admitted  by  the  hon.  and 
Jeanied  Gentleman,  why  not  now  f  The 
claiise  was  only  a  repetition  for  eounties 
•f  what  had  already  been  done  for  borougha 
hf  the  elanse  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett).  Where  there  was 
m  #111  there  was  a  way. 

Ton  CHANOELLOB  of  thb  BXCHB. 
QUEB  said,  he  wontd  be  glad  to  know  the 
Maet  mode  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Meitaber  for  York  (Mr.  Leeroan)  proposed  to 
gMTiy  ont  the  clause.  He  could  not  see  how 
il  IHia  to  work.  How  was  the  money  to  be 
ptOTided,  and  on  whose  anthority  were  the 
preoepta  to  be  sent  out?  The  magistrates 
•aaaased  the  county  rate  on  certain  esti- 
-aaatea  of  the  money  required  for  roads, 
ftridgeSy  police,  and  other  county  expenses. 
W#r6  they  to  make  a  new  and  prospectire 
fiMHiate  for  the  possible  expenses  of  a 
IMiamentary  Election,  and  a  limitation  of 
ttk  rate  to  the  particular  parishes  which 
WitB  situated  in  the  division  in  which  the 
might  take  place  ?  If  not,  in 
it  manner  was  the  money  to  be  pro- 
supposing  the  expenditure  for  other 
HferiMttea  to  eome  up  to  the  full  amount  of 
^JM  Mtimates.  Did  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
PhM  that  the  clerk  of  the  peace  should  be 
■He.  of  his  own  motion,  to  increase  the 
ItaBty  rate  sufficiently  to  cover  such  elee« 
ttsa  expenses. 

Mm.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  wished  to 
liMbit  ont  as  a  question  of  Order  that  it 
mold  be  better  if  the  clause  of  the  noble 
Vlieoant  were  postponed  until  after  the 
M#  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 

e;  Faweett)  had  been  discussed,  as  then 
•  Members  would  know  what  they  were 
Mug. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  if  the  House  de- 

to  do  so,  they  could  permit  the  pre- 

elause  to  be  postponed  and  brought 

Sigaitt  as  an  Amendment  upon  the  clause 
1i6  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 

BilglitoD. 

'  Ma.  fawcett  said,  he  felt  himself 
plaeod  in  some  difficulty  upon  this  question, 
MHittae,  if  the  Oovernment  succeeded  in 

ffkillg  out  his  clause,  everything  would 
IdIo  confusion.  He  thought  it  would 
li^  k^iter  to  discuss  the  proviso  first,  on 
M^  imderstanding  that  his  clause  was  in 
•ntirety  in  the  Bill,  and  that,  if  the 
fbll  through,  the  proviso  would  fall 
it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTERsaid,  bethought 
tl  Udaalrable  to  diseiuM  bit  by  bit  the 


Amendment  whieb  bad  been  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett).  If  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Member  for  the  West  Eidiog  (Viscount 
Milton)  would  withdraw  his  clause  for  the 
present  he  could  move  it  as  an  Amendment 
before  the  question  was  put  on  the  Motion 
of  the  Solicitor  General  to  omit  Clause 
D.  53. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that,  in  spite  of  all 
that  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  he  believed 
the  clause  to  be  perfectly  unworkable.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  collect  a  rate  from 
the  owners  of  tenements  when  that  rate 
would  frequently  amount  to  a  fraction  of  a 
penny,  or  the  fraction  even  of  a  farthing. 
The  principle  was  no  doubt  a  just  one,  but 
if  it  were  put  into  practice  at  all  it  would 
be  much  more  simple  to  allow  the  clerk 
of  the  peace  to  pay  the  amount  out  of  the 
gross  rate  of  the  riding. 

Bib  ROBERT  COLLIER  said,  that  if 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Fawoett)  were  rejected  this  question 
would  not  arise.  It  would,  therefore,  be 
better  to  discuss  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  first. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  foUh' 
drawn, 

Visooinrr  MILTON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  move  it  as  an  Amendment  on  Clause 
D53. 

Mb.  BERKELEY  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  insertion  of  a  new  clause  with  a  view 
to  the  better  prevention  of  personation  at 
elections.  The  clause  provided  that  at  the 
annual  registration  the  Revising  Barrister 
should  fix  the  parish  in  which  non-resident 
freemen  shall  record  their  Totes,  and  that 
they  should  vote  on  one  qualification  only. 
He  coulO  conceive  no  objection  that  could 
be  offered  to  the  clause,  which,  if  it  did 
no  good,  could  certainly  do  no  harm. 

Clause  (For  the  better  prevention  of 
personation  at  Elections,) — (Jfr.  Berkeley,) 
—  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  HEYGATE  said,  he  believed  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  was  quite  unneces- 
sary, inasmuch  as  it  was  now  competent 
for  the*  returning  officer  in  any  borough 
to  assign  one  or  more  polling  booths  spe- 
cially for  non-resident  freemen  to  vote  at» 
and  such  had  always  been  the  practice 
at  Leicester  and  other  boroughs  in  many 
parts  of  England,  while  the  second  part, 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  prevent 
an  elector  from  claiming  to  vote  in  respect 
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to  more  than  one  qaali^oatioD*  was  nojuat, 
and  directly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
practice  which  had  always  hitherto  heen 
sanctioned,  because  an  elector  who  selected 
what  he  regarded  as  his  best  qaalification 
would  find,  if  his  claim  on  that  ground  were 
rejected,  that  he  had  lost  all  right  of  voting 
whatever 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  while  he  was  as  anxious  as  the  hon. 
Member  to  prevent  personation,  he  did 
not  think  the  method  proposed  in  the 
clause  was  the  best  one.  To  the  second 
part  of  the  clause  he  had  the  strongest  ob- 
jection, on  principle,  for  it  had  always  been 
the  rule  that  persons  should  have  the  right 
of  voting  on  different  qualifications.  If  the 
House  thought  it  desirable,  tho  first  part 
of  the  clause  might  perhaps  be  reduced 
into  a  practical  shape ;  but  for  his  own 
part  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  no  good 
could  result  from  the  attempt  to  prevent 
in  this  way  the  practice  of  personation. 
It  would  be  better  at  some  future  time  if 
they  found  personation  to  be  very  frequent 
to  seek  some  more  effective  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  evil. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  believed  that  the 
most  effectual  way  of  putting  an  end  to 
personation  at  elections  would  be  for  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  do  their  duty 
and  prosecute  the  offenders,  where  such  a 
course  was  rendered  advisable  by  the  gra- 
vity of  the  offence. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  Thst  the 
Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  negoHved. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  rose  to 
move  the  insertion  of  a  clause,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  prohibit  the  pay- 
ment of  expenses  for  conveying  voters  to 
the  poll  in  counties  and  in  tiiose  boroughs 
which  were  treated  last  year  as  counties. 
Last  jear  the  prohibition  was  carried  as 
regarded  boroughs,  but  was  not  extended 
to  counties.  One  objection  that  had  been 
raised  was  that  it  would  require  so  great 
an  increase  in  the  number  of  polling- places 
that  the  expense  would  be  as  great  as  that 
of  conveying  voters  to  the  poll.  He  did 
not  think  that  would  be  so  ;  at  any  rate 
the  objection  was  removed  by  thtt  clause 
that  was  carried  on  Saturday  (Mr.  Fawcett's 
clause),  and  which  he  hoped  would  be  re- 
tained. Another  objection  was  that  the 
new  polling-places  would  be  appointed  by 
magistrates  out  of  political  motives.  To 
remedy  that  he  had  another  clause  to 
propose,  which  would  take  the  initiative 

Mr,  JSifygaU 


out  of  the  hands  of  magistrates,  but  would 
oblige  them  to  appoint  polling  booths 
whenever  and  wherever  they  were  called 
upon  to  do  so  by  a  certain  number  of  elec- 
tors. He  held  that  the  practice  of  convey- 
ing voters  to  the  poll  was  in  itself  eorrnpt, 
and  that  it  led  to  further  corruption.  At 
present  the  price  of  county  elections  was 
estimated  at  the  rate  of  something  like  £1 
per  elector.  The  county  constituencies 
having  been  largely  increased  by  the  re- 
cent Reform  Bill,  the  costs  would  also  be 
largely  increased,  unless  they  did  away 
with  the  practice  of  convejing  persona  to 
the  poll.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  support  the  clause. 

Clause  (Payment  of  expenses  for  oon- 
veying  voters  in  counties  and  certain 
boroughs  illegal,)— (Ifr.  LahoueKere,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 


The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
he  would  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  this  question,  for  the 
matter  was  fully  debated  last  year,  and 
as  a  compromise  to  meet  all  the  different 
views  expressed  at  the  time,  the  present 
clauses  in  the  Reform  Bill  were  introdaeed, 
confining  the  operation  of  such  a  provision 
to  boroughs.  If  they  entered  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  this  proposal,  several  hoars 
might  be  taken  up,  which  at  this  Ute 
period  of  the  Session  would  be  to  pat  a 
stop  to  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  the  ap- 
peal which  had  just  fallen  from  the  Solici- 
tor General  was  the  most  extraordinary  he 
had  heard  for  a  long  time.  They  were 
asked  not  to  disturb  an  arrangement  that 
had  been  come  to  last  year,  and  yet  they 
were  told  they  would  be  asked  to  disturb 
an  arrangement  that  had  been  come  to 
only  on  Saturday  last,  and  which  was  af- 
firmed by  two  successive  majoritiea.  He 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  not  withdraw 
his  clause— unless,  at  all  events,  the  Go- 
vernment withdrew  their  opposition  to  the 
clause  which  had  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 

Mb.  CORRANCE  :  Sir,  I  must  agree 
with  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  no  fair  occasion  has  been  afforded 
us  of  discussing  this  question  in  a  manner 
either  commensurate  with  its  importance, 
or  in  connection  with  circumstances  of  no 
small  or  insignificant  nature  which  should 
exercise  an  influence  over  our  votes.  Many 
of  them  have  occurred  since  its  inlrodne- 
tion  into  the  House.    In  proportion  as  I 
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tgree  with  that  hon.  Member,  so  do    I 
•mpliatieally  disagree  with  the  appeal  to 
ahdve  aooh  a  question   which   has  been 
made  from  the  Treasury  Bench.      This 
fiiestioD,  as  it  now  comes  before  us,  has 
Btrer  been  discussed.      It  is  a  very  few 
days  since  I  had  reason  to  complain  that, 
as  far  as  the  counties  were  concerned,  no 
attempt  has    been   made  to  decrease  or 
Kmit  county  expense,  and  the  same  ques- 
tion re-occurs  in  this  case.     Now  I  am 
ttot  going  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member 
I    irbo  has  proposed  this.     The  question  has 
^   teeo  rendered  very  complicated    by    the 
fOodaot  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House.     It  cannot  be  permitted  to  ez- 
land   to  out- county  voters,  because  you 
;voiiId  not  sanction  the  use  of  voting  papers 
jpD  their  behalf,  and  I  will  not  consent  to 
jBafranchisement,  which,  under  the  pro- 
poeed  clause,  would  take  place.      Nor  can 
;.l|  extend  to  Ireland  in  consequence  of  the 
3iad  vote  you  gave  the  other  night,  in  for- 
ing  the  clause  concerning  polling-places 
pass.   Some  Amendments  will  be  neces- 
to  meet  this.      But  as  regards  the 
within  the  limits  of  counties,  I  shall, 
10  amended,  offer  no  opposition  myself. 
this  instance,  what  we  have  to  consider 
this  —  Will  our  present  provision  for 
tional  polling-places  meet  this  case  ? 
ity  will  have  much  to  do  with  this ; 
instance,  in  my  own   county,  where 
4ii«re  are  many   small  market   towns,  I 
tthk   that  no  voter^  need  live  more  than 
or  five  miles  from   a    polling-place. 
it  this  may  not  always  be  the  case,  and 
niiat  say  that  I  shall  defer  my  judgment 
itQ  I  bear  what  other  Members  have  to 
to  this.      This  Bill  should  lead  to  dis- 
iohisement  of  no  sort.     I  agree  with 
hon.  Member  who  has  said  that  no 
y  tricks  should  be  played  about  this 
at  least.     Our  one  oojcct  should  be  the 
exercise  of  the  vote,  and  the  generous 
of  a  generous  gift.     No  doubt  there 
e  Question  of   expense,  and  a  very 
fe  question,  depend  upon  it,  it  will  be 
many  of  us.     But  to  this  we  must  be 
fnl,  at  least  not  to  sacrifice  the  right  of 
elector  to  the  exercise  of  his  vote. 
that  reason  I  shall  vote  against  this 


_  Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said,  they  were 
If.  '^fk(^  discussing  the  principle  of  the  clause, 
'  'ii|b^  tbey  could  discuss  modifications  in  it 
ilrilkcrwaixis.  He,  too,  saw  no  force  in  the 
iumeal  of  the  Solicitor  General ;  but  he 
Sbiitted  the  question  was  not  a  large  one. 
The  reasons  for  and  against  lay  in  a  nut- 

yOL.  CXCm.    [teibd  sebizs.] 


shell,  and   the  House,  therefore,  might 
come  to  an  immediate  decision  upon  it. 

VlsoouNT  QALWAY  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  personal  interest  in  the  ques- 
tion one  way  or  the  other;  but  he  must 
hold  that  the  matter  had  been  fully  dis- 
cussed, and  he  believed  that  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case  would  be  met  by  the 
appointment  of  a  sufficient  number  of  poll- 
ing-places. He  thought  it  would  be  better 
not  to  re-open  the  question,  and  for  that 
reason  he  should  vote  against  the  clause. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  real  question  was  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  wished  to  pass  the  Bill 
this  Session  or  not.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  said 
there  was  not  much  to  discuss  with  regard 
to  this  clause.  His  own  experience  was 
entirely  opposed  to  this.  A  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  on  the  subject  some,  time  ago 
by  the  ex- Solicitor  General,  and  had  been 
largely  discussed.  He  himself  could  speak 
for  hours  on  the  question,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain it  could  not  be  disposed  of  without 
very  considerable  debate.  If  all  the  ques- 
tions that  were  settled  last  year  were  now 
to  be  re-opened  again,  the  House  might  as 
well  make  up  its  mind  at  once  to  put  the 
Bill  aside  for  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  those  ques- 
tions were  settled  last  year;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  were  entirely  unsettled.  At 
the  same  time  he  thought  that  if  they  were 
now  to  go  into  all  the  clauses  they  would 
peril  the  Bill,  and  he  would  give  the  Go- 
vernment his  support  in  carrying  the  Bill, 
even  though  he  perilled  these  clauses.  The 
Government  deserved  great  credit  for  hav- 
ing pressed  this  Bill  forward,  and  therefore 
he  would  support  them  in  carrying  it. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  the  Government 
had  answered  their  own  question  as  to 
giving  facilities  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
when  they  gare  Notice  that  they  intended 
to  reverse  the  decision  which  the  House 
came  to  on  this  clause  on  Saturday.  Did 
they  think  they  would  facilitate  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  by  trying  to  rescind  a  decision 
already  made  ?  If  the  Government  claimed 
consideration  from  private  Members,  then 
private  Members  had  some  right  te  claim 
consideration  from  the  Government. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  that  no  decision  had  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Government  inconsistent  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session. 

3  G 
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Witfaout  entering  into  the  qneition  referred 
to,  Bs  it  wai  not  before  the  Hoaie,  he 
flsaured  lion.  Oentlemen  oppoiito  that, 
liouerer  uncbaritslilj  thaj  might  »iow  liii 
conduct  respecting  it,  he  had  acted  with 
mature  deliberation,  and  in  the  belief  that 
if  ha  bad  not  taken  the  course  he  had,  the 
safety  of  the  Bill  would  bo  imperilled.  At 
the  proper  time  Ihej  would  undoubledly 
exonerate  him  from  an;  suspicion  of  anr* 

Erise.  He  regretted  that  this  Bill,  which 
bJ  dealt  with  a  distinct  and  difficult  aub- 
jpct,  should  be  hampered  b;  a  Dumber  of 
irrelevant  propositions,  of  great  importance 
no  doubt  in  tliemieNes,  but  which,  joined 
to  the  measure,  were  calculated  to  render 
Its  pnssafre  most  haEardous.  He  therefore 
trusted  the  House,  without  allowing  its 
votes  to  be  construed  into  a  rejection  of 
the  principle  of  the  clauses  that  might  he 
offered  for  its  consideration,  would  vote 
against  them  simply  aa  an  eipreaaion  of 
its  determination  to  carry  a  Bill  for  the 
prevention  of  corrupt  practices. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  snggest 
that  if  the  pairing  otf  of  Toters  could  be 
accepted  as  a  legal  practice,  the  clause 
would  be  a  most  desirable  one,  because  it 
would  end  in  the  outlying  volers  pairing  to 
a  great  extent  with  each  other. 

Sir  FREDERICK  HEYQATB  said, 
the  clause  would  practically  prerent  a  large 
number  of  Irish  voters  from  polling.  He 
knetv  of  an  iuslance  iu  which  electors 
would  bars  to  travel  some  twenty  or  thirty 
miles  over  a  mountain  to  register  thi ' 
votes. 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  pat,  "  That 
the  said   Clause   be  now   read   a  aeeond 

The  Houao  diti<ied:—-\jet  82;  Noes 
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Mr.  W.  B.  BBAUHOHT  aaid, 
after  tbedeciaiun  which  hnd  just  baene 
to,  he  believed  ho  should  best  eontalt  the 
convenience  of  the  House  If  he  withdrew 
the  Notice  he  liad  placed  on  the  Paper  to 
move  a  clause  prohibiting  thn  eonveyance 
of  voters  in  the  same  county.  It  was  clear 
the  House  did  not  desire  to  decide  the 
question  of  the  conveyance  of  voters  in 
this  Bill ;  hut  he  understood  no  opinion 
to  have  been  expressed  on  the  uerits  of 
the  case. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  in  the  abscnee  of 
Sir  Thomns  Lloyd,  he  would  move  the 
adoption  of  a  clanse  prohibiting  the  use, 
fiT  election  purposes,  of  premises  iioenced 
for  tlio  sale  of  drinks. 
Jfr,  Diiraeli 
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had  declined  to 
the  clanse  after  i 
when  the  hoo,  E 
himself  iotrodoe 
objection  applie 
applied  to  the  It 
think  the  propoi 
one  in  the  prese 

Ms.  BERES: 
ing  the  Motion 
Member  for  the 
that  he  had  him 
Paper  identical 
the  prohibition  t 
had  done  this 
his  hon.  Friend 
shire  bad  left  Li 
that  ha  had  et 
hon.  Member, 
tion  in  the  hope 
the  House  to  a 
risk  of  ill  resull 
less,  while  the  ii 
be  greater.  Fc 
be  glad  to  see 
form.  The  Pri 
to  the  decision 
been  adverse  ta 
oeding  year.  £ 
npon  the  hon. 
Cardiganshire  f 
was  virtually  ai 
in  a  Committee 
it.  But  nnluck 
and  it  was  fini 
evening  by  the 
about  ten  o'oloe 
and  eared  as  lit 
objeetiooa  to  th 
the  material  iot 
at  first  oecaaien. 
incoDvenienoe  c 
as  nothing  eoi 
which  would  ao 
its  trial  at  the  I 
onleu  some  aui 
were  applied  tc 
corruption,  the ' 
recorded.  Evei 
with  a  borough 
palter  with  his  i 
fess  to  the  nttsr 
committeea  belt 
were  com  mitten 


io^r 


AwflSwidf 


(TviT  88, 1868} 


JBmHohbS^. 


1688 


t 


^' 


ieet  of  non-eleotors  i  and  be  oould  testify 
^m  experienoe  that  ftometimes  the  com- 
ipitteea  of  the  rival  candidates  sat  on  the 
right  hand  and  the  left  of  the  same  pahlio- 
iionse.  It  was  ahsurd  to  talk  of  business 
D^ing  transacted  at  these  places.  Their 
olject  was  to  bribe  the  publican  by  the 
beer  which  he  sold,  and  the  electors  by  the 
lieer  which  they  drank,  and  to  give  the 
Don*electors  pot-valour   to   terrorize   the 

istitueneies.  It  was  bribery  of  a  worse 
find  than  money  payments*  for  those,  at 

it,  might  help  in  the  support  of  the 

{'oter*8  wife  and   children,   while  bribery 
J  beer  only  tt^rned  him  into  a  profligate 
iot. 

Mb.  clay  said,   that    though    there 

fere  objections  to  the  use  of  public-honses, 
I  must  vote  against  the  clause.  If  it 
Sore  passed,  it  would  prevent  him  from 
dressing  the  electors  of  Hull  from  the 
Wndow  of  one  of  the  principal  hotels  in 
|lie  market-place.  He  feared  the  clause 
would  deprive  many  a  candidate  of  power 
ib  Qse  the  only  assembly-room  in  his 
ragh-  He  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
ing  the  same  hotel  at  his  elections  for 
trty  years,  where  he  was  to  be  seen  every 
^  ly;  and  if  he  left  it  his  friends  would 
■eareely  believe  that  he  was  a  candidate. 

Sm  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  said, 
ibere  was  no  di£Sculty  either  in  counties  or 
Doronghs  in  obtaining  suitable  rooms  in 
prifete  bouses ;  and  he  hoped  Parliament 
jroold  pnt  down  this  great  source  of  ez- 
wnse  and  corruption. 
.  Mju  LABOUGHERE  said,  he  was  in 
^tonr  of  reducing  the  expenses  of  elec- 
l^onSt  and  therefore  he  should  vote  against 
le  elanse,  because  his  experience  was  that 
eandidate  could  very  often  obtain  rooms 
flieaper  in  a  public-house  than  elsewhere. 
Why  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  when 
IMfms  were  engaged  in  such  a  place  it 
VW  merely  intended  to  bribe  the  landlord 
er  his  customers  ?  Some  hon.  Members 
ee^med  to  think  that  licenced  victuallers 
worse  than  any  other  class  of  elec- 
against  that  assumption  he  begged 
to  protest. 

MM.  POWELL  said,  there  were  many 
towns — and  the  town  he  represented  was 
ebe  of  them — where,  if  this  clause  were 
eflllied,  it  would  be  impossible  to  address 
the  doctors  except  in  the  open  air,  as  there 
mm  no  room  in  the  town — with  the  excep- 
^eo  of  the  Town  Hall — where  a  meeting 
eeald  beheld,  except  in  public-houses. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEE  said,  he  was 
emprised  that  Liberal    Members    should 


advocate  the  use  of  beer-houses  and  beer- 
shops.  There  must  be  something  behind 
which  he  could  not  understand.  It  was 
not  only  that  they  paid  for  the  room,  but 
for  the  treatment  of  people  who  came  there 
—it  was  a  complete  system  of  bribery  and 
corruption. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  asked, 
whether  it  was  seriously  intended  that  a 
candidate  who  innocently  hired  a  room  in 
an  hotel  was  to  have  his  election  made 
void,  and  that  he  was  to  be  disqualified 
from  sitting  in  Parliament  for  seven  years  ? 
An  agent  might,  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  eandidate,  rent  a  room  in  a  public- 
house. 

Mb.  MELLY  ssid,  that  as  he  had  been 
in  a  manner  appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University,  be  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  In  a  certain 
election  in  1865  the  advertised  election 
expenditure  of  the  two  candidates  amounted 
to  £2.469  1*.  3d.  [«•  Where  ?"]  Now, 
was  that  fair  ?  At  any  rate,  let  them 
wait  to  the  end.  He  and  his  opponent 
polled  on  that  occasion  about  93  per  cent 
of  the  constituency.  At  a  subsequent 
election,  in  consequence  of  an  understand- 
ing that  he  and  his  opponent  came  to  on 
the  subject  of  public-houses,  the  advertised 
election  expenses  of  both  candidates  came 
to  £109,  and  they  polled  only  1  per  cent 
less  of  the  constituency  than  they  did  be- 
fore. They  lived  at  hotels,  but  they  did 
not  use  them  as  committee  rooms.  He 
therefore  supported  this  clause,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  pass  it  unani- 
mously, as  that  would  have  a  great  moral 
effect  upon  the  country. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  as  this  clause  was  worded, 
if  a  candidate  stayed  at  an  hotel,  and  his 
agent  visited  him  at  breakfast  and  wrote  a 
letter  in  his  room  on  election  business,  the 
candidate  would  be  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  that  all 
the  House  was  required  to  do  was  to  vote 
on  the  principle  of  the  clause  ;  it  could  be 
easily  amended  afterwards  so  as  to  meet 
the  objections  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
would  recommend  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Melly)  to  repeat  the  arrange- 
ment he  had  described,  and  be  independent 
of  the  clause.  It  seemed  as  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  be  saved  the  trouble  of 
exercising  moral  courage,  and,  indeed, 
wanted  to  be  made  moral  by  Act  of  Far- 

3  G  2 


1689 


JESMmm  PaOUm 


(oouvoirs) 


mud  Canmfl 


1540 


liament.    Ho  (Mr.  Oatborne  Hardy)  did 
not  belieTe  in  aach  a  proceta. 

Motion  made,  and  Qoettion  put^  *'  That 
the  said  Clanae  be  now  read  a  aeeond 


>ff 


time. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  70  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  60. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
after  the  dlYision  which  had  taken  place 
lie  should  not  move  his  clause  prohibiting 
the  use  for  election  pnrposea  in  cities  and 
boroughs  of  premises  licensed  for  the  sale 
of  drinks. 

Mr.  J.  STUART    MILL  moTod   the 

following  clause  :— 

"  At  the  trial  of  an  Eleotion  Petition  under 
this  Act  the  judge  bIiaII  hare  power  to  reoeire 
eTidenoe  of  oorrapt  pneticet  whieh  any  elector 
who  shall  have  roted  at  the  Parliamentarj  Eleo- 
tion  to  which  the  Petition  refers  may  have  com- 
mitted at  any  Municipal  Election  within  the  same 
coanty  or  borough  within  two  years  before  the 
presentation  of  the  Petition,  with  the  object  of 
proving  that  the  roter  was  oorrnptly  inflnenced  in 
TOting  at  the  said  Parliamentary  Election ;  and 
any  special  Commission  appointed  to  inqoire  into 
the  eiistenoe  of  cormpt  practices  shall  have 
power  to  inquire  into  corrupt  practices  at  Muni- 
cipal Elections  to  the  same  extent  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  into  corrupt  practices  at  Pariia- 
mentary  Elections." 

As  he  had  expressed  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject  of  the  clause  on  a  former  oceaaion 
he  would  not  again  trouble  the  House  with 
any  observations  upon  it. 

Clause  (Corrupt  practices  at  previous 
Municipal  Elections  may  be  inquired  into,) 
— [Mr,  M%U,)'^broughi  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  clause  for  the  same  rea- 
son ss  he  opposed  it  the  other  day— that 
this  was  not  the  time  nor  the  occasion  for 
dealing  with  the  corruption  at  municipal 
Elections.  If  a  voter  waa  bribed  at  a 
municipal  Election,  on  the  understanding 
that  that  bribe  should  secure  his  rote  at  the 
neit  Parliamentary  Election  also»  that  was 
sufficient  to  constitute  bribery  at  the  Par- 
liamentary Election ;  and  by  this  Bill  the 
Judge  would  hare  power  to  inquire  into  it 
without  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hen. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 
But  if  the  bribery  at  the  municipal  Election 
was  independent  bribery,  which  did  not 
lead  up  to  the  Parliamentary  Eleiotion, 
then  it  was  a  separate  matter,  and  should 
be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 

Question,  **  That  the  said  Clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  ne^oHved, 

Mr,  Oathom$  Mardff 


Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  move  a  clause  declaring  illegal  the  em- 
ployment of  paid  eauTaasers,  or  pud  agents 
other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
Corrupt  Practieea  FreTention  Act.    The 
clause  is  directed  againat  the  greatest  of 
all  the  sources  of  nndue  expense  at  elec- 
tions, especially  in  conntiea  and  large  towns. 
It  is  well-known  that  when  a  candidate  pre- 
sents himself  to  a  large  constituency,  de- 
termined to  carry  all  before  him  by  dint  of 
money,  a  great  part  of  his  outlay  consists 
in  hiring  cauTassers,  and  they  are  hired 
by  hundreds,  very  often  without  any  rssl 
intention   that  they  should  eanvass,  and 
many  of  them  never  do  cauTass.    Up  to 
last  year,  under  pretence  of  payment  for 
canvassing,  any  number  of  electors  might, 
without  any  breach  of  law,   be  paid  for 
their  votes.     A  clause,  however,  in  the 
Reform  Act,  which  the  country  is  indebted 
to  an  hon.  Member  near  me  for  proposing, 
and  to  the  Oovemment  for  accepting,  bsi 
struck  a  blow  at  this  mode  of  bribery,  bj 
enacting  that  no  one  in  the  actual  pay  of 
a  candidate  shall  be  allowed  to  vote.  Here- 
after, therefore,  a  man  can  no  longer  be 
paid  in  this  manner  for  his  own  vote.    Bat 
he  can  still  be  paid  for  the  Tote  of  bii 
father,  or  his  brother,  or  his  wife's  father 
or  brother ;  and,  besides,  there  is  sneb  s 
thing  as  collective  bribery  —  bribery  of  s 
whole  constituency,   by   spending  mooej 
freely  in  the  place.    Every  petty  trsdei- 
man  in  the  town  is  virtually  bribed  hj  s 
man  who  flings  money  about  lavishly  on 
all  sides,  most  of  which  comes  back  alooit 
immediately  to  be  spent  at  their  sbopi* 
All  expenditure  by  which  electors  profit  ii 
a  kind  of  bribery;  and,  though  it  may  not 
be  feasible  to  put  a  stop  to  all  forms  of 
it,  still,  if  there  be  a  form  which  soiwen 
no  useful  purpose  whatever  —  unlets  ooo- 
fining  the   representation   to   miUionsirei 
be  a  useful  purpose  —  this  at  least  oogbt 
surely  to  be  put  a  stop  to.    Now,  wbtt 
useful  purpose,  at  thia  time  of  day,  it  ffO' 
moted  by  personal  canvassing  f    A  seat  in 
this  House  ought  no  more  to  be  obtained 
by  private  solicitation  than  by  money  pej' 
ment.     The  use  of  canvassing,  when  (oeie 
was  a  use,  was  to  make  the  candidate  ssd 
his  pretensions  knovm  to  the  constitoeooj; 
but  this  is  now  done  by  addressing  tbem 
in  a  body,  through  the  Press  or  at  pvblie 
meetings.  It  is  from  the  candidate's  poblie 
addresses,  or  from  the  newspapers,  tbst 
the  electors  even  now  learn  all  that  tbej 
ever  do  learn  about  the  candidate ;  tbey 
do  not  want  canvassers  to  tell  then.    1> 
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tbere  is  to  be  eanraBBiDg,  it  onght  to  be 
done  by  volunteers.  Everybody  wbo  has 
any  businesB  to  be  a  candidate  has  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  zealous  supporters  to  do 
all  tbe  canvassing  tbat  can  be  needful. 
Acquaintances  may  talk  to  acquaintances, 
and  neighbours  to  neighbours,  and  win 
tbem  over  by  persuasion  and  moral  influ- 
ence ;  but  what  moral  influence  has  a  man 
who  is  paid  for  his  persuasiveness  ?  And 
what  would  the  electors  lose  if  they  could 
only  be  talked  to  by  somebody  who  believes 
what  he  says,  and  cares  enough  about  it 
to  say  it  gratis  ? 

Clause — 

(Emplojment  of  paid  oanvasters  or  of  paid 
ageDti  other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
Oompt  Pnotices  Prevention  Aet  to  be  illegal.) 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  candidate,  or 
ibr  anyone  in  his  behalf,  to  pay  any  money  or 
equivalent  for  money  in  consideration  of  servioet 
rendered  or  to  be  rendered  in  canvassing  the 
electors  or  in  soliciting  votes  at  any  Election,  or 
to  employ  any  barrister,  solicitor  or  attorney, 
agent  or  sub^gent,  clerk,  or  other  person  who 
may  be  paid,  or  to  be  paid,  by  or  in  behalf  of  the 
candidate  for  other  purposes  oonneoted  with  the 
Election,  in  canvassing  electors  or  soliciting 
votes ;  and  any  candidate  or  other  person  making 
payment  for  canvassing  electors  or  soliciting  votes. 
or  employing  for  such  purposes  any  person  paid 
or  to  be  paid  by  or  in  behalf  of  tbe  candidate  for 
other  purposes  connected  with  the  Election  shall 
be  guilty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the 
second  Clause  of  '  The  Corrupt  Practices  Act, 
1854;'  and  any  person  receiving  payment  for 
such  purposes,  and  any  person  paid  or  to  be  paid 
Ibr  other  purposes  oonneoted  with  the  Election^ 
who  shall  canvass  electors  or  solicit  votes,  shall  be 
guilty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the  third 
Clause  of  the  said  Act."— ( JTr.  MU,) 

-— (roti^Al  up,  and  read  the  flrst  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
tbat  the  colourable  employment  of  persons 
as  canvassers  who  were  not  intended  to 
canvass  was  bribery  according  to  the  exist- 
ing law.  This  clause  was  therefore  not 
necessary  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  canvas- 
sing. But  did  the  hen.  Member  think  it 
would  be  right  to  prohibit  the  payment  of 
a  man  as  canvasser  who,  not  being  an 
elector,  gave  op  his  time  for  the  candidate? 
A  subsequent  branch  of  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  referred  to  the  appointment  of 
barristers,  but  he  should  hope  that  barris- 
ters did  not  act  as  canvassers.  The  clause 
would  be  unduly  and  unjustly  severe  in  its 
operation,  for  if  any  paid  canvassers  were 
employed  on  behalf  of  a  candidate  at  an 
election,  even  if  they  were  not  electors, 
that  would  void  the  candidate's  election, 
and  render  him  incapable  of  sitting   in 


Parliament  for  seven  years.  This  was  a 
proposal  to  declare  that  what  was  really 
innocent  should  be  considered  a  guilty  act. 
The  House  ought  not  to  make  corruption 
of  what  was  not  corruption. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  would  support 
the  clause ;  it  was  one  of  the  worst 
practices  at  elections. 

Mr.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  he 
had  done  as  much  canvassing  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  he  believed  tbe 
whole  system  of  canvassing  was  one  of  the 
worst  that  ever  existed,  as  it  was  intended 
by  this  result,  that  the  man  who  chose  to 
saorifice  his  time  or  money  to  this  mode  of 
making  himself  known  to  a  constituency 
had  a  chance  which  on  other  grounds  he 
might  have  no  title  to  whatever.  Tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  had  told  them 
that  the  proper  mode  of  canvassing  now 
was  through  public  meetings  or  the  public 
Press,  and  that  mode  had  this  plain  ad- 
vantage in  favour  of  honesty,  that  under  it 
a  man  could  not  talk  double.  Anyone  who 
was  at  all  acquainted  with  a  large  consti- 
tuency knew  what  opportunities  were  af- 
forded at  every  corner,  under  the  canvas- 
sing system,  for  a  candidate  to  suit  his 
sentiments  to  the  colour  of  the  man  he 
was  talking  to,  and  thus  to  acquire  popu- 
larity under  false  pretences.  He  thought 
the  penalties  under  the  clause  were  dispro- 
portionate to  the  offence,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
to  amend  that  part  of  the  clause  which 
related  to  the  penalty.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  imposition  of  high  penalties  was 
the  surest  mode  of  putting  a  stop  to  the 
evil.  He  should  very  gladly  vote  for  the 
clause  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  who  had  last  spoken  seemed  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  the  proposal 
before  the  House  was  to  make  speeches 
serve  the  purpose  at  present  served  by 
canvassing.  But  that  was  not  so.  The 
clause  only  sought  to  prevent  the  employ- 
ment of  paid  cauvassers.  Any  candidate 
would  be  allowed  to  canvass  for  himself ;  but 
the  question  was  whether  he  should  or 
should  not  be  prevented  from  employing 
for  money  other  people  to  canvass  for  him. 
He  believed  that  the  real  evil  to  be  aimed 
at  was  the  employment  of  solicitors  in  the 
borough  or  county,  who  were  mixed  up 
with  the  affairs  of  a  large  number  of  voters, 
and  who  consequently  exercised  an  influ- 
ence over  these  voters,  thereby  indirectly 
producing  all  the  evil  results  of  bribery. 
If  it  were  possible  so  to  frame  the  clause 
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not  ihink  it  wonld  be  e£fiBctiTe  ai  it  stood, 
for  il  would  be  imposssible  to  detect  the 
eontriyaneeB  that  might  be  resorted  to  bj 
the  Petitioner  and  the  sitting  Member  to 
compromise  the  Petition  at  almost  e?erj 
stage  of  the  proceedings.  There  was  only 
one  way  of  preventing  such  things,  and 
that  was  by  following  the  example  set  by 
the  Divorce  Court.  They  should  appoint 
an  officer  who  could  receive  unofficial  com- 
muntoationsy  and  on  whom  would  be  cast 
the  responsibility  of  verifying  tJie  truth  of 
such  oommunicationSi  and  taking  them  up 
if  he  thought  proper^  as  instructions  to 
appear  in  the  case.  They  had  a  right 
to  assume  that  such  an  officer  would 
discharge  his  duties  properly,  and  not 
intervene,  unless  he  had  adequate  ground 
for  believing  it  was  necessary  he  should 
do  so.  Such  an  officer  would  be  ap- 
pointed as  under  the  old  statute  by  the 
Speaker ;  but  instead  of  being  merely  an 
agent  1^  wou^  be  an  attorney,  though 
not,  as  stated  in  the  Notice,  of  the  Queen's 
Bench,  but  of  the  Common  Fleas. 

Clause— 

(Appohitment  of  attomiM  of  the  Honse  of 
Gommont.) 

"The  Speaker  of  the  Hoose  of  Oommoni 
shall  from  time  to  time  appoint  fuch  number  of 
attornies  of  the  Coart  of  Common  Pleas  as  he 
niaj  judge  neoessary  to  the  office  of  attorney  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
Speaker."— (ifr.  ^yrt<»s) 

*-6roii^A<  tip,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GBNERAL  said,  he 
could  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  gave 
a  correct  account  of  the  present  Bill  when 
he  said  that  it  would  be  ineffective  in  pre- 
venting the  improper  withdrawal  or  com- 
promise of  Election  Petitions.  An  endea- 
vour at  all  events  had  been  already  made 
to  secure  the  object  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber aimed  at.  The  34th  clause  provided 
that  no  Petition  should  be  withdrawn 
without  leave  of  the  Court  and  without 
Notice  of  the  intended  withdrawal  being 
given  in  the  county  or  borough  to  which 
the  Petition  referred.  In  the  event  of  the 
Judge  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Petition  was  about  to  be  improperly  com- 
promised, he  could  order  a  new  Petition  to 
be  substituted  for  one  originally  named, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  security  given 
by  the  latter  would  remain  as  security  for 
costs  incurred  by  the  substituted  Peti- 
tioner. Then  at  the  trial,  if  the  Judge 
thought  facts  were  being  withheld,  he 
oonloi  independently  of  the  parties  in  the 


Petition,  oall  any  witness  he  pleased  and 
examine  him.  This  clause  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  for  the  express  purpose 
of  preventing  collusion.  The  only  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  clause  now  proposed  was 
that  the  Petitioners  and  the  respondents 
would  be  frequently  put  to  great  and  need- 
less expense  in  the  event  of  the  attorney 
of  the  House  of  Commons  intervening  be- 
tween them.  They  might  have  to  stand 
by  while  that  officer,  his  inclination  and 
duty  prompting  him,  was  endeavouring  to 
prove  corrupt  practices,  in  which  endeavour 
he  might  fail.  On  the  whole,  he  thought 
it  womd  be  better  to  try  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  for  if  experience  showed  it  did  not 
work  well,  a  short  Bill  could  be  easily 
passed  to  amend  it  in  a  way  similar  to  that 
now  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  the 
only  fault  which  he  found  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
His  (Ifr.  Stuart  Mill's)  opinion  was,  that 
if  they  desired  to  put  an  end  to  corrupt 
practices  they  must  provide  a  public  prose- 
cutor, and  not  rely  upon  the  private  in- 
terest of  candidates  and  their  supporters 
for  proceeding  against  suspected  indivi- 
duals. They  would  never  get  rid  of  corrupt 
practices,  unless  they  made  it  the  duty  of 
some  particular  person  to  inquire,  not  into 
compromises  only,  but  into  all  matters 
connected  with  corrupt  practices,  and  to 
institute  prosecutions  where  evidences  of 
oorruption  were  found  to  exist.  The  pro- 
posed clause,  however,  was  a  good  one  as 
far  as  it  went,  and  he  should  therefore 
give  it  his  support.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  clause. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he  also 
hoped  the  Ministry  would  not  reject  the 
clause.  Judging  from  the  brief  statement 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  the  Government 
seemed  to  be  perfectly  at  one  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  with  regard  to  the  desirability  of 
aocomplisbing  the  object  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  trusted  therefore  that 
the  Government  would  show  its  sincerity 
by  acceptinff  the  proposal.  Everyone  con- 
versant with  the  practice  of  our  Courts 
knew  that,  without  some  such  officer  as 
was  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  form  any  opi-* 
nion  as  to  whether  there  bc^  been  %  ppHu- 
sive  arrangement  or  not 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaesiion  put,  ''  That 
the  said  Claote   be  noir  read   a  Becood 


>t 


time. 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  102 ;  Noes 
110:  Majority  8. 

Mr.  BONHAMCARTER  then  moved 
the  following  clause  :  — 

(DeoUration  by  oandidates.) 

'*  The  retorniDg  officer  shall,  in  case  of  a 
contested  Election  for  anj  countj,  citj,  or  bo« 
rough,  reqnire,  at  the  time  of  nomination,  oTerj 
candidate  to  make,  immediately  after  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  candidates,  the  following  declara- 
tion : — 

"  I  solemnlj  and  linoerelj  declare  that  I  will 
not,  directlj  or  indirecti/,  b/  myself  or  others, 
knowingly  commit,  sanction,  or  permit  on  my  be- 
half at  the  ensuing  Election  any  act  of  bribery, 
treating,  or  undue  influence,  or  other  breach  of 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  (17  and  18  Vic.  c.  102), 
and  that  I  will  not  pay  or  otherwise  discharge, 
except  in  the  manner  and  through  the  persons 
proTided  by  the  said  Act,  any  expenses  of  or  con- 
nected with  such  Election,  and  that  I  will  use  my 
utmost  endeaTOurs  to  promote  the  obserranoe  of 
all  the  proTisions  of  the  said  Act" 

Clause  (Declaration  hj  oandidatesy)— 
(Mr.  Bonham'Oarter,)^hrought  up*  ftn^ 
read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  DlSRABLl  said,  that  when  the 
House  was  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill  it 
bad  considered  the  subject  of  personal  de- 
clarations, and  had  decided  against  adopt- 
ing them.  The  declaration  now  proposed 
did  not  essentially  differ  from  the  one 
which  the  House  pronounced  against  on  a 
former  occasion  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  a  mere  waste  of  valuable  time  to 
re-open  the  controversy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  POWELL  moved  a  new  clause — 

(Treatment  of  Petition  after  presentation.) 
"  On  presentation  of  the  Petition  the  prescribed 
officer  shall  send  a  copy  thereof  to  the  returning 
officer  of  the  county  or  borough  to  which  the  Peti- 
tion relates,  who  shall  forthwith  publish  the  same 
in  the  oounty  or  borough  as  the  case  may  be." 

Clause  added, 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  rose 

to  move  the  following  clause : — 

(Provision  for  expenses  of  trials  and  inquiries.) 
**  The  expenses  of  all  trials  or  inquiries  held 
nnder  the  present  Act,  except  such  expenses  as 
are  hereinbefore  provided  for,  and  except  such 
part  as  the  court  or  judge  shall  impose  by  way  of 
penalty  upon  either  Uie  Petitioner  or  the  Respon- 
dent, shall  be  defrayed  in  the  case  of  any  county 
from  the  county  rate,  and  in  the  case  of  any  bo- 
rough, out  of  the  monies,  and  in  the  lAanner  and 
proportions  mentioned  in  the  Act  of  the  sixth 
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year  of  the  reign  of  Viotoria,  chapter  eight, 
tion  flfty-flve,  with  respect  to  the  expenses  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  that  Act;  and 
the  account  of  such  expenses  shall  be  made, 
allowed,  and  paid  in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
said  Act,  unless  the  court  or  judge  shall  eerCify- 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  oorrupt  prae- 
tices  do  not  generally  or  extensively  prevail  in  the 
constituency,  in  which  case  the  said  expenses 
shall  be  chuged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund." 

He  desired  to  carry  into  effect  what  he 
considered  was  a  true  and  sound  principle 
— namely,  to  throw  the  expenses  of  all 
inquiries  into  corrupt  practices  upon  the 
community  who  were  implicated.  He  left 
to  the  tribunal  to  determine  what  portion 
of  these  expenses  should  in  any  case  be 
laid,  to  the  relief  of  the  ratepayers,  upon 
the  persons  who  had  been  proved  to  be 
guilty  of  cornipt  practices,  or  upon  those 
who  were  shown  to  have  brought  frivolous 
and  improper  accusations. 

Clause  (Provision  for  expenses  of  trials 
and  inquiries,) — (Mr,  MilX^) — hraughi  iip, 
and  read  the  first  time. 


Thb  attorney  general  said,  he 
would  oppose  this  clause,  having  opposed 
one  founded  upon  precisely  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  at  a  previous  stage.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  fur 
one,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
adopt  it.  The  ratepayers  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  costs  of  a  trial  to 
which  they  were  not  parties.  The  costs 
should  fall  on  the  defeated  party,  as  in  the 
case  of  a  law  suit.  The  consUtuoncy 
might  be  entirely  innocent,  and  iherefors 
it  would  be  unjust  to  put  the  expenses  of 
these  inquiries  on  them. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Attorney  General,  who  had,  he  thought, 
somewhat  misunderstood  the  object  of  the 
clause,  would  re-consider  his  determination, 
and  allow  the  clause  to  pass.  He  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  thought  it  a  curious  fallacy  to 
compare  this,  which  was  a  public  matter, 
with  a  private  law  suit«  It  was  the  in* 
terest  of  the  constituency  that  the  proper 
man  should  be  returned. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would  divide 
the  House  on  his  clause. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  had  great 
objection  to  the  clause  in  a  practical  point 
of  view,  because  it  would  allow  Petitioners 
to  dip  their  hands  into  the  public  purse. 
That  was  a  principle  which  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  sanction.  If  the  clause 
passed,  Petitions  would  inevitably  be  pre- 
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sented  from  every  borough  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  Sbbjeant  GAS  ELBE  said,  he 
altogether  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Heniber  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie). 
An  ioquiry  of  this  kind  was  always  a  dif- 
ferent thing  from  a  private  law  suit,  and 
the  expenses  of  it  ought,. in  his  opinion, 
to  be  defrayed  by  the  public.  According 
to  this  clause  the  ratepayers  might  have 
to  pay  the  expenses,  and  he  thought  the 
ratepayers  would  never  get  up  a  Petition 
simply  in  order  that  they  might  have  the 
pleasure  of  paying  the  expenses  of  it. 
He  might  remark  that  when  a  constituency 
happened  to  get  a  good  Member  they 
ought  to  be  proud  of  him,  and  do  all  they 
could  to  keep  him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  49  ;  Noes 
146 :  Majority  97. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  should  not 
move  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  (This  Act  to  apply  to  municipal 
Elections),  but  he  hoped  the  question  to 
which  it  referred  would  be  dealt  with  be- 
fore long. 

Ms.  Sebjbant  OASELEE  said,  he 
rose  to  move  that  no  new  Judge  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Bill  until  the  number  of 
Election  Petitions  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  be  ascertained.  The 
chief  ground  on  which  he  moved  this  clause 
was,  that  if  these  new  Judges  were  at  once 
appointed,  they  would  draw  salaries  four 
or  five  months  before  their  services  were 
required  under  the  Bill. 

Clause  (That  no  new  judge  be  appointed 
under  the  said  Bill  until  the  number  of 
Election  Petitions  presented  to  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas  be  ascertained,)-— (ifr. 
Serjeant  Oaselee,) — brought  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  the  clause  was 
precisely  similar  to  one  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamleti  (Mr.  Ayrton),  and  respecting 
which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  pointed  out  at  the 
time  that  it  struck  at  the  root  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  Committee  unanimously  rejected  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That  the 
aaid  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived, 

Mb.  BCHREIBER  smd,  he  rose  to 
sieve  a  clause  providing  that  municipal 


Elections  appointed  by  law  to  take  place 
in  November,  should  be  postponed  for  one 
month  in  order  that  the  intention  of  the 
House  might  not  be  frustrated.  He  feared 
that  if  the  municipal  Elections  were  allowed 
to  be  held  before  the  Elections  for  Members 
of  Parliament,  bribery  would  be  rife  in 
connection  with  the  former,  as  it  was  well 
known  the  municipal  often  decided  the 
Parliamentary  Election.  Without  his  clause 
the  Bill  would  be  futile,  because  while  the 
briber  would  abstain  from  bribery  punish- 
able under  the  Act,  he  would  be  most  in- 
dustrious in  connection  with  the  municipal 
Elections,  where  bribery  might  be  practised 
with  impunity. 

Clause  (Postponement  of  Election  of 
municipal  and  local  officers  for  the  year 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty 
eight,) — {Mr.  SchreiheTf) --^  brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDT  aaid.  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  proposition.  While 
admitting  that  there  was  much  force  in 
what  was  said  as  to  municipal  corruption, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  or  reason- 
able to  stop  all  municipal  Elections  in  No- 
vember on  the  ground  that  in  some  bo- 
roughs they  might  lead  to  bribery  at  the 
General  Election.  If  the  clause  was  agreed 
to  the  mayors  throughout  England  would 
have  to  alter  all  the  arrangements  they 
had  made  for  the  municipal  elections  in 
November. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  could 
conceive  nothing  more  stultifying  than  for 
the  House,  after  having  passed  stringent 
measures  for  putting  down  corruption  at 
Parliamentary  elections,  to  allow  perfect 
freedom  of  corruption  in  the  case  of  muni- 
cipal Elections.  There  could  be  no  greater 
facility  given  to  bribery  at  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  than  to  have  the  municipal 
Elections  taking  place  just  before  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  75  ;  Noea 
100 :  Majority  25. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  aa  it  ia  now 
time  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Report,  I  propose  that  we  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  at  two,  for  the  purpose 
of  proceeding  with  this  Bill.  Considering 
what  waa  on  the  Paper  we  could  hardly 
have  flattered  ouraelves  that  we  should  dis- 
pose of  the  Report  to-day,  and  I  am  bound 
to  expresa  my  thanks  to  both  aidea  of  the 
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HoQse  for  ^he  diligent  manoor  in  vhioh 
hoQ.  Qentlemen  hafe  presaed  oo  with  the 
BusineBfl.  I  am  atill  further  reconciied  to 
an  adjournment  beoauae  it  irill  remove  any 
misunderstanding  about  the  absence  of  No- 
tice of  the  Solicitor  General's  Motion.  In 
ease  we  do  not  exhanst  the  Morning  Sitting 
bj  considering  the  Bill  some  measures  pro- 
moted bjthe  Board  of  Trade  will  be  taken, 
and  at  nine  o'olock  we  propose  to  take  the 
Cattle  Bill. 

Further  Consideration  deferrei  till  To- 
morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 

( Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  EsBehsquer,  Mr,  8tq>hen 
Cave,  Mr.  Skater-Booth.) 

[bill  239.]      CONSIDEBATION. 

Billy  as  amended,  comiidereA 

Mr.  SAMUDA,  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Leeman, 
mo?ed  to  substitute  ''fifty"  pounds  for 
**  aeventy-ftve  pounds"  as  oompeBsatton  to 
telegraph  clerks. 

Tub  chancellor  ov  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER assented. 

Amendment  agroed  io. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
rnorrou),  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To- 
morroWy  without  putting  the  Question. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  83,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— Prauo  Bixas— jF^«<  Readina^ 
Eleotrio  Telegraphs  •  (282) ;  Expiring  Lawi 
Continuance •  (280) ;  Inland  Revenna*  (279)  ; 
Registration  (Ireland)*  (281);  Saint  Mary 
Someraet't  Chnroh,  London,*  (278). 

Second  /{^(u^tfi^ConsolidatedFund  (Appfx>prift- 
tion)  * ;  Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Landa 
(Ireland)  SuppIemenUl  (No.  3)*  (255). 

Ccmunttttf^— Pohlio  Sohoola  (362-285) ;  Colonial 
Shipping  •  (274)  ;  Titles  to  Land  Oon^aidation 
(Scotland)  •  (268) ;  (General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Sootland)  Act  Amendment  *  (267). 

i2e^iort— Sanitary  Aot  (1866)  Amendment  *  (252); 
Munioipal  Elections  (Scotland)*  (276);  I«e- 
oeny  and  Embezzlement*  (277);  Turppike 
Acts  Continnance*  (258);  Titles  to  Land 
Consolidation  (Scotland)*  (268)  ;  General  Po- 
lice and  ImproTement  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (267). 

Third  Rea^^^^g-'lBiaSi^fJ  Clompaniefi  (Ireland) 
Ad?ance8*   (226);    Yacbination   (Ireland)* 
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254):  CJoorla  of  Chancery  and  Eiehequer 
"reland)  Fee  Fonda*  (l7l) ;  Conrt  of  Seanoa 
(Scotland)  *  (246) ;  Tithe  CommnUUon,  Ac. 
Acts  Amendment  *  (256) ;  Pablic  Departmenti 
Payments*  (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier's  An- 
nvity  *  (265) ;  Tain  ProTisional  Order  Gob- 
flrmation  *  (242) ;  Land  Drainage  ProTtsionsl 
Order  Confirmation*  (241);  New  ZeaU&d 
Assembly's  Powers  *  (247)  ;  Clerks  of  the 
Peace,  Ac.  (Ireland)*  (261);  Militia  Pay*; 
New  Zealand  Company  *  (154)»  and  jNU^tfd. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  262.) 
(The  Earl  of  Derhy.) 


House  in  Committee  (aceording  to 
Order). 

Glauses  1  to  4,  inclusiyey  t^eed  to. 

Clause  5  postponed. 

Clause  6  (Power  of  Ooyeming  Bodies  to 
alter  their  Constitutions). 

VisoouHT  STBATFOED  DB  RED- 
CLIFEE  said,  the  time  given  by  the 
olause  to  the  Ooreming  Bodies  of  Schooli 
in  whioh  to  reform  themselres— -namely, 
till  the  1st  of  January  next — ^w^  inioffi' 
cient  for  the  purpose.  He  was  desirous  of 
extending  the  period  by  another  wbdfl 
year»  unless  their  Lordships  thought  a 
more  limited  extension  would  be  prefer- 
able, and  he  would  therefore  propose  is 
insert  1870  instead  of  1869. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  when  tbs 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  diacossed 
there  was  a  general  feeling  that  the  period 
expiring  on  the  Ist  of  January  nezti  ai 
fixed  by  the  Bill  was  not  sufBlcient.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  submitted  that  it  would 
be  unduly  prolonging  it  to  substitate  the 
Ist  of  January,  1870,  for  the  1st  of  Jtna- 
arji  1869,  as  suggested  by  the  noble  Yil- 
count  An  extension  of  three  or  at  most 
six  months  would,  he  thought,  folly  meet 
all  the  requirements  of  the  case. 

Thb  Dxtxb  of  MABLBOBOtGH  oon- 
ourred  with  his  noble  Friends  in  thinking 
the  period  fixed  by  the  clause  somevhst 
too  limited.    At  the  same  time,  it  shoold 
be  remembered  that  the  purpose  £>r  which 
the  Gbyerning  Bodies  were  to  be  called 
together  was  not  one  that  would  neces- 
sarily require  long   deliberation.^    They 
were  not  to  frame  statutes,  but  simpljtff 
propose  a  reform  in  the  constitution  of 
their  own  bodies.     He  suggested,  ther^ 
fore,  that  the  1st  of  May,  1869,  shottld 
be  inserted  instead  of  the  Ist  of  JanavT' 
1869 ;  also  retaining  power  Ui  the  Qoeefl 
in  Council  to  allow  an  additisasl  three 
nxonOis,  if  that  should  be  deeiapd  yeoes- 
saiy. 
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Claiue  amended  bj  insertiag  the  words 
•'the  First  Day  of  May"  insteact  of  *'the 
Tirst  Day  of  January. 

Claose,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  12,  inelusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (General  Power  to  make 
Begulations). 

Loxn  LTTTELTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  ("  and  with  respect  to 
the  System  of  Promotion  in  the  School"). 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Words  stand 
Part  of  the  Clause  ?  their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  15;  Kot-Conteuts  86: 
Majority  21. 

Reeolved  in  the  Negative. 
Amendment  made. 

OONTENTS. 

Brooke  and  Warwiok,E.  Hawarden,  V. 

Chiobeiter,  E.  Mel?iUe,  V. 
Nelson,  E.  iTeller.l 

SUnhope,  £  J  TtUer.]  Colchester,  L. 

Stradbrok^  E.  Colyille  of  Oolross,  L. 

Verolam,  £.  Denman,  L. 

Gage,  L,  (F.  Qage.) 

BoliQgbroke    and    St.  Ejitoii,L. 

John,  v.  Sondes,  U 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Calms,  L.  (jL.  Chaned-    Sydney,  V. 

kr,) 

Chnrston,  L. 
Buokingham  and  Chan-    Ebury,  L. 

doe,  D. 


Marlborongb,  D. 
Riohmond,  D. 

Exeter,  M. 
Normanbj,  M. 

AirUe,E. 
Beanchamp,  £. 


imp, 
r,  E. 


Foley,  L.  [IVtttfr.] 
Harris,  L. 
Hartismer^  L.  {JL.  jBIm- 

niker,) 
Houghton,  L. 
Ljttelton,  L. 
Ljyeden,  L. 
Monson,  L. 
Mostyn,  L. 


Be  Grej,  E.     [TeUer.'l    Northwiok,  L. 


Deron,  E. 
Fortesone,  E. 
Graham,  E.    {D.MbtO' 

rose,) 
GranTille,  E. 
Leren  and  Melrille,  E. 
Malmesbury,  £. 

Do  Vesoi,  y. 
Staatford  de  Redollflb,y . 


Oyerstone,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (E,  Besi' 

harcugh,) 
Saje  and  Sole,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Silohester,  L.  (JS.  Long* 

fend,) 
Stratheden,  L. 
Stmdridge,  L.{DMrggU, 


LoBD  LYTTELTON  then  proposed  to 
insert  after  "Boys"  the  words  "not 
being  boarders,"  with  the  yiew  of  restrict- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Conscience  Clause 
to  day  scholars.  While  agreeiug  that  ihe 
parents  of  day  scholars  should  be  at  liberty 
to  withdraw  their  sons  from  the  religions 
instmotion  of  the  sohool,  he  contended  that 
it  would  be  nnftur  to  place  a  Master  under 


this  restriction  with  regard  to  his  boardersi 
towards  whom  he  stood  in  loco  parentis 
for  nine  months  of  the  year. 

LoED  HOTJQHTOK  said,  that  in  these 
schools  the  day  scholars  were  bo  few  that 
a  Conscieace  Clause  confined  to  them  would 
he  of  no  practical  importance.  He  fully 
appreciatea  the  value  of  common  religious 
instruction  and  worship ;  but  he  had  heard 
great  regret  expressed  by  Roman  Catholic 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  that  they  were 
unable  to  send  their  sons  to  our  great 
public  schools,  because  they  would  there 
be  compelled  to  receive  religious  instruc- 
tion of  which  their  parents  disapproved, 
and  he  thought  a  common  educatioui  irre- 
spective of  religious  opinions,  was  so  de- 
sirable that  on  this  ground  he  must  oppose 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
a  large  number  of  Protestant  Dissenters 
would  attend  these  schools. 

The  Dues  of  UAELBOBOTJGH  said, 
he  must  oppose  tiie  Amendment.  He 
thought  the  object  of  his  noble  Friend 
might  be  attained  without  the  proposed 
exception,  which  might  seriously  interfere 
with  the  number  of  boys  at  Eton  and  the 
other  schools  not  in  the  metropolis.  The 
object  of  his  noble  Friend,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  was  not  to  interfere  with  liberty 
of  conscience  in  regard  to  the  genersl 
teaching  of  the  school,  but  to  remove  any 
difficulties  with  respect  to  domestic  ar- 
rangements in  the  houses  of  the  Masters. 
Now,  it  was  perfectly  competent  for  a 
Master  to  make  any  regulations  he  pleased 
with  regard  to  the  religious  instruction  of 
those  under  his  own  roof,  and  he  might 
very  properly  make  it  a  condition  with 
the  parents  that  their  sons  should  conform 
to  the  religious  instruction  given  them. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
mthdraton. 

Another  Amendment  made. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

LoED  LYTTELTON  moved  to  insert 
after  Clause  13  the  following  clause : — 

«  AU  matters  relating  to  the  Studies,  Diseipline, 
and  Administration  of  any  Sehool  to  wbieh  this 
Act  applies,  except  snob  as  are  'otherwise  as- 
signed in  this  Act,  shall  be  left  to  the  uncon- 
trolled Discretion  and  Power  of  the  Head  Mas- 
ter.' " 

There  were  two  authorities,  the  Governing 

Body  and  the  Head  Master,  and  it  was 

impossible  to  make  an  accurate  limitation 

of  what  their  powers  shonld  respectively 

be.    When  they  had  defined  as  fb^  as 

possible  the  respective  powers  of  the  two 
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authorities  they  must  leare  in  the  one 
hand  or  the  other  a  general  power.  The 
Commisaioners  recommended  that  the  Go- 
Terning  Body  should  be  authorized  to 
make  arrangements  for  the  general  regu- 
lation and  management  of  the  Bchool,  ex- 
cept in  matters  specially  reserved  for  the 
Head  Master.  Now  there  was  no  such 
reser?ation  in  the  Bill.  His  belief  was 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  large 
and  important  class  of  subjects  embraced 
in  the  clause  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Head  Master,  over  whom  the  Governing 
Body  would  have  sufficient  control,  seeing 
that  they  had  in  their  hands  the  power 
both  of  appointing  and  dismissing  him. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord.  What  was  proposed  to  do 
was  this — to  take  away  from  the  Govern- 
ing Body  and  vest  in  a  person  who  was 
their  servant  the  power  as  to  all  matters 
relating  to  studies,  disciplinci  and  admi- 
nistration. That  was  inverting  the  natural 
order  of  things  and  making  the  Head 
Master  the  Governing  Body. 

Eaxl  FORTES  cue  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  seemed  to  forget  that 
the  Governing  Body  had  the  absolute 
and  uncontrolled  power  of  dismissing  the 
Head  Master,  which  would  be  quite  suf- 
ficient security  that  the  Head  Master 
would  exercise  the  power  proposed  to  be 
vested  in  him  by  the  clause  in  a  proper 
manner. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  reason  advanced  in  support  of  the 
clause  was  the  very  strongest  that  could 
be  urged  against  it.  The  proposition  was 
to  give  the  Head  Master  powers  which  the 
Governing  Body  could  not  control  unless 
they  dismissed  the  Head  Master,  who 
might  be  a  very  excellent  Master  in 
other  respects,  and  whom  the  Governing 
Body  might  be  very  unwilling  to  dis- 
miss. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  fifth  general  recommendation  of 
the  Public  School  Commissioners  the 
Head  Master  should  have  the  uncontrolled 
power  of  making  arrangements  for  the 
School,  regulating  the  hours  of  school 
work,  the  holidays,  maintaining  disci- 
pline, and  other  such  matters.  If  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
give  effect  to  that  recommendation,  he 
pressed  them  to  say  whether  they  would 
not  admit  the  principle  of  reserving  cer- 
tain important  powers  to  the  Headl£uiter. 

The  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
Lord  LyUeUon 


the  Head  Master  was  vested  with  the 
power  of  selecting  and  dismissing  the 
Under  Masters,  and  the  Governing  Body 
had  given  to  them  by  the  Bill  the  power 
of  making  regulations  with  regard  to  cer- 
tain specified  subjects  upon  which  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  Head 
Master,  and  giving  him  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  views.  To  inoreaae  the 
power  of  the  Master  would  be  to  reduce 
that  of  the  Governing  Body.  It  seemed 
to  be  mistakenly  supposed  that  the  Go- 
verning Body  had  an  authority  co-exifltent 
with  that  of  the  Head  Master;  but  the 
Governing  Body  met,  perhaps,  only  twice 
a  year.  It  was  a  legislative  body  which 
made  general  regulations,  and  could  not 
interfere  in  minute  particulars.  The 
whole  executive  power  must  neoeesarily 
be  left  to  the  Head  Master.  The  effect  of 
the  proposed  Amendment  would  be  to  de- 
fine the  provinces  within  which  the  Master 
would  retain  the  executive  power;  but  the 
inevitable  consequence  would  be  the  clash- 
ing of  the  authority  of  the  Head  Master 
with  that  of  the  Governing  Body,  when 
the  former  found  that  he  had  statutory 
power  to  do  certain  things  which  wen 
not  specified  and  defined,  but  were  merely 
implied  in  words  of  vague  and  genersl 
meaning. 

Eabl  DE  GRET  Ain>  RIPON  under- 
stood it  to  be  alleged,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  the  Governing  Body  had  all  the 
powers  of  government  which  were  Te^ed 
in  the  Head  Master ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  powers  of  the  Govemiog 
Body  were  limited  to  those  defined  by  the 
clause.  There  were  many  points  not  al- 
luded to  in  the  clause  ;  and  it  appeared 
to  be  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  dear 
understanding — that  it  should  be  laid 
down  who  was' to  have  the  power  in  cer- 
tain matters,  and  that  it  should  be  stated 
whether  what  was  not  reserved  to  the 
Governing  Body  was  given  to  the  Head 
Master.  He  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  endeavour  to  bring  up  on  tiie 
Report  some  clauses  which  idboald  give 
certain  defined  powers  to  the  Head  Mas- 
ter in  conformity  with  the  reoommenda- 
tions  of  the  Commissioners. 

Trb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  thought 
some  misapprehension  had  arisen  from  tiie 
fact  that  the  Idth  clause  specified,  under 
ten  different  heads,  the  provinoes  in  which 
the  power  of  malong  regulations  wss  re- 
served to  the  Governing  Body;  bat  it 
would  have  been  wholly  unneoeasary  to 
have  given  them  those  powers  if  then  ^aii 
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been  a  ioMa  rtua  before.  The  clause 
was  obviously  introduced  because  it  might 
turn  out  that  the  existing  statutes,  charters 
of  foundation,  or  other  instruments  might 
contain  provisions  as  to  regulations  in  con- 
flict with  the  reservation  of  them  to  the 
Gk)veming  Body ;  and  therefore  it  was  to 
be  enacted  that  notwithstanding  any  Act 
of  Parliament,  custom,  ftc.,  the  Govern- 
ing Body  should  have  the  power  of  making 
these  r^:ulations.  The  object  was  to  clear 
the  Governing  Body  of  all  antecedent  rules 
aa  to  the  exercise  of  these  powers,  and 
therefore  th^  were  specified.  It  was  im- 
possible the  Governing  Body  could  control 
the  Head  Master  in  the  matter  of  punish- 
ments, or  the  number  of  lines  to  be  learnt 
by  a  scholar,  and  such  minute  details; 
and,  unless  eveiything  to  be  done  by  the 
Head  Master  was  to  be  defined,  it'  was 
impossible  to  escape  the  conclusion  that 
every  power  not  given  to  the  Governing 
Body  was  to  be  exercised  by  the  Head 
Master.  The  13th  clause  was  not  meant 
to  describe  all  the  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ing Body;  it  was  meant  only  to  remove 
particular  statutes  and  instruments  of 
foundation  out  of  the  way. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  a  cir- 
cumstance which  ought  clearly  to  weigh 
with  the  Government  that  the  Amendment 
embodied  an  unanimous  recommendation 
of  the  Commission,  who  had  all  the  facts 
before  them. 

Thi  Duxb  of  MAELBOROITGH  said, 
he  oould  not  undertake  to  consider  what 
apecial  powers  should  be  left  to  the  Head 
Master.  The  subject  had  been  carefully 
and  anxiously  considered  by  the  Select 
Committee.  It  would  produce  the  greatest 
possible  inconvenience  to  specify  certain 
particulars  which  should  be  under  the  con- 
trol and  jurisdiction  of  the  Head  Master. 
The  inclusion  of  one  thing  would  be  tiie 
exclusion  of  another,  and  in  many  respects 
there  might  be  a  clashing  of  authority  be- 
tween the  Head  Master  and  those  who 
were  praoticaUy  his  masters.  It  would 
be  an  unheard-of  thing  to  give  a  statutory 
power  to  a  servant  liable  to  dismissal.  If 
a  clause  were  prepared  and  submitted  he 
would  consider  it ;  but  he  could  not  under- 
take to  do  anything  more  on  the  part  of 
the  Government. 

Loan  LYTTELTON  asked,  whether  the 
Government  would  consider  the  principle 
free  from  details  ? 

Loxn  OYERBTONB  pointed  out  the 
extreme  importance  of  maintaining  the 
influence  and  ]^tion  of  the  Head  Master 


of  a  School,  and  quoted  the  anecdote  of 
the  Head  Master  requesting  the  King  to 
remove  his  hat  in  the  School,  and  after- 
wards stating  that  he  should  lose  all  his 
influence  over  the  boys  if  they  supposed 
that  the  world  contained  a  greater  man  than 
himself.  The  powers  of  the  Head  Master 
should  be  plenary  and  complete ;  and  though 
no  doubt  some  restraining  power  was  ne- 
cessary on  the  part  of  the  Governing  Body, 
it  should  be  kept  in  the  background  as 
much  as  possible.  He  hoped  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  would  take  time  to  consider  the 
reasonable  and  just  views  taken  on  this 
point  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton). 

Thb  Easl  of  DEYON  said,  he  could 
not  help  concurring  with  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  that  both  for  the  sake  of 
securing  the  best  possible  man  for  Head 
Master  and  for  the  efficient  carrying  on  of 
the  School,  it  was  desirable  that  some 
attempt  should  be  made  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  this  point. 

Loan  LYTTELTON  said,  he  was  will- 
ing to  leave  the  general  powers  to  the  Go« 
veming  Body ;  but  the  Bill  would  work 
much  better  if  certain  things  were  left  in 
the  power  of  the  Head  Master.  He  would 
endeavour  to  embody  his  views  in  a  new 
clause,  and  bring  it  up  on  the  Report. 

Thb  Dttxx  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposal  to  leave  the  residuum  of  the 

Siwers  not  mentioned  in  the  Bill  to  the 
ead  Master.  He  did  not  know  what 
would  be  the  definition  attempted  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  the  Government  would 
not,  of  course,  be  pledged  to  consider  it. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 

Clauses  14  and  16  a^0sd  to. 

Clause  16  (Appointment  of  Commis- 
sioners). 

Loan  LYTTELTON  proposed  to  add 
two.  names  to  the  Commission  —  that  of 
Canon  Blakesley  and  Sir  Roundell  Palmer. 
Mr.  Blakesley's  name  had  been  omitted 
fh)m  the  clause  in  the  House  of  Commons 
under  a  total  misapprehension,  and  he  had 
been  treated  with  extreme  injustice  and 
want  of  consideration.  As  senior  Tutor 
at  Trinity  College  for  some  time,  his  name 
would  have  given  weight  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  a  great  mistake  had  been  com- 
mitted in  leaving  out  his  name.  No  doubt 
the  gentleman  by  whom  he  had  been  sup- 
planted was  able  and  competent ;  but  he 
was  not  nearly  so  well  known  as  Mr, 
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liament.     He  (Mr.  Oathorne  Hardj)  did 
not  beliere  in  such  a  process. 

Motion  made,  and  QQestion  put,  *'  That 
the  said  Clause   be  now  read  a  aeoond 


t* 


time. 

The  House  difnded :  —  A jes  70  ;  Noes 
130 :  Majority  60. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
after  the  division  which  had  taken  place 
he  should  not  mofe  his  clause  prohibiting 
the  use  for  election  purposes  in  cities  and 
boroughs  of  premises  licensed  for  the  sale 
of  drinks. 

Mr.  J.  STUART    MILL   mored   the 

following  clause :— • 

**  At  tho  trial  of  an  Election  Petition  under 
this  Aet  the  judge  ■hall  have  power  to  reoeiye 
eridenoe  of  corrupt  praotioes  which  any  eleotor 
who  shall  have  voted  at  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tion to  which  the  Petition  refers  may  have  oom- 
mitted  at  any  Municipal  Election  within  the  same 
county  or  borough  within  two  years  before  the 
presentation  of  the  Petition,  with  the  object  of 
proving  that  the  voter  was  oormptly  inflnenoed  in 
voting  at  the  said  Parliamentary  Election ;  and 
any  special  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence  of  corrupt  praotioes  shall  have 
power  to  inquire  into  corrupt  praotioes  at  Muni- 
cipal Elections  to  tiie  same  extent  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  into  corrupt  practices  at  Parlia- 
mentary Elections." 

As  he  had  expressed  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject  of  the  clause  on  a  former  occasion 
he  would  not  again  trouble  the  House  with 
any  observations  upon  it. 

Clause  (Corrupt  practices  at  previous 
Municipal  Elections  maj  be  inquired  into,) 
-^{Mr,  MM,) — hraughi  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  clause  for  the  same  rea- 
son as  he  opposed  it  the  other  day — that 
this  was  not  the  time  nor  the  occasion  for 
dealing  with  the  corruption  at  mnnioipal 
Elections.  If  a  voter  was  bribed  at  a 
municipal  Election,  on  the  understanding 
that  that  bribe  should  secure  his  vote  at  the 
next  Parliamentary  Election  also,  that  was 
sufficient  to  constitute  bribery  at  the  Par- 
liamentary Election ;  and  by  this  Bill  the 
Judge  would  have  power  to  inquire  into  it 
without  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 
But  if  the  bribery  at  the  municipal  Election 
was  independent  bribery,  which  did  not 
lead  up  to  the  Parliamentary  Election, 
then  it  was  a  separate  matter,  and  should 
be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 

Question,  ''  That  the  said  Clause  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  negctHved, 

Mr.  Oathom*  Hardy 


Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  move  a  clause  declaring  illegal  the  em- 
ployment of  paid  canvassers,  or  paid  agents 
other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Act.  The 
clause  is  directed  against  the  greatest  of 
all  the  sources  of  undue  expense  at  elec- 
tions, especially  in  counties  and  large  towns. 
It  is  well-known  that  when  a  eandidate  pre- 
sents himself  to  a  large  constituency,  de- 
termined to  carry  all  before  him  by  dint  of 
money,  a  great  part  of  his  outlay  consists 
in  hiring  canvassers,  and  they  are  hired 
by  hundreds,  very  often  without  any  real 
intention  that  they  should  canvass,  and 
many  of  them  never  do  canvass.  Up  to 
last  year,  under  pretence  of  payment  for 
canvassing,  any  number  of  electors  might, 
without  any  breach  of  law,  be  paid  for 
their  votes.  A  clause,  however,  in  the 
Reform  Act,  which  the  country  is  indebted 
to  an  hon.  Member  near  me  for  proposing, 
and  to  the  Oovernment  for  accepting,  has 
struck  a  blow  at  this  mode  of  bribery,  by 
enacting  that  no  one  in  the  actual  pay  of 
a  candidate  shall  be  allowed  to  vote.  Here- 
after, therefore,  a  man  can  no  longer  be 
paid  in  this  manner  for  his  own  vote.  But 
he  can  still  be  paid  for  the  vote  of  his 
father,  or  his  brother,  or  his  wife's  father 
or  brother ;  and,  besides,  there  is  such  a 
thing  as  collective  bribery  —  bribery  of  a 
whole  constituency,  by  spending  money 
freely  in  the  place.  Every  petty  trades- 
man in  the  town  is  virtually  bribed  by  a 
man  who  flings  money  about  lavishly  on 
all  sides,  most  of  which  comes  back  almost 
immediately  to  be  spent  at  their  shops. 
All  expenditure  by  which  electors  profit  is 
a  kind  of  bribery;  and,  though  it  may  not 
be  feasible  to  put  a  stop  to  all  forms  of 
it,  still,  if  there  be  a  form  which  answers 
no  useful  purpose  whatever  —  unless  eon- 
fining  the  representation  to  millionaires 
be  a  useful  purpose  —  this  at  least  ought 
surely  to  be  put  a  stop  to.  Now,  what 
useful  purpose,  at  this  time  of  day,  is  pro- 
moted by  personal  canvassing  f  A  seat  in 
this  House  ought  no  more  to  be  obtained 
by  private  solicitation  than  by  money  pay- 
ment. The  use  of  canvassing,  when  there 
was  a  use,  was  to  make  the  candidate  and 
his  pretensions  known  to  the  constituency; 
but  this  is  now  done  by  addressing  them 
in  a  body,  through  the  Press  or  at  public 
meetings.  It  is  from  the  candidate's  public 
addresses,  or  from  the  newspapers,  that 
the  electors  even  now  learn  all  that  they 
ever  do  learn  about  the  candidate ;  they 
do  not  want  canvassers  to  tell  them.    If 
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than  u  io  be  eaoTMiing,  it  ought  to  be 
done  by  Tolunteere.  Everybody  who  haa 
any  buaineaa  to  be  a  candidate  haa  a  suffi- 
eient  nomber  of  zealous  sapporten  to  do 
all  the  eanfaasing  that  can  be  needful. 
Acqnaintanoea  may  talk  to  acquaintanoes, 
and  neighbours  to  neighbours,  and  win 
them  over  by  persuasion  and  moral  infla- 
enee ;  but  what  moral  influence  has  a  man 
who  is  paid  for  his  persuasiveness  ?  And 
what  would  the  electors  lose  if  they  could 
anly  be  talked  to  by  somebody  whobeliefes 
wliat  he  says,  and  cares  enough  about  it 
Io  lay  it  gratis  ? 

Clause — 

(Emplojment  of  paid  canTauen  or  of  paid 
agenU  other  than  the  one  appointed  under  the 
Oonrnpt  Praoticet  PreTention  Act  to  be  illegal.) 
-  **  It  shall  not  be  lawfiil  for  any  candidate,  or 
ftr  anyone  in  his  behalf,  to  pay  any  money  or 
afoiTalent  for  money  in  consideration  of  seryioee 
wdtored  or  to  be  rendered  in  canrassing  the 
akelon  or  in  soliciting  rotes  at  any  Election,  or 
io  employ  any  barrister,  solicitor  or  attorney, 
iS  or  snb-agent,  clerk,  or  other  person  who 
be  paid,  or  to  be  paid,  by  or  in  behalf  of  the 
lidate  for  other  parposes  connected  with  the 
Baetfon,  in  canyassing  electors  or  soliciting 
Vtlea ;  and  any  candidate  or  other  person  making 
jajimiiif  for  canTassing  electors  or  solioitiDg  votes, 
ar  employing  for  such  purposes  any  person  paid 
ar  to  be  paid  by  or  in  behalf  of  the  candidate  for 
athsr  purposes  connected  with  the  Election  shall 
\^  gi^ty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the 
aSBOnd  Clause  of  '  The  Corrupt  Practices  Act, 
1604;*  and  any  person  receiving  payment  for 
aaeh  purposes,  and  any  person  paid  or  to  be  paid 
ftr  oUier  purposes  connected  with  the  Election^ 
Mo  diall  canvass  electors  or  solicit  votes,  shall  be 
girilty  of  bribery  within  the  meaning  of  the  third 
Olaoae  of  the  said  Act."— (Ifr.  mil) 

'^^tnmgTu  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
ttat  the  colourable  employment  of  persons 
aa  eanfassers  who  were  not  intended  to 
ianvaas  was  bribery  according  to  the  exist- 
ing law.  This  clause  was  therefore  not 
naotaaary  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  canvas- 
iiiig.  But  did  the  hon.  Member  think  it 
would  be  right  to  prohibit  the  payment  of 
a  man  as  canfasser  who,  not  being  an 
aketor,  ga?e  up  his  time  for  the  candidate? 
A  anbsequent  branch  of  the  hon.  Member's 
proposal  referred  to  the  appointment  of 
tarristers,  but  he  should  hope  that  barris- 
tara  did  not  act  as  can?assers.  The  clause 
vanld  be  unduly  and  unjustly  sofere  in  its 
aparationi  for  if  any  paid  eanfassers  were 
anployed  on  behalf  of  a  candidate  at  an 
alaetion,  even  if  they  were  not  electors, 
diat  would  void  the  candidate's  election, 
and  render  him  incapable  of  sitting  in 


Parliament  for  se?en  yeara.  This  was  a 
proposal  to  declare  that  what  was  really 
innocent  should  be  considered  a  guilty  act. 
The  House  ought  not  to  make  corruption 
of  what  was  not  corruption. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  would  support 
the  clause ;  it  was  one  of  the  worst 
practices  at  elections. 

Mb.  M'CULLAGH  TORRENS  said,  he 
had  done  as  much  canvassing  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  and  he  believed  the 
whole  system  of  can? aising  was  one  of  the 
worst  that  ever  existed,  as  it  was  intended 
by  this  result,  that  the  man  who  chose  to 
saerifice  his  time  or  money  to  this  mode  of 
making  himself  known  to  a  constituency 
had  a  chance  which  on  other  grounds  he 
might  haTO  no  title  to  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  had  told  them 
that  the  proper  mode  of  canfassing  now 
was  through  public  meetings  or  the  public 
Press,  and  that  mode  had  this  plain  ad- 
f antage  in  farour  of  honesty,  that  under  it 
a  man  could  not  talk  double.  Anyone  who 
was  at  all  acquainted  with  a  large  consti- 
tuency knew  what  opportunities  were  af- 
forded at  e? ery  corner,  under  the  canras- 
sing  system,  for  a  candidate  to  suit  his 
sentiments  to  the  colour  of  the  man  he 
was  talking  to,  and  thus  to  acquire  popu- 
larity under  false  pretences.  He  thought 
the  penalties  under  the  clause  were  dispro- 
portionate to  the  offence,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
to  amend  that  part  of  the  clause  which 
related  to  the  penalty.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  imposition  of  high  penalties  was 
the  surest  mode  of  putting  a  stop  to  the 
efil.  He  should  very  gladly  ?ote  for  the 
clause  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  last  spoken  seemed  to  be 
under  the  impression  that  the  proposal 
before  the  House  was  to  make  speeches 
serfo  the  purpose  at  present  served  by 
canvassing.  But  that  was  not  so.  The 
clause  only  sought  to  prevent  the  employ- 
ment of  paid  canvassers.  Any  candidate 
would  be  allowed  to  canvass  for  himself ;  but 
the  question  was  whether  he  should  or 
should  not  be  prevented  from  emplojring 
for  money  other  people  to  canvass  for  him. 
He  believed  that  the  real  evil  to  be  aimed 
at  was  the  employment  of  solicitors  in  the 
borough  or  county,  who  were  mixed  up 
with  the  affairs  of  a  large  number  of  voters, 
and  who  consequently  exercised  an  influ- 
ence over  these  voters,  thereby  indirectly 
producing  all  the  evil  results  of  bribery. 
If  it  were  possible  so  to  frame  the  clause 
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as  to  aim  distinotly  at  that  e?Il  he  Bhould 
be  happy  to  Bupport  the  proposal,  but  as 
the  clause  stood  at  present  it  aimed  at  a 
totally  distinot  matter,  and  he  saw  con«i 
siderable  difficulty  in  giving  it  his  support. 

Mr.  OSBORNB  said,  he  bad  supported 
the  Ooveroment  in  their  efforts  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  should  continue  to  do  so  ; 
but  he  must  gi? e  his  support  to  thii  clause. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member,  who 
represented  the  small  borough  of  Ponte- 
fract  (Mr.  Childers),  had  had  much  experi- 
ence in  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Osborne) 
had  had  the  fortune  to  oanfass  ?erj  large 
boroughs,  but  he  had  nefer  employed  a 
paid  canvasser  in  his  life,  although  be  had 
been  opposed  to  wealthy  pigeons  who  had 
been  considerably  plucked  by  that  item  in 
their  accounts.  It  the  House  wished  to 
strike  at  the  root  of  corrupt  practices  they 
roust  support  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster.  He  knew  of  an 
instance  in  which  an  opponent  of  his  em- 
ployed 150  paid  canrassers  at  St.  each  a 
day.  He  belicTed  that  the  total  of  the 
bill  for  those  can?assers  amounted  to 
exactly  the  sum  for  which  he  himself  was 
returned  at  the  election  to  which  be  re- 
ferred. In  Ireland  barristers  were  paid 
for  speaking  at  elections — not  Q.O.'s,  but 
aspiring  barristers,  and  he  believed  that 
even  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  rising 
barristers  of  seven  years'  standing  would 
willingly  give  their  senrices  at  elections 
without  any  sense  of  that  virtuous  inno- 
cence displayed  by  the  Solicitor  General. 
If  they  desired  to  strike  at  bribery  alto- 
gether they  must  strike  at  paid  canvass- 
ing. 

Mr.  Sebjbant  GASELEE  said,  he 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
clause,  but  he  thought  it  would  require 
to  be  amended  by  muing  the  penalty  less 
severe. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  86  ;  Noes 
116  :  Majority  30. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  it  would 
be  useless,  after  the  division  which  had  just 
been  taken,  for  him  to  move  the  next 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  which 
was  a  supplement  to  the  one  just  rejected. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
not  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
moving  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
Mr.  Ohtid&ri 


Notice,  for  providing  additional  polling- 
places  in  counties. 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  that  m  the 
Ministry  had  an  official  majority  in  the 
House  by  which  they  could  overthrow  any 
clause  they  opposed,  he  should  not  moTO 
his  clause. 

Mr.  ATRTON  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  following  clause,  providing  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  attoroies  of  the  Bouse  of 
Commons  :— 

"  The  Speaker  f  the  Home  of  Commons  shali 
from  time  to  time  appoint  each  number  of  attor- 
niea  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleaa  as  he  may 
jadge  necessarj  to  the  offioe  of  attomef  of  the 
Hoase  of  Commons,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
Speaker." 

The  present  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  a  veiy 
important  statute^  which  directed  that  U 
any  Election  Petition  should  be  improperly 
compromised  and  withdrawn,  and  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  pursue  an 
inyestigation  into  the  circumstances  of  that 
Election,  then  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  at 
liberty  to  appoint  an  agent  to  prosecute 
the  matter   before  a  Oommittee  of  the 
House,  and  the  expense  incurred  by  tbe 
act  of  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  re-imbursed 
to   him  oat  of  the  CooaoUdated  Fund. 
That  Act  had  not  been  terj  often  acted 
upon  ;  but  baring  regard  to  tbe  manner  io 
which  election  cases  were  in  future  to  be 
tried,  he  thought  tbe  power  of  appointing 
attomies  of  the  House  of  Commons  migbt 
in  some  instances  prove  exceedingly  use- 
ful.    When  the  Divorce  Court  was  first 
established,  grave  doubts  were  expressed 
as  to  whether  petitioners  and  respondents 
would  not  be  able  to  compromise  actions 
and  to  carry  out  ulterior  designs  of  their 
own  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Court, 
and  it  soon  came  to  light  that  that  was  so, 
and  that  petitioners  and  respondents  in 
total  Tiolation  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  did  obtain  divorces  to  which  they 
could  have  no  possible  right ;  and  it  vss 
then  found  that  the  only  effectual  mode  of 
proTentiog  that  was  to  give  power  to  a 
solicitor,  who  should  be  at  liberty  to  ascer- 
tain  all   that   might  be  suggested  from 
without,    to    investigate  suggestions,  to 
watch  the  trials  in  Court,  and  if  be  iband 
any  disposition  to  snppress  important  mat- 
ters, to  bring  them  before  the  Court,  in 
order   that   the  Judge  might  prononnee 
justly  upon  the  whole  matter.    In  that 
way  many  abuses  were  prevented.    In  the 
present  Bill   they   were  endeavouring  to 
preyent  the  improper  withdrawal  and  com* 
promising  of  Election  Petitions;  bat  he  did 
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nol  tUnk  it  wmiUI  be  efibetiTe  m  it  stood, 
tot  it  would  be  imposssible  to  detect  the 
eontrifancoB  that  might  be  resorted  to  by 
Ibe  Petitiooer  and  the  Bitting  Member  to 
0OBiproiiiiBe  the  Petition  at  almost  every 
stage  of  the  proceedings.  There  was  only 
•ne  way  of  pre?enting  such  things^  and 
that  waa  by  following  the  example  set  by 
tbe  Divorce  Court.  They  should  appoint 
ftn  ofiloer  who  could  receive  unofficial  com- 
mimieations,  and  on  whom  would  be  cast 
ibe  responsibility  of  verifying  the  truth  of 
sneh  communications,  and  taking  them  up 
if  he  thought  proper,  as  instructions  1^ 
appear  in  the  case.  They  had  a  right 
to  assume  that  such  an  officer  would 
liaeharge  his  duties  properly,  and  not 
intervene,  unless  he  had  adequate  ground 
Ibr  believing  it  was  necessary  he  should 
do  BO.  Such  an  officer  would  be  ap- 
pointed as  under  the  old  statute  by  the 
Speaker ;  but  instead  of  being  merely  an 

3PK\  \^  would  be  an  attorney,  though 
1^  as  stated  in  the  Kotice,  of  the  Queen's 
BiDeh,  but  of  the  Common  Pleas. 

Clause— 

(Appointment  of  attomies  of  the  House  of 
<fcinwii.) 

''The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Ck>mmoDi 
ghell  from  time  to  time  appoint  luch  number  of 
•tlornies  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  as  he 
radge  neoeBsary  to  the  office  of  attorney  of 
fioDte  of  Commons,  at  the  pleasure  of  the 
p."— (Ifr.  AyrUm,) 


m  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Tm  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
fonld  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  gave 
A  eorrect  account  of  the  present  Bill  when 
he  aaid  that  it  would  be  ineffective  in  pre- 
fOBting  the  improper  withdrawal  or  com- 
pMNBiBe  of  Election  Petitions.  An  endea- 
foar  at  all  events  had  been  already  made 
to  aeeure  the  object  which  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
tor  aimed  at.  The  34th  clause  provided 
Ihal  no  Petition  should  be  withdrawn 
viUiout  leave  of  the  Court  and  without 
Hotiee  of  the  intended  withdrawal  being 
gifen  in  the  county  or  boroagh  to  which 
ibe  Petition  referred.  In  the  event  of  the 
Judge  coming  to  the  conduBion  that  the 
Petition  was  about  to  be  improperly  com- 

rnised,  he  could  order  a  new  Petition  to 
Bubstituted  for  one  originally  named, 
end  at  the  same  time  the  security  given 
bj  the  latter  would  remain  as  security  for 
epets  incurred  by  the  substituted  Peti- 
lioiier.  Then  at  the  trial,  if  tbe  Judge 
llMiffht  faets  were  being  withheld,  he 
eoold,  independently  of  the  parties  in  the 


Petition,  oall  any  witnesB  he  pleased  and 
examine  him.  This  clause  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  for  the  express  purpose 
of  preventing  collusion.  The  only  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  clause  now  proposed  was 
that  the  Petitioners  and  the  respondents 
would  be  frequently  put  to  great  and  need- 
less expense  in  the  event  of  the  attorney 
of  the  House  of  Commons  intervening  be- 
tween them.  They  might  have  to  stand 
by  while  that  officer,  his  inclination  and 
duty  prompting  him,  was  endeavouring  to 
prove  corrupt  practices,  in  which  endeavour 
ne  might  fail.  On  the  whole,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  try  the  Bill  as  it 
stood,  for  if  experience  showed  it  did  not 
work  well,  a  short  Bill  oould  be  easily 
passed  to  amend  it  in  a  way  similar  to  that 
now  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  that  the 
only  fault  which  he  found  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
His  (Mr.  Btuart  Mill's)  opinion  was,  that 
if  they  desired  to  put  an  end  to  corrupt 
practicea  they  must  provide  a  public  prose- 
cutor, and  not  rely  upon  the  private  in* 
terest  of  candidates  and  their  supporters 
for  proceeding  against  suspected  indivi- 
duals. They  would  never  get  rid  of  corrupt 
practices,  unless  they  made  it  the  duty  of 
some  particular  person  to  inquire,  not  into 
compromises  only,  but  into  all  matters 
connected  with  corrupt  practices,  and  to 
institute  prosecutions  where  evidences  of 
corrnption  were  found  to  exist.  The  pro- 
posed clause,  however,  was  a  good  one  as 
far  as  it  went,  and  he  should  therefore 
give  it  his  support.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  clause. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES  said,  he  also 
hoped  the  Ministry  would  not  reject  the 
olause.  Judging  from  the  brief  statement 
of  the  Solicitor  General,  the  Government 
seemed  to  be  perfectly  at  one  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  with  regard  to  the  desirability  of 
accomplishing  the  object  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  trusted  therefore  that 
the  Government  would  show  its  sincerity 
by  accepting  the  proposal.  Everyone  con- 
versant witn  the  practice  of  onr  Courts 
knew  that,  without  some  such  officer  as 
was  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  form  any  opi- 
nion as  to  whether  there  bi^  been  f^  pollu- 
sive  arrangement  or  not. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  102  ;  Noes 
110:  Majority  8. 

Mr.  BONHAMCARTER  then  moved 
the  following  clause  :  — 

(Declaration  by  oandidates.) 

'*The  returning  ofBoer  shall,  in  ease  of  a 
contested  Election  for  anj  county,  city,  or  bo- 
rough, require,  at  the  time  of  nomination,  ereiy 
candidate  to  make,  immediately  after  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  candidates,  the  following  declara- 
tion : — 

"  I  solemnly  and  sincerely  declare  that  I  will 
not,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  myself  or  others, 
knowingly  commit,  sanction,  or  permit  on  my  be- 
half at  the  ensuing  Election  any  act  of  bribery, 
treating,  or  undue  influence,  or  other  breach  of 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  (17  and  18  Vic.  c.  102), 
and  that  I  will  not  pay  or  otherwise  discharge, 
except  in  the  manner  and  through  the  persons 
provided  by  the  said  Act,  any  expenses  of  or  con- 
nected with  such  Election,  and  that  I  will  use  my 
utmost  endeaTOurs  to  promote  the  obserranoe  of 
all  the  proTisions  of  the  said  Act." 

Clause  (Declaration  by  candidates,)— 
{Mr.  Bonham- Garter,) -^brought  up,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Ma.  DlSRABLl  said,  that  when  the 
House  was  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill  it 
bad  considered  the  subject  of  personal  de« 
darations,  and  had  decided  against  adopt- 
ing them.  The  declaration  now  proposed 
did  not  essentially  differ  from  the  one 
which  the  House  pronounced  against  on  a 
former  occasion  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  be  a  mere  waste  of  valuable  time  to 
re-open  the  contro?ersy. 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  POWELL  moved  a  new  clause — 

(Treatment  of  Petition  after  presentation.) 
«  On  presentation  of  the  Petition  the  prescribed 
officer  shall  send  a  copy  thereof  to  the  returning 
officer  of  the  county  or  borough  to  which  the  Peti- 
tion relates,  who  shall  forthwith  publish  the  same 
in  the  county  or  borough  as  the  oase  may  be." 

Clause  added, 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  rose 

to  move  the  following  clause : — 

(Provision  for  expenses  of  trials  and  inquiries.) 
**  The  expenses  of  all  trials  or  inquiries  held 
under  the  present  Act,  except  such  expenses  as 
are  hereinbefore  provided  for,  and  except  such 
part  as  the  court  or  judge  shall  impose  by  way  of 
penalty  upon  either  the  Petitioner  or  the  Respon- 
dent, shall  be  defrayed  in  the  case  of  any  county 
from  the  county  rate,  and  in  the  case  of  any  bo- 
rough, out  of  the  monies,  and  in  the  iftanner  and 
proportions  mentioned  in  the  Act  of  the  sixth 
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jwa  of  the  reign  of  Victoria,  chapter  eight,  seo- 
tion  fifty-five,  with  respect  to  the  expenses  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  that  Act;  and 
the  account  of  such  expenses  shall  be  made, 
allowed,  and  paid  in  the  manner  provided  in  the 
said  Act,  unless  the  court  or  judge  shall  certify. 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prme- 
tices  do  not  generally  or  extensively  prevail  in  the 
constituency,  in  which  case  the  said  expenses 
shall  be  chuged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund." 

He  desired  to  carry  into  effect  what  he 
considered  was  a  true  and  sound  principle 
— namely,  to  throw  the  expenses  of  all 
inquiries  into  corrupt  practices  upon  the 
community  who  were  implicated.  He  left 
to  the  tribunal  to  determine  what  portico 
of  these  expenses  should  in  any  case  be 
laid,  to  the  relief  of  the  ratepayers,  upon 
the  persons  who  had  been  proved  to  be 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  or  upon  thoee 
who  were  shown  to  have  brought  frivolous 
and  improper  accusations. 

Clause  (Provision  for  expenses  of  trials 
and  inquiries,) — [Mr.  JUill,) — hraugJu  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
would  oppose  this  clause,  having  opposed 
one  founded  upon  precisely  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  at  a  previous  stage.  The  pro> 
posal  of  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  fair 
one,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
adopt  it.  The  ratepayers  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  costs  of  a  trial  to 
which  they  were  not  parties.  The  costs 
should  fall  on  the  defeated  party,  as  in  the 
case  of  a  law  suit.  The  constituency 
might  be  entirely  innocent,  and  therefore 
it  would  be  unjust  to  put  the  expenses  of 
these  inquiries  on  them. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
Attorney  General,  who  had,  he  thought, 
somewhat  misunderstood  the  object  of  the 
clause,  would  re-consider  his  determination, 
and  allow  the  clause  to  pass.  He  (Mr. 
Roebuok)  thought  it  a  curious  fallacy  to 
compare  this,  which  was  a  public  matter, 
with  a  private  law  suit.  It  was  the  in* 
terest  of  the  constituency  that  the  proper 
man  should  be  returned. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  would  divide 
the  House  on  his  clause. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB  said,  he  had  great 
objection  to  the  clause  in  a  practioal  point 
of  view,  because  it  would  allow  Petitioners 
to  dip  their  hands  into  the  public  purse. 
That  was  a  principle  which  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  sanction.  If  the  clause 
passed.  Petitions  would  inevitably  be  pre- 
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tented  from  emy  boroagh  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland. 

Mb.   Sbbjeaut    QASBLEE    naid,   he 

■Itogetlier   differed   from    the    right  hen. 

Mwnber   for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  BouTerlo).  i 

An  inquiry  of  tbia  kind  waa  alnaja  a  dif- 

.'  ftrsnt  thing  from  a  prifata  law  luit,  and 

ttM  eipenaea  of  it  ought,  in  hia  opinion, 

.    to  be  defrajed  bj  the  public.     According 

[.    to  thia  elauie  the  ratepayera  might  hare 

[    to  pay  the  expenses,  and  he  thought  the 

I*  imtepajera  vould  neier  get  up  a  Petition  | 

i  rianpljr  in  order  that  they  might  bate  the  i 

l^jdmaare  of   paying    the  eipenaes   of  it.  , 

^Eo  night  remark  that  when  a  conatituencj 

k^pened   to    get  a  good   Member   they 

loognt  to  be  proud  of  him,  and  do  all  they 

^•oold  to  keep  him. 

t  Hotion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
I'tbo  aaid  Claaae  be  nov  read  a  seeond 
mmo." 

L  The  House  divided : — Ayea  49  ;  Noea 
1<6 :  M^ority  97. 

}  lb.  POWELL  aaid,  he  ahould  not 
the  clauae  of  which  he  had  giren 
I  (Thia  Act  to  apply  to  manioipal 
stiona),  but  be  hoped  the  qneation  to 
'  fa  it  referred  would  be  dealt  with  be- 
long. 
lU.  SaoJEAHT  GASBLBE  aaid,  he 
to  more  that  no  new  Judge  be  ap- 
itad  under  the  Bill  until  the  number  of 
ion  Petiiiona  preaented  to  the  Court 
t^  Common  Pleaa  be  ascertained.  The 
ground  on  which  he  mored  thia  clauHO 
that  if  tfaeee  new  Judgea  were  at  once 
inted,  they  would  draw  aalariea  four 
«r  five  monibi  before  their  aerficea  were 
Mfnired  under  the  Bill. 

i  Clauae  (That  no  new  judge  be  appointed 
N«lder  the  aaid  Bill  until  the  number  of 
r^foetion  Petitions  presented  to  the  Court 
'^•f  Common  Pleaa  be  aacertained,) — {Mr. 

Qtejeant  Otuelu,) — brought  up,  and  read 

r|ho  firat  time. 

;  Kx.  DISRAELI  aaid,  the  eloute  waa 
^fvoriaely  aimilar  to  one  which  had  been 
4»r«d  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
.Bunleta  (Hr.  Ayrton],  and  reapeotiog 
IrUeh  he  (Hr.  Diaraeli)  pointed  out  at  the 
Vne  that  it  Btruck  at  the  root  of  the  Bill, 
'■■d  the  Committee  nnauimoualy  rejected  it. 

Hotion  made,  and  Queation,  "  That  the 
mid  CUnae  be  now  read  a  seooad  time," 
fti,  ond  negatived. 

Mm.  SOHREIBER  said,  he  roae  to 
IMVO  a  olanae  protidiug  that  municipal 


Bleetioni  appointed  by  law  to  take  place 
in  Norembcr,  sbonld  be  postponed  for  one 
month  in  order  that  the  intention  of  the 
tfonae  might  not  be  frustrated.  He  feared 
(hat  if  the  municipal  Elections  were  allowed 
lobe  held  before  theElectiona  for  Membera 
iif  Parliament,  bribery  would  be  rife  in 
isonneotian  with  the  former,  aa  it  was  well 
known  the  municipal  often  decided  the 
Parliamentary  Eleation.  Without  his  clause 
the  Bill  would  be  futile,  because  while  the 
briber  would  abstain  from  bribery  poniih- 
able  under  the  Act,  he  would  be  most  in- 
dustrioua  in  eonnectioa  with  the  municipal 
Bleotiona,  where  bribery  might  be  practiaed 
rith  impunity. 

Clause  (Postponement  of  Election  of 
mnioipal  and  local  officers  for  the  year 
ne  thou  Band  eight  hundred  and  sixty 
ight,} — {Mr.  SoKniber,)  —  brought  up, 
,nd  read  the  first  time. 

Ms.  QATHORNE  HARDY  aaid.  be 
could  not  accede  to  the  proposition.  While 
admitting  that  there  was  much  force  in 
what  waa  said  as  to  municipal  eomiption, 
be  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair  or  reason- 
able to  stop  all  manioipal  Eleotiona  in  So- 
T ember  on  the  ground  that  in  some  bo- 
roughs  they  might  lead  to  bribery  at  the 
General  Election.  If  the  clauae  was  agreed 
to  the  mayors  throughout  England  would 
hare  to  alter  all  the  arrangementa  they 
had  made  for  the  municipal  electiona  in 
November. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  could 
conceire  nothing  more  stultifying  than  for 
the  Houae,  after  having  passed  stringent 
measurea  for  putting  down  corruption  at 
Parliamentary  elections,  to  allow  perfect 
freedom  of  corruption  in  the  case  of  muni- 
cipal Elections.  There  could  be  no  greater 
facility  girea  to  bribery  at  the  Parliamen- 
tary Electiona  than  to  hare  the  municipal 
Elections  taking  place  juat  before  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  put,  "  That 
[he  aaid  Clauae  be  now  read  a  aeooDd 
time." 

The  House  <K(HiM.-— Ayea  75;  Noea 
100 :  Majority  25. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  aa  it  ia  now 
time  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Report,  I  propose  that  we  hare  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  at  two,  for  the  purpose 
of  proceeding  with  thia  Bill.  Considering 
what  waa  on  the  Paper  we  could  hardly 
hare  flattered  ouraelrea  that  we  ahould  dis- 
pcae  of  the  Report  (o-day,  and  I  am  bound 
to  expresa  my  thanks  to  both  aidei  of  the 
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Hoase  for  the  diligent  manoor  in  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  pressed  on  with  the 
Business.  I  am  still  further  recoDciled  to 
an  adjournment  heoause  it  will  remove  any 
misunderstanding  ahout  the  ahsence  of  No- 
tice of  the  Solicitor  General's  Motion.  In 
case  we  do  not  exhaust  the  Morning  Sitting 
hj  considering  the  Bill  some  measures  pro- 
moted by  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be  taken, 
and  at  nine  o'clock  we  propose  to  take  the 
Cattle  Bill. 

Further  Consideration  deferred  till  To- 
morrow, at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 

(1&.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Stephen 
Cave,  Mr,  Sdater-Booth,) 

[bill  239 .  ]      CONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  oontidereA 

Mr.  SAMUDA,  inbehalf  of  Mr.  Leeman, 
mo?ed  to  substitute  ''fifty"  pounds  for 
**  Be?enty-five  pounds"  as  compenaation  to 
telegraph  clerks. 

The  chancellor  of  thi  BXCHE- 
QUER  assented. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrowt  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

And  it  heing  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To- 
morrow, without  putting  the  Question. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thuredai/,  July  23,  1868. 


MINUTES.]— PuBUc  Bills— iPtrrt 
Electric  Telegraphs  *  (382) ;  Ezpiriof  Laws 
Continuance  *  (280) ;  Inland  Reyenae*  (279) ; 
Registration  (Ireland)  *  (281) ;  Saint  Mary 
Somerset's  Church,  London,  *  (278). 

Second  Reading — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) ^ ;  Drainage  and  Improyement  ii  Laods 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3)*^  (255), 

C<nnm%Uee—Fub\io  Schools  (262-285);  Colonial 
Shipping  •  (274)  ;  Titles  to  Land  Consolidation 
(Scotland)  •  (268) ;  General  Police  and  Im- 
proyement (Scotland)  Act  Amendment*  (267). 

i&;j90r(— Sanitary  Act  (1866)  Amendment  *  (262); 
Municipal  Elections  (Scotland)*  (276);  Laiv 
oeny  and  Embezzlement*  (277);  Tompike 
Acts  Continuance*  (258);  Titles  to  Land 
(Consolidation  (Scotland)*  (268)  ;  (General  Po- 
lice and  Improyement  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (267). 

Third  i2ea<2m^F— lUUlwaj  Compsnles  (IreUad^ 
Adyances*   (226);    Yaooination   (IreUnd)* 
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(254);   CJoorls  of  Ohaneecy  tad  EashsqiMr 

(Ireland)  Fee  Funds  •  (171);  CeortofSesM 
(Scotland)  *  (246) ;  Tithe  Commntatioo,  At. 
Acts  Amendment*  (256) :  PnUie Departasiti 
Payments*  (264);  Sir  Robert  Napier^s  Afr 
unity  *  (265) ;  Tain  ProTiaional  Ord«  Oa» 
armation*  (242);  Land  Drainage  ProvSsioBil 
Order  Confirmation*  (241);  New  Zeilial 
Assembly's  Powers  *  (247)  ;  Clerks  of  Hi 
Peace,  Ac.  (Ireland)*  (361);  Mi&Uia  i>|«; 
New  Zealand  Company  *  (154), 


PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  M.) 
{The  Earl  of  Defiy.) 


House  in  Gomniitiee  (aooordiiic  | 
Order). 

Claiues  1  to  4|  incloBiyey  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  postponed. 

Clause  6  (Power  of  OoTeming  Bodiati 
alter  their  Constitations). 

YiscoTTNT  STRATFORD  DE  BSD- 
CLIFFE  said,  the  time  given  hj  thi 
olause  to  the  Governing  Bodies  of  BAeif 
in  which  to  reform  themselyea— naMh 
till  the  1st  of  January  next — ^was  ias* 
cient  for  the  purpose.  He  was  dtanmd 
extending  the  period  by  another  vUh 
year,  unless  their  Lordships  thom^t 
more  limited  extension  would  be  pnft^ 
able,  and  he  would  therefore  propon  li 
insert  1870  instead  of  1869. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  that  whsaAi 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  diseoMl 
there  was  a  general  feeling  that  the  pni 
expiring  on  the  1st  of  January  nudiV 
fixed  by  the  Bill  was  not  suffioeoi  Oi 
the  other  hand,  he  submitted  that  itmH 
be  unduly  prolonging  it  to  substitotottl 
1st  of  January,  1870,  for  the  1st  of  Ina- 
ary,  1869,  as  suggested  by  the  noUs^ 
count  An  extension  of  &ree  or  st  wd 
six  months  would,  he  thought,  fully  MiA 
all  the  requirements  of  the  case. 

Thb  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  o«- 
ourred  with  his  noble  Friends  in  tiuaUv 
the  period  fixed  by  the  olause  soatvW 
too  limited.  At  the  same  time,  it  shodl 
be  remembered  that  the  purpose  £»  wUA 
the  Governing  Bodies  were  to  be  edW 
together  was  not  one  that  would  nseia- 
sariiy  require  long  deliberation,  Tb^ 
were  not  to  frame  statutes,  but  siin^  i 
propose  a  reform  in  the  constitnttoa  d 
their  own  bodies.  He  suggested,  thn- 
fore,  that  the  1st  of  May,  1869.  shoall 
be  inserted  instead  of  the  1st  of  Jauiaiji 
1869 ;  also  retaining  power  to  the  Qasoi 
in  Council  to  allow  an  additimial  tkifi 
months,  if  that  should  be  datss^  9P«* 
sary. 
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OlitiUNi  amended  by  inBertiag  the  words 
'« tbe  lint  Day  of  May''  imifisA  of  ^'  the 
Knt  Day  of  Janaary. 

Claiuey  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

CSanses  7  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 

CQttiue  13  (General  Power  to  make 
Seigolations). 

LoKD  LTTTELTON  moved  an  Amend- 
V^enl  to  leave  out  (''  and  with  respect  to 
ttw  System  of  Promotion  in  the  School"). 

On  Question,  That  the  said  Words  stand 
;9^nrt  of  the  Clause  ?  their  Lordships  di- 
MHW:— Contents  15;  Not-Contents  86: 
afijiority  21. 

tU^ed  in  the  ITegaike. 
)■    Amendment  made. 

CONTENTS. 

and  Warwiok,E*    Hawarden,  V. 
ter,  E.  MelyiUe,  V. 

i,  E.lTdUr^       Coloheater,  L. 
»kA,  E.  Colville  of  OolroM,  L. 

I,  £.  Denman,  L. 

Gage,  L.  (F.  Oage.) 
and     St.    Hylton,  L. 
i,T.  Sondes,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 
L.  (jL.  ChaneeU    Sydney,  V. 


Chnrston,  L. 
and  Chan-    Ebnry,  L. 

Foley,  L.  [Teller.] 
Harris,  L. 
Hartismere,  It.  (L.  Sen* 

niker,) 
Houghton,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Lyveden,  L. 
Monson,  L. 
Mostyn,  L. 
ITeUer.']    Northwiok,L. 
Orerstone,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Beu- 

borough,) 
Saye  and  Sole,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Silchester,  L.  (E,Long* 

ford.) 
Stratheden,  L. 
Snndridge,  lt,(D,ArgylL 


»,E. 
iSnd  Melyille,  E. 
%E. 


I. 


Tssei^y. 

da  Redoliff»,  V. 


LoBD  LYTTELTON  then  proposed  to 
inprt  after  "Boys''  the  words  *'not 
Mbe^  boarders/'  with  the  view  of  restriot- 
it%  ike  operation  of  the  Conscience  Clause 
te  day  scholars.  While  agreeing  Uiat  the 
flHinfti  of  day  scholars  should  be  at  liberty 
m  withdraw  their  sons  from  the  religious 
iMtamftion  of  the  sohool,  he  contended  that 
ttiwivQld  be  nnftdr  to  place  a  Master  under 


this  restriction  with  regard  to  his  boardersi 
towards  whom  he  stood  in  loco  parenUa 
for  nine  months  of  the  year. 

LoBD  HOIJQHTOK  said,  that  in  these 
schools  the  day  scholars  were  so  few  that 
a  Conscience  Clause  confined  to  them  would 
be  of  no  practical  importance.  He  fully 
appreciated  the  value  of  common  religious 
instruction  and  worship ;  but  he  had  heard 
great  regret  expressed  by  Roman  CathoUo 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  that  they  were 
unable  to  send  their  sons  to  our  great 
public  schools,  because  they  would  there 
be  compelled  to  receive  religious  instruc- 
tion of  which  their  parents  disapproved, 
and  he  thought  a  common  education,  irre- 
spective of  religious  opinions,  was  so  de- 
sirable that  on  this  ground  he  must  oppose 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  suppose  that 
a  large  number  of  Protestant  Dissenters 
would  attend  these  schools. 

The  Duxx  of  MAELBOBOTJGH  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  Amendment.  He 
thought  the  object  of  his  noble  Friend 
might  be  attained  without  the  proposed 
exception,  which  might  seriously  interfere 
with  the  number  of  boys  at  Eton  and  the 
other  schools  not  in  the  metropolis.  The 
object  of  his  noble  Friend,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  was  not  to  interfere  with  liberty 
of  conscience  in  regard  to  the  gener^ 
teaching  of  the  school,  but  to  remove  any 
difficulties  with  respect  to  domestic  ar- 
rangements in  the  houses  of  the  Masters. 
Now,  it  was  perfectly  competent  for  a 
Master  to  make  any  regulations  he  pleased 
with  regard  to  the  religious  instruction  of 
those  under  his  own  roof,  and  he  might 
very  properly  make  it  a  condition  with 
the  parents  tiiat  their  sons  should  conform 
to  the  religious  instruction  given  them. 

Amendment  (by  Leave  of  the  House) 
withdraum. 

Another  Amendment  made. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  moved  to  insert 
after  Clause  13  the  following  clause : — 

"  AH  matters  relating  to  the  Studies,  Discipline, 
and  Administration  of  any  Sohool  to  which  this 
Act  applies,  except  such  as  are  'otherwise  as- 
signed in  this  Act,  shall  he  left  to  the  nnoon- 
trolled  Discretion  and  Power  of  the  Head  Mas- 
ter. 


f  n 


There  were  two  authorities,  the  Governing 
Body  and  the  Head  Master,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  make  an  accurate  limitation 
of  what  their  powers  should  respectively 
be.  When  they  had  defined  as  fiEur  as 
possible  the  respective  powers  of  the  two 
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authorities  they  must  leare  in  the  one 
hand  or  the  other  a  general  power.  The 
Commisaioners  reeommendcd  that  the  Go- 
Terning  Body  should  he  authorized  to 
make  arrangements  for  the  general  regu- 
lation and  management  of  the  School,  ex- 
cept in  matters  specially  reserved  for  the 
Head  Master.  JN'ow  there  was  no  such 
reservation  in  the  Bill.  His  belief  was 
that  it  would  he  better  to  leave  the  large 
and  important  class  of  subjects  embraced 
in  the  clause  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Head  Master,  over  whom  the  Governing 
Body  would  have  sufficient  control,  seeing 
that  they  had  in  their  hands  the  power 
both  of  appointing  and  dismissing  him. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord.  What  was  proposed  to  do 
was  this — to  take  away  from  the  Govern- 
ing Body  and  vest  in  a  person  who  was 
their  servant  the  power  as  to  all  matters 
relating  to  studies,  disciplinci  and  admi- 
nistration. That  was  inverting  the  natural 
order  of  things  and  making  the  Head 
Master  the  Governing  Body. 

Eaxl  fortes  cue  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  seemed  to  forget  that 
the  Governing  Body  had  the  absolute 
and  imcontrolled  power  of  dismissing  the 
Head  Master,  which  would  be  quite  suf- 
ficient security  that  the  Head  Master 
would  exercise  the  power  proposed  to  be 
vested  in  him  by  the  clause  in  a  proper 
manner. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  reason  advanced  in  support  of  the 
clause  was  the  very  strongest  that  could 
be  urged  against  it.  The  proposition  was 
to  give  the  Head  Master  powers  which  the 
Governing  Body  could  not  control  unless 
they  dismissed  the  Head  Master,  who 
might  be  a  very  excellent  Master  in 
other  respects,  and  whom  the  Governing 
Body  might  be  very  unwilling  to  dis- 
miss. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  fifth  general  recommendation  of 
the  PubUo  School  Commissioners  the 
Head  Master  should  have  the  uncontrolled 
power  of  making  arrangements  for  the 
School,  regulating  the  hours  of  school 
work,  the  holidays,  maintaining  disci- 
pline, and  other  such  matters.  If  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
give  effect  to  that  recommendation,  he 
pressed  them  to  say  whether  they  would 
not  admit  the  principle  of  reserving  cer- 
tain important  powers  to  Uie  Headl£uiter. 

The  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 

Lord  LytUlton 


the  Head  Master  was  vested  with  the 
power  of  selecting  and  dismissing  the 
Under  Masters,  and  the  Gk)veming  Body 
had  given  to  them  by  the  Bill  the  power 
of  making  regulations  with  regard  to  cer- 
tain specified  subjects  upon  which  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  consulting  the  Head 
Master,  and  giving  him  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  his  views.  To  increase  the 
power  of  the  Master  would  be  to  reduce 
that  of  the  Governing  Body.  It  seemed 
to  be  mistakenly  supposed  that  the  (Go- 
verning Body  had  an  authority  co-existent 
with  &at  of  the  Head  Master;  but  the 
Governing  Body  met,  perhaps,  only  twice 
a  year.  It  was  a  legislative  body  which 
made  general  regulations,  and  could  not 
interfere  in  minute  particulars.  The 
whole  executive  power  must  necessarily 
be  left  to  the  Head  Master.  The  effect  of 
the  proposed  Amendment  would  be  to  de- 
fine the  provinces  within  which  the  Master 
would  retain  the  executive  power;  but  the 
inevitable  consequence  would  be  the  clash- 
ing of  the  authority  of  the  Head  Master 
with  that  of  the  Gk)veming  Body,  when 
the  former  found  that  he  had  statutory 
power  to  do  certain  things  which  were 
not  specified  and  defined,  but  were  merely 
implied  in  words  of  vague  and  genend 
meaning. 

Eabl  DE  GRET  akd  RIPON  under- 
stood it  to  be  alleged,  on  the  one  hand^ 
that  the  Governing  Body  had  all  the 
powers  of  government  which  were  vested 
in  the  Head  Master ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  powers  of  the  Governing 
Body  were  limited  to  those  defined  by  the 
clause.  There  were  many  points  not  al- 
luded to  in  the  clause  ;  and  it  appeared 
to  be  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  dear 
understanding — that  it  should  be  laid 
down  who  was' to  hafe  the  power  in  cer- 
tain matters,  and  that  it  should  be  stated 
whether  what  was  not  reserved  to  the 
Governing  Body  was  given  to  the  Head 
Master.  He  thought  that  tlie  Govern- 
ment should  endeavour  to  bring  up  on  the 
Report  some  clauses  which  dhoiUd  give 
certain  defined  powers  to  the  Head  Mas- 
ter in  conformity  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commissioners. 

Trb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  thought 
some  misapprehension  had  arisen  from  the 
fact  that  the  13th  clause  specified,  under 
ten  different  heads,  the  provinces  in  which 
the  power  of  making  regulations  was  re- 
served to  the  Governing  Body;  but  it 
would  have  been  wholly  unnecessary  to 
have  given  them  those  powers  if  there  had 
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teen  %  idbula  roia  before.  The  olaiue 
was  obTioutly  introdnoed  beoanse  it  might 
turn  oat  that  the  existing  statutes,  charters 
cfibimdatioiii  or  other  instruments  might 
■ODtBJD  provisions  as  to  regulations  in  oon- 
firt  with  the  reservation  of  them  to  the 
flofWDing  Body ;  and  therefore  it  was  to 
enacted  that  notwithstanding  any  Aot 

&!hr]iament,  custom,  &c.,  the  Govern- 
:  Body  should  have  the  power  of  making 
.tteae  rogulations.    The  objeot  was  to  clear 
^lObtB  Oov«rning  Body  of  all  antecedent  rules 
to  the  exercise  of  these  powers,  and 
9  th^  were  specified.    It  was  im- 
the  Governing  Body  could  control 
Head  Master  in  the  matter  of  punish- 
ite,  or  the  number  of  lines  to  be  learnt 
soholar,  and  such  minute  details; 
junless  everything  to  be  done  by  the 
Master  was  to  be  defined,  it'  was 
dble  to  escape  the  conclusion  that 
power  not  given  to  the  Governing 
was  to  be  exercised  by  the  Head 
The  18th  clause  was  not  meant 
^deioribe  all  the  powers  of  the  Govem- 
Body;  it  was  meant  only  to  remove 
liar    statutes    and    instruments    of 
ition  out  of  the  way. 
GBAITVILLE  said,  it  was  a  oir- 
loe  which  ought  clearly  to  weigh 
the  Government  that  the  Amendment 
lied  an  unanimous  recommendation 
the  Commission,  who  had  all  the  facts 

them. 

TflB  DuxB  OF  MARLBOROUGH  said, 

aould  not  undertake  to  consider  what 

powers  should  be  left  to  the  Head 

.     The  subject  had  been  carefully 

dously  considered   by  the  Select 

littee.    It  would  produce  the  greatest 

inconvenience  to  specify  certain 

irs  which  should  be  under  the  con- 

•nd  jurisdiction  of  the  Head  Master. 

inolusion  of  one  thing  would  be  the 

don  of  another,  and  in  many  respects 

might  be  a  dashing  of  authority  be- 

the  Head  Master  and  those  who 

practicaUy  his  masters.     It  would 

unheard-of  thing  to  give  a  statutory 

to  a  servant  liable  to  dismissal.     If 

were  prepared  and  submitted  he 

consider  it ;  but  he  could  not  under- 

fo  do  anything  more  on  the  part  of 

,    Government. 

■■'.  Ioted  LYTTELTON  asked,  whether  the 
ttofttument  would  consider  the  principle 
ftM  from  details  ? 

Jmkd  OYERSTONE  pointed  out  the 
iaCmiiie  importance  of  maintaining  the 
InfliMDoe  and  ^ition  of  the  Head  Master 
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of  a  School,  and  quoted  the  anecdote  of 
the  Head  Master  requesting  the  King  to 
remove  his  hat  in  the  School,  and  after- 
wards stating  that  he  should  lose  all  his 
influence  over  the  boys  if  they  supposed 
that  the  world  contained  a  greater  man  than 
himself.  The  powers  of  the  Head  Master 
should  be  plenary  and  complete;  and  though 
no  doubt  some  restraining  power  was  ne- 
cessary on  the  part  of  the  Governing  Body, 
it  should  be  kept  in  the  background  as 
much  as  possible.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  time  to  consider  the 
reasonable  and  just  views  taken  on  this 
point  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lyttelton). 

Thb  Easl  of  DEYON  said,  he  could 
not  help  ooncurring  with  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  that  both  for  the  sake  of 
securing  the  best  possible  man  for  Head 
Master  and  for  the  efficient  carrying  on  of 
the  School,  it  was  desirable  that  some 
attempt  should  be  made  to  carry  out  the 
reoommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  this  point. 

LoBD  LYTTELTON  said,  he  was  will- 
ing to  leave  the  general  powers  to  the  Go- 
verning Body  ;  but  the  Bill  would  work 
much  better  if  certain  things  were  left  in 
the  power  of  the  Head  Master.  He  would 
endeavour  to  embody  his  views  in  a  new 
clause,  and  bring  it  up  on  the  Report. 

Thb  Ditke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposal  to  leave  the  residuum  of  the 
powers  not  mentioned  in  the  Bill  to  the 
Head  Master.  He  did  not  know  what 
would  be  the  definition  attempted  by  the 
noble  Lord ;  but  the  Government  would 
not,  of  course,  be  pledged  to  consider  it. 

Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 

Clauses  14  and  18  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Appointment  of  Commis- 
sioners). 

LoKD  LYTTELTON  proposed  to  add 
two.  names  to  the  Commission  —  that  of 
Canon  Blakesley  and  Sir  Roundell  Palmer. 
Mr.  Blakesley's  name  had  been  omitted 
ftt)m  the  clause  in  the  House  of  Commons 
under  a  total  misapprehension,  and  he  had 
been  treated  with  extreme  injustice  and 
want  of  consideration.  As  senior  Tutor 
at  Trinity  College  for  some  time,  his  name 
would  have  given  weight  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  a  great  mistake  had  been  com- 
mitted in  leaving  out  his  name.  No  doubt 
the  gentleman  by  whom  he  had  been  sup- 
planted was  able  and  competent ;  but  he 
was  not  nearly  so  well  known   as  Mr, 
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Blakeslfij  was.  He  (Lord  Lyitelioii) 
therefore  proposed  the  re-introdactioii  of 
Mr.  Blakeeley's  name,  and  ooald  not  believe 
that  there  would  be  any  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  their  Lordships  in  aocediog  to  ihe 
Motion.  It  was  thought  adyisable  that 
the  number  of  the  Commission  should  be 
an  odd  number,  and  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
said  he  had  no  objection  to  nine  members. 
At  present  Cambridge  was  not  adequately 
represented  on  the  Commission,  Oxford 
having  more  than  two  to  one  members. 
Moreovert  there  was  at  present  only  one 
clergyman  upon  the  Commission,  and  in 
both  these  respects  it  would  be  well  that 
Canon  Blakesley  should  be  added.  The 
other  name  he  should  propose  to  add  was 
that  of  Sir  Boundell  Palmer. 

Moved  to  add  the  Names  of  Sir  Boundell 
Pidmer  and  the  Reverend  Joseph  William 
Blakesley  to  the  Commission  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act— (21^  Zord  LytteU 
ton,) 

Thb  lord  chancellor  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  Canon  Blakesley 
had  not  been  well  treated,  and  that  the 
Commission  was  injured  by  the  absence  of 
his  name  from  it.  No  person  in  the  king- 
dom could  be  better  fitted  to  serve  upon 
such  a  Commission;  but,  unfortunately, 
other  things  had  to  be  considered  in  this 
case.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  the  question 
of  the  name  of  one  of  the  Commissioners 
had  been  made  the  subject  of  personal 
feeling,  and  if  that  discussion  were  re- 
opened there  would  be  considerable  doubt 
as  to  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 
This  was  the  reason  and  the  only  reason 
why  the  Government  was  unable  to  accede 
to  a  proposal  which  in  itself  was  very 
reasonable  and  even  desirable.  The  interest 
taken  by  Mr.  Blakesley  in  this  subject  and 
his  feeliog  of  self-respect  would  probably 
lead  him  to  desire  that  no  peril  should 
arise  to  the  Bill  and  that  his  name  should 
not  be  the  subject  of  personal  controversy. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  29 ;  Not-Contents  25 :  Majo- 
rity 4. 

Resohed  in  the  Affirmative, 
Amendment  a^eed  to. 


CONTENTS. 


Normaobf,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 


Airlie,  E. 
De  Grey,  E. 

Lord  LytteUon 


Fortesone,  £. 
Granville,  £. 
NcIbod,  £. 
Stradbroke,  B. 
Verolam,  E, 


StratlbrddeRsdoUflb,y. 
Sydney,  V. 

Oalthorpsj  L. 
ChnrohUl,  L.    [TeUer.'^ 
Denman,  L. 
Ebory,  L. 
Foley,  L. 
Harris,  L. 
Honghton,  L. 
LyttsUon,  L.[rdZ20r.] 


Lyreden,  ti. 
Moetyn,  L. 
Northbrook,  L. 
Northwiek,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (E.  Buom 

barouffh,) 
Redesdale,  L. 
Saye  and  Sele,  L. 
Seaton,  L. 
Stratbeden,  L. 
Sondridge,  L.  (DjbyifU 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

Cab»%  L.  {L.  ChamoO'    Bagot,  L. 
Ufr.")  Gbortton,  L. 

Clements,  L.  (J?.  Lei- 
Buokingbam  and  Cban*       trim.) 

dos,  D.  Clinton,  L. 

Ifarlborongh,  D.  Ootohester,  L. 

Riobmond,  D.  Colville  of  Cnlrois,  L. 

[  Teller. 1 
Exeter,  M.  Gage,  L.  (v.  Gage,) 

Hartismere,     L.      {L» 
Brooke  and  Warwiok,E.        Hwidhtr,) 
Derott,  E.  Hylton,  L. 

Graham,  £.  (Z>.  Moid*    Monson,  L. 

roee.)  Saltersford,  L.  {E,  Cmr- 

Malmesbnry,  £.  Unfm.) 

SUchester,  L.(£.  Loftg* 
De  Vesd,  V.  ford.) 

Hawarden,  V.  [TeUer,'\    Sondes,  Ii. 
Stratballan,  V. 

TttooxnsTT  STRATFORD  DE  HED- 
CLIFFE  said,  that  after  the  decision  whieh 
had  just  been  arrived  at,  the  nnmber 
reqtiired  to  oonstitnte  a  Qaoram  ought  \o 
be  increased.  He  shonld  more  that  the 
number,  instead  of  3,  should  be  5. 

On  Question,  That  the  Word  prepooed 
to  be  left  out  stand  Part  of  the  Clanae  ? 
their  Lordships  ^tpu^nl  .'—Contents  25; 
li'ot-Contents  28 :  Mfljority  8. 

M$9ohed  in  the  Negative. 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

CONTENTS. 

Normanby,  M.  Caltborpe,  L. 

Salisbury,  M.   [TeUer.'\  Lyreden,  L. 

Monson,  L.   [TdUr.l 

aMi'a  T?  Mottyn,  L. 

rwihUtr  F  Nortbbrook,  L. 

De  O^rii  Nortbwiok,  L. 

oin  Jaie  E  Of  erstone.  L. 

Saye  and  Sele,  L. 
De  Vesoi,  V.  Seaton,  L. 

Sydney,  T.  Stratbeden,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Cairns,  L .  (X.  Ckmod-    Marlboraag^,  P. 
Ur.)  Riobmond,  D. 

Bookingbam  And  Cban-    Exeter,  II.  lTelUr.1 
doi^D. 


iWl        avhtkt  JUttriah         [Jviif  ii,  1868) 
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\mwol  and  MelTille,  E. 

flfriitford  de  Redoli£b,y . 
flinihaUaii,  v. 

Bi||[oiv  L. 
Qlmntony  !«> 
CImimiiIi^  L.  {E,  Lei- 
,  nrvM*} 

CMefaetto',  L. 
OolTille  of  Cnlron,  L. 


Ebmyy  li* 
Folej,  L: 

Gage,  L.  (F.  (To^.) 
Hartismei^  L.(Xr.jff0fi* 
.   m'l;0r.) 
Houghton,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Rodecdale,  L. 
Silohester,  L.  {E.Lanff-' 

ford.) 
Sondes,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlieg,  L. 


L       -■ 


^^4 


daiiBes  17  to  26,  inoladTe,  agr$$d  to» 

danBe  5  o^^  to. 

Clanaes  27,  28,  and  29  agreed  to. 

Claiue  30  (Extension  of  Time  for  Go- 

jing  Bodies  to  make  Statutes). 

Thb  Bun  OF  MARL60R0XJ0H,  in 

inenee  of  the  time  within  which  the 

^BoiTerning  Bodies  might  amend  their  con- 

ition  having  heen  extended  from  the 

lit  of  January  to  the  Ist  of  May  next, 

a  yerbal  Amendment   limiting 

|K)wer  of  further  extending  the  time 

CMer  in  Council  to  one  month  instead 

flnee  monthsi 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

jPnrther  Amendment  made :  The  Report 
to  he  received   To-morrow;    and 
to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  286.) 

»LOSIYE  MATERIALS  IN  WAR— THE 
BTJ8SIAN  CIRCULAR.— QUESTION. 

Th»  Eabl  op  SHAFTESBXJRT  :  Tour 
Xftedships  must  haye  seen  a  short  time 
intf  in  I%e  Times  and  other  public  journals 
^Snmlar  issued  by  the  Russian  Qoyem- 
itbud  in  relation  to  the  use  of  explosive 
>|itf^«i«  in  war.  It  is  not  now  the  time 
M  fl3rgQ6  this  question,  but  it  is  a  matter 
W  Tery  great  importance,  as  coming  from 
1^  great  a  military  power  as  the  Russian 
ij^ire ;  and  it  is  still  more  important 
the  fact  that,  as  we  are  told,  the 
Goyemment  have  come  to  the 
conclusion,  and  that  the  Trench 
ment  are  not  unwilling  to  take 
tibia  new  principle  into  consideration. 
tJUfl  is  no  new  principle  among  civilized 
Mtiona,  which  have  always  adopted  the 
Mfnoiple  of  not  employing  poisonous  ma- 
tnials  in  war.  The  principle  laid  down 
Iff  the  Russian  Government  is,  indeed, 
ttttlMtT  the  Mtifle  which  civilized  Powers 
WUhi  itA^i  upon  for  so  many  years.    Your 


LordshiiM  will  perhaps  aU  agree  that 
nothing  should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
shortening  of  the  conflict  in  the  day  of 
battle,  and  the  putting  as  many  men  as 
possible  hore  de  combat ;  but  we  all  feel 
that  we  ought  to  mitigate  the  horrors  of 
war  as  much  as  we  can,  and  that  we 
should  not  do  anything  to  promote  un- 
necessary suffering  after  the  hour  of  con- 
flict. It  is  in  that  sense  that  I  beg  to 
put  the  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice — to  inquire.  Whether  the  Circular 
of  Uie  Russian  Government  in  relation  to 
explosive  materials  in  war  has  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther they  are  disposed  to  take  it  into  their 
favourable  consideration  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBIJRY  :  It  is 
quite  true  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  from  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment a  communication  of  the  nature  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  alludes,  and  that 
communication,  I  think,  does  the  greatest 
possible  honour  to  the  Emperor  of  Russia. 
As  far  as  my  own  feelings  are  concerned, 
I  hold  that  nothing  can   show  a   more 
chivalrous  nature  than  that  communication 
from  the  head  of  a  great  military  Power. 
The  facts  are  as  follows : — It  appears  that, 
among  the  many  military  inventions  lately 
discovered,  two  very  formidable  projeotilea 
have  been  submittea  to  the  War  Depart* 
ment  at  St.  Petersburg.     One  consists  of 
a  rifle  ball  containing  explosive  and  poison- 
ous matter,  with  a  cap  flxed  to  it  contain- 
ing a  substance  which  on  striking   the 
human  body,  and  that  of  horses,  explodes 
within  them  and  infuses  such  a  substance 
as  prevents  the   possibility  of  their  re- 
covery after  they  have  been  so  mangled. 
The   other  is  also  a  projectile  which  is 
sent  from  a  nfle,  but  is  intended  to  per- 
forate and  blow  up  caissons.     Now,  the 
latter  projectile  is,  I  think,  a  perfectly  fair 
and  legitimate  weapon  of  war;  but  the 
other  I  can  only  call  a  diabolical  invention, 
and  one  which  ought  to  be  classed  with 
the  poisoned  arrows  of  the  wild  Indians. 
That  being  the  case,  one  can  hardly  wonder 
that  a   noble-minded  Sovereign  like  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  should  have  felt  horri- 
fled  at  the  possible  use  of  such  a  weapon. 
It  appears  that  on  its  being  submitted  to 
him  by  the  Minister  of  War  he  instructed 
his  diplomatic  agents  at  the  various  Courts 
of  Europe  to  propose  to  the  different  Go- 
vernments that  they  should  come  to  an 
international  understanding  that  this  hor- 
rible weapon  of  war  should  not  be  used. 
Baron  Brunnow  accordingly  drew  up  a 
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Protocol^  which  he  Bubmittad  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's OoTemment,  suggesting  the  form 
in  which  these  communications  should  be 
made.  In  consequence  of  this  the  Prussian 
Government,  I  understand,  have  fully 
entered  into  the  humane  feelings  of  the 
Russian  Government ;  but  they  submitted 
at  the  same  time  that,  seeing  the  vast 
number  of  inventions  now  under  the  in- 
spection of  military  Govemmenta,  it  would 
be  better  not  to  confine  the  investigation 
to  this  one  invention,  but  that  a  Military 
Oommission  should  meet  at  St.  Petersburg 
to  consider  the  whole  subject  in  the  spirit 
which  had  animated  the  Kussian  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
entered  entirely  into  the  feeling  of  the 
Prussian  Government.  Nothing  has  ac- 
tually been  settled  as  yet ;  but  a  Military 
Commission  will  assemble  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible at  St.  Petersburg  to  consider  the 
whole  subject.  I  cannot  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  views  of  the  French 
Government ;  but  I  confidently  hope  that 
they  will  accede  to  this  arrangement.  At 
the  same  time,  we  must  not  take  it  for 
granted  that  these  new  military  inventions 
and  improvements  in  military  projectiles 
necessarily  occasion  a  greater  destruction 
of  life  than  formerly  occurred.  The  fact 
is  a  curious  one ;  but  experience  would  go 
to  show  that  since  arms  of  precision  and 
projectiles  of  long  distance  have  been  in- 
vented the  actual  number  of  lives  destroyed 
in  warfare  has  been  far  less  than  it  was 
when  men  used  to  come  to  closer  quarters. 
A  French  officer  has  put  into  my  hands 
a  statement  from  which  it  appears  that 
during  the  great  wars  of  the  beginning 
of  this  century  there  was  much  larger 
destruction  of  human  life  than  there  has 
been  since  arms  of  precision  and  projec- 
tiles of  long  distances  have  been  used. 
At  the  battle  of  Friedland  the  French 
lost  14  men  per  cent,  the  Russians  30 
per  cent,  and  the  Austrians  44,  or  nearly 
half.  At  Wagram  the  French  lost  13 
and  the  Austrians  14  per  cent.  At  the 
battle  of  Moscowa  the  French  lost  88 
and  the  Russians  44  per  cent.  At  Water- 
loo the  French  lost  86  and  the  Allies  80 
per  cent.  Forty  years  afterwards,  and 
since  these  new  weapons  have  been  used, 
the  French  lost  at  Magenta  7  per  cent  and 
the  Austrians  also  7  per  cent.  At  SoUerino 
the  French  and  Sardinians  lost  10  per  cent 
and  the  Austrians  only  8  per  cent.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  explain  these  facts,  but  it 
may  be  presumed  that  troops  do  not 
come  to  such  close  quarters  as  formerly  ; 

Th$  Earl  of  Malm$%hwry 


and  the  result  is  that  the  percentage  of  men 
destroyed  in  war  at  the  beginning  of  the 
century  was  very  nearly  double  what  it 
has  been  in  recent  engagements. 

Eabl  D£  grey  ahd  RIPON  said,  that 
all  must  agree  that  it  was  the  duty  of  all 
civilized  nations  to  abstain  from  using 
weapons  of  a  poisonous  nature.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  any  officers  who 
might  be  instructed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  represent  this  coimtry  at 
this  Military  Congress  at  St.  Petersburg 
would  act  with  great  caution,  so  as  to 
avoid  the  possible  danger  of  checking 
further  improvements  in  warlike  mate- 
rials. Our  mechanical  skill  was  one  of 
our  great  sources  of  power  in  the  art  of 
war,  and  it  was  most  important  that, 
while  we  paid  regard  to  the  interests  of 
humanity,  we  should  not  debar  ourselves 
by  this  Commission  from  the  full  and 
unfettered  application  of  the  mechanical 
skill  of  the  country  to  the  improvement  of 
its  warlike  materialB. 


THE  CANNING  STATUE.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  asked  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  the  date  of  the  Diviaion  in  the 
House  of  Commons  which,  as  stated  by 
the  noble  Earl  on  a  recent  occasion,  sanc- 
tioned the  present  site  of  Mr.  Canning's 
statue? 

Tex  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  ex- 
plained that  the  gentleman  whom  he  sent 
to  the  Board  of  Works  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  &d»  misunderstood  the 
information  he  received,  and  consequently 
misled  him.  Although,  however,  there 
was  no  division  on  the  occasion  referred 
to,  that  did  not  affect  the  main  question, 
for  the  discussion  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  as  favourable  to  the  present 
position  of  the  statue  as  that  in  this  House 
was  unfavourable.  Lord  John  Manners 
subsequently  proposed  a  Vote  of  £1,000 
for  the  arrangement  of  the  ground,  thus 
giving  the  other  House  a  full  opportunity 
of  giving  its  opinion  had  it  been  opposed 
to  the  present  site.  He  might  also  mention 
that  a  background  was  necessary;  the 
cloak  and  disposition  of  the  drapery 
showed  that  the  back  of  the  statue  was 
never  intended  for  inspection,  and  when 
placed  in  the  middle  of  the  square  the 
view  from  one  direction  was  therefore  very 
unfavourable. 


Hooflo  Adjoomed  at  half  past  Seren 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  onaiter 

before  Fife  o^olook. 
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HOUSE    OF    OOUUONS, 

Thursday.  July  28,  1868. 

liniTTTES.] — ^PuBUO  BiLLi — Second  Reading — 
Dittriet  Churoh  Tithes  Act  Amendment  *  [346]. 

Cotuidered  cu  am^fuied— Election  Petitioni  and 
Corropt  Praotiees  at  Elections  [243];  Hud- 
Mm'i  Baf  Company  *  [240]. 

TkM  Reading—  Electric  Telegraphs*  [289]; 
Jiadaon'i  Bay  Company*  [240];  Saint  Mary 
Somerset's  Church,    London,  *    [247]»   and 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  olook. 


*  IfBTROPOLIS— THE  NEW  COURTS  OF 
JUSTICE.— QUESTION. 

Hb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  Baid,  he 
.WMiU  heg  to  ask  Mr.  Chaocellor  of  the 
ijkioheqaery   Under  whose    authority  and 
'YIMiponBibility  the  New  Law  Courts  will  be 
lOTMted  and  the  approaches  to  them  formed, 
[.^bather  of  the  Treasury,  or  of  the  Com- 
^""~'  lienors  of  Works  and  Buildings,  or  of 
New  Courts  of  Justice  Commission ; 
what  funds  is  the  whole  expense  of 
Courts  and  approaches  to  be  paid  ; 
whether,  before  any  contracts  are  made 
executing  any  portion  of  the  works,  the 
of  Commons  will  bare  an  opportunity 
f^  intpecting  the  plans,  ele?ations,  and  de- 
Pjifription  of  the  building,  and  the  plans  of 
^Jpsoposed  approaches  ? 
i^THB  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
^^UER  said,  in  reply„  if  the  hon.  Alderman 
■^wmld  refer  to  the  Act  which  regulated 
iliwe  matters  he  would  find  that  the  plans 
«  to  be  settled  by  the  Treasury  with 
adfioe  of  the  Commissioners.    With  re- 
^nrd  to  the  funds,  the  Act  provided  that 
iB200,000  should  be  voted  by  Parliament 
eoDBideration  of  certain  buildings  now 
ned  as  Law  Courts  on  the  western 
of  Westminster  Hall  to  be  surrendered 
the    Qovernment;     that    £1,000,000 
lid  be   paid   out  of  the  Surplus  Fee 
I,  and  the  remainder  was  to  come  out 
the  fees  paid  by  suitors  other  than  those 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  extending  over  a 
^feriod  of  fifty  years.     With  regard  to  the 
^iNitracts  he  was  unable  to  answer  that 
l^art  of  the  Question,   for  this  very  day 
^'  Acre  was  a  meeting  of  Commissioners  to 
0Qoaider  the  question  of  the  final  plan  ; 
Mid  therefore  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  decide  on  the  general  plan  before  the 
■Metiog  of  Parliament  he  was  unable  to 

YOL.  CXCIII,    [iHIBD  SSBIES.] 


INDIA— SALE  OF  GIRLS. 
QUESTION. ' 

Mb.  BAZLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther sales  of  girls  take  place  at  the  Bazaar 
of  Manickguage,  situate  within  the  Burd- 
wan  Zitlah  ;  and,  in  the  event  of  such  being 
the  fact,  whether  the  Indian  Government 
will  repress  those  sales,  and  prevent  all 
tendencies  to  slavery  in  the  Indian  Empire? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  could  not  find  that  any  in- 
formation has  been  received  at  the  India 
Office  to  the  effect  that  sales  of  girls  take 
place  at  the  Baiaar  of  Manickguage,  in  the 
Burdwan  Zillah. 

NAVY— BEPORTS  ON  TURRET-SHIPS. 

aiJESTION. 

Mr.  SEELT  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  reference 
to  the  extracts  which  he  read  on  the  2nd 
and  I3th  instant.  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  in  full  of  the 
Reports  and  Letters  of  Captain  Macdouald, 
Captain  Yansittart,  Admiral  Ryder,  and 
one  of  the  Officers  of  the  Ocean,  Captain 
Chamberlain,  of  Admiral  Warden,  Admiral 
Yetverton,  Captain  Foley,  Captain  Hood, 
Captain  King  Hall,  and  Captain  Willes, 
relating  to  Turret  and  Broadside-ships, 
with  the  Letters,  if  any,  proceeding  from 
any  officer  in  the  Admiralty  to  which  any 
of  those  Reports  and  Letters  were  replies? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  could  only  say  that  the  Re- 
ports to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
had  been  addressed  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with 
whom  he  had  communicated  as  soon  as 
he  became  aware  that  the  Question  would 
be  put,  but  as  yet  he  had  received  no 
answer.  He  must,  therefore,  request  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  the  Question  to- 
morrow. 

BRITISH  FACTORY  AT  ST.  PETERS- 
BURG.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Is  the  British  Factory  at  St.  Petersburg 
recognized  by  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
or  Her  Majesty's  Consul  there  ;  and,  does 
Her  Majesty's  Government  authorize  the 
levying  of  a  rate  on  British  shipping  at 
Cronstadt  and  St.  Petersburg  for  the 
support  of  a  Churoh  which  is  only  recog- 
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ther  it  be  tnie  that  the  mannfaotare  of  the 
Cartridge  known  as  No.  Y.  has  been  sut- 
pended  (in  the  Government  arsenals)  bj 
desire  of  the  Commander-in-Cbief  on  ao- 
oount  of  the  accidents  that  haye  arisen  bj 
its  me  ;  whether  the  BOBHcoittpetitife 
Contract  made  with  the  Messrs.  Eley  for 
the  stipplj  of  these  same  Cartridges  No. 
T.  has  also  been  suspended  ;  whether 
these  Cartridges  were  die  result  of  experi- 
ments made  in  the  Royal  Arsenal ;  whe- 
ther Colonel  Bozer»  R.A.,  has  taken  out  a 
patent  for  them  ;  and  whether  he  receivea 
a  royalty  on  his  patent  from  those  who  ma- 
nufaetore  them  ;  and,  whether  a  Contract 
for  the  manufacture  of  Cartridges*  to  be 
called  No.  VL  Boxer  Ammunition,  ia  to 
be  made  without  oompetition«  in  the  same 
manner  as  that  for  No.  V.  was  made.  ? 
Sib  JOHN  PAKINOTON  said,  in 


nized  by  the  Russian  GoTemmiBnt  as  a 
Chapel  attached  to  the  British  Embassy  ? 
Lord  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Russian  Company  was  an  associatioo  cre- 
ated under  a  Royal  Charter  and  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  it  must  therefore  be  re- 
oognised  by  the  British  Embassy  and  the 
British  Consul  in  the  same  way  that  any 
other  mercantile  association  constituted 
under  British  law  would  be.  With  regard 
to  the  charge  in  question,  the  rate  levied 
at  Cronstadt  and  St.  Petersburg  for  the 
support  of  the  Church  there,  it  was  mat- 
ter, he  understood,  of  priTate  agreement 
among  the  British  meroantik  houses  en- 
gaged in  the  Russian  trade,  and,  as  far  as 
he  could  ascertain,  was  not  raised  under 
any  British  authorization.  The  British 
Embassy  bad  no  control  over  the  collection 
or  distribution  of  the  funds.  The  whole 
matter  had  been  inquired  into  about  ^Ye 
years  ago.  He  had  received  bo  inclina- 
tion, however,  on  the  subject  since  he 
took  charge  of  the  Foreign  OiBoe. 

NAVT— SHEERNES5  DOCKYARD. 
i^UEBHOK. 

Mb.  BINATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Government 
will  give  an  assurance  that  they  will  take 
no  steps  during  the  Recess  to  reduce  the 
establishment  at  Sheerness  Dockyard  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take  into 
their  consideration  the  propriety  of  ex- 
tending the  capabilities  of  Sheerness  Dock- 
yard as  a  fitting  and  repairing  yard  in 
connection  with  the  new  works  at  Chatham? 

Lord  HENBT  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  ap- 
pearecl  to  be  based  on  the  supposition  that 
the  Government  had  formed  the  idea  of  abo- 1 
lishing  Sheerness  Dockyard  ;  but  no  such 
idea,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  was  enter- 
tained. With  regard  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion he  need  scarcely  point  out  to  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  Admiralty  could  not  expend 
during  the  comiz:^  year  more  money  than 
had  been  voted,  and  no  sum  had  been  taken 
for  the  purpose  stated.  He  might  add, 
for  the  satisfaction  of  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
Sheerness  Dockyard  had  done  good  service 
daring  the  year,  both  m  tlie  way  of  re- 
pairing and  building  ships. 


AUtMT-^ANUFAOTURE  OF  CAR- 
TRIDGES.^QUESTION. 

Gensral  DUNNE  said,  he  wontd  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War^  Wihe- 1  be  continued  after 
ICr.  Clay 


ply  to  the  first  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber he  had  to  state  that  the  contract  had 
been  suspended,  on  account  of  the  acci- 
dents which  had  lately  occurred  during 
practice  at  Aldershot,  with  a  riew  to  the 
substitution  of  a  cartridge  of  a  stronger 
make.  With  regard  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion, the  contract  had  not  been  suspended, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  waa 
mistaken  in  calling  it  non-competitire, 
because  the  parties  had  been  invited  to 
tender.  In  answer  to  the  third  Qoeation, 
these  cartridges  were  the  result  of  such 
experiments,  and  Colonel  Boxer  had  taken 
out  a  patent  for  them.  Lsstly,  no  sucli 
intention  was  entertained  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  was  glanced  at  in  the  fourth  Ques- 
tion, and  the  osual  course  would  be  pur- 
sued. 


ABMY^ARTILLERY  PRACTICE  AT 
PORT8  MOUTH^aUESTION. 

Mr.  Sxrjeant  GASELEB  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  has  informed  himself 
as  to  the  reckless  Artillery  practice  at 
Portsmouth  and  Dover  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
measures  he  has  taken  to  prevent  a  eoorse 
so  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  Her  Majeaty'a 
subjects  f 

Sir  JOHN  PAEINGTON  said,  in 
reply,  that  full  inquiries  had  been  made  in 
regard  to  the  artillery  practice  at  Ports* 
mouth,  when  it  was  found  that  the  officer 
in  command  had  acted  in  complete  dis- 
regard of  the  strict  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  1865  — that  no 
artillery  practice  of  the  kind  should  ever 
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laofiiiiig.  He  had  therefore  acted  on  this 
beeasioB  in  fiolation  of  orders,  and  had 
Veen  reprimanded  in  conBequence.  But  a 
Itarther  step  had  been  taken  bo  aB  to  ren- 
der buoIi  irregularities  im  possible.  The 
ftring  would  for  tiie  future  be  on  the  east- 

J^  |iide  of  Gosport.  With  regard  to 
OfeTi  ha  eould  not  give  so  complete  an 
|UMwer«  The  investigation  was  still  going 
on*  There  was  some  discrepancy  as  to  the 
iifi^aneey  and  he  was  not  yet  in  a  position 
p^  give  a  final  Answer  to  the  Question. 

JPO^T  OFFICE— THE  WEST  INDIA  MAIL. 

QUESnOV. 

Mb.  BOUVERIE   said,  he  wiBhed  to 

Ae  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 

the  delay  of  the  last  West  India  Mail 

luw  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Trea- 

ipny  ;  whether  any  fine  has  been  required 

W  will  be  required  of  the  Hoyal  Mail  Com- 

/ymy  in  consequence  ;   and,  whether   the 

{teamer  conveying  such   Mails   was    sur- 

^tiyad  previous  to  her  departure  from  the 

'  4i^t  Indies  ?   In  explanation  of  the  Qoes- 

I,  he  had  to  state  that  the  last  vessel, 

Datiu5tf,  was  five  days  overdue  when 

'liBrrived.    It  was  a  vessel  which  had  been 

|RpiiIojed  in  the  intercolonial  traffic,  was 

"vMly  unfit  for  the  purpose,  and  if  it  had 

Mi  been  fine  weather  would  probably  have 

Ki  to  the  bottom,  in  consequence  of  ita 
ft  necessary  to  place  400  tons  of  coal 
raqoired  for  the  voyage  on  deck. 

He.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  said,  in  reply, 
tfiat  it  b  not  the  practice  to  report  to  the 
Treasory  delays  which  occur  in  the  cases 
of  ateamers  under  contract ;  but  he  had 
made  inquiries  and  found  that  the  Danube, 
with  the  last  West  India  Mail,  was  three 
days,  or  rather  more,  late  at  Southampton. 
Valeta  the  delay  arose  from  unavoidable 
amidents,  a  fine  of  £260  will  be  imposed. 
Hie  Danube  had  been  surveyed,  but  not 
tomediately  before  her  return  to  this  coun- 
fgtj.  She  was  an  intercolonial  steamer, 
ttM  by  special  permiBsion  of  the  Post- 
maater  Qeneral  she  was  allowed  to  be  sent 
1mbi6,  in  order  to  facilitate  some  new  ar- 
rapgementB  in  the  West  Indies. 

IRELAND— EEL  WEIR  AT  ROOSKT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  ORMSBT  GORE  said,  he 
jriiihed  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
^tajt  What  steps  have  been  taken  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
OB  the  Shannon  River  to  remove  the  Eel 
wm  at  Kooaky  ? 


Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  in  reply, 
that  until  the  present  lease  had  expired  it 
would  be  impossible  to  remove  the  weir. 
The  Shannon  Commissioners  were,  unfor- 
tunately, in  receipt  of  a  very  small  income, 
and  there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing out  the  arrangement  of  the  Committee. 
But  he  would  take  care  that  the  matter 
was  not  lost  sight  of. 

INDIA— THE  BUDGET.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India- 
seeing  that  another  Session  was  coming  to 
a  close,  and  the  India  Budget  was  not  an- 
nounced— Whether  he  has  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  desirability  of  having  the 
Indian  accounts  made  up  to  such  a  period 
as  would  enable  him  to  bring  forward  the 
Budget  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session  of 
Parliament,  instead  of,  as  heretofore,  at 
the  close  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
name  the  day  on  which  he  intends  to  bring 
forward  the  India  Budget  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
in  answer  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  he  proposed  to  make 
the  statement  upon  the  India  Budget  on 
Monday  next.  With  respect  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  he 
might  mention  that  some  two  years  ago 
the  question  as  to  the  possibility  of  ante- 
dating the  time  for  the  closing  of  the 
annual  accounts  of  India  had  been  raised 
with  the  view  that  the  India  Budget  might 
be  brought  forward  in  that  House  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  and  it  was 
then  ascertained  that  to  antedate  the 
closing  of  the  annual  accounts  of  India 
more  than  a  month  would  result  in  great 
inconvenience  to  the  Indian  Qovernment. 
At  present  the  Indian  accounts  reached 
this  country  in  April ;  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  then  be  examined  here, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  probability  that 
under  the  present  arrangement  the  ac- 
counts could  be  brought  before  the  House 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session.  Even 
if  the  Indian  accounts  were  ready  at  an 
earlier  date  it  would  be  impossible  to  bring 
them  on  during  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  the  House  was  occupied  with  matters 
of  more  pressing  importance.  The  mere 
operation  of  laying  the  accounts  before 
that  House  was  to  some  extent  of  a 
formal  character  ;  but  the  opportunity 
thereby  afforded  enabled  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  bring  on  a  general  discussion  on  Indian 
qaestions  of  interest.    He  thought  there 
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was  no  difBouUy  in  the  way  of  those  who 
were  intereated  in  such  quentions  being  in 
attendance  when  the  statement  was  made. 
He  proposed  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
moving  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  6o?ern- 
ment  of  India  Act  Amendment  Bill  and 
the  Go?emor  General  of  India  Bill  on  the 
Paper  for  that  night  should  be  read,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  discharged. 


SCOTLAND— BRIDGE  AT  DUNKELD. 

QUBSnOH. 

Mb.  KINNAIBD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  repeated  disturbances 
caused  by  the  demand  of  a  money  payment 
for  crossing  the  Bridge  over  the  Tay  at 
Dunkeld,  which  charge  the  residents  in 
the  neighbourhood  considered  to  be  illegally 
made  ;  and  if  he  were  prepared  to  state 
whether  such  charge  was  a  legal  one  or 
not? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE:  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  recent 
disturbances  connected  with  the  payment 
of  tolls  for  crossing  the  bridge  over  the 
Tay  at  Dunkeld.  These  tolls  were  the 
subject  of  a  Question  put  to  me  in  February 
of  this  year  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Baxter),  and  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Einnaird)  to 
the  Answer  then  given  by  me.  The  right 
to  exact  tolls  was  constituted  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  declares  that  the  right 
should  continue  till  the  whole  expenditure 
on  the  bridge  and  works  therewith  con- 
nected should  be  re-paid  out  of  the  tolls. 
As  I  formerly  stated,  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, Lord  Canning,  in  1853  took  legal 
proceedings  in  order  to  show  that  the  right 
to  exact  the  tolls  was  at  an  end  in  conse- 
quence of  re-payment  of  the  expenditure 
out  of  the  tolls;  but  he  was  satisfied,  and 
judicially  admitted  that  there  were  no 
grounds  for  his  contention.  I  understand 
that  legal  proceedings  have  been  taken 
since  February,  at  the  instance  of  certain 
residents  in  the  neighbourhood,  with  the 
view  of  having  a  legal  investigation  into 
this  matter;  and  I  regret  extremely  that 
parties  should  have  had  recourse  to  violence 
in  order  to  prevent  the  exaction  of  a  toll 
which  primdfacid  is  legal,  and  the  illegality 
of  which  is  at  present  the  subject  of  pro- 
eeedings  in  the  Courts  of  Law.  The  Go- 
vernment have  no  interest  in  this  question 
of  the  toll,  and  ean  interfere  only  for  the 
8ir  Stafford  Northoot^ 


purpose  of  preventing  riotous  proeeedinga 
and  of  preserving  the  public  peace. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question  of  which  he  had  given  him  pri- 
vate Notice— namely.  Whether  the  Govern* 
ment  has  entered  into  any  further  nego- 
tiations with  the  Corporation  of  the  Citj 
of  London  with  the  view  of  inducing  that 
body  to  agree  to  become  the  market  autho- 
rity under  the  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle 
Market  Bill?  He  wished  to  know  also. 
Whether  any  offer  has  been  made  to  the 
Corporation  by  which  they  are  to  have 
power,  in  the  event  of  their  accepting  that 
responsibility,  of  raising  the  tolls  in  the 
Islington  Market  beyond  the  rate  which 
has  been  fixed  by  Parliament  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pot 
the  House  in  possession  of  any  inducements 
which  may  have  been  held  out,  or  anj 
terms  offered  to  the  Corporation  of  London 
to  induce  them  to  become  the  market  au- 
thorities under  the  Bill  previously  to  the 
Bill  coming  on  again  for  discussion  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Sir,  I  am  unable  to  put  the  Hoaie 
in  possession  of  any  further  informatioa 
than  they  are  already  possessed  of,  because 
if  hon.  Members  will  refer  to  the  Notice 
Paper  they  will  find  that  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  has  put  upon  it  an 
Amendment  upon  the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill,  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
Corporation  of  London  ahall  become  the 
market  authorities  under  that  Bill,  and 
should  suffer  any  loss  arising  from  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  new  market, 
they  shall  have  power,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  to  raise  the  tolls  of 
the  Islington  Market  within  certain  limits 
to  be  prescribed.  The  only  objection  that 
the  Corporation  had  to  becoming  the  mar- 
ket authorities  under  the  Bill  was  the  fear 
that  they  might  suffer  loss.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  is  not  unreasonable  that 
those  who  are  anxious  for  the  construetioa 
of  the  new  market,  for  the  better  proteotioa 
of  their  flocks  and  herds,  should  consent 
to  the  raising  of  the  tolls  of  their  owa 
market  in  the  event  of  loss  being  occa- 
sioned by  the  construction  of  the  new  one. 
I  believe  that  a  Court  of  the  Common 
Council  of  the  City  of  London  has  beea 
held  this  morning  to  take  the  subject  into 
consideration!  and  should  thej  agtBe  to 
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Deputmeat,  Bod  r»oai*ed  *  r«plf , »  oopf  of  whioh 
I  aneloM.  Mean.  Watti,  Latrg*,  and  Abethell 
■ignad  that  papar,  aiid,  joa  Till  Me,  ■MroTsd  of 
ttw  design,  iind  did  not  oondeoiD  it.  Tbe  reiig. 
DsUoD  of  Mr.  WatU  took  place  in  Janaarj,  18B3. 
Hr.  Larga'i  reaignatioa  took  plaoe  in  Uaj,  1861, 
Hr.  Abetbell'a  in  April,  1861,  and  oannot  have 
be«D  in  anj  way  inSuenoed,  aa  yon  luppoie,  bf 
the  adoption  of  a  deilgn  wbieh  tbey  apprornd.  I 
hope  that  it  will  be  ia  jour  power  to  nratirr  thii 
mlatako  aa  to  a  matUi  of  &at. — Belien  ma  to  be 
jonn  T0f7  tmlj, 

"  Rob.  SpBHtnia  RosuriOR. 
"C.8BeIr,E.q..M.P." 

Tbe  Comtraclor's  Report  to  tbe  Con- 
troller, on  the  I6th  of  April,  1862,  wm  u 
follows  : — 

"  Bj  joar  direotioni  we  hate  examined  the  plan 
propoied  b]>  Mr.  Heed  for  the  partial  protection  of 
■hip*  of  tbe  Rinaldo  olaaa  bj  armour-plating,  and 
WB  are  of  opinion  tbaC  the  plan  ia  perfeollr  prao- 
tioable,  and  that  it  affordi  as  muoh  protection  al 
,  oan  be  obtained  in  ahipa  of  suoh  compamtiTalf 
amall  dimenaioni ;  but  to  aeoora  this  objaot  we 
are  atrooglf  of  opinion  tbat  the  topsidea  abonld 
be  entiral]'  of  iroo,  aboie  tbe  water  tine,  be- 
fore  and  abaft  tbe  armoar-platiog  amidshipa  to 
proTent  the  abip  baiog  aet  &re  to  bj  combnatible 
projectilea  ;  and  from  the  ooDTeraatioD  with  Ur. 
Reed  jeaterdaj  we  find  that  ba  la  of  the  aama 
opinion. — (Signed  bj  UoMr*.  Watt),  Large,  and 
AbetbeU.)'' 

He  had  written  the  following  letter  to  Mr. 
WaitB:— 

"  30,  Prinoe'a  Gate,  Juir  18. 
"  Hf  dear  Sir. — I  enoloie  70U  ■  note  I  ban 
reoaired  from  the  Controller  of  the  Navy,  to- 
gether with  acopfofjour  Report  'on  tbe  plan 
propoaed  bjr  Mr.  Reed  for  the  partial  proteotlon 
:  of  ahipa  of  the  Rinaldo  olaaa  by  armonr-plating.' 
Will  jou  be  good  euoagb  to  farour  me  with  jonr 
'  opinion  thereon  I — Soura  ler;  &ithfull/, 

".CEUui  SaaLT. 
"  Jamei  WatU,  Eaq.," 

To  tbis  letter  Mr.  Watta  sent  the  following 


tba  tarme  all  diffievlUes  in  the  matter  will 
Iw  remoted.  ' 

Us.  MILNER  GIBSON:  Tben,  at 
preient,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  does  not 
know  whether  the  Corporation  has  aooepted 
tboae  terms  or  not  ? 

Tra  CHANCELLOR  or  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  am  tinable  at  tbe  present  mo- 
ment to  lay  whether  thoie  terms  hare  or 
ban  not  been  aoeepted  by  the  Corpora- 

tiOD. 

CASE  OF  JAMES  AUSTIN.—QUESTION. 

Ms.  RINNAIBD  leid,  be  wonld  beg  to 
Mk  the  Seoretarj  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department  as  to  tbe  caae  of  Jamea 
Audn,  Whether  be  ba«  seen  a  letter  in 
Ti9  Timei,  eontuaing  a  distinct  denial  on 
t|M  part  of  tbe  accuaed  of  the  itateroenta 
inade  by  the  Superintendent  of  Police  ; 
•ad  whether  the  ■tatomonti  in  tbat  letter 
■n  eorreot  or  not  ? 

IfB.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  in 
raply,  that  be  had  received  a  oomniuniBa- 
mn  from  tbe  clerk  to  the  magistratea  who 
•onnitted  James  Aoitin  to  prison  for 
Spplyins  at  the  tramp  ward  of  the  work- 
boOH  when  be  bad  money  in  bis  posBeisioa 
•■  deuribed  in  the  newspapers.  It  seems 
ibat  he  gare  two  names,  that  he  was 
moking  in  the  ward,  and  denied  that  he 
bad  tobacco  about  him  ;  that  he  had 
vrapped  up  his  money  in  some  rags  in 
•rder  to  conoeal  it,  and  that  all  the  circnm- 
■teoeet  tended  to  abov  that  be  was  com- 
Mitting  *  frand  on  the  workhouse  antbo- 
iWes. 

HATT— THE  "  RESEARCH "  AND  THE 
■'  EKTERP RISE."— EXPLANATION. 
IfB.  SEELY  deaired  to  aay  a  few  words 
••  this  sabject  by  way  of  explanation. 
Binoe  bia  remarks  tbe  other  erening  he 
tad  receiTed  the  following  letter — 

"Admirallj,  8.W.,  Jnlj  IT. 
"Dear  Mr.  Seolf,— In  the  report*  of  j-onr 
•apeaah,  both  in  The  Titnu  and  dfomtii^  Port, 
irftieh  I  enoloae  I  find  it  atated  ai  a  toatler  of 
ftot,  not  aa  a  matter  of  opinioti,  that  the  deaigni 
•f  thia  (ttw  BtiearA)  and  har  aister  >hip  the 
MmttrprUe  were  aubmitted  to  tbe  Chief  Deaigner 
tt  Worka,  who  reported  againit  tbem,  bat,  tiot- 
wUlutanding  thla  advorae  Report,  the  Admiraltf 
adopted  the  deaigns.  in  oonaeqaenoe  of  wbiob 
fneaedlog  three  of  the  moat  eminent  otBaiale 
■smaeted  with  the  DeparttnenC  reaigned  tbelr 
■ttwUiona.  How,  tbe  facta  are  the*»— Mr.  Reed 
■Emitted  tba  daaign  for  the  Enlerpriie  on  April  S, 
Utt  {abo  waa  daaignad  before  tbe  Rttearch),  with 
an  altenatiire  ingnttioo  of  wood  or  iron  top- 
riiia.  This  dMlcnl  referred  to  tbe  Conitmetori 


reply  :■ 

"e,  Howlej  Place,  Paddington,  Jalf  30. 

"Dear  Sir, — I  never  intended  in  the  Report 
referred  to  to  cooTe;  tbe  idea  that  1  approred  the 
plan  propoaed  b]>  Mr.  Reed  for  the  oomeraion  of 
smalt  Tcagels  of  the  Rinaldo  elaaa  into  ironclads 
— mj  opinion  wa«  well  known  to  be  adreraa  to 
doing  so — hut  merely  to  saj  that  I,  aa  well  aa  taj 
Colleagoei,  oousidered  it  quite  practicable,  in  a 
meehanloal  poiDt  of  view,  and  that  of  tbe  two 
plan*  propoaed  that  for  tbe  Enterprilt  was  oonii- 
dered  preferable  for  the  reaaon*  viien. — Tear* 
ainoerely,  "  J.  Wattb. 

"  Charles  Seel;,  Esq." 

He  had  only  further  to  say  that  In  Ilia 
statement  tbat  theie  three  gentlemen  bad 
resigned  in  consequence  of  the  Admiralty 

'  having  adopted  these  designs,  notwith- 
standing their  adrerse  Report,  he  was  in 

!  error,  inaamoch  as  tbat  bad  not  been  tbe 
■ole  canse  of  their  resignation. 
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ELECTION   PETITIONS    AND   CORRUPT 
PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(Mr  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 

Oatherm  Bardy,  Sir  Stafard  NortheoU,) 

[BaL  243.]      OOlTfllDSRATIOir. 

Farther  Proeeediog  on  Gontideration,  ai 
amended,  resnem^, 

Mr.  AYRTON  moYed  the  hiBertion  of  a 
fresh  elaase  (Applirafkms  to  the  Court 
respecting  trials.) 

Clause  (Applications  to  the  Court  re- 
specting trials,) — {Mr.  AyrUm,) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time. 

The  SOLICITOK  general  said,  the 
first  part  of  the  clause  enabled  the  Judge 
to  reserye  any  difficult  point  of  law  and  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  full  Court  before 
giving  a  final  decision,  and  the  object  of 
the  second  part  of  the  clause  was  in  certain 
cases  to  give  one  of  the  parties  a  right  of 
moving  for  a  new  trial.  The  fiouse,  how- 
ever, had  evinced  a  desire  that  these  deci- 
sions should  be  arrived  at  as  speedily  as 
possible,  and  that  when  arrived  at  they 
should  be  final.  The  first  part  of  the 
clause  be  should  certainly  recommend  to 
the  House  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  would  consent  to  strike  out  the  second 
part. 

Mb.  ATRTON  oonftented  to  the  courae 

proposed. 

Clause  amended,  and  added, 

Mb.  NEATE  proposed  a  clause  (As  to 
corrupt  practices  committed  by  voters), 
making  the  hiring  or  inducing  any  persons 
or  person  to  disturb  any  meeting  at  which 
any  candidate  shall  attend,  or  be  expected 
to  attend,  a  corrupt  practice  within  the 
meaning  of  the  17th  section  of  the  Act. 

Clause  (Hiring  persons  to  disturb  meet- 
ing a  corrupt  practice,) — {Mr,  Seate,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  constituting  mere 
noise  a  corrupt  practice.  [Mr.  Nbats: 
The  hiring.]  The  hiring  would  have  to  be 
proved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That  the 
said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negcUived. 

Mr.  Ssbjbakt  GASELEE,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate),  moved  the  following 
clause :— * 


«  WhSMver  any  person  or  peMoai  shall  liaya 
been  reported  hj  the  Judges  to  have  been  guiltj' 
of  corrupt  practices,  the  Attorney  General  shall 
institute  against  such  persons  or  person  such  pro* 
ceedings  as  the  Law  will  allow." 

Clause  (Attorney  General  to  proseente 
persons  reported  guilty  of  corropi  prao- 
tices,)-— (ifr.  NeaU,)  —  5roii^^  iy,  and 
read  the  fint  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pra* 
sumed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  had  not  moved  tha 
clause  because  he  had  discovered  it  waa 
unnecessary.  It  #ouId  be  observed  thai 
the  Law  Officers  should  be  compelled  to 
prosecute  in  every  case,  where  perhaps  tbe 
evidence  was  only  that  of  a  person  bribed, 
and  where  no  Jury  would  convict. 

Mft.  J.  STUART  MILL  thought  it 
very  important  that  some  official  peraon 
should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  con- 
sidering whether  a  prosecution  was  neces- 
sary or  not. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  thought  it  better  thai 
the  House  should  be  left  to  decide  what 
action  should  be  taken  on  the  report  of  the 
Judge. 

Captaut  ARCHDALL  expressed  bia 
apprehension  that  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  would  not  be  sufficiently  stringent 
to  prevent  violence  and  intimidation  in  Ire- 
land. The  House  would  remember  the 
successful  opposition  got  up  the  other  day 
to  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  increase 
the  number  of  polling- places,  and  they 
would  also  bear  in  mind  the  endeavonra 
made  a  short  time  ago  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
would  have  deprived  the  Govemmeni  af 
the  power  of  employing  the  military  ai 
the  elections  in  Ireland,  What  the  ob- 
ject in  both  cases  was  he  would  leare  the 
House  to  judge.  It  was  clear  that  if  the 
polling-places  were  not  increased,  and  the 
Government  could  not  employ  the  military 
at  elections,  mob  role  would  prevail,  and  a 
free  election  would  be  in  many  cases  im- 
possible. Thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Soath  Laooaahiret 
there  would  be  an  unusual  amount  of  ptriy 
heat  at  the  forthcoming  elections  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  too  late  now  for  a  private 
Member  to  do  anything  to  improve  thia 
Bill ;  but  if  he  oould  he  would  make  ele* 
rical  interferences  at  eiecttons  In  Ireland 
a  misdemeanour,  except  In  the  case  of  the 
election  in  Trinity  College.  Further,  he 
would  make  it  compulsory  on  a  Coounittee 
to  u&seai  any  Mamber  at  wfaoae  eleetiM 
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tiierehad  been  yiolened,  iiitimidation»  or 
elerioftl  hiterferenee,  beoanse  some  reeent 
decisions  of  Election  Committees  had 
ereated  an  impression  in  Ireland  that  those 
|iraotiees  were  not  onlj  sanctioned  but  ap- 
proved by  the  House  of  Commons. 

8nt  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moTod, 
k  Clause  23,  line  SO,  after  '*  deputy,"  to 
insert  *'  and  in  Ireland  a  shorthand  writer 
to  be  named  by  the  Court."  He  said  there 
were  many  competent  shorthand  writers  in 
Ireland*  and  to  send  oyer  members  of  Mr. 
Gamey's  staff  would  be  like  sending  coals 
16  Newoastle. 

Sbb  Eabl  of  mayo  said,  that  as  in 
ttese  oases  so  much  would  depend  upon 
ftMoraey,  and  as  uniformity  in  the  manner 
hi  which  the  Reports  were  to  be  presented 
40  the  House  would  be  ? ery  desirable,  he 
diqngbt  the  Amendment  ought  not  to  be 
fldwted* 

Sn  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said  he 
#ottM  not  press  the  Amendmenty  as  the 
Bill  was  only  a  temporary  one. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  tcithiraum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*  That  the 
Mdd  Clause  be  now  read  a  second  time/' 
jm%f  and  ne^iived, 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  moved  to  add  to 
Clftnao  43  words  providing  that  any  can- 
TMser  or  agent  who  bad  been  convicted  by 
m  competent  tribunal  of  corrupt  practices 
•hoald,  in  the  event  of  his  procuring  an 
•Dgagement  in  a  like  capacity  at  any  future 
BleotioUi  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  a  misde- 
aneanour,  and  be  punishable  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
'    alter  the  word  '*  void/    to  add  the 


voids  **  and  such  canvasser  or  agent  shall 
kp  gnilty  of  a  misdemeanour."  — (Ifr. 
LotffUUr.) 


The  solicitor  GENERAL,  while 
Aaelaiming  all  sympathy  with  the  class 
against  whom  the  Amendment  was  directed, 
pointed  out  the  inexpediency  of  punishing 
m  too  harsh  a  manner  offences  committed 
voder  the  Bill.  According  to  the  Amend- 
nonty  eanvassers  or  agents  who  had  been 
Aaelared  guilty  of  and  been  punished  for 
fOtrupt  practices  would,  if  engaged  again 
Mthin  a  period  of  seven  years,  be  liable  to 
two  years'  imprisonment.  Surely  so  severe 
a  punishment  was  neither  more  nor  less 
Aan  injustice. 

Mb.  Ssbjxaut  GASELEE  supported 
Iha  Amendment,  being  of  opinion  that 
pudahment   ought  to  be   inflicted  upon 


agents  who  prowled  about  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  in  innocent  candidates. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  divide,  as  the  country 
would  like  to  see  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  thought  it  was  too  severe  a 
course  to  punish  an  agent  or  canvasser 
who,  having  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices in  one  election,  procured  similar  em- 
ployment in  a  subsequent  election. 

Mb.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  was  not 
afraid  of  voting  against  this  proviso  not- 
withstanding the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Stuart  Mill). 
He  should  have  had  no  objection  to  persons 
who  had  been  directly  con?icted  of  corrupt 
practices  by  a  jury  being  rendered  incap- 
able of  employment  at  subsequent  elec- 
tions ;  but  it  would  be  nothing  short  of 
injustice  to  inflict  such  a  penalty  on  a  per- 
son who,  perhaps,  had  only  incidentally 
and  in  a  rough  and  ready  kind  of  way  been 
found  guilty  by  an  Election  Committee. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  ho 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  extremely 
cautious  in  manufacturing  new  misde- 
meanours. He  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added. ' 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
105 :  Majority  13. 

Mb.  FAWjCETT  rose  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing new  clause : — 

(Conditions  of  nomination.) 

"  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to 
be  nominated  as  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election, 
unless  he  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall  have 
paid  ia  the  returning  officer  the  sum  of  one 
hundred  pounds  to  be  applied  in  the  following 
manner  (that  is  to  say) :  where  a  poll  shall  take 
place  at  any  such  Election,  the  returning  officer 
shall  apply  the  monies  so  paid  to  him  by  any  such 
candidate  who  shall  not,  at  the  close  of  the  poll, 
have  received  a  number  of  votes  equal  at  least  to 
one-fifth  part  of  the  votes  received  by  the  suo- 
cessful  candidate  if  only  one,  or  by  such  one  of 
the  successful  candidates  if  there  shall  be  more 
than  one,  as  shall  have  received  the  smallest 
number  of  votes,  in  and  towards  defraying  the 
lawful  expenses  of  the  returning  officer  relating  to 
such  Election  ;  and  after  any  such  Election  the  re- 
turning officer  shall  forthwith  repay  to  any  such 
candidate  who  shall  have  been  declared  elected 
without  a  poll,  or  who,  whether  declared  elected 
or  not,  shall  have  received  a  number  of  votes  equal 
at  least  to  such  fifth  part,  the  monies  so  paid  by  or 
for  him  as  aforesaid." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  his  object  was  to 
prevent  unnecessary  expense  being  thrown 
upon  localities  by  the  nomination  of  candi- 
dates who  presented  themselves  to'consti- 
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tuenoies  for  the  mere  purpose  of  obtaioing 
notoriety  and  without  any  prospect  of  suc- 
cess. The  object  of  this  proviso  was  to 
protect  the  constituencies  from  being  put 
to  unnecessary  expense  by  men  of  straw 
being  proposed  as  candidates.  He-  was 
perfectly  willing  to  accept  any  alterations 
in  the  details  of  the  proviso  that  might  be 
made  by  the  general  wish  of  the  House. 
If  the  sum  of  £100  was  thought  too  small, 
he  should  assent  to  its  being  increased, 
and  if  it  should  be  thought  too  large  he 
should  be  equally  willing  that  it  should  be 
reduced.  He  should  also  be  willing  that 
the  candidate  who  was  nominated,  but  did 
not  demand  a  poll,  should  not  forfeit  so 
much  as  the  candidate  who,  after  demand* 
ing  a  poll,  did  not  go  to  it.  Then,  with 
regard  to  what  was  a  reasonable  amount 
of  support,  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  the  candidate 
obtained  one-fifth  of  the  votes  that  were 
obtained  by  the  successful  candidate  who 
was  the  lowest  upon  the  poll ;  but  here 
again  he  was  ready  to  defer  to  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  and  to  increase  the  propor- 
tion to  one- quarter  or  one- third,  or  reduce 
it  to  one-sixth  or  one-eighth.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lowther), 
nor  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont.)  The 
proviso  of  the  latter  required  that  no  money 
should  be  deposited  in  the  first  instance  ; 
but  that  if  a  candidate  should  not  poll  a 
reasonable  number  of  yotes  he  should  pay 
his  share  of  the  expenses.  He  beggea  to 
move  that  the  words  of  the  new  clause 
should  be  added  to  Clause  53. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  line 
35,  after  the  word  "Act,"  to  add  the 
words — 

"  It  shsll  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  be 
nominated  aa  a  candidate  at  any  such  Election, 
unless  he  or  some  person  on  his  behalf  shall  have 
paid  to  the  returning  oflScer  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
pounds  to  be  applied  in  the  following  manner." — 
(Mr.  Faweett,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  sum  fixed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  (Mr.  Faweett)  was  large 
enough.  He  thought  that  the  amount  of 
the  deposit  required  should  be  increased  to 
£300  in  counties  and  £150  in  boroughs. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  that  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
tended  to  infringe  the  right  of  every  elector 
Jfr.  Faweett 


to  propose  and  second  any  person  whom  he 
might  deem  worthy  to  represent  him.  They 
all  must  be  anxious  to  prevent  "  straw 
candidates"  from  being  proposed  at  elec- 
tions at  the  last  moment,  which  would  en- 
tail an  unnecessary  expenditure  upon  the 
constituencies,  and  therefore  he  proposed 
that  in  the  case  of  a  candidate  not  polling 
a  reasonable  number  of  votes  he  should  be 
liable  to  pay  his  share  of  the  election  ex- 
penses, as  was  the  case  at  present.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  hia 
Amendment. 

Amendment    proposed,     in    page    16, 

line  35,  after  the  word  *'  Act,"  to  add  the 

words— 

**  Provided,  every  candidate  who  shall  not  havv 
polled  one-fifth  of  the  total  number  of  Electors 
voting  at  any  Election  for  a  County  or  a  Borongh 
shall  be  liable  (in  the  same  way  as  if  this  Act  had 
not  passed)  for  his  share  of  the  expenses  lawfully 
incurred  by  the  returning  officers  for  the  provi- 
sion of  hustings,  poll  clerks,  poUing  booths  or 
rooms,  and  any  other  requisites  for  the  oondnot  of 
the  Election." — {Mr,  Beaumont,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  CANDLISH  said,  he  thought  the 
proviso  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brightoa 
(Mr.  Faweett)  would  impose  an  obstaele  to 
free  election,  and  he  hoped  he  woold  with- 
draw his  Amendment  in  favour  of  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
umberland (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont). 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment  in  deference  to  what 
was  clearly  the  general  wish  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  toUhdraum, 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  suggeeted 
the  possibility  of  a  person  being  nominated 
in  his  absence  by  those  who  wished  to 
render  him  liable  for  these  expenses,  and 
proposed  to  amend  the  proviso  by  inserting 
the  words  "  nominated  with  his  own  con- 
sent." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  also  wished 
to  guard  against  persons  being  put  to  ex- 
pense by  being  nominated  without  their 
consent.  Unless  a  candidate  polled  one- 
third  of  the  votes  of  the  whole  eonstituenej 
he  ought  to  be  required  to  pay  a  share  of 
the  expenses.  He  therefore  moved  to 
amend  the  proviso  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  W.  B.  Beaumont) 
by  substituting  **  one-third  *'  for  **  one- 
fifth."  He  thought  there  was  very  few 
constituencies  in  which  a  man  could  not 
obtain  a  fifth  of  the  votes,  and  therefore  he 
thought  one-third  woold  be  the  better  pro- 
portion to  fix. 
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AnMndment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  line  1,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "fifth/'  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  **  third," — (Mr.  James  Lawthert) — 
instead  thereof. 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  fifth '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  remarked 
that  in  the  event  of  the  proposition  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lowther) 
king  adopted,  if  there  were  more  than 
three  candidates  in  a  constitaency  of  9,000 
niUetors  they  might  all  be  fined,  including 
iboae  who  were  successfuL 

YzsGOUNT  AMBERLEY  opposed  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  put  the 
proportion  too  high. 

Ms.   HEADLAM    likewise  considered 

die  proposition  objectionable. 

,     Mb.  FAWCETT  pointed  out  that  the 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York 

.proposed  that  each  candidate,  in  order  to 

inoape  paying  his  share  of  the  expenses, 

aratt  poll  one- third  of  the  whole  oonstitu- 

'imey,  whereas  his  proposition   had  been 

;  Hwl  the  candidate  should  only  be  required 

r.lo  poll  one-fifth  of  the  number  of  TOtes 

^j^led   by  the  successful  candidate    who 

^Srtood  the  lowest  on  the  poll. 

[     Mb.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  could  not  see 

'Ihe  force  of  the  reasoning  of  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary;  hut  he 

'would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in    the 

fcope  that  his  so  doing  would  lead  the  more 

#0rlainly  to  the  rejection  of  the  original 

Olaose53. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  hoped  that 
Wfore  the  House  divided  some  Member 
Wbo  was  acquainted  with  the  facts  would 
mj  whether  a  man  nominated  against  his 
w91  would  not  be  liable  to  pay  under  this 
amended  clause,  supposing  he  came  within 
it. 

Mb.  W,  B.  BEAUMONT,  in  order  to 
moot  that  objection,  proposed  to  add  the 
words  "  that  the  proposer  and  seconder  of  a 
Ottndidate  who  shall  have  been  nominated 
without  his  consent  shall  be  liable  to  pay 
Moh  expenses." 

Amendment  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
nsont  and  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave, 
mUkdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
Bao  35,  after  the  word  «  Act,"  to  add  the 
wnrda— • 

^  Provided,  That  every  uniuooeMfiil  candidate 
Wlio  ihall  not  have  polled  one-lifch  of  the  total 


number  of  Electors  voting  at  any  Election  for  a 
County  or  a  Borough  shall  be  liable  (in  the  tame 
way  as  if  this  Act  had  not  passed)  for  his  share 
of  the  expenses  lawfully  incurred  by  the  returning 
oflSoers  for  the  provision  of  hustings,  poll  clerks, 
polling  booths  or  rooms,  and  any  other  requisites 
for  the  conduct  of  the  Election,  and  the  proposer 
and  seconder  of  such  candidate  (who  shall  haTO 
been  nominated  without  his  consent)  shall  in  like 
manner  be  liable  for  such  aforesaid  share."— 
{Mr.  Beaumont,) 

Qoestion  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  ^here  added. 

Mb.  CEAWFORD  informed  the  Hoase 
that  on  one  occasion  he  had  been  nomi- 
nated for  the  city  of  London  without  his 
consent,  when  between  3,000  and  4,000 
voters  polled  for  him.  He  declined  to 
pay  his  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  elec- 
tion ;  but  had  only  escaped  paying  them 
after  some  diflScnlty. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  fact  of  a  man 
not  polling  a  reasonable  number  of  Totes 
was  a  tolerably  good  proof  that  he  ought 
never  to  have  been  a  candidate  at  all,  and 
therefore  he  ought  to  pay  the  expenses  to 
which  he  had  unnecessarily  put  the  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
the  nominator  and  seconder  of  a  candidate 
who  did  not  poll  a  certain  number  of  votes 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  pay  a  share  of 
the  expenses  of  the  election.  The  amount 
of  the  deposit  required  ought  to  be  £300 
for  counties,  and  half  that  amount  for 
boroughs. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said, 
that  by  the  clause  to  which  this  Amend- 
ment related  they  had  thrown  the  expenses 
of  the  polling  and  the  hustings  upon  the 
rates ;  but  they  were  now  in  this  difficulty, 
that  everybody  felt  they  ought  to  prevent 
persons  coming  forward  and  throwing  the 
expenses  on  the  rates,  who  in  point  of 
fact  ought  not  to  stand  at  all.  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent  men  of 
straw  from  coming  forward ;  but  what 
security  did  it  afford  against  such  a  thing 
happening  ?  They  had  no  deposit  and  in- 
deed no  security  of  any  kind.  He  there- 
fore objected  to  the  Amendment,  because 
it  afforded  no  sort  of  security  whatever,  and 
must,  in  his  opinion,  be  entirely  ineffectual. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  that 
according  to  his  experience,  polling-places 
constituted  a  very  great  and  serious  ex- 
pense. He  thought  it  hard  that  the  re- 
turning officer  should  be  mulcted  for  per- 
forming his  duty,  and  that  the  ratepayers 
should  have  to  pay  for  the  hustings,  while 
it  was  a  monstrous  injustice  that  the  sue- 
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eefiifal  candidate  ahould  bave  to  pay  be- 
cause another  maa  wished  to  maKe  a 
speech.  It  would  be  no  eoosolatioQ  to 
any  of  these  parties  to  learn  that  the  nMn 
who  came  forward  on  the  bastings  and 
put  them  to  all  this  expense  was  liable, 
if  that  man  were,  as  he  oftentimes  might 
be,  merely  a  man  of  straw. 

Captain  HATTER  said,  the  diflleolty 
might  be  got  OTor  by  making  the  mover 
and  seconder  as  well  as  the  candidate 
liable  for  the  ezpensea.  There  would  then 
be  three  instead  of  only  one  security. 

Mb.  BOUYERIB  said,  he  objected  to 
the  whole  proposal,  because  they  had  by 
the  clause  which  was  in  the  Bill,  and  which 
they  were  going  to  discuss  presently, 
thrown  the  expense  upon  the  ratepayers. 
It  was  contended  that  these  expenses  ought 
not  to  be  thrown  upon  a  candidate,  and  no 
doubt  a  great  deal  might  bo  said  in  favour 
of  a  proposition  which  was  especially  popu- 
lar with  candidates  when  a  General  Elec- 
tion was  approaching.  But  then  they  had 
this  bugbear.  If  they  saved  themselves, 
would  not  anybody  who  wished  to  enjoy  a 
little  fun,  or,  perhaps,  from  a  feeling  of 
strong  opposition,  spring  up  and  land  them 
in  a  contest  for  which  there  was  no  sort  of 
reason  or  sense  ?  He  had  heard  it  said 
that  they  ought,  if  possible,  to  prevent  any 
opposition  being  made  unless  that  opposi- 
tion had  a  chance  of  success ;  but  this 
doctrine,  he  contended,  was  unconstitu- 
tional. Indeed,  it  was  the  constitutional 
duty  of  a  minority,  if  they  felt  discontented 
with  the  opinions  of  the  fayoured  candi- 
date, to  bring  forward  a  candidate  of  their 
own,  irrespective  of  all  considerations  as 
to  the  proportion  of  the  constituency  that 
they  were  likely  to  poll.  The  House  had 
no  right  to  limit  the  choice  of  candidates 
as  it  was  now  proposed  to  do,  by  saying 
that  a  man  should  be  fined  unless  he  polled 
a  certain  number  of  votes. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  remarked  that 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemai>  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
might  be  constitutional ;  but  they  certainly 
could  not  bo  regarded  as  practical.  It 
would  be  a  great  absurdity  to  allow  a  small 
number  of  electors  to  put  the  candidates 
and  the  other  electors  to  great  expense. 
The  evident  intention  of  the  Solicitor 
General  was  to  throw  as  many  difficulties 
as  he  could  in  the  way,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  final  acceptance  by  the  House  of  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  which  had 
been  carried  by  two  very  large  majorities. 


P<Ob,  ohl'n  He  suggested  that  any 
difficulty  whieh  really  existed  might  be  met 
by  providing  that  any  person  demanding 
a  poll  should,  either  by  himself  or  by  the 
person  who  nominated  him,  give  good  se- 
curity for  a  certain  Bum. 

Mb.  BONHAM-OARTER  said,  some 
such  proviso  as  that  proposed  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  because  it  frequently 
happened,  as  in  the  case  of  an  opponent 
of  his  on  a  fbrmer  election,  that  a  candi- 
date was  thrust  on  the  constituency.  The 
candidate  was  unable  to  pay  the  expenses, 
and  after  the  election  was  over  he  left ;  bat 
he  had,  however,  afterwards  to  pay  on  an 
actual  arrest  and  imprisonment.  Had  the 
mover  and  seconder  been  liable  there  would 
have  been  a  security. 

VisconKT  AMBERLEY  instanced  the 
case  of  a  candidate  in  whose  favour  three 
votes  were  recorded.  It  was  evident  that 
there  would  be  as  much  security  for  the 
hustings  expenses  from  such  a  candidate 
under  this  clause  as  there  was  under  the 
present  system. 

Mb.  REARDEN  regarded  this  aa  an 
attempt  to  fine  any  working  men  who 
might  come  forward  as  candidates. 

Mb.  NEATE  reminded  the  House  that 
the  expenses  6f  poUing-pooths  had  been 
thrown  on  the  candidate  by  the  Act  of 
1832  as  a  compromise.  Formerly  the 
constituency  bore  the  expense  on  the  prin« 
ciple  that  the  representative  performed  a 
public  duty,  but  then  the  candidate  paid 
heavily  for  carrying  TOters  to  the  central 
polling-places. 

Mb.  LOCKE  KING  suggested  that 
words  should  be  iiitroduced  requiring  all 
the  candidates  to  guarantee  the  payment 
of  the  expenses,  so  as  to  prevent  men  of 
straw  from  offering  themselves  aa  can- 
didates. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  the  object  wai  to 
prevent  the  nomination  of  persona  having 
no  reasonable  chance  of  being  returned. 
He  therefore  moved,  in  substitution  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland,  a  proTiso  requiring  that 
any  person  demanding  a  poll  should  pay, 
or  give  security  for,  to  the  returning  omeer 
£100  in  the  case  of  borougfaa,  and  £200 
in  the  case  of  counties,  which  aboaM  be 
used  towards  defraying  the  expeoeea  of 
the  election  if  such  candidate  did  not  poll 
one-fifth  of  the  votes  registered. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  aald  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  ftom  the 
word  **e^rf  ^  to  the  end  ef  tiie  prdpoaed 
Amendment,  in  order  to  insert  the  wordi— 
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**  Ottdidmte  or  other  paton  demanding  a  ix^ 
at  anj  Eleoiion  for  any  Gounlj  or  Borough  shall 
on  demand  by  the  returning  officer  pay  or  aeoure 
to  his  tatii&ction  one  hundred  pounds  in  the  case 
of  a  Borough,  and  two  hundred  pounds  in  the 
OMe  of  a  County,  which  shall  be  applied  by  the 
fotaniing  offioer  in  aid  towards  the  expenses  of 
Moh  Election,  in  case  such  candidate  shall  not 
p6^  one-flf^h  of  the  oonstitaenoy."  —  (i&.  Lee^ 
mum,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  ot  the 
MM  proposed  Amendment." 

UsL.  PERCT  WYNDHAM  said,  it  was 
Wi  a  repetition  of  an  Amendment  that 
liad  been  withdrawn. 

'  Mr.  HEADLAM  hoped  the  Amendment 
•f  ihehon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) 
would  not  be  pressed,  as  it  was  in  reality 
■iniplj  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
|Br  orighton  repeated.  The  object  of  the 
ISoose  waa  to  press  forward,  and  he  did 
||ftt  think  they  oould  hope  for  a  clearer 

S'^foposition  than  the    boo.    Member  for 
orthnmberland's. 

Ma.  J.  STUART  MILL   thought  the 

jimet  which  the  hon.  Member  for  York 

"pM  in  Tiew  would  be  sufficiently  attained 

r%f  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

'Xorthnmberl^^ 

J  IJEb.  NEWDEGATE  thought  the  Amend- 
laisbi  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
liownan)  a  yery  reasonable  proposal,  though 
]m  did  not  think  that  £100  in  the  ease  of 
•  btroughy  or  £200  in  the  case  of  a  county, 
woold  be  sufficient,  as  there  would  be  so 
large  a  number  of  polling-places  under  the 
Jiaw  rigime. 

Ma.  LEEMAN  said,  he  was  ready  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  though  he  felt 

S«i?ineed  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
orthumberland  (Mr.   W.  B.  Beaumont) 
maid  not  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
Miwit,  by  leaye,  mthdravm. 

Qnestion  put — 

"That  the  words  < Provided  That  eyery  un- 
pMflBiifnl  candidate  who  shall  not  ha?e  polled 
ttDO-Afih  of  the  total  number  of  Electors  foting 
§S  any  Election  for  a  County  or  a  Borough  shall 
W  liable  (in  the  same  way  as  if  this  Act  had  not 
fMNd)  for  his  share  of  the  expenses  lawfully 
IJWiiTfid  by  the  returning  ofiBcers  for  the  provision 
Ijf  bastings,  poll  clerks,  polling  booths  or  rooms, 
Ml  any  other  requisites  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Sbotion,  and  the  proposer  and  seconder  of  such 
SMHtidafe  (who  shidl  have  been  nominated  without 
Ms  eonaent)  shall  in  like  manner  be  liable  for 
aforesaid  share,'  be  there  added." 


tke  House  divicM:— Ayes  110 ;  Koes 
119 :  Majority  9. 


Mb.  monk  moved  an  Amendment  to 
proTide  that  one  moiety  of  such  expense 
shall  be  defrayed  as  heretofore  by  the  can- 
didate or  candidates.  [''No,  no!"]  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  safeguard  both  to 
the  candidate  and  to  those  who  had  to 
collect  the  rates. 

Amendment  proposed*  in  page  16, 
line  35,  after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  add  the 
words— 

"  Provided  always,  That  one  moiety  of  snoh 
expenses  shall  be  defrayed  as  heretofore  by  the 
candidate  or  candidates  at  such  Election."-H(ifr. 
Monk:* 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  white  said,  the  amount  of  ex- 
penses of  returning  officers  in  the  whole 
of  the  counties  of  England  and  Wales  at 
the  last  General  Election  was  £15,655  ; 
in  Scotland,  £939;  and  in  Ireland  £2,239, 
making  a  total  of  £18,833.  The  expenses 
of  the  boroughs  in  England  and  Wales 
were  £26,375;  in  Scotland,  £1,206  ;  and 
in  Ireland,  £1,004,  making  a  total  of 
£28,585.  The  aggregate  total  for  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land was  £47,418.  These  sums  repre- 
sented in  England  and  Wales  6<l.  per 
county  and  \s,  per  borough  Toter,  and 
in  Scotland  ^\d,  per  county  and  8^.  per 
borough  elector.  Acoording  to  the  official 
electoral  statistics  and  Poor  Law  Returns, 
the  total  expenses  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
ratepayers  would  vary  in  counties  from 
one-sixth  to  one-twentieth  of  Id.  in  the 
pound  ;  in  boroughs  from  one-tenth  to  one- 
third  of  \d,  in  the  pound.  In  Brighton, 
if  Parliaments  were  triennial  and  there 
were  always  a  contest,  the  annual  charge 
on  the  ratepayers  would  not  amount  to 
one-eighth  of  Id.  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  remarked  that  this 
was  merely  the  reproduction  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  had  already  been  before  the 
House,  and  in  regard  to  which  a  decision 
had  been  arrired  at  either  in  form  or  in 
spirit.  Now,  although  it  was  not  desirable 
to  check  anything  like  legitimate  discus- 
sion, yet  he  was  certainly  of  opinion  that 
the  House  ought  to  refrain  from  debating 
matters  on  which  it  had  recently  come  to 
a  decision.  He  should  Yote  against. the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  it 
were  pressed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  would  withdraw 
the  Amendfient. 

Amendmenti  by  learei  wifM/ravim. 
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ViscoxTNT  MILTON  mored  the  following 
clause : — 

(LeTying  of  county  rate  where  county  if 
ditided.) 

'*  In  caie  the  county  for  which  the  county  rate 
is  made  ie  or  shall  he  diTided  into  two  or  more 
parts  for  Parliamentary  representation,  the  same 
expenses  shall  he  charged  upon  and  defrayed  hy 
and  out  of  the  county  rate  levied  within  and  for 
that  part  of  the  county  for  which  an  Election 
■hall  take  place ;  and  the  justices  or  clerk  of  the 
peace  for  the  county  shall  apportion  such  expenses 
amongst  the  parishes,  townships,  and  places  only 
in  that  part  of  the  county  in  and  for  which  an 
Election  shall  have  taken  place,  and  in  issuing 
the  precept  for  the  county  rate,  shell  add  thereto 
the  proportion  payable  in  respect  of  such  expenses 
by  each  of  the  last-mentioned  parishes,  townships, 
and  places,  and  the  same  shall  be  leviable  and 
recoverable  in  like  manner  and  as  part  of  the 
county  rate." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  said,  he 
did  not  sappose  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
understand  the  argument  which  he  adduced 
on  this  subject  the  other  day.  ["  Oh, 
oh  I  "]  He  merely  meant  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  hardly  be  expected  to  follow 
the  bearings  of  an  argument  founded  on 
the  obsure  and  intricate  clauses  of  a  rating 
Act  of  Parliament.  Without  repeating 
that  argument,  he  would  merely  remark 
that  in  his  judgment  the  clause  would  not 
work,  and  was  inconsistent  with  the  exist- 
ing machinery  of  the  county  rates.  The 
Act  under  which  alone  the  county  rate 
could  be  loTied  said  that  it  must  be  an 
equal  rate  —  assessed  equally  upon  every 
parish,  and  upon  all  the  property  in  each 
parish  of  the  county. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  beliefed  that  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  difficulty  in 
working  a  clause  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  NEATE  thought  the  Solicitor 
General  ought  not  to  have  interposed  petty 
technical  difficulties.  He  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  founded  on  common  sense  and 

i'ustice — though  he  did  not  expect  that  the 
ion.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  under- 
stand his  argument,  as  it  dealt  with  a 
matter  of  principle  and  not  of  detail.  If 
the  county  magistrates  could  not  assess 
the  rate  proposed,  they  had  less  admini- 
strattfe  power  than  he  gave  them  credit 
for. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  was  quite  sure 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  working 
the  clause  as  now  amended,  though  that 
was  altogether  a  separate  question  from 
the  proposed  Amendment.  On  the  whole, 
he  thought  the  fairest  way  would  be  for 
each  division  to  pay  its  own  eiMpenses,  and 
he  saw  no  practical  diffioulty  m  it.    The 


Under  Sheriff  would  bring  in  hia  Billi 
which  would  go  in  the  usual  way  to  the 
Finance  Committee,  by  whom  it  would  be 
audited. 

Mb.  Serjeant  GASELEB  said,  the 
Solicitor  General  had  told  him  the  aame 
thing  on  former  Amendments — that  they 
were  not  workable — but  there  was  no  real 
difficulty. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  now  to  move  to  omit  Clause  53.  The 
House  mast  feel  that  they  had  exhausted 
the  question,  and  that  the  opinion  of  every 
man  was  already  made  up,  and  therefore 
he  would  simply  make  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat 
Clause  53,  as  amended.-— (Jfr.  BoUcUor 
OeMrd.) 

Mb.  LABOTTCHERE  rose  to  Order. 
The  Bill  as  it  now  stood  provided  thai  the 
cost  of  the  hustings,  d(o.,  should  be  borne 
by  the  whole  of  the  ratepayers,  and  the 
Solicitor  General's  Amendment  to  omit  the 
clause  would  throw  the  burden  on  a  certain 
limited  number  of  persons.  He  submitted 
that  the  Amendment  altering  as  it  did  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  could  not  now  be 
proposed. 

Mr.  speaker  decided  that  it  was 
quite  competent  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  propose  the  rejection  of  the 
clause,  as  the  omission  of  the  clause  wonld 
have  the  effect  of  relieving  the  ratepayers 
of  a  charge  which  it  was  proposed  to  place 
upon  them. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL,  in  mov- 
ing the  rejection  of  the  clause,  aaid,  he 
understood  that  the  clause  was  sapported 
on  the  general  ground  that  the  position  of 
a  Member  of  Parliament  was  one  which  it 
was  a  duty  and  not  a  privilege  to  occupy, 
and  that  therefore  the  ratepayers  ought  to 
pay  the  expenses  as  being  a  public  charge. 
But  he  could  not  understand  how  a  man, 
after  going  with  his  cap  in  his  hand  to  aa 
elector  and  saying,  "If  you  vote  for  me, 
you  will  confer  on  me  the  greatest  possible 
favour,"  could  ask  that  man  to  pay  his 
share  of  the  expenses.  If  this  clause  were 
sanctioned,  candidates  would  come  forward 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  creating  expense 
— knowing  that  they  would  not  be  liable 
to  pay  anything  themselves,  but  that  all 
the  expense  would  be  thrown  on  the  rate- 
payers. After  all  the  fruitless  efforts  which 
had  been  made  that  morning  to  frame  a 
proviso  which  would  render  the  elaase 
acceptable,  he  thought  1^  was  joatifled  in 
moving  its  omiision. 
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Ms.  FAWCBTT  laid,  the  question 
reallj  inToWed  wai  one  of  far  more  im- 
portance than  the  acceptance  or  rejection 
of  any  clauBO  in  a  Bill,  and  inToWed  the 

Bieition  of  independent  Memhers  of  that 
onae.     Whj  did  the  Prime  MiniBter  Baj 
he  would  move  the  rejection  of  this  clause? 
The  Solicitor  General  thought  he  had  a 
majority  behind  him,  and  he  hardly  deigned 
to  offer   a  Bingle   argument ;   a  diTision 
would  be  hurried  on,  and   discusBion,  if 
poaaible,  would  be  burked.     If  it  had  not 
boon  for  the  large  attendance  of  Members 
31A0  were  waiting  for  another  Bill  to  come 
OD  that  OTening  (the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill),  he  belieTcd  he  should, 
for  a  third  time,  have  beaten  the  GoTcm- 
mont.     After  his  clause  was  carried,  he 
hod  eonsented  to  withdraw  the  proviso  at 
Iho  end,  in  reference  to  the  deposit  of  ez- 
pODseSt  in  order   to   meet  the  wishes  of 
Members  and  the  oouTenience  of  the  House; 
and  he  hoped  that  those  who  recollected 
ihs  eireumstances  would  not  be  deterred 
Crom  TOting  with  him.      The  clause  was 
ofajoeted  to  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
faipoae  a  heavy  burden  on  the  constituen- 
iba  ;  but  the  fact  was  that  a  rate  of  half 
S  fSarthing  in  boroughs  and  a  quarter  of  a 
|brtbing  in  counties  would  far  more  than 
Aaeharge  these  expenses,  and  a  General 
^iloedon  occorred  only  about  once  in  four 
Sfion.     By  retaining    this    clause,   they 
wooM  interest  the  constituencies  so  much 
in  economy  that  the  necessary  expenses 
iroold  not  be  more  than  half  what  they 
vore  at  present.     If  the  constituencies  had 
to  pay  for  the  hustings,  they  would  either 
have  the  nomination  in  a  public  room  or 
iNbatantial  hustings  would  be  erected  once 
Ibr  all,  and  the  expense  would  not  exceed 
MAf  instead  of  probably  being  £150.     It 
vao  said  that  the  clause  would  be  favour- 
iaUa  to  vexatious  contests  ;  but  he  utterly 
4oaied  this.     At  present  these  were  got 
sp  by  a  class  of  publicans  and  solicitors 
WnO  had  an  interest  in  them  from  what 
ttej  made  by  them  ;  but  under  this  clause 
'fto  candidate  would  be  brought  face  to 
Aoa  with  public  opinion,  and  would  have 
ao  interest  in  resisting  it.     The  working 
of  the  clause  therefore  would   decidedly 
dBninish  the  tendency  to  contests.     The 
Solieitor  General's  representation  of  the 
poaltion  of  a  candidate  was  degrading  to 
yoUio  men,  and  most  humiliating.      He 
ahoold  receive  some  compensation  even  if 
dffoated,  because  this  renewed  discussion 
would  tell  the  country  in  an  unmistakable 
tray  trhat  trere  the  doctrines  which  in- 


duced the  Government  to  seek  to  reverse 
the  decision  of  the  House.  ['*  Divide  I"] 
There  was  no  expression  of  public  opinion 
against  the  clause,  and  he  could  produce 
resolutions  passed  at  twenty  public  meet- 
ings declaring  in  favour  of  the  principle. 
If  they  reversed  the  decision  already  come 
to,  it  would  more  and  more  show  that  that 
House  was  becoming  the  rich  man's  House 
and  not  the  poor  man's.  [<<  Oh,  oh !  "'| 
If  the  House  was  properly  to  represent  the 
country,  each  class  in  the  country  should 
be  represented  in  it.  He  wished  to  see 
capital  and  labour  represented  there  ;  and 
no  one  could  effectually  represent  labour 
except  a  person  who  had  been  for  some 
time  himself  a  working  man.  He  appealed 
to  Members  to  remember  what  had  occurred, 
agd  how  he  had  carried  this  clause  on  two 
divisions.  The  Government  did  ererything 
they  could  up  to  Tuesday  night,  at  half- 
past  eleven  0  clock — he  would  not  say  in- 
tentionally— to  induce  the  House  to  think 
that  they  would  not  seek  to  rererse  the 
decision  come  to  on  Saturday  last.  Even 
a  Member  of  the  Government  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention — though  he  did  not 
persevere  .in  it  —  to  introduce  a  similar 
clause  with  respect  to  Scotland.  There- 
fore, he  asked  Members  to  support  the 
clause,  and  in  doing  so  to  support  the  pri- 
vileges of  independent  Members. 

Mk.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  did  not 
often  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett);  but  on  this  oc- 
casion he  thought  he  was  right,  and  there- 
fore he  should  give  him  his  vote.  The 
Reform  Bill  would,  no  doubt,  much  in- 
crease the  expense  of  elections.  Though 
the  expenses  of  the  returning  oflBcer  might 
not  be  larger,  yet,  in  order  to  affirm  the 
principle  that  Membership  of  that  House 
imposed  a  public  duty,  he  should  vote  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton ;  but  he 
thought  some  addition  ought  to  be  made 
to  the  clause,  to  prevent  men  of  straw 
being  set  up  as  candidates.  He  deeply 
i*egretted  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  had  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  supported  the 
clause,  and  protested  against  the  idea  of 
the  Solicitor  General  that  independent 
Members  went  hat  in  hand  to  their  conati- 
tuents  seeking  their  support,  instead  of 
offering  their  services  when  great  public 
duties  had  to  be  performed.  The  con- 
stituents, entirely  recognising  this  fact, 
were  ready  to  have  the  necessary  expenses 
of  elections  thrown  on  their  shoulders. 
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Mb,  J«  STUART  JflLU ;  If  ih«  Oo- 
remmeDi  were  aware  of  the  profooDd  feel- 
ing pf  satiiff&otion  that  weat  forth  thropfk 
the  country  on  learning  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hoD.  Memher  for  Brighton 
was  carried,  they  would,  instead  of  imposing 
any  technical  objection  in  the  way  of  tbe 
passing  of  the  clause,  introduce  a  Bill,  if 
necessary,  for  the  porpose  of  giving  it 
effect,  and  pass  it  through  both  Houses, 
as  they  could  easily  do,  within  a  week* 
The  representatire  of  an  eztensiye  consti- 
tnency  remarked  to  me  thai  the  adoption 
of  the  clause  marked  the  commencement 
of  a  purer  era,  and  would  bripg  forward 
more  eligible  candidates. 

Colonel  B.  KNOX  protested  agunst 
being  rated  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the 
pocket  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill). 

Mr.  MBLLY  reminded  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  B.  Knox)  that 
no  legislation  could  affect  the  expenses  in- 
curred at  the  election  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westoinster,  inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  returned,  and  wenld 
be  again,  at  the  expense  of  his  friends  and 
supporters. 

Question  put,  "That  Clanse  53,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  97 ;  Noes 
115 :  Majority  18. 

Ma.  N£AT£  mored  the  adjoornment 
of  the  debate.  His  hon.  Friends  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  were  as  guilty  of 
conni?ance  at  corrupt  practices  as  those  on 
the  other  side.  ["  Ob,  oh !"]  He  did 
not  wish  to  include  all  the  Liberal  party  in 
that  denunciation.  His  object  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  was  that 
those  who  wished  to  introduce  purity  and 
economy  at  Parliamentary  Elections  might 
hare  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  further  Consideration  of  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
next."— (Jfr.  Neate.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  dicjl  not  include 
him  in  his  denunciation.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not  perse- 
Tcre  in  his  Motion.  At  the  same  time,  he 
would  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  scarcely  himself  attach  more 
importance  than  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  to 
the  subject  on  which  they  had  just  divided ; 
and  no  person  could  more  cordially  feel 
with  him  than  he  did.    If  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Brjght^if  (Bf r.  Fapcett)  oi»ose  to  ^ry 
the  question  again,  he  could  do  so ;  an4 
the  question  was,  whether  they  should  lose 
time  in  pressing  forward  a  Bin  ^hich  thej 
must  all  feel  wa^  necessaiy. 

Motion,  by  leare,  withdratmu 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrowt  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wei^ 
not  present  ;  House  eonntod,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjoomed  at  a  onsrter  after 
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8BCN>in>  BEIDIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tlie  Seoond  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Duzs  of  MOITrEOSE^  in  xnoTiDg 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  eecond  time, 
saidy  its  object  was  to  place  the  telegraphic 
communication  of  this  country  under  the 
Government  and  in  the  hands  of  the  Post 
Office.  When  that  proposal  was  first 
brought  forward  there  certainly  was  a 
great  expression  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
many  persons  that  the  arrangement  was  a 
very  undesirable  one^  being  very  contrary  to 
our  general  habits^  which  left  almost  erexy- 
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tluDg  to  pnnUm  enttrpriM  and  the  opera- 
tioa  of  ftee  trade,  llie  objeotioiis  at  first 
takien  to  the  scheme,  however,  on  being 
nfted  passed  awaj.  The  proposal,  more- 
flfter,  was  not  so  novel  as  it  at  first  sight 
iq»pcNued.  In  1858  Mr.  Eicardo^  the 
jbnnder,  and  then  the  Chairman  of  the 
Eleotrio  Telegraph  Company,  brought  the 
■object  under  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gladstone 
mged  his  reasons  for  thinking  it  desirable 
flut  the  telegraphs  of  this  oonntry  should 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  State. 
Again,  Mr.  Allen,  a  distinguished  civil 
eogineer,  and  a  man  of  great  experience 
in  regard  to  telegraphic  communication, 
vxfed  the  adoption  of  the  same  course. 
In  1861  the  Edinburgh  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce also  took  up  the  question,  and  me- 
momlized  the  Government  upon  it;  and 
■nee  then  there  had  been  a  very  general 
eorpression  of  opinion  by  various  public 
boiiee  and  other  persons  in  favour  of  such 
n  meaaure.  Petitions  had  been  presented 
to  that  effect  from  thirty-two  Chambers  of 
Oommerce,  from  sixty-four  Town  Councils 
•tod  Corporations ;  from  the  general  public 
ihare  were  twenty-four,  and  from  per* 
oonnected  with  the  newspapers,  and 
especially  the  provincial  Press,  there 
897  petitions.  The  petitioners  con- 
eomd  in  thinking  that  the  existing 
for  the  transmission  of  telegraphic 
in  this  country  were  too  high; 
ttMit  many  places  were  unprovided  with 
fteilities  for  telegraphio  communication; 
llMit  in  the  great  majority  of  places  pro- 
filed with  such  facilities  the  telegraph 
was  inconveniently  remote  from  the 
.tre  of  business  and  of  population,  and 
Men  for  too  small  a  portion  of  the  day; 
ttat  in  countries  in  which  the  telegraphs 
under  the  control  of  the  State  lower 
and  a  more  widely  spread  system 
prevaiied;  that  in  such  countries  corre- 
spondence by  telegraph  was  more  general 
aM  more  popular,  as  it  were,  t£an  in 
iBn^and;  and  that  like  results  to  those 
pvodnced  in  other  countries  in  those 
-Mapeots  would  follow  in  this  country  the 
•ioptbn  of  the  like  means.  In  Belgium 
#&d  in  Switzerland  telegraphio  communi- 
naitien  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office ; 
mid  in  most  other  European  countries  it  was 
sdao  in  the  hands  of  the  State.  In  Belgium 
there  was  one  telegraphic  message  sent  for 
^feiy  thirty-seven  letters ;  in  Switzerland 
one  message  to  sixty-nine  letters ;  and  in 
Xoi^and  only  one  message  to  103  letters; 
4fa«s  Bhowing  that  the  telegraph  was  not 


at  all  made  nae  of  hera  as  it  waa  in  other 
oonntries.  It  was  stated  by  those  who 
were  examined  before  the  Committee,  and 
who  were  perfectly  well  acquainted  with 
the  working  of  the  telegraphs,  that  the 
persons  who  chiefly  used  them  in  Eng- 
land were  stock-brokers,  mining  agents, 
and  persons  engaged  in  other  speciUative 
businesses,  but  not  the  general  public ; 
whereas  in  Switzerland  all  classes  of  the 
community  availed  themselves  of  tele- 
graphic communication  for  their  private 
correspondence,  in  respect  to  which,  in- 
deed, it  to  a  great  degree  took  the  place 
of  the  post.  In  Belgium  59  per  cent  of 
the  telegraphio  messages  sent  related  to 
private,  not  to  commercial  afEairs.  The 
rates  charged  there  were  of  course  lower 
than  in  this  country ;  and  it  was  expected 
that  through  the  present  Bill  the  rates 
would  be  very  much  diminished.  In  France 
the  oost  of  sending  a  message  600  miles 
—a  greater  distanoe  than  in  this  country 
—was  1«.  %d. ;  in  England  it  cost  2«. ; 
in  Prussia  the  charge  for  sending  a  mes- 
sage 600  miles  was  1«.  6d. ;  in  England 
it  was  2m,  ;  in  Belgium  the  cost  of  send- 
ing a  message  160  miles  was  only  5d,; 
while  in  England  it  was  Is.  6d, ;  in  Swit- 
zerland a  message  was  sent  100  milea  for 
5<f.,  and  in  England  for  1«.  6d.  The  re- 
ductions in  the  rates  had  produced  a  great 
increase  in  the  number  of  messages.  In 
1863  in  Belgium  a  reduction  of  33  per 
cent  in  the  rates  produced  an  immediate 
increase  of  80  per  cent  in  the  number  of 
messages  ;  and  in  1866  a  reduction  of  50 
per  cent  in  the  rates  caused  an  increase  of 
85  per  cent  in  the  number  of  messages. 
In  Prussia  in  1867  a  reduction  of  33  per 
cent  in  the  rates  was  followed  by  an  in- 
crease in  the  first  month  of  70  per  cent 
in  the  number  of  messages.  In  France,  in 
1862,  a  reduction  of  35  per  cent  in  the 
rates  was  followed  by  an  increase  of  64 
per  cent  in  the  number  of  messages.  But 
Switzerland  affwded  the  most  striking  ex- 
ample of  all.  The  inland  rate  was  reduced 
50  per  cent  in  the  early  part  of  this  year, 
and  the  number  of  inland  messages  in- 
creased 90  per  cent  over  those  of  the  cor- 
responding three  months  of  the  previous 
year.  It  was  remarkable  that  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  messages  followed  im- 
mediately the  reduction  of  the  rates.  In 
England  there  had,  indeed,  been  an  in- 
crease from  the  growth  of  population  and 
the  extension  of  business,  but  not  a  very 
large  increase.  Under  those  circumstances 
tito  Chambers  of  Commerce  adverted,  aa 
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he  had  ttated,  to  the  want  of  aceommoda* 
tion  in  this  conntry,  and  the  high  ratea 
charged ;  and  thej  helioved  that  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  rates,  together  with  improved 
facilities,  like  that  in  other  oonntries, 
would  he  followed  in  England  also  hy  a 
very  great  augmentation  in  the  number  of 
messages  transmitted.  It  was  proposed 
to  place  the  telegraphs  in  the  hands  of  the 
Post  Office,  because  that  Department  had 
great  advantages  which  no  telegraph  com- 
pany could  possess.  It  had  agents  in  every 
town  and  village  in  the  country^  and  per- 
sons whom  it  could  employ  at  a  very  small 
cost ;  and,  according  to  the  arrangement 
that  was  proposed,  almost  every  Post  Office 
would  be  made  a  telegraph  office  as  well. 
That  would  be  the  case  not  only  in  the 
large  towns,  but  in  country  places  also. 
A  map  had  been  prepared,  marked  by 
2,050  dots,  representing  the  places  at 
which  Money  Order  Offices  were  opened, 
and  to  which  the  electric  wires  were 
carried.  Of  these,  there  were  567  places 
at  which  the  telegraph  accommodation  was 
very  imperfi^t,  only  648  where  it  was 
perfect,  and  850  where  there  was  no  tele- 
graph at  all.  In  Scotland  there  were  196 
Money  Order  Offices,  and  in  Ireland  369, 
at  which  towns  there  was  no  telegraph. 
In  England  thero  were  1,300  out  of  2,000 
towns  and  villages  which  had  now  no  tele- 
graph within  the  town.  A  circumstance 
which  had  prevented  the  full  development 
of  the  railway  system  was  that  the  tele- 
graph offices  were  generally  in  or  near  the 
railway  stations,  which  were  frequently 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  or  a  mile  from 
the  town  itself.  Out  of  622  places  sup- 
plied by  one  railway  company  with  tele- 
graphic communication  about  223  were 
only  worked  at  the  railway  stations.  The 
distance  of  the  office  from  the  town  na- 
tur^ly  led  to  a  veiy  considerable  payment 
being  demanded  for  porterage ;  and  the 
saving  in  this  respect  would  greatly  dimi- 
nish Uie  charge  for  telegrams.  The  cost 
of  the  telegraphic  message  was  now  com- 
paratively little,  but  the  cost  of  porterage 
was  great.  The  usual  charge  was  Is, 
a  mile,  and  in  a  very  large  number  of 
cases  li.  was  charged  for  porterage.  But 
the  Post  Office  was  usually  in  the  centre 
of  the  population,  and  the  distance  to  be 
carried  would  therefore  be  very  much 
smaller.  As  the  telegrams  would  go 
through  the  Post  Office  delivery,  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  delivered 
free  of  charge,  which  would  of  itself  in- 
volve  a  considerable   saving.     In  many 
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large  towns  where  it  might  be  thought 
considerable    facilities  would  have  been 
given  by  the  telegraph  companies  they 
had  one   head  office  and  no  more.     In 
Edinburgh   there  were    three    telegraph 
companies;    hot   their    offices  were    all 
within    100  yards  of  each  other  and  in 
the  centre  of  the  town,  leaving  a  large 
portion  of  the  city  unprovided  with  tele- 
graphic communication.     In  Manchester 
and  Liverpool  there  was  a  head  office  in 
each  town,  but  no  district  offices,  and  all 
the  telegrams  had  to  be  sent  out  by  mes- 
sengers. It  was  proposed  that  there  should 
not  only  be  telegraphic   communication 
with  the  head  offices  but  with  the  minor 
offices.    The  district  offices  would  be  made 
separate  head  offices,  and  when  messages 
came  to  them  they  would  be  delivered  at 
much  less  cost  and  with  greater  speed 
than  at  present.    A  good  deal  had  been 
said  about  a  6d,  rate ;  but  it  only  nomi- 
nally existed  in  some  towns.    It  wonld 
be  a  great  convenience,  but  in  reality  the 
6d,  rate  was  quite  a  delusion.    A  charge 
was  usually  made  of  1«.,  or  li,  6d,  for 
porterage,  and  what  was  called  a  6d,  rate 
was  in  reality  more  expensive  than  the 
proposed  Is.  rate  under  the  new  system. 
If  any  one  attempted  to  send  a  telegraphic 
message  five  or  six  miles  from  London  it 
often  took  three  or  four  hours  to  reach  its 
destination.     Some  experimental  messages 
had  been  sent  to  places  like  Highbary  and 
Hampstead,  which  were  not  delivered  for 
three  or  four  hours.      In  one  case  a  mes- 
senger was  employed  to  take  a  telegram 
to  the  office  in  London.     He  then  walked 
to  the  railway  station,  took  a  return  ticket 
by  the  train,  which  cost  8<^.,  and  got  there 
before  the  message,  for  which  1«.  was 
paid.     It  was  thus  cheaper  and  quicker  to 
send  the  message  by  the  railway.    Under 
these  circumstances  it  was  not  wonderfnl 
that  mercantile  men  and  Chambers  of 
Commerce  were  of  opinion  that  there  wu 
a  great   want  of   additional  telegraphic 
accommodation,  and  that  the  work  would 
be  much  better  done.  Another  convenience 
under  the  new  system  would  be  the  fsoih- 
ties  offered  by  the  Post  Office  for  th« 
transmission  of  messages  at  night    In 
many  towns  it  was  necessary  to  give  •*• 
tendance  at  the  Post  Office  during  the 
whole  night,  and  the  clerks,  being  mon 
or  less  occupied  with  other  work,  could 
attend  to  the  telegrams  at  an  hour  when 
the  telegraphic  offices  were  now  shut  up. 
At  present  in  many  towns  there  was  pr«<> 
tically  very  little  accommodation  exoept 
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in  the  middle  of  the  day.  Great  objeo- 
tions  were  at  first  made  to  the  Bill  by 
different  persoDB,  but  they  had  been  en- 
tirely removed  in  the  course  of  the  die- 
ensnons  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
before  the  Select  Committee.  A  dislike 
was  expressed  by  some  to  put  the  tele- 
graphs in  the  hands  of  the  State,  and  it 
was  suggested  that  the  Government  might 
detain  some  messages  and  send  others  on. 
He  thought  it  was  much  less  likely  that 
raoh  practices  should  occur  in  a  Govern- 
ment office,  when  the  matter  would  be 
open  to  the  animadversion  of  Members  of 
liotti  Houses,  than  in  the  office  of  a  public 
OCMnpany;  The  telegraph  companies  had 
liad*  indeed,  such  a  complete  monopoly 
that  complaints  had  never  been  listened  to 
•t  all.  It  was  said  that  the  Government 
wmild  not  be  liable  for  the  non-delivery  of 
Vessages ;  but  the  telegraph  companies 
were  equally  above  control ;  they  protected 
fliemselves  by  very  stringent  conditions ; 
iod  the  consequence  was  that,  although 
fluny  persons  had  been  injured  by  mis- 
takes and  delays  in  the  transmission  of 
nessages,  there  was  no  instance  of  any 
MM  ever  obtaining  redress.  One  mistake 
inTolving  the  buying  or  selling  of  3,000 
instead  of  800  shares  had  caused  the  ab- 
■olute  ruin  of  one  individual,  but  he 
jMTer  got  U.  from  the  company.  The 
noUio  would  therefore  be  just  as  well  off 
m  the  hands  of  the  State  as  of  a  public 
•ompany.  Another  objection  was  that  the 
■eoret  contained  in  these  telegraphic  mes- 
would  be  divulged.  He  did  not  be- 
that  the  companies  had  always  been 
bee  from  these  imputations.  The  proof, 
liowever,  that  the  Post  Office  would  be 
IJQEely  to  keep  these  secrets  was  supplied 
Igr  the  Post  Office  itself,  it  was  known 
to  their  Lordships  that  an  enormous  num- 
tar  of  letters  were  posted  without  any 
address  at  all,  while  the  persons  to  whom 
•otliers  were  sent  could  not  be  found.  The 
anmber  of  letters  that  went  through  the 
**  Dead  Letter ' '  office  was  stated  at 
S^000,000  a  year ;  but  though  these  were 
often  letters  of  great  importance,  and 
«ometimes  contained  large  sums  of  money, 
ka  had  never  heard  the  slightest  imputa- 
tion  against  the  Post  Office  that  the  secrets 
to&tained  in  these  letters  were  divulged, 
md  this  objection  might  be  regarded  as 
floiBoiently  answered.  It  was  at  first  im- 
possible to  make  satisfactory  arrangements 
with  the  telegraph  companies  ;  but  all  ob- 
jaetions  had  been  overcome.  The  compa- 
~  ~m  had  asked  for  provisions  about  arbi- 
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tration  which  they  had  obtained,  and  it 
was  agreed  that  they  should  receive  twenty 
years'  purchase  of  the  net  telegraphic 
profits  of  the  company,  deducting  the 
working  expenses.  The  next  objection 
which  had  been  offered  was  that  the  rail- 
way companies  had  arrangements  for  the 
use  of  the  wires  along  their  lines,  and 
that  the  public  safety  would  be  en- 
dangered if  they  were  deprived  of  those 
advantages.  This,  however,  had  been  met 
by  allowing  them  facilities  of  communica- 
tion by  their  own  wires,  the  wires  of  the 
Post  Office  being  used  independently  of 
them.  With  regard  to  the  Press,  it  would, 
of  course,  be  impossible  for  the  Post  Office 
to  procure  information,  as  some  of  the 
telegraph  companies  had  been  doing ;  but 
the  Press  would  choose  what  intelligenoe 
they  wished  to  be  transmitted,  and  such 
messages  would  be  forwarded  at  a  reduced 
rate.  With  this  arrangement  the  Press 
were  quite  satisfied,  and  were  strongly  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill.  The  objections  originally 
entertained  to  the  measure  had  thus  been 
completely  removed.  Another  objection 
remained,  which  had  referencee  to  secresy 
in  connection  with  very  important  mes- 
sages ;  but  with  reference  to  these,  it  had 
been  proved  that  cipher  could  be  used  with 
great  facility,  mercantile  transactions  being 
now,  indeed,  carried  on  in  this  way.  A 
slight  penalty  now  existed  with  regard  to 
breach  of  confidence,  and  to  allay  any 
apprehensions  on  the  subject  a  clause  had 
been  inserted  constituting  it  a  misde- 
meanour, punishable  by  imprisonment,  for 
any  person  to  make  a  telegraphic  com- 
munication public;  and  this,  he  thought, 
would  give  perfect  security.  With  re- 
spect to  a  monopoly  of  telegraphic  com* 
munication,  some  had  objected  to  it,  while 
others  had  urged  that  if,  after  the  Post 
Office  had  paid  a  large  sum  of  money 
for  these  undertakings,  other  persons 
competed  with  it,  the  result  might  be  a 
considerable  loss  to  the  State.  It  had 
not  been  thought  right,  however,  to  sano- 
tion  a  monopoly,  and  thereby,  perhaps, 
prevent  a  fair  trial  of  new  inventions  ; 
though  he  believed  that  if  all  the  existing 
undertakings  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Post  Office  there  would  be  no  prospect  of 
competition  arising,  so  that  a  monopoly 
would  practically  exist.  As  to  the  finan- 
cial part  of  the  question,  their  Lordships 
would  probably  not  wish  him  to  enter  into 
details,  but  would  like  to  know  what  the 
cost  was  likely  to  be,  and  whether  the 
arrangement  would  be  remunerative.  Now^ 
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caloolatioDB  had  been  made,  baaed  on  the 
returns  of  receipts  and  expenditnre  far- 
nished  by  the  telegraph  companies.  The 
maximum  estimate  assumed  an  increase  of 
revenue  from  an  increased  number  of 
messages ;  and  as  such  an  increase  had 
been  going  on  for  years,  and  would  be 
likely,  with  reduced  rates  and  greater 
accommodation,  to  go  on  in  a  still  greater 
ratio,  this  presumption  appeared  a  reason- 
able one.  According  to  this  estimate 
there  would  be  7,500,000  of  messages, 
increasing  10  per  cent  yearly,  and  pro* 
duoing  an  annual  roTenue  of  £680,000; 
while  the  expenditure,  judging  firom  the 
companies'  experience,  would  be  £378,000, 
thus  leaving  a  balance  of  £301 ,000.  The 
minimum  estimate,  founded  on  the  present 
number  of  messages  and  the  present  expen- 
diture, gave  a  gross  revenue  of  £437,000, 
the  net  proceeds  being  £208,000.  It  was 
exceedingly  unlikely  that  no  increase  would 
arise,  and  £280,000  might  perhaps  be 
taken  as  the  probable  surplus.  As  to  the 
cost  of  purchasing  the  telegraphs,  an  es- 
timate was  presented  in  the  first  instance 
very  much  lower  than  that  which  was 
now  offered,  it  being  based  on  the  pur- 
chase of  only  one  or  two  of  the  under- 
takings. Negotiations  had  been  since 
carried  on  for  the  acquisition  of  the  other 
undertakings;  and  it  had  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  take  some  of  the  submarine 
cables.  The  undertakings  it  was  now 
proposed  to  purchase  were  the  Electric 
and  International,  the  British  and  Irish 
Magnetic,  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Lon- 
don District  (a  very  small  concern),  and 
the  Universal  Private  Companies,  as  also 
Beater's  cable  and  privileges.  In  addition 
to  these  there  were  some  railway  com- 
panies which  had  telegraphic  communi- 
cation entirely  in  their  own  hands  and 
carried  on  the  business  of  telegraph  com- 
panies. A  great  saving  to  the  public 
would  result  from  the  purchase  of  these 
rights;  for  at  present,  while  for  a  message 
between  Manchester  and  London  there 
was  a  certain  rate,  a  message  between 
Manchester  and  Dover  would  cost  con- 
siderably more,  a  charge  being  made  by 
two  distinct  companies.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  necessary  to  purchase  the  tele- 
graphic rights  of  the  South-fiastem,  Lon- 
don and  Brighton,  Chatham  and  Dover, 
and  North  British  Bailway  Companies, 
and  also  of  the  Caledonian  Company,  north 
of  Perth.  The  purchase  of  all  these  under- 
takings would  probably  cost  £5,000,000. 
^ow,  taking  the  minimum  net  revenue  of 
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£200,000,  this  would  meet  a  loan  at  %\ 
per  cent  of  £6,000,000,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  fear  as  to  providing  the  in- 
terest of  the  money.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  net  revenue  amounted  to 
£800,000,  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  raise  nearly  £10,000,000.  It  was  evi- 
dent, therefore,  that  there  would  be  a 
sufficient  margin;  and  since  in  all  pro- 
bability it  would  be  unnecessary  to  rsiae 
so  large  a  sum,  there  was  no  fear  of  Ion 
to  the  State,  which  would,  in  fact,  be 
borrowing  money  at  3}  per  cent  and  be 
receiving  6  per  cent  The  mode  of  ndtiog 
the  money  would  rest  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  a  great  part  of  it 
might  probably  be  obtained  from  the  inr- 
pluB  lying  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  or  it  might  be  raised  in  other 
ways  which  would  present  no  difficulties. 
He  thought  he  had  now  sufficiently  shown 
that  this  measure  would  lead  to  greatly 
increased  accommodation,  that  it  would 
involve  no  cost  to  the  State,  that  the 
work  was  likely  to  be  very  much  better 
done,  and  that  public  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  the  change.  The  Bill  had 
passed  the  other  House  without  a  divi- 
sion ;  and  he  believed  tiiat  Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  the  late  Postmaster  Genenlf 
was  strongly  in  its  favour,  he  haying,  in* 
deed,  moved  in  the  matter  some  three  yean 
ago.  He  should  have  been  glad  had  the 
noble  Lord  been  present  to  give  his  tes- 
timony to  the  value  of  the  measure. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*/' 
— (2%tf  Duke  o/Montroee.) 

Lonn  OVEBSTONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
measure  would  work  successfully ;  bat  be 
should  like  an  explanation  as  to  the  basis 
on  which  the  Government  had  calculated 
the  purchase  money.  Twenty  years'  por* 
ohase  on  the  profits  seemed  to  be  exoessiTe. 

The  Dnxs  of  MONTBOSE  said,  it 
should  be  reooUected  that  the  Bleotrio 
Telegraph  Company  paid  a  dividend  of 
10  per  cent,  and  they  had  been  making  a 
great  deal  more,  which  they  were  sot 
allowed  to  divide,  but  which  went  to  form 
a  reserved  fund  and  to  maintain  their 
cable.  As  far  as  he  could  leam  they  bad 
kept  their  telegraph  in  excellent  order  and 
much  Df  their  surplus  profits  had  gone  to 
keep  up  the  cable,  which  more  than  any* 
thing  else  was  liable  to  interruption.  There 
was  a  great  increase  every  year  in  the 
business  done  and  the  profits  made ;  hot 
the  Government  had  taken  into  account 
merely  the  present  profits,  and  had  sot 
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nala  thsir  oalonlfttioiu  with  ntexeaoa  to 
•Dj  probable  inoTMse  in  Aitnre  jrean.  The 
arbitrator  would  hare  full  power  to  eza- 
Biiee  the  books  and  aooounts, 
Votios  agrttd  to. 

BUI  read  3*,  and  eemntilUi  to  a  Com- 
nittee  of  the  Whole  Hotue  on  Monday 

PDBLIO  SCHOOLS  BILL— (No.  S8«0 

{Tha  Earl  of  Deriy.) 

KXPOXT. 

AnendiiMBtB    rtporUd    (aooordlng   to 

Older). 

LoED  LYTTELTOK  eud,  with  regard 
to  the  ConBcienoe  Clause,  he  ventured  to 
.  fliinh  that  the  words  as  they  now  stood 
;  voold  involve  a  power  of  interference  by 
'  tha  Qoreming  Body  with  the  regulatioQB 
['■'fi  fhe  boarding-houses  of  the  Schools 
Vliioh  he  could  not  approve.  The  noble 
^Snka  opposite  [the  Duke  of  Marlborough) 
did  not  think  any  such  power  was  given 
Ij  the  oUuse.  But  all  he  (Lord  Lyttelto&J 
'Wopoeed  to  do  was  simpl;  to  put  into  the 
V*<ia6  what  the  noble  Udke  said  was  al- 
iMdT  within  .its  meaning.  He  did  not 
1phb>lc  his  proposal  vonlddo  any  harm,  and 
Hie  Bill  would  work  much  more  satisfao- 
torfly  if  it  were  adopted.  He  therefore 
teored  at  the  eud  of  Clause  1 3  to  add — 
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■aoh  regu'*^i>  ■'■'U  intar- 

wiA  the  diaoratioD  of  aaf  keeper   of  m 

■ijwd  boarding- bouie  id  ooaiieDtioa  witb  tba 

ll  in  reipcfit  of  hii  religioui  t«aotiiDg  and 

■■liiiiHL  of  the  bojB  in  laob  houie." 

Tn  LORD   CHANCELLOR  opposed 

Am  Amendment,  which  be  did  not  think 
'  VM  required,  and  which,  if  made,  would 
iwt  meet  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lard. 
ii  wai  impoasible  to  mix  up  the  religious 
fagtraotion  of  the  Bcliools  with  the  regu- 
ll^u  of  the  boarding-houses. 

Ii«u>  OVERSTONE  asked  whether  the 
WU'  would  not  empower  the  Qoveming 
Xodies  to  withdraw  the  boys  in  a  particular 
feMuding-house  from  religious  instruotion  ? 

Tu  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
■■  be  understood  it  there  was  no  suoh 
'  wwer  in  the  Bill. 

Sui.  ORANYILLE  said,  he  hoped  the 
BoU«  Lord  would  not  press  the  Amend- 

Tu  DtrxB  or  UARLBOROUQH  joined 
1b  tite  appeal.  The  Amendment  was  really 
■•t  wanted;  and  the  insertion  in  the  Bill 
«r  ujlkiag  that  wu  not  wanted  would 


be  injnrioni.  This  original  olanse  had 
been  the  subject  of  diseussion  and  of  oom- 
pmmise  in  the  fionse  of  Commons;  and 
though  he  did  not  deny  that  the  intention 
of  the  noble  Lord  pointed  in  the  right 
direction,  he  feared  that  the  Amendment, 
if  adopted,  would  be  looked  upon  aa  an 
attempt  to  get  rid  of  the  full  beneficial 
effect  of  the  clause  introduced  into  the 
other  House.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  listen  to  the  advice  which  had  been 
tendered  him,  and  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Loud  LTTTELTON  said  a  few  word* 
'  in  reply. 

Amendment  ntgatived. 
Loan  LTTTELTON  said,  he  would 
now  move  the  clause  investing  the  Master 
I  with  certain  powers,  the  consideration  of 
,  whioh  was  deferrffd  by  the  Committee  on 
'■  Thursday,  If  their  Lordships  would  look 
I  at  the  evideuoe  which  had  been  collected 
I  on  this  subject  they  would  see  that  the 
points  embraced  by  the  clause  were  of  the 
greatest  importance  in  the  administration 
of  Schools,  whioh  would  be  more  efficient 
if  these  powers  were  distinctly  oonferred 
on  the  Master,  and  their  possession  by  him 
would  sometimes  enable  the  Governing 
Bodies  to  obtain  better  men.  In  the  case 
of  expulsion,  for  instance,  the  Head  Master 
alone  was  in  a  position  to  know  all  the 
circumstances  of  a  partioular  case,  and 
that  bis  hands  would  be  weakened  by  an 
appeal  to  the  Governing  Body. 

After    Clause  13,  moved  to  insert  the 
1  following  Clause  ; — 

Tbe  Head  HMter  should  have  the  nDOODtroUad 
Power  of  regulating  the  ArrBngement  of  the 
School  in  Claiiet  or  DiTiaioni,  the  Iloon  of 
Sobool  Work,  and  the  Uolidaj*  and  Half  UoM- 
dajri  during  thi  Sobool  Time,  of  appointing  and 
changing  tbe  Booka  and  Editlona  of  Books  to  bs 
uicd  in  the  Sobool,  and  the  Courw  and  Methods 
of  Studf  (lubjact  to  0.11  Regulation!  made  \>j  the 
Oorerning  Bodj  as  to  the  Introduction,  Sappres- 
rolative  Woight  of  Sludisi),  of  m  ' 


The  Dukx  op  MARLBOROUGH  sud, 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  asked  him  yes- 
terday what  course  the  Government  would 
pursue  in  reference  to  the  clause  now 
moved,  he  answered  that  the  Government 
would  give  it  their  best  consideration. 
Tbey  had  done  so,  and  his  objections  to 
it  were  unchanged.  The  first  objection 
to  the  clause  was  tiiat  it  proposed  to  place 
Specially  under  the  control  of  the  Head. 
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Master  certain  minor  arrangements  in  re- 
spect of  which  it  was  scarcely  possible  to 
conceive  the  Governing  Body  would  ever 
wish  to  interfere  by  taking  them  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Head  Master  —  such 
matters  as  the  prescribing  of  bounds,  ad- 
ministering punishments,  and  details  of 
that  kind;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Boble  Lord  proposed  to  give  to  the  Head 
Master  exclusive  power  in  some  important 
matters,  such  as  expulsion.  But  even  with 
regard  to  expulsion  the  noble  Lord  felt  the 
weakness  of  his  case,  for  the  Head  Master 
would  have  no  power  to  expel  a  boy  from 
the  foundation.  [Lord  Ltttbltok  :  He 
would  under  this  clause.]  No;  the  power 
rested  exclusively  with  the  Qoveming 
Bodies.  Another  point  of  the  greatest 
importance  was  that  of  the  selection  of  the 
books  to  be  used  in  theJSchool.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  that  proposal  came  quite 
within  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  but  no  Head  Master  ought  to 
possess  the  power  of  determining  the  cha- 
racter of  the  instruction  to  be  given  in  a 
School,  whether  secular  or  religious.  If 
the  discretion  were  limited  to  Uie  nature 
of  the  secular  instruction,  there  might  be 
more  said  in  favour  of  it ;  but  the  case  was 
different  with  respect  to  religious  instruc- 
tion. Many  eminent  and  talented  persons 
took  different  views  on  religious  subjects ; 
and  he  could  not  conceive  that  anything 
would  be  more  likely  to  prove  injurious  to 
the  interests  of  a  School  than  that  its  Head 
Master  should  have  peculiar  views  on  some 
of  the  religious  subjects  of  the  day,  or  that 
he  should  introduce  into  the  syllabus  of 
School  instruction  books  that  might  be 
looked  upon  by  many  with  suspicion. 
There  was  nothing  parents  were  more  par- 
ticular about  than  uie  religious  instruction 
of  their  children,  and  if  books  that  were 
objectionable  in  their  eyes  were  introduced, 
they  would  at  once  remove  their  children 
from  the  School.  The  matter  might  come 
to  this — the  Head  Master  might  be  a  man 
of  great  attainments,  and  in  every  other 
respect  well  fitted  for  superintending  a 
great  institution,  and  yet,  if  he  introduced 
these  obnoxious  books,  in  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  vested  in  him,  the  Govern- 
ing Body  would  have  no  power  to  prevent 
his  doing  so,  except  at  the  cost  of  parting 
with  a  man  who  was  in  all  other  respects 
a  most  valuable  and  excellent  Master.  The 
noble  Lord  proceeded  on  the  assumption 
that  this  proposal  was  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners,  whose  words,  indeed, 
he  used.    That  was  perfectly  true;  but 
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the  Commissioners  never  intended  that 
their  recommendations  should  be  embodied 
literally  in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  On  the 
same  principle  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
taken  the  very  next  recommendation,  which 
was  that  there  should  be  periodical  School 
Councils,  presided  over  by  the  Head  Mas- 
ter ;  but  that  the  noble  Lord  omitted  al- 
together. The  intention  of  the  Commission 
was  to  give  a  general  guidance  either  to 
Parliament  or  to  the  Governing  Bodies, 
and  it  was  not  fair  to  say  that  because 
they  recommended  anything  it  ought  to 
form  part  of  a  Bill.  Another  objection  to 
the  clause  was,  that  while  it  pla(M9d  certain 
things  directly  under  the  uncontrolled  and 
exclusive  management  of  the  Head  Master, 
it  left  out  other  things  which,  from  their 
omission,  would  be  assumed  by  the  Gk>- 
veming  Bodies  to  be  not  under  tiie  control 
of  the  Head  Master,  but  under  their  own. 
Take  the  amusements  of  the  School  — 
cricket,  boating,  swimming,  and  rifle  corps. 
It  was  now  admitted  by  everybody  that 
all  such  things  were  under  the  control  of 
the  Head  Master ;  but  if  certain  things 
were  by  the  clause  taken  out  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  Governing  Body,  and  minor 
matters  were  not  specified,  the  argument 
would  be  that  those  things  which  weiB 
not  legislated  for  directly  and  specificallj 
were  left  to  the  Governing  Body.  The 
result  would  be  that,  although  the  noble 
Lord  wished  the  Master  to  have  uncon- 
trolled power,  the  passing  of  the  clause 
vrould  defeat  his  object.  By  placing  cer- 
tain things  by  statute  in  the  power  of  the 
Head  Master,  and  leaving  out  other  things, 
the  noble  Lord  would  raise  an  antagonism 
between  the  Head  Master  and  the  (^vem- 
ing  Body,  as  the  latter  would  assume  that 
all  powers  not  vested  in  the  Master  be- 
longed to  themselves,  and  the  result  would 
be  confusion,  where  there  ought  to  be  har- 
mony and  peace.  It  was  further  highly 
objectionable  to  give  statutory  powers  to 
a  Head  Master,  who  occupied  the  position 
of  a  servant,  was  subject  to  dismissal  by 
the  Governing  Body,  and  had  his  salary 
regulated  by  them.  For  his  own  part,  he 
thought  that  as  long  as  the  Governing 
Body  had  the  power  of  dismissing  the 
Head  Master,  there  was  security  for  the 
good  management  of  the  School,  and  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  proposal 
now  submitted  to  their  Lordships.  On 
these  grounds  he  must  ask  their  Lordships 
not  to  agree  to  the  clause. 

Eaxl  DE   grey  akd  RIPON  said, 
that  two  of  the  School  Commissioners  were 
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proieiiit  in  flie  House  the  other  day  when 
the  Bill  was  under  diacnssion,  and  hoth 
were  agreed  as  to  the  propriety  of  some 
Buoh  olause  being  inserted  as  was  now  pro- 
posed. He  did  not  think  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  introduced  the  clause  had  been 
guilty  of  any  inconsistency  in  adopting 
one  portion  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  and  omitting  the  other. 
Xvery  Head  Master  was  in  favour  of  such 
a  proposal  as  that  now  made.  He  himself 
thought,  for  instance,  that  it  was  essen- 
tial to  the  maintenance  of  discipline  that 
the  Head  Master  should  have  the  power 
of  expulsion.  At  Sandhurst  the  Com< 
mandant  had  not  that  power  fully,  and 
ocmsequently  his  power  over  the  discipline 
of  the  pupils  was  greatly  impaired.  If 
tiiat  was  the  case  in  a  Military  College, 
liow  much  more  must  it  be  so  at  the 
JPablio  Schools  ?  He  granted  that  so  long 
00  the  Governing  Bodies  preserved  the 
power  of  dismissing  the  Head  Master, 
n  he  misconduct  himself,  they  would 
^iliO  able  to  influence  him  and  check  him 
d  he  do  wrong.  But  he  maintained 
:tiiat  the  point  under  debate  was  one  of 
iple  and  not  of  detail ;  and  the  suc- 
of  those  great  institutions  for  which 
thoir  Lordships  were  called  to  legislate  de- 
fended very  much  on  their  having  fit  men 
Ofc  their  head,  and,  when  such  men  were 
deonred,  in  intrusting  them  with  the  entire 
oonduct  of  the  Schools.  He  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  not  reject  the  clause. 

LoBB  HOUGHTON  said,  that  if  the 
Ooveming  Body  were  not  intrusted  with 
.  O  certain  amount  of  power  and  left  a 
I  oortain  amount  of  discretion,  they  would 
;'  III  reality  be  no  Governing  Body  at  all. 
[^  Xhe  question  was  whether  in  establishing 
y.  'ftoae  bodies  they  should  not  be  placed  in 
O  position  which  would  enable  them  to 
':"■  oieroise  such  a  general  supervision  as 
^  • .  ;iooold  secure  for  them  the  respect  of  the 
Sohools. 

LoBD   OVERSTONE  observed  that  it 
^pos  the  Governing  Body  who  would  in 
fto  first  place  choose  the  Head  Master, 
«od  that  if  he  misconducted  himself  it 
vonld  be  in  their  power  to  remove  him. 
There  were  common- sense  principles  ap- 
jpHoable  to  all  such  cases.    A  high  officer, 
ake  a  Head  Master,  eOiould  be  chosen  with 
oiU  caution,  prudence,  and  judgment ;  and 
when  a  man  was  appointed  to  manage  im- 
portant affairs,  accompanied  by  responsi- 
oility  for  their  proper  management,  he 
auiat  be  invested  with  the  necessary  au- 
fhority  to  insure  success.     Plenary  autho- 


rity with  plenary  responsibility  vested 
in  one  person  was,  in  reality  the  only 
way  in  which  truly  efficient  and  satis- 
factory service  could  be  obtained.  The 
Head  Master  of  a  School  might  be  com- 
pared with  the  commander  of  an  army, 
the  Governing  Body  being  his  council  of 
war ;  and  their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
no  army  could  achieve  glory  with  a  coun- 
cil of  war  as  its  commander.  If  a  man 
were  put  upon  his  trial,  and  he  knew  that 
failure  in  his  undertaking  would  be  his 
misfortune  and  success  his  glory,  he  would 
exert  himself  to  the  utmost.  It  was  only 
by  giving  complete  authority  to  the  person 
intrusted  with  the  charge  of  a  School,  and 
making  him  exclusively  responsible  for  the 
consequences,  that  they  could  expect  to 
see  its  affairs  managed  with  real  efficiency 
and  success. 

The  Earl  op  HAKROWBY  said,  he 
thought  the  Governing  Body  might  be  in- 
trusted with  a  very  large  share  of  autho- 
rity, and  yet  by  no  means  be  constantly 
meddling  in  the  details  of  daily  School 
management.  It  was  said,  **  Let  them 
choose  the  best  man  as  Head  Master," 
but  that  was  what  the  Governing  Body 
always  tried  to  do  ,*  but  even  if  they  suc- 
ceeded in  securing  the  best  man  he  would 
not  be  impeccable.  He  might  require  ad- 
vice, and  might  occasionally  have  to  con* 
suit  the  Governing  Body.  Public  Schools 
had  flourished,  in  spite  of  the  possibility 
of  the  Governing  Body  interfering;  and 
it  had  never  yet  been  held  that  it  was 
necessary  to  make  the  Head  Master  abso* 
lute.  He  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not 
make  the  Governing  Body  ridiculous  by 
rendering  them  powerless,  by  investing  the 
Master  with  absolute  power.  It  was  to 
be  supposed  that  the  Governing  Body 
would  at  least  have  the  attribute  of 
common  sense,  and  common  sense  would 
teach  them  to  abstain  from  interference 
in  cases  when  it  would  be  unnecessary  or 
injurious. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  said,  he  had  been 
struck  with  the  difference  between  the 
opinions  expreesed  in  regard  to  the  Go- 
verning Bodies  of  these  institutions.  Some 
authorities  held  that  they  always  acted 
with  sense,  and  never  interfered  unduly 
with  the  Head  Masters,  while  others  took 
an  opposite  view.  He  himself  believed 
that  the  Governing  Bodies  had,  in  certain 
cases,  interfered  in  very  minute  matters, 
and  thus  weakened  the  authority  of  the 
Master.  A  Governing  Body  meeting  once 
or  twice  a  year  would  probably  wish  to 
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do  Bometbing  to  show  it  liad  authority, 
and  by  its  interfering  between  the  Master 
and  the  boys  the  latter  might  get  the  no- 
tion that  the  decision  of  the  former  was 
not  final.  That  would  be  a  great  evil, 
considering  that  the  character  of  the  School 
must  always  depend  so  greatly  upon  the 
character  of  the  Master.  MoreoTer,  if  the 
Head  Master  committed  very  grave  faults, 
the  ultima  ratio  of  dismissal  must  rest  with 
the  Governing  Body. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  was  anx- 
ious, before  their  Lordships  went  to  a  divi- 
sion, that  they  should  consider  what  was 
the  real  question  on  which  they  were 
about  to  divide.  He  thought  they  were 
all  substantially  agreed  on  the  proposition 
that  it  was  very  desirable,  if  the  Govern- 
ing Body  exercised  due  care  in  getting  the 
best  Head  Master  they  could  obtain,  that 
they  should  give  him  very  great — indeed, 
the  utmost  possible  latitude ;  that  they 
should  make  him  feel  that  he  bad  that 
latitude,  and  that  they  were  not  going  to 
interfere  with  him  in  matters  of  which  he 
must  have  infinitely  more  knowledge  than 
they  could  possess,  and  on  which  he  must 
act  almost  every  day  in  the  year.  But 
the  question  was  whether  now,  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  their  legislation, 
they  would  give  statutory  powers,  abso- 
lutely uncontrolled,  to  a  person  who, 
standing  in  the  position  of  a  Head  Master, 
however  excellent  he  might  be,  and  how- 
ever large  the  discretion  vested  in  him, 
was,  after  all,  only  the  servant  of  the 
Governing  Body.  He  would  put  the 
matter  in  this  way  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Overstone)  who  had  had  large  ex- 
perience in  extensive  banking  operations. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  noble  Lord,  if 
he  wished  to  set  up  a  branch  bank  in  a 
country  town,  would  get  the  most  trust- 
worthy confidential  manager  or  clerk  he 
could,  pay  him  a  large  salary,  and  say  to  him 
— **  I  look  to  you  for  the  proper  conduct  of 
the  business  in  that  town.  I  give  you 
very  great  latitude."  But  if  an  Act  of 
Parliament  stepped  in  and  said  that  the 
person  thus  employed  should  have  such 
statutory  powers  that  his  employer  should 
not  be  able  to  interfere  with  him,  he 
asked,  would  the  noble  Lord  undertake 
the  government  of  the  bank  on  those 
terms  ?  But  it  was  said  that  if  anything 
went  wrong  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
School  would  have  the  power  of  dismissing 
the  Head  Master.  Let  him  test  that  asser- 
tion. Supposing  the  Head  Master  had 
the  statutory  power  which  the  Amendment 

JSarl  GranvilU 


would  give  him,  and  supposing  he  intro- 
duced into  the  School  a  book  trenching  on 
religious  instruction  and  containing  prin- 
ciples and  doctrines  of  which  the  Govern- 
ing Body  highly  disapproved,  and  which 
might  operate  very  injuriously  on  the  for- 
tunes of  the  School — then  the  Governing 
Body  would  have  no  power  to  interfere. 
But  as  it  was  said  they  would  be  able  to 
dismiss  the  Head  Master — supposing  they 
did  dismiss  him,  in  that  case  what  would 
happen  when  the  matter  came  before  the 
public,  as  it  was  sure  to  do  ?  The  Go- 
verning Body  might  allege,  on  their  side, 
that  it  was  true  the  Head  Master  was 
an  excellent  Head  Master,  but  they  had 
disagreed  with  him  about  a  certain  book 
which  he  had  introduced  into  the  School, 
and  thereupon  had  dismissed  him.  The 
answer  made  to  that  would  be — "  What ! 
dismiss  him  for  that !  Why,  Tarliament 
has  given  him  power  to  do  these  things." 
What  then  becomies  of  that  great  safety- 
valve,  the  power  of  dismissal  ?  A  Go- 
verning Body  could  not  in  the  face  of 
public  opinion,  after  Parliament  had  passed 
a  clause  saying  these  things  should  be  in 
the  uncontrolled  power  of  the  Master,  dis- 
miss the  Master  for  exercising  the  uncon- 
trolled power  which  Parliament  had  given 
him. 

LoED  LTYEDEN  said,  that  as  the 
whole  responsibility  rested  with  the  Head 
Master  he  ought  to  have  a  power  separate 
from  the  Governing  Body.  If  the  powers 
were  given  him  by  the  clause  the  Govern- 
ing Body  would  remove  him  for  exercis- 
ing that  power  in  a  bad  manner,  as  well 
as  for  other  things. 

LoBD  BEDESDALE  said,  that  from 
his  experience  as  president  of  one  of  the 
largest  schools  in  England^Cheltenham 
College — he  thought  it  necessary  to  give 
uncontrolled  power  of  management  to  the 
Head  Master.  He  was  removable  by  the 
Governing  Body,  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
the  Visitor,  who  was  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese.  He  did  not  believe  that  a  com- 
petent man  could  be  otherwise  obtained  ; 
but  there  appeared  to  be  much  force  in 
the  objection  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  against 
making  this  a  matter  of  statutory  regula- 
tion. It  ought  to  be  imperative,  however, 
upon  the  Governing  body  to  make  regula- 
tions under  which  tiie  Head  Master  should 
be  elected,  giving  him  freedom  in  all  these 
matters.     

LoBD  LTTTELTON  was  certain  the 
Governing  Bodies  would  get  very  much 
better  Masters  if  they  left  them  uncon- 
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koOed,  and  he  must  therelbre  press  his 
elaose  to  a  division. 

LoftB  DENMAN  addressed  the  House 
shortly,  but  was  quite  inaudible. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
«— Contents   17;   Not-Contents  80:   Ma- 
18. 

Bmhed  in  the  Negative. 


ibingdoo,  £. 
•  Orej,  E.  ITeUer."] 
CkruiTille,  E. 
JUol^eld,  E. 
Itele/,  E. 


yelqr»  L. 


CONTENTS. 

Lyveden,  L. 
Monson,  L. 
Northbrook,  L. 
Overstone,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Ben- 

borottgh.) 
Saltersford,  h.{E.Cour- 

taum.) 
Saye  and  Sale,  L. 
SeatoD,  L. 
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Farther  Amendments  made  :  Bill  to  be 
9Hid  3*  on  Monday  next;  and  to  be  printed 
m  amended.    (No.  288.) 

BEGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL— 

(No.  281.) 

(7%tf  Lard   Privy  Seal.) 

SECOITD   BEADING. 

Ths  Eabl  of  MALMESBUBY  moved, 
tiiat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 

Tn  Easl  of  LEITBIM  expressed  re- 
MVi  at  the  course  taken  by  the  House  of 
Cboamons  with  regard  to  polling  places, 
Mi  fear  being  that  scenes  of  confusion  and 
WMlAie4  would  occur  at  the  approaching 
daotion. 

Tn  Sael  of  MALMESBUBY  said,  he 
Bmplj  regretted  the  failure  of  the  propo- 
ri^tfon  made  by  the  GoTernment,  when  the 
Ml  was  in  tiie  other  House,  for  an  in- 
iMBled  number  of  poliing-places,  in  oon- 
ii|ttliiee  6f  tlt^  opposition  of  the  very 


persons  who  fbr  the  last  two  years  had 
been  urging  the  necessity  of  such  an  in- 
crease for  the  convenience  and  peace  of 
the  country.  Polling-places  were  now  in 
many  instances  thirty  miles  apart.  Con- 
sidering, however,  Uiat  the  question  was 
peculiarly  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  useless  for  the  Qovemment  to 
persist  in  their  scheme  against  the  deter- 
mined opposition  they  met  with,  they  were 
obliged,  especially  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  to  give  way  and  leave  things 
in  their  present  unsatisfactory  state.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Earl's  predictions 
would  not  be  verified,  and  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  scheme  would  not  occasion 
the  confusion  and  bloodshed  which  he 
appeared  to  dread.  The  Government  had 
every  wish  to  preserve  tranquillity  as  far 
as  possible  during  the  coming  election, 
and  were  determined  to  per^rm  their 
duty  by  maintaining  the  law,  as  it  stood, 
to  the  utmost.  They  did  not  think  it 
expedient  to  propose  any  alteration  in  the 
Bill  as  it  had  come  up  from  the  other 
House. 

Eahl  GRANYILLE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary,  as  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  propose  the  restoration  of 
the  clauses  expunged  by  the  other  House, 
to  enter  into  the  reasons  why  those  clauses 
had  been  deemed  objectionable. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

HooM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

half  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  24,  1868. 

MINUTES.]  —  Selict  Oommittib  —  Report-- 
Royal  Gun  Factories  Committee  [No.  469]. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Marriages  Va- 
lidity (Blakedown)*  [350]. 

Committee  —  Regulation  of  Railways  [142]  >-> 
B.p. ;  Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
(re-comm.)  [189]  —  jlt.  ;  District  Church 
Tithes  Act  Amendment  *  [246] — b.p.  ;  Salmon 
Fisheries  (Scotland)*  [210];  Regulation  of 
Railways*  [1421 

Report-Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)*  [210]; 
Regulation  of  Railways  [142]. 

Third  Reading  —  Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  [243]>  <uid  paseed. 

Withdrawn  —  Married  Women's  Property  (r#- 
Mffim.)*[89]. 
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The  Houie  met  at  Two  of  the  elock. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY  AND  COUNTY 
COU  RTS  .—QUESTION. 

Mr.  HARDCASTLE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
of  Vice  Chancellor  Stuart's,  in  the  case 
"Picard  v,  HiQ^,"  in  which  the  Vice 
Chancellor  refused  to  transfer  the  suit  to  a 
County  Court  on  the  ground  that  the 
costs  in  the  County  Courts  exceeded  those 
in  the  Court  aboTO ;  and,  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  truth  of  this  statement  of 
Vice  Chancellor  Stuart's  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  in 
roply*  that  he  had  receiyed  a  communica- 
tion from  the  chief  clerk  of  Vice  Chancellor 
Sir  John  Stuart  on  this  subject.  The  re- 
sult of  that  communication  was  this — that 
the  chief  clerk  belieyed  he  did  state  in 
reply  to  a  question  from  his  Honour  that 
the  expenses  to  be  incurred  after  the  trans- 
fer of  the  case  to  a  County  Court  would 
exceed  those  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  the  opinion  so 
expressed  was  formed  from  general  im- 
pressions. 

METROPOLIS— PARK  LANE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  LA60UCHERE  said,  ho  would 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  to  glTO  the  neces- 
sary notices  to  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
houses  in  Hamilton  Place,  in  order  to 
enable  the  next  Parliament,  should  it  think 
it  expedient,  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Private  Bill  Committee,  to 
which  was  referred  the  Bill  to  widen  and 
improve  Park  Lane? 

CoLONBL  HOGG  said,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
leman  appeared  to  be  under  some  misap- 
prehension, he  would  state  exactly  what 
had  been  done  in  this  matter.  The  first 
Bill  brought  into  Parliament  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  for  improving 
Park  Lane  was  in  the  Session  of  1865  ; 
its  object  was  to  open  a  new  public  road  or 
street  in  continuation  of  Hamilton  Place 
(Sec.  7).  The  deposited  estimate  of  ex- 
pense was  £10,000.  The  Bill  went  into 
Committee,  but  the  Preamble  was  declared 
not  proved.  A  further  Bill  was  brought 
into  Parliament  by  the  Board  in  the  Session 
of  1866  to  widen  and  improve  Park  Lane 
on  the  west  side.  The  capital  sought  to 
be  raised  was  £120,000.  The  deposited 
Bill  was  withdrawn  by  order  of  the  Board 


on  account  of  the  state  of  the  SessioD* 
A  further  Bill  was  brought  into  Parliament 
by  the  Board  in  the  Session  of  1867  for 
the  same  improvement  as  mentioned  in  the 
Bill  of  1866;  the  proposed  capital  waa 
£120,000.  The  Bill  was  never  proceeded 
with  in  Committee.  A  further  Bill  waa 
brought  in  by  the  Board  this  Session  for  the 
same  improvement,  the  capital  proposed 
being  £115,000.  This  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee, who  declared  the  Preamble  not  to 
have  been  proved.  The  Metropolitan  Board 
were,  therefore,  in  some  sort  of  difficulty. 
They  had  several  meetings  on  the  subject, 
and  the  matter  had  been  referred  to  the 
surveyor  to  go  into  the  matter  thoroughly. 
That  gentleman  had  now  been  about  three 
weeks  engaged  on  it,  and  expected  to 
report  next  week  about  the  various  schemea 
and  expenses.  What  the  decision  of  the 
Board  would  be  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  say,  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  they  would  endeavour  next 
year  to  bring  in  some  Bill  or  other  for 
opening  up  Park  Lane,  and  making  it 
more  convenient  for  the  public  than  it  was 
at  present. 

AGENTS  AT  THE  FOREIGN  OFFICE. 

QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a  Circular  has 
been  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Jilissiooa 
Abroad,  notifying  that  no  person  in  the 
Diplomatic  or  Consular  Service  who  baa 
not  now  an  Agent  at  the  Foreign  Office 
will  be  allowed  to  take  one ;  and,  whether 
it  is  intended  to  make  any  arrangement  to 
enable  those  who  will  be  without  Agents  to 
draw  their  salaries;  and,  if  so,  whether 
those  who  now  have  Agents  will  be  allowed 
to  profit  by  any  sdch  arrangement  ? 

LoBD  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  what 
had  been  decided  and  what  the  diplomatic 
and  consular  servants  had  been  informed 
of  was  the  adoption  of  a  Minute,  of  which 
the  following  is  an  extract  i—- 

''  That  no  Clerk  or  other  person  oonneoted  with 
the  Foreign  Office,  except  nioh  as  are  at  1^  date 
of  this  Minnte  (June  24, 1866)  acting  as  Agents, 
shall  hereafter,  directly  or  indirectly,  undertake  to 
act  as  such  for  any  of  Her  Majesty^s  diplomatio 
or  consular  servants." 

Diplomatists  and  Consuls  have  at  the  same 
time  been  reminded— 


"  That  there  is  no  obligation  on  them  to 
ploy  as  an  Agent  a  Olerk  in  the  Foreign  OfBoe  Ibr 
any  porpose  whatsoever,  and  that  they  may  entrust 
to  any  peisoa  whom  they  may  ehooso  to  employ^ 
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id  with  the  Foreign  Oflkw,  their  Powera 
of  Atlornaj,  under  whleh  taoaejt  b«aoiaiiig  daft 
to  them  mtij  be  regolvly  reaeiTsd." 


OASE  OF  JAMES  BELL.- (QUESTION. 

Ub  Aldskkak  LUSK  laid,  he    woold 

Wg  to  ask  tbe  Secrctarj  of  State  for  the 

Borne  Department,  Whether  he  bag  reoeiTed 

•Dj  eommuDication  on  behalf  of  a  lad  of  the 

iikme  of  James  Bell,  irho  nss  DODTicted  on 

tbe  evidonee  of  three  polioemea  at  the  Mid* 

dieeez  Seesians  on  the  28th  da;  of  Maroh 

lut,  (but  from  evidence  since  ohiained  he 

I'    ]i  aappoBcd  to  he  innocent)  ;   whether  anj 

^'    0Op7  or  original  ConfeaBioo  of  a  man  named 

i)ujr,   irho  was    oooricted    on    the    2]at 

lMt«Dt   at    the  Middle«ez    Seseiona    has 

feMO  receired  at  the  Home  Office  ;    and, 

what  ooorie  the  Home  Secretary  intend* 

'  to  pnnue  in  reference  to  tbe  lad  Jamea 

jB«ll? 

Ub.  QATHORNB  HARDT  aaid,  in 
aaplj,  that  that  morning  onlj  the  Paperi 
^to  which  the  hen.  Qentleman  referred 
i^nuhed  the  Home  OfEce,  cooBiiting  of  a 
'^jinnorial  from  the  accused  io  bia  own 
frvonr,  to  which  was  attached  a  statemeDt 
of  a  person  who  wat  in  cuatodj.  He  had 
tfreoled  that  the  Papers  should  be  imme- 
dutelj  sent  to  the  Assistant  Judge  who 
tried  tbe  case,  in  order  that  he  might  re- 
aaiffl  the  learned  Judge's  notes  and  auch 
•ommenla  as  he  might  think  Gt  to  make 
apon  the  case  before  he  took  further  steps 
&l  the  matter. 

NAVT— OLD  SHIPS  AND  SHEEENESS 

DOCKYARD.— QU  ESTIOH. 

Hb.  FEMBBRTON  said,  he  wished  to 

nk    the    Secretnrj    to    the    Admiralty, 

If  the  GoTcrnment   have    come    to    anj 

4emaion  as  to  the  mode  of  diaposing  of  old 

-  Aipei  and,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 

As  report  that  the  Qoremment  intended 

to  elose  Sheerness  Dockjard  ! 

Lobs  HBNRY  LENNOX  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  mode  in  which  old  ships  belonging 
to  Her  Uajesty's  Navy  would  be  disposed 
af  in  future  would  depend  upon  the  recom- 
Biendations  of  the  Committee  now  sitting 
«pon  the  subject.  There  was  do  intention 
to  doae  Sheemess  Dockyard  at  prcaent. 

I 
KAVT-TDKRET  AND  BBOADSIDE- 

SHIPS.— QUESTION. 

Uk.    SHELT   said,  he  wiihed  to  ask 

Uw  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  re- 

fwMiee  to  Uie  oztraots  which  he  read  on 

Iha  2nd  and  13th  iastaat.  If  he  will  lay 


upon  the  Table  of  the  Honae  Copies  in  full 
of  the  Reports  and  Letters  of  Csptaia 
Macdooald,  Captain  Vansitlart,  Admiral 
Ryder,  and  one  of  the  Officers  of  the 
(kwm.  Captain  Chamberlain,  of  Admiral 
Warden,  Admiral  TeUerton,  Captaiu 
Foley,  Captain  Hood,  Captain  King  Hall, 
and  Captain  Willes,  relating  to  Turret 
and  Broadside-ships,  with  the  Letters  (if 
any)  proceeding  from  any  officer  in  the 
Admiralty  to  which  any  of  these  Reports 
and  Letters  were  replies? 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX  said,  in  re- 
ply, that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  the 
right  hoQ.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  effect  that  there  would  be 
no  objection  on  his  part  to  lay  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  the  documents  to  which 
the  ban.  Member  referred.  Some  of  those 
documents  were  written  under  the  supposi- 
tion that  they  would  not  be  published,  and 
contained  matters  of  a  personal  nature ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  might  feel  asaurod 
that  nothing  material  to  the  subject  wonld 
be  omitted. 

CASE   OF  OHABLES  FENNEL  UEASOR. 

QUESTION. 

An  bon.  Mbiibes,  in  the  absence  of 
Sir  John  Gray,  said,  -he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copy  of  the  Corre- 
spondence between  Charles  Pennell  Measor, 
late  sub-inspector  of  Factories  and  pre- 
Tiously  Deputy  Goremor  in  the  Convict 
Service,  and  the  Home  OfBce,  in  reference 
to  his  claims  for  compensation  for  augges- 
tions  made  by  him  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Convict  system  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  in 
reply,  thst  this  was  a  Question  which  should 
be  msde  perfectly  clear  to  the  House.  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  whether 
he  would  lay  upon  tbe  table  of  the  House 
a  statement  which  a  man  made  in  his  own 
fsvonr  in  order  to  obtain  compensation  from 
the  public  ?  and,  in  reply,  he  (Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy)  begged  to  state  that  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  that  such  a  course  should 
be  adopted.  This  was  a  case  where  a 
gentleman  who  thought  that  he  had  done 
great  service  to  the  public  had  entered  into 
a  long  correspondence  with  a  partionlar 
Department  of  the  Government  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtsining  a  favourable  consideration 
of  his  claims,  which  bsd  been  already  Te> 
jected.  The  gentleman  had  other  modes 
of  bringing  tbe  correspondeuae  before  tbe 
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publto  than  that  of  ha?ing  it  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House.  Under  these  cir- 
cumBtances  he  could  not  consent  to  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Member. 

OUTBREAK  OF  CATTLE  PLAGUE. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  lid  dell  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
PriTj  Council  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  him  private  Notice — namely,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has' been  called  to  the 
report  which  has  appeared  in  one  of  the 
morning  journals  that  an  outbreak  of  Cattle 
Plague  had  occurred  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe;  and,  whether  any  official  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  that  report  has 
reached  him;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  immediate  steps  to  ascertain  whether 
or  not  that  report  is  accurate  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  in 
reply,  that  about  a  week  ago  the  Govern- 
ment received  official  intelligence  that  an 
outbreak  of  cattle  plague  had  occurred  in 
Egypt,  and  that  morning  he  had  seen  a 
telegraphic  communication  stating  that 
there  had  also  been  outbreaks  of  that 
disease  in  St.  Petersburg  and  in  other 
districts  of  Russia.  He  was  not  aware 
that  any  official  intelligence  had  been  re- 
ceived with  respect  to  the  latter  occurrence, 
but  he  would  take  care  to  inform  himself 
whether  such  was  the  case  or  not  by  nine 
o'clock  that  evening. 

ELECTION  PETITIONS  AND  CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

(ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Oathome  Bardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northecte,) 

[bill  243].   THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  Disrveli,) 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  rose  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  re-com- 
mitted, with  the  object  of  bringing  up  a 
clause  relating  to  election  expenses.  His 
object  was  not  to  reverse  a  decision  al- 
ready arrived  at;  but  he  was  induced  to 
take  this  course,  because,  in  consequence 
of  the  tactics  adopted  by  the  Goyernment, 
he  had  been  prevented  from  adding  to  the 
clause  on  which  the  House  divided  yester- 
day a  proviso  which  originally  belonged  to 
it,  protecting  constituencies  against  un« 
necessary  and  factious  contests,  and  con- 
sequently a  false  issue  had  been  raised, 
Mr,  ffathame  Hardy 


and  many  hon.  Members  voted  against  the 
clause  who  would  have  supported  it  if  it 
had  been  accompanied  with  the  proviso  in 
question.      Therefore  he  contended  that 
he  was  justified  in  taking  this,  perhaps, 
unusual  course,  in  order  to  obtain  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  on  a  straightforward 
and  intelligible  issue.     He  proposed,  if  his 
Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill  were  carried, 
to  bring  up  the  original  clause,  throwing 
the  expenses  of  elections  in  boroughs  and 
counties  on  the  ratepayers,  and  to  add  to 
it  the  clause  carried  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Riding  (Viscount 
Milton),   which  was  approved  of  by  the 
highest    authority    in   that   House  upon 
rating  questions— the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn 
tho  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Heolej) 
and  which  enacted  that,  as  regarded  connty 
elections,  the  expense  should  fall  on  the 
division  of  the  county  in  which  the  elec- 
tion took  place.     Then  he  should  also  sdd 
the  proviso  proposed  yesterday  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman) 
requiring  every  candidate  for  whom  a  poll 
was  demanded  to   deposit    with  the  re- 
turning officer,  in   the  case  of  a  boroogh, 
£100,  and  in  the  oase  of  a  county,  £2(10, 
which  deposit  would  be  forfeited  incaae 
the  candidate  did  not  poll  one-fifth  of  the 
whole  number  of  electors  voting  at  the 
election.      This  proviso    was  an  effectoal 
safeguard  against  the  nomination  of  sham 
candidates.      His  great  desire  was  that 
before  the  subject  was  finally  decided  the 
House  should  have  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  in  a  claase  properlj 
framed  and  properly  protected. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''  now  read  the  third  time,"  in  order 
to  add  the  words  "  re-oommitted  in  re- 
spect of  a  Clause  proTiding  for  returaisg 
officers'  expenses  out  of  rates/'-— (^' 
fVitoceM,)— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  DIXON  said,  if  there  should  be  an 
objection  to  the  proposed  clause  that  it 
would  not  work  well  in  the  cooDties,  they 
might  in  Committee  make  it  spplieable 
only  to  boroughs.  He  maintained  that 
the  expenses  incurred  at  election  contests 
by  the  returning  officer  would  be  re- 
duced by  one-half,  or  possibly  by  two- 
thirds,  if  those  expenses  fell  upon  totf 
ratepayers  instead  of  the  candidates,  in- 
asmuch as  the  latter  were  regarded  bj 
the  builders  as  fair  game,  and  plandered 
in  a  way  to  which  the  guardians  of  the 
ratepayers'  money  would  never  tbfnk  « 
submitting.    Last  year,  in  the  boron^B 
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tbal  he  represented  there  was  a  contested 
•lection,  and  the  expenses  of  the  returning 
officer  were  £876.  About  10,000  per- 
Bons  voted  ;  but  at  the  next  election  the 
nomber  of  voters  would  probably  be  three 
times  as  many,  and  the  expenses  of  the 
retaming  officer  would  probably  be  in- 
ereased  in  proportion.  The  Mayor  of  Bir- 
mingham, a  man  of  great  experience  and 
capacity,  and  he  might  add,  for  the  benefit 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  a  sound  Con- 
•ervative,  had  informed  him  last  night  that 
ilio  ratepayers  of  that  borough  were  quite 
willing  that  the  cost  should  fall  on  them, 
mnA  he  added  that  the  authorities  of  the 
town  would  be  able  to  erect  hustings  and 
lK>oth8  at  a  much  less  cost  than  the  can- 
didate could  ;  the  same,  he  believed,  might 
ke  said  of  all  the  boroughs  throughout  the 
Ungdom.  Personally  he  should  hail  any 
'  inerease  in  the  election  charges  with  satis- 
::liMtioo,  because  it  would  lessen  the  chances 
^'bf  any  opposition  to  his  return  on  the  part 
of  gentlemen  who  were  not  able  to  expend 
is  inach  as  he  could  afford  to  ;  but  he 
Inuted  that  the  House  would  not  consent 
16  any  course  which  would  make  wealth 
flie  passport  to  that  assembly.  The  squires 
of  this  country  must  not  expect  that  they 
#ore  to  continue  to  be  the  only  class  who 
ooold  get  into  the  House;  for  he  would 
ismm  them  that  the  traders  and  manufac- 
tarers  were  rapidly  passing  them  in  wealth, 
ud  were  prepared  to  spend  more  monej 
to  get  into  the  House  than  the  landed 
aristocracy  could,  and  therefore  it  was  for 
tbo  interest  of  the  landed  gentry  to  oppose 
this  clause.  He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
not  to  diminish  the  credit  which  he  had 
obtained  in  reference  to  this  measure  from 
•n  parties  throughout  this  country  by  re- 
listing a  clause  which  was  received  out- 
of-doors  with  so  much  favour. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  he  could  assure 
Ifco  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
pizon)  that  one  of  the  principal  objects  of 
tbo  Bill,  which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had  had 
tbo  hoDonr  to  introduce,  was  to  prevent 
iUBj  undue  advantage  being  given  to  wealth 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament ; 
And  he  hoped  that  that  purpose  was  ap- 

Eent  in  most  of  its  clauses.  The  hon. 
mber  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett)  seemed 
to  complain  that  he  had  not  been  fairly 
fs«ated  by  the  Government  or  the  House 
in  reference  to  his  clause.  But  he  (Mr. 
iKsraeli]  wished  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
kr  and  the  Honse  that  they  had  never 
iMd  from  the   hon.  Member  a  complete 


proposition.  On  more  than  one  occasion 
they  had  passed  a  clause,  transferring  the 
expenses  of  elections  from  the  candidate 
to  the  locality  for  which  the  election  took 
place ;  but  whenever  such  a  clause  had 
been  moved  the  hon.  Member  had  declared 
that  it  must  be  accompanied  by  an  arrange- 
ment that  would  save  the  constituencies 
from  having  to  bear  the  charge  of  improper 
and  vexatious  contests.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had  repeated  that  morning  his  state- 
ment that  that  was  an  indispensable  por- 
tion of  his  proposition.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  never  brought  that  second  half 
of  his  proposition  before  the  House ;  and 
what  did  he  tell  them  that  morning  ?  He 
said  that  if  he  had  the  opportunity  given 
him  at  this  period  he  would  propose  the 
original  clause,  transferring  the  expenses 
of  elections  to  the  constituencies,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  would  endeavour  to  accom- 
plish the  other  part  of  his  plan  to  protect 
the  constituencies  from  vexatious  contests, 
by  proposing  the  clause  which  was  brought, 
without  Notice,  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  yesterday  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Leeman),  and  which  the  House, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  could  form  any 
opinion  of  their  treatment  of  it,  almost 
unanimously  rejected.  They  rejected  it 
because  they  preferred  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
W.  B.  Beaumont),  which  they  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider;  but  in  the  end  they 
were  obliged  to  reject  that  also.  There- 
fore they  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  no  practical  proposition  could  be 
advanced  which  would  satisfactorily  ac- 
complish the  hon.  Gentleman's  object, 
for  the  hon.  Member  had  told  them 
that  some  addendum  was  not  only  indis- 
pensably necessary  but  was  an  indispen- 
sable portion  of  his  proposition.  He  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  wished  to  say  one  word  in  refer* 
ence  to  the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  regard  to  the  original 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton.  When  that  clause  was  passed, 
the  Government  thought  it  their  duty  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  a  second 
time  upon  it,  because  they  felt  that  the 
final  adoption  of  it  in  its  imperfect  state 
would  probably  involve  them  and  the  coun- 
try in  difficulties  which  could  be  scarcely 
exaggerated.  It  had  been  said  that  he  had 
expressed  great  indignation  on  Monday 
last  at  the  idea  being  suggested  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  contemplated  ask- 
ing the  House  to  re-consider  this  question. 
Now  that  was  a  complete  misapprehension. 
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He  would  not  acknowledge  thai  the  senti- 
niept  he  then  expressed  was  one  of  indig- 
nation, and  he  must  say  that  it  was  not  an 
occasion  when  anj  indignation  was  neces- 
sary.    Why  should  he  feel  indignant  at 
the  imputation  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTcrn- 
ment  thought  it  their  duty  to  ask  the  House 
to  re-consider  the  rote  to  which  they  had 
come  ?     Nothing,  certainly,  was  more  dis- 
agreeahle  to  Her  Majesty's  Goverument 
than  to  he  obliged  to  ask  the  House  to  re- 
consider or  rescind  any  vote ;  but  if  the 
Government  felt  it  their  duty  to  do  so,  the 
imputation  of  such  an  intention  was  not 
one  that  could  cause  any  feeling  of  indig- 
nation in  their  minds.     He  had  certainly 
expressed  surprise  at  the  inquiry  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  because  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself    then    admitted,  his    inquiry  was 
founded  upon  a  mere  rumour,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  justified  in  putting  such  a  ques- 
tion to  him  from  a  mere  rumour.     At  that 
moment  he  said  candidly,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  asking  the  House  to 
rescind  the  Tote.     The  Government  were 
at  the  time  endeavouring  to  complete  the 
proposition  which    the   hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  had  failed  in  completing.     The 
House   having   committed    itself    to   the 
clause,  and — notwithstanding  the  warning 
they  had  received  from  the  Government  in 
calling  upon  them  to  reconsider  it — having 
adopted    it,   and   the   hon.   Member    for 
Brighton  having,  as  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  had 
said,  failed   to  complete  his  proposition, 
Her  Majesty's    Government  felt  it  their 
duty,  if  they  could,  to  connect  the  two 
branches  of  the  hon.  Member's  proposition 
*^the  principle  that  the  election  expenses 
should  be  transferred  to  the  constituencies, 
and  some  proviso  which  would  practically 
protect  the  constituencies  from  vexatious 
and  improper  contests.    He  confessed  that 
he  had  himself  indulged   in  a  hope  that 
such  an  arrangement  was  not  impossible. 
That  it  was  a  very  difficult  one  must  be 
acknowledged  by  every  hon.  Member,  con- 
sidering the  time  which  had  been  taken  to 
solve  the  difficulty  and  the  complete  failure 
of  the  attempts  ultimately.  No  proposition 
brought  forward  on  the  subject  had  at- 
tracted the  sympathy  or  obtained  the  sop- 
Dort  of  anything  like  a  majority  of  that 
House  ;  and  even  to-day  they  were  asked 
to  fall  back   upon    a   proposition  which 
had    never    been    put    upon  the  Paper/ 
which   was   hurriedly  drawn    up »-  iians 
pede  in  uno  —  and  which  had  been  re- 

Mr,  Duroili 


jected  by  the  House,  because  they  pre- 
ferred at    the   time   another   proposition 
which,  after  some  deliberation,  was  in  its 
turn  rejected  also.     The  Government  cer- 
tainly hoped  even  up  to  Tuesday  evening 
that  some  proposition  would  be  made  by 
which  the  difficulty  would  be  surmounted. 
But  late  on  Tuesday  night  he  was  informed 
that  it  had  been  quite  given  up  as  hopeless 
that  any  proposition  could  be  brought  for- 
ward  to  which  the  House  would  assent. 
Under  those  circumstances  the  Government 
felt  it  their  duty — he  confessed,  with  great 
reluctance  on   his   own  part,  as  his  Col- 
leagues were  aware — on  Tuesday  night  to 
give  the  House  another  opportunity  of  re- 
considering the  clause,  and  the  option  of 
adopting  some  other   proposition,   rather 
than  to  send  up  to  the  other  House  at 
that  advanced  period  of  the  year  a  pieee 
of  legislation  upon  this  important  subject, 
framed  in  a  manner  so  crude  and  unsatis- 
factory, and  which  in  itself  might  endanger 
the  favourable  conclusion  of  their  labours. 
Well,  every  possible  precaution  was  then 
taken  to  acquaint  hon.  Members  generally 
with  this  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    The  moment  the  Government 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  such  a  course 
was  absolutely  necessary  Notice  was  given 
to  Gentlemen  who  possessed  the  confidence 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  thereupon 
became  informed  of  the  fact  even  before 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.     Though  the  Government  placed 
the  Notice  on  the  Paper  for  Wednesday, 
if  anything  like   an   intimation  had  then 
been  given  from  those  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  influenced  opinions 
upon  such  questions  that  further  time  was 
necessary  the  Government  would  not  have 
insisted  on  coming  to  any  definitive  con- 
clusion upon  it  on  that  day.     The  course 
of  Public  Business  however  relieved  both 
sides  of  the  House  from  any  difficulty  on 
that  point,  and  the  question  at  issue  was 
not  brought  on  until    the  following  day. 
The  House  had,  however,  from  Wednesday 
been  employed  more  or  less  in  discussing 
the   question.     Nearly  the   whole  of  the 
Morning  Sitting  yesterday  had  been  em- 
ployed in  discussing  it,  but  as  it  was  not 
actually  reached  until  late  upon  the  Thurs- 
day the  House  had  not  the  full  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  it  which  the  Government 
was  so  desirous  of  affording.    Incidentally, 
however,  they  had  been  for  some  time  pre- 
viously discussing  more  or  less  the  whole 
principle  involved,  and  it  must  be  admitted 
that  notwithstanding  all  the  time  apen  in 
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mwiidering  tbe  matter  no  satisfaotory  so- 
lotton  of  the  difficulty  bad  been  offered  to 
the  House.  He  made  those  remarks  in 
order  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
ihoald  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  he 
kad  been  treated  by  the  GoTernment  with 
any  want  of  fairness  or  courtesy.  Her 
Majesty's  OoTemment  were  in  a  great 
Amenity  at  that  advanced  period  of  the 
Sea8ion»  and  they  felt  that  even  a  delay 
of  twenty-four  hours  was  not  a  matter  that 
ought  to  be  lightly  assented  to.  The  House, 
ko  howerer  submitted,  had  had  sufficient 
BOtioe,  under  the  circumstances,  for  the 
oontideration  of  the  question.  They  had 
b,  Oonaidered  it,  and  they  had  arriTod  at  a 
iaeiaion  which  certainly  facilitated  the  pro- 
greaa  of  the  Bill.  The  time  was  Taluable, 
Owl  he  thought  the  Bill  was  valuable.  He 
;;OBlreated  the  House,  therefore,  not  to  em- 
I'torrais  the  coarse  of  legislation  on  this 
aobjeet  by  re-opening  the  question,  parti- 

£;rly  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
self  had  no  pretence  for  saying  that  he 
VM  coming  forward  with  a  satisfactory 
ition.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
rd  yesterday  morning  with  a  propo- 
iMon  upon  which  the  House  decided,  and 
llDald  now  only  fall  back  upon  the  proposal 
'llf  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman), 
i^vUeh  the  House  had  rejected.  To  press 
.Aol  proposition  now  would  probably  em- 
tork  the  House  in  a  long  and  useless  con- 
Ivoferty,  would  waste  the  whole  morning, 
ood  prevent  them  advancing  to  that  point 
to  which  they  all  wished  to  arrive,  and 
M%ht  endanger  or  embarrass  the  passage 
of  a  Bill  which,  through  the  good  temper 
ood  forbearance  of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
kod  been  brought  to  its  last  stage.  He 
ooold  assure  the  hon.  Member  with  perfect 
•iaoerity  that  he  laboured  under  a  great 
jriatake  if  he  i^pposed  that  there  was  any 
dliq|K>sition  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  take  an  undue  advantage  of  him,  and 
ko  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
aat  persevere  in  pressing  his  Amendment 
010  the  House  after  the  discussion  and  the 
lOiolt  of  yesterday. 

Mb.  leeman  said,  it  was  evident  that 
Iko  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
iko  Government  had  benefited  very  largely 
kj  the  education  which  he  received  yester- 
MJ  ft^m  the  Solicitor  General.  On  the 
kcood  question  of  the  principle  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett's)  pro- 
peeol  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
oaid  a  single  syllable,  and  yesterday  the 
CMieitor  General  sheltered  himself  under 
o  mere  naked  technicality.     There  had 


been  no  attempt  on  either  his  part  or  on 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  meet  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton. 
The  House  had  twice  decided  the  broad 
question  of  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton's  clause,  and  the  only  grounds 
put  forward  for  asking  the  House  to  re- 
verse its  decision  were  the  technical  diffi- 
culties urged  ctd  nauseam  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  asked  the  House  not  to  be 
led  away  by  those  pretended  difficulties- 
he  used  the  word  advisedly — of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  just  told  them  that  yester- 
day the  hon.  Member  for  York  made  a 
proposition  without  Notice.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  that  statement  was  characterized 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  usual  can- 
dour. Necessarily  he  had  brought  forward 
his  proposition  without  Notice  because  it 
was  an  Amendment  on  an  amended  Amend- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fur- 
ther stated  that  his  proposition  was  rejected 
by  the  House  almost  unanimously.  He 
took  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Several  hon.  Members  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  side  of  the  House  had 
since  told  him  they  would  have  voted  for 
his  proposition  if  he  had  gone  to  a  division. 
In  withdrawing  it  he  yielded  to  appeals 
made  to  him  from  the  front  Bench.  The 
House  would  remember  that  when  yester- 
day his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  (Viscount  Milton)  moved 
his  Amendment,  which  was  subsequently 
adopted  without  a  division,  the  Solicitor 
General  thought  fit  to  use  language  which 
was  anything  but  respectful  to  the  noble 
Viscount,  and  anything  but  what  was  due 
from  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  to  a 
Member  of  that  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  the  House  that  the 
noble  Viscount's  clause  would  not  work, 
but  he  did  not  condescend  to  say  why. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (^Mr.  Henley),  with  that  acute- 
ness  which  belonged  to  him,  and  with  the 
aid  of  his  great  experience  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  told  the  House  that  the  clause 
was  perfectly  workable  ;  and  the  fact  that 
the  Government  accepted  it  subsequently 
was  evidence  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  right,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wrong.  There  was  no  difficulty 
in  reducing  to  practice  the  principle  for 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  con- 
tended ;  and  he  entreated  the  House  not 
to  be  deluded  by  the  statement  of  the 
Solicitor  General  that  there  was  a  techni- 
cal difficulty.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
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bring  itself  l»aok  to  the  poiitioa  la  whieh 
it  stood  on  Saturday,  and  if  thej  saw  that 
the  proposition  of  Mr  Fawoett  was  a  just 
and  sound  one,  that  they  would  adopt  it. 

Mb.  FLOYBR  said,  that,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  the  question  was  this— How  oould 
a  county  rate  be  levied  on  the  different 
divisions  of  a  county  which  had  been  di- 
vided for  election  purposes  ?  He  should 
not  for  a  moment  dispute  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley).  True,  there 
would  be  no  great  difficulty  in  levying  a 
rate  in  one  of  several  districts  of  a  county; 
but  you  must  not  only  levy  the  rate  and 
receive  your  money,  but  you  must  know 
how  to  spend  it  for  the  parties  who  had 
paid  it.  Now,  Somersetshire  had  been 
divided  into  three  divisions  for  election 
purposes;  and,  taking  it  as  an  illustration, 
he  asked  what  would  happen  if  there  was 
an  election  in  one  division  and  not  in  the 
two  others,  supposing  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
to  be  added  to  the  Bill  ?  It  was  well  known 
that  county  rate  was  levied  by  fixing  on 
some  aliquot  portion  of  Id.  or  some 
other  sum.  Assuming  that  the  lowest  rate 
—id.  in  the  pound-— was  levied  on  one 
division  for  election  purposes,  and  that 
£1,000  was  raised  thereby,  while  the  ei- 
penses  of  the  election  amounted  to  only 
£700  or  £800,  in  what  way  was  the  balance 
to  be  expended  ?  If  it  was  paid  over  to 
the  county  rate,  then  one  part  of  the  county 
would  be  paying  for  the  whole  county,  and 
would  be  thereby  so  far  relieving  the  two 
other  portions  of  the  county  of  some  of 
what  they  ought  to  pay.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  might  be  said  that  you  could  credit 
the  balance  after  payment  of  the  election 
expenses  to  the  portion  of  the  county  in 
which  the  money  had  been  raised ;  but  in 
what  way  could  that  balance  be  applied  ? 
— because  for  all  other  than  election  pur- 
poses the  county  was  a  whole,  and  the 
entire  of  the  expenses  of  the  county  must 
be  paid  by  rates  levied  at  so  much  in  the 
pound.  It  might  be  proposed  that  the 
money  should  be  locked  up  and  kept  for  some 
future  election ;  but  elections  were  not  of 
such  frequent  occurrence  in  counties  that 
any  such  proceeding  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  ratepayers.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Leeman)  said  this  was 
a  question  of  principle.  He  (Mr.  Floyer) 
contended  that  it  was  a  question  of  prsotical 
arrangement.  Again,  it  had  been  said  that 
the  principle  of  the  clause  was  one  of  eco- 
nomy. If  so,  it  was  the  economy  of  looking 


to  your  neighbour  to  paj  instead  of  peying 
yourself.  Until  the  incidence  of  loeal 
taxation  eoold  be  settled  in  a  more  satis* 
factory  manner  the  ratepayers  of  the  coon- 
ties  and  boroughs,  who  were  already  verjr 
heavily  taxed,  would  look  very  jealoualy  on 
any  such  proposition  as  that  now  under 
consideration. 

Mb.  GANDLISH  said,  it  was  not  the 
practice  for  county  authorities  to  levy  a  uni- 
form rate  of  so  much  in  the  pound  on  the  dif- 
ferent parishes.  The  practice  was  to  call 
for  so  much  ft'om  each  of  them  in  a  lump 
sum.  Each  union  in  a  county  was  ealled 
upon  to  contribute  its  quota,  according  to 
its  rateable  value.  At  the  present  time 
certain  rates  were  levied  by  union  districta, 
and  nothing  would  be  more  easy  than  to 
levy  the  sum  necessary  for  defraying  eleo- 
tion  expenses  by  a  rate  upon  those  unions 
which  were  included  in  the  district  for 
which  the  election  was  held.  He  thought 
this  proposal  would  entirely  get  rid  of  the 
technical  difficulty  raised  by  the  Solicitor 
General.  Neither  was  there  any  necesaitj 
for  levying  an  amount  in  excess  of  what 
would  be  actually  required.  The  exact 
sum  could  be  as  easily  levied. 

Mb.  BBRESFORD  HOPS  said,  he 
must  represent  that  the  narrative  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  given 
of  the  circumstances  connected  with  Ibis 
proviso  was,  no  doubt  unintentionally,  not 
quite  accurate.  The  object  of  the  elaote, 
as  originally  introduced  by  the  hon.  Mem<- 
ber  for  Brighton,  was  to  throw  the  expenses 
attendant  on  the  machinery  of  eleetiona 
upon  the  ratepayers  for  whose  benefit  it 
was  assumed  that  Members  of  Parliament 
existed,  and  so  help  to  get  rid  of  that 
element  of  vulgar  display  which  had  always 
been  so  corrupting  an  element  in  eleetiona, 
and  which  threatened  to  bd  hereafter  still 
more  rampant.  At  the  same  time  it  con- 
tained a  provision  to  protect  the  oonsti- 
tuencies  from  the  contingent  risk  of  their 
being  infested  by  the  pest  of  sham  candi- 
dates advertising  themselves  at  the  hus- 
tings. The  clause  was  well  considered  and 
fully  sifted,  and  finally  read  a  second  time 
in  its  complete  form  by  a  not  inconsiderable 
majority,  remembering  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers up  in  town.  At  this  stage  questions 
were  raised  as  to  the  deiails  of  the  saving 
provision,  some  of  them  in  a  friendly  spirit, 
by  Members  who  approved  of  the  principle, 
but  who  were  doubtful  as  to  the  particular 
machinery.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton,  although  in  possession  of  the 
field,  in  the  most  good-humoured  spiril 
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waived  his  advanUge,  and  oonienied  to 
laava  the  form  of  the  proviso  open  to 
Ibrther  discuBBion  by  withdrawing  the  se- 
aond  paragraph  of  the  clause  which  em- 
bodied his  own  scheme.  That  oonoession 
redaoed  the  clause  to  the  naked  condition 
ff  an  enactment  that  the  expenses  of  the 
Imaiings,  polling  booths,  and  so  forth  were 
to  be  thrown  upon  the  rates.  But  he  (Mr. 
Bareslbrd  Hope)  appealed  to  the  reeolleo- 
tfop  of  the  House  if  an  honourable  under- 
■landing  had  not  been  arrived  at  that  if 
iha  elause,  which  had  been  read  a  second 
Una  in  complete  proportions,  should  pass 
fa  iu  naked  form,  it  was  hereafter  to  be 
alothed  upon,  if  possible,  the  Report.  In 
■hart,  if  it  were  allowed  to  pass,  it  was 
la  do  so  dtf  bene  eue,  and  without  pre- 

eiee,  with  the  understanding  that  some 
iting  provision  was  to  be  appended  when 
%  eame  up  upon  the  Report.  Accordingly, 
iip  the  second  divisiun,  it  was  again  af- 
Amad,  and  by  a  majority  only  diminished 
vlhlj  a  single  vote.  The  honourable  under- 
^iltaoding  regulated  the  votes,  and  the  prin- 
']jpipla  of  the  clause  was  affirmed  under  the 
liaa— -shared  by  friends  and  by  opponents 
.ij— Ihat  a  proviso  would  be  added  to  it  be- 
im%  it  came  on  for  the  final  trial  of  the 
3faport,  which  might  act  as  a  safeguard 
igaiDBt  the  constituencies  being  put  to 
tay    unnecessary    expense    by    vexatious 

Sfflesory  candidatures.  How  did  Her 
ajesty's  Government  use  the  opportu- 
Mty  f  Standing,  as  he  was  doing,  in 
iho  Bomewhat  invidious  position  of  se- 
j^raling  himself  on  this  question  from 
the  party  with  which  he  usually  acted,  he 
would  refrain  from  reflections  on  them;  but 
ko  most  say  that  he  thought  the  Govern- 
fsant  would  have  taken  not  only  the  more 
ilimigbtforward  but  the  more  politic  course 
if  it  had — also  without  prejudice— while 
aoi  flinching  from  its  opposition  to  the 
olause  at  the  proper  time,  yet  co-operated 
la  bringing  it  into  the  most  perfect,  and, 
fmai  its  own  point  of  view,  least  objection- 
IMo  form,  by  aiding  in  framing  as  work- 
jpUo  a  proviso  as  possible.  The  Government 
iaicht,  with  perfect  honour,  have  done  so, 
ano  yet  reserved  its  final  vote  against  the 
danse  in  its  entirety,  juBt  as  no  Member 
ii  precluded  by  his  aid,  contributed  in  Com- 
iDittee,  from  voting  against  the  third  reading 
•f  any  Bill.  It  was  an  insult  to  their 
•ommon  sense  to  pretend  that  the  Govern- 
aenl  eould  not,  if  it  had  pleaBed,  have 
flnind  something  which  would  hold  water. 
Baty  instead  of  taking  the  generous  course, 
wbat  did  it  do  ?    It  adopted  the  Btrategio 


poHey  of  beating  the  Bupportera  of  the 
clause  in  detail  by  setting  up  the  Solicitor 
General  to  oppose  everybody's  plan  and 
propose  none  of  his  own.  Every  suggestion 
from  every  quarter  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  preceding  day  met  with  the  deri- 
sion of  the  Treasury  Bench.  That  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
fared  no  better  until  there  uprose  the  Nestor 
of  the  Conservative  party,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  to 
show,  with  his  characteristic  broad  sense 
and  long  experience,  that  it  was  very  rea- 
sonable and  perfectly  easy  to  be  worked, 
and  the  Government  had  to  swallow  it. 
Then  came  the  division,  and  it  was  not 
surprising  that  the  Governmentbyitstaotics 
should  have  snatched  a  majority.  He  was 
not  ashamed  to  confcBS  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion with  himself — as  he  felt  sure  it  was 
with  the  other  Members  on  that  side  who 
supported  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
— whether  he  would  vote  for  the  clause  in 
its  naked  form,  stripped  as  it  was  of  the 
safeguards  afibrded  by  the  proviso.  But 
he  reflected  that  it  was  not  the  fauft  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton,  nor  of  himself, 
that  the  House  was  placed  in  that  false 
position,  but  of  the  Government.  The 
principle  which  they  desired  to  affirm  was 
this,  and  it  was  the  office  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  that,  if  carried,  it  should  be 
put  into  working  order,  while  if  the  office 
were  forced  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
there  was  another  place,  and  further  op- 
portunities, in  which  to  do  its  duty.  Ac- 
cordingly, he  voted  without  misgiving  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton, 
as  he  now  intended  to  do  again.  He  would 
now,  before  he  concluded,  briefly  state  the 
general  principle  on  which  he  had  all 
through  the  debates  upon  this  Bill  supported 
not  only  the  present  proposition,  but  all 
others  having  for  their  object  to  simplify 
and  to  cheapen  the  process  of  elections.  He 
found  himself  face  to  face  with  the  enor- 
mous addition  to  the  constituencies  created 
by  the  Reform  Act.  This  increase  was  in 
the  main  made  up  out  of  the  least  educated 
and  most  impressionablo  classes  of  the 
community.  These  were  the  persons  who 
were  not  only  the  most  accessible  to  direct 
monetary  influence,  but  to  the  juggling 
cajolery  of  noise,  and  pomp,  and  bluster, 
and  stage  play,  of  which  demagogues,  and 
the  wholesale  buyers  of  constituencies, 
would  well  know  how  to  make  full  use,  but 
of  which  the  intellectual  and  conscientious 
candidate  would  be  ashamed  to  avail  him- 
self.   This  system  of  histrionio  electioneer- 


1727  mecium  PMtim  f  OOmCONS) 


and  Cmrupt 


1728 


ing  liad  attained  its  olimai  in  America, 
and  some  amusingly  flagrant  instanoes  of 
its  abuee  during  the  pending  contest  for  the 
Presidency  had  got  in  the  English  papers. 
With  the  increase  of  voting  numbers  in 
the  country  the  increase  of  the  same  bad 
system  might  be  apprehended,  unless  a 
check  were  put  to  it  by  a  series  of  enact- 
ments providing,  as  far  as  laws  can  do,  for 
a  reasonable  degree  of  electoral  purity, 
such  as  the  prohibition  of  committee-rooms 
being  held  in  public-houses,  and  for  the 
encouragement  of  cheapness  and  simplicity 
in  the  machinery  of  contests.  If  the  cost 
of  hustings  and  of  polling-places  were  left, 
as  heretofore,  to  the  candidates,  there 
would  he  most  salient  danger  of  jobbery 
on  one  side  and  of  corruption  on  the  other, 
which  might  best  be  met  by  the  simple 
process  of  making  the  constituencies  them- 
selves feel  an  interest  in  the  economy  of 
their  production.  In  fact,  dispassionately 
viewed,  cheapness  of  elections  would  in  the 
time  to  come  be  as  truly  a  Conservative 
safeguard  as  it  would  be  a  really  Liberal 
policy.  As  a  political  question,  cheap  and 
decent  elections  would  be  the  best  gua- 
rantee against  the  House  being  flooded  by 
a  combination  of  demagogues  and  of  plu- 
tocrats, while  from  the  social  side  the  more 
simple  and  the  more  business-like  elections 
were  made,  the  better  would  it  be  for 
general  morality. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  had  with  great  ability  and  with  some 
considerable  success  placed  the  question 
upon  a  false  issue.  The  provision  respect- 
ing the  counties  was  of  trifling  importance, 
and  applied  only  to  those  counties  which 
were  divided  into  districts  for  election 
purposes.  The  main  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  or  not  the  Bill  was  to 
be  re-committed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  had  not  quite  accurately  stated 
what  had  occurred.  In  a  very  thin  Com- 
mittee, not  comprising  one  quarter  of  the 
Members  of  the  House,  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brighton  was  introduced 
with  a  proviso  or  rider  to  make  provision 
for  deposits  at  the  time  of  the  nomination, 
or,  as  the  clause  originally  stood,  before 
the  nomination.  It  was  speedily  seen  that 
that  proviso  was  not  a  good  one,  and  the 
hon.  Member  himself  undertook  to  bring 
up  another  proviso  upon  the  Report.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  clause  was 
agreed  to  on  two  divisions,  but  it  was 
carried  by  narrow  majorities,  and  it  was 
the  constitutional  practice  for  the  House 
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on  the  Report  to  review  what  had  been 
done  in  Committee.     On  Tuesday,  Notice 
was  given  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  their  intention  to  strike  out  the  clause ; 
but,  considering  that  on  Wednesday  there 
were  several  divisions  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Bill,  and  on  Thursday 
two  more  divisions  before  this  partieolar 
clause  was  reached,  the  Notice  relative  to 
it  could  not  be  considered  very  short ;  for 
any  one  observing  what  was  on  the  Paper 
of  Business  for  Wednesday  most  have  been 
very  sanguine  if  he  thought  that  the  claoie 
had  the  least  chance  of  heing  considered 
on  that  day.     What  happened  on  Thurs- 
day ?     On  that  day  the  House,  upon  the 
proposition   of  the  proviso   of   the  hon. 
Member  for  Brighton — which  proviso  tlie 
hon.  Member  deemed  the  necessary  adjunet 
of  his  clause  —  was  occupied  for  a  long 
time  in  discussing  what  sort  of  proviso 
should  be  framed,  and  there  were  bsrdlj 
two  Members  agreed  on  what  ought  to  be 
done,  how  it  should  be  done,   or,  wben 
done,  who  should  be  made  to  pay  for  it ; 
and  the  natural  result  of  the  prevailing 
confusion  was  that  no  proviso  was  agreed 
to.  The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Viscoont 
(Viscount  Milton)  merely  declaring  hor 
the  cost  should  fall  on  counties  which  were 
divided,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  genertl 
principle  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton^a 
clause.    It  was  now  proposed  to  re-commit 
the  Bill,  but  if  that  course  were  adopted 
the   whole  of  the    previous   proceedings 
might  be  repeated,  the  clause  being  again 
inserted  in  Committee,  and  again  stniek 
out  on  the  Report.     That  would  not  be  a 
very  convenient  process  to  go  through  at 
the  end  of  July.     The  clause  having  been 
struck  out  in  a  House  of  200,  and  bj  a 
larger  majority  than  that  by  which  it  bad 
been   carried    in   Committee,  the  wisest 
course  would  be  to  adhere  to  the  last  de- 
cision.   Nothing  had  been  done  but  what 
was  quite  regular  and  in  conformity  with 
the  Orders  of  the  House,  adopted  to  pre- 
vent anything  being  carried  into  effect  of 
which  the  House  might  not  be  generally 
aware.     He  was  not  fond  of  the  Bill  aod 
he  should  not  care  if  it  were  lost  sltoge* 
ther ;  but    he  could  not  understand  wbj 
the  parties  who  were  anxious  for  it»  P*"- 
ing  should  now  be  contending  for  a  matter 
which  had  no  connection  with  corropt  pra^ 
tices  at  all.     For  himself  he  did  not  see 
why  those  expenses  should  be  ^^^^^^ 
the  poor  ratepayers— a  course  of  proceed- 
ing that  he  did  not  think  he  should  des- 
cribe wrongly  if  he  said  it  was  dirty. 
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Mb.  MAOUIRE  said,  if  he  understood 

the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  aright  he 

imther  regretted  that  the  proposition  of  the 

'.  boD.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett) 

WM  not  earried  with   a   proper   proviso, 

.  andt   as  the  Liberal  party  were   anxious 

i    fbat  it  should  not  be  lost,  he  believed  that 

L  '  three  or  four   Qentlemen,   if  they   were 

•Arneat  in  the  matter,  could  in  three  or 

Ibar  minutes  prepare  a  perfect  clause.    He 

woold  remind  the  right  hon.  Member  for 

Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  that  on  one  di- 

^Mon  the  proposal  was  carried  in  Com- 

aiittee  by  a  majority  of  84  to  74.     He  did 

Mi  think  that  a  thin  House. 

Mb.  read    said,   he  was   anxious   to 
Udooe  the  costs  of  Parliamentary  Elec- 
^OBt,  but  he  objected  to  do  it  at  the  ex- 
of  the  ratepayers.     If  it  were  pos- 
to  levy  a  fair  rate  for  the  boroughs 
would  be  very  difficult  to  make  it  with 
J  amount  of  justice  on   the  counties, 
half  of  the  freeholders  of  his  division 
the  county  lived  in  Parliamentary  bo- 
bs in  the  city  of  Norwich  or  out  of 
eounty,  and  besides  that  one-half  of 
ratepayers  were  not  voters,  and  the 
t  would  be  that   in   his   county  the 
I  bulk  of  the  expense  would   fall  on 
non-electors  and  farmers  of  the  county. 
Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  :   The   hon. 
tUatleman  who  has  just  sat  doivn  seems 
f$  think  that  unexpensiveness  and  purity  of 
.^ijeotion  is  a  matter  which  affects  the  eleo- 
ton  only,  and  that  the  non-electors  have 

r»  interest  in  the  matter — a  view  in  which 
confess  I  do  not  share.     I  do  not  pro- 
yoM  to  revive  the  question  of  how   far 
{jh#  Government  has  treated  us  fairly  in 
.figard  to  this  matter.     We  muBt  accept 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
•thovn  that  at  the  time  when  he  replied 
te  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
ijhBdford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  Govern- 
t  had  no  intention   of  opposing   this 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
proceeds  to  give  a  history-^the  cor- 
ess  of  which  is  countersigned  by  the 

a  hi  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
>nley)  —  of  what  has  passed,  and  says 
'^Stmi  the  House  have  rejected  as  ineffectual 
jfU  propositions  to  reconcile  the  scheme 
jgf  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Vaweett)  with  the  desirableness  of  giving 
iteurity  against  vexatious  contests,  I  can- 
aol  assent  to  the  correctness  of  his  state- 
asaot.  There  was  not  one  of  the  proposals 
BMide  which  would  not,  in  the  opinion  of 
tte  aupporters  of  the  clause,  have  proved 
parfeetly  effectual.    The  objections  did  not 
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turn  on  the  efficacy  of  the  proposals,  but 
on  which  of  them  was  most  likely  to  pass 
the  House.  They  were  overthrown  by  the 
action  of  the  Government,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown  that  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  in  working  them. 
The  course  pursued  fully  illustrates  the 
old  proverb  **  None  so  deaf  as  those  who 
won't  hear."  Does  anyone  think  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  applied  his  mind 
to  the  subject  every  difficulty  would  not 
quickly  vanish  ?  We  have  an  apt  iliustra^ 
tion  of  the  mountain  like  magnitude  that 
molehill  objections  mayassume,  in  the  argu- 
ment of  one  hon.  Gentleman — that  if  a  little 
more  money  than  enough  is  taken  from  the 
couuty  rate  for  the  purpose  of  paying  elec- 
tion expenses  it  will  be  impossible  to  know 
what  to  do  with  the  balance.  We  have  heard 
of  lions  in  the  path,  but  difficulties  such  as 
these  are  snails  or  earwii^s  in  the  path,  and 
not  lions.  Were  the  Government  aware 
of  the  feeling  of  satisfaction  that  went 
through  the  country  along  with  the  news 
that  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brighton  was  carried,  they  would,  I  thmk, 
instead  of  throwing  technical  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  its  adoption,  rather  bring  it  in 
in  the  form  of  a  separate  Bill  than  lose 
the  chance  of  its  passing.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  the  Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill 
will  be  carried. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
was  quite  ready  for  a  division,  and  if  the 
House  were  of  that  opinion  his  object  would 
be  answered.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  there  was  not  even  a  Notice  of  a 
clause  on  the  Paper  to  be  introduced  into 
the  Bill  if  the  Bill  was  re-committed. 
With  the  various  Amendments  that  had 
been  proposed  and  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  upon  them,  what  chance  was 
there  of  their  agreeing  to  a  clause  ? 

Mb.  CORRANCE  said  :  As  one  of  the 
county  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
who  upon  a  former  occasion  expressed  opi- 
nions not  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
those  among  whom  we  sit,  perhaps  I  may 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments,  which  may  suffice  to  explain 
myself  upon  certain  points.  Of  this  whole 
Bill  let  me  first  say  this,  that  it  seems  to 
me  to  possess  a  value  beyond  that  of  the 
mere  penalties  inflicted  for  an  offence — 
beyond  that  even  of  a  measure  having  a 
deterrent  effect.  Sir,  it  expresses  a  moral 
sentiment  which  upon  the  country  will  not 
be  lost,  and  which  will  strengthen  the 
hands  of  Parliament  to  govern  this  country. 
Modern  Governments  mast  rest  upon  re- 

8  K       . 


1731 


m&eium  P0Miont 


{OOHMONSf 


^0.,  BiU. 


178S 


apeot.  Now,  Sir,  my  approTal  ef  thit 
ciaaae,  as  a  general  principle,  is  also  based 
upon  this^it  will  add  to  the  confidence  of 
the  coontrj  in  those  who  are  sent  here, 
in  certain  respects.  Mj  reasons  for 
this  I  ha?e  already  set  forth,  and  with 
these  I  will  not  now  trouble  the  House  at 
further  length.  But,  Sir,  what  is  said  ? 
That  ratepayers  will  object.  Now,  Sir, 
one  word  as  to  this.  By  those  who  say 
so,  it  seems  to  be  assumed  that  the  rate- 
payer is  a  thing — a  troglodyte,  if  you  will 
—of  a  special  class,  iui  generis^  and  uni- 
form in  his  habits  and  thoughts.  Is  this 
so  ?  In  truth,  I  think  not.  Sir,  the  rat# 
payer  is  a  creature  of  ?ery  various  habits, 
ways,  and  thoughts,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
out offence,  after  the  many  remarkable 
descriptions  6f  him  we  have  heard,  not 
wholly  dissimilar  from  even  Membera  of 
this  House.  You  cannot  correctly  pre- 
dicate of  him  that  he  is  simply  and  unre- 
servedly opposed  to  rates.  And  yet  this 
is  what  is  said  in  his  behalf.  Now,  Sir, 
let  me  qualify  this,  and  admit  that  he  is 
opposed  to  payment  of  rates  unless  he  can 
see  some  major  advantage  accruing  to  him- 
self. Well,  it  may  even  be  so  in  this  case  ; 
especially  among  the  more  acute.  Sir,  I 
object  to  an  increase  of  rates,  on  the  plain 
ground  that  they  are  unjust,  and  perhaps 
it  is  for  this  very  reason  that  I  do  not  ob- 
ject to  this.  How  and  where  and  by  whom 
is  the  battle  to  be  fought  ?  By  the  repre- 
sentation of  ratepayers  sent  up  to  this 
House.  If  you  give  the  ratepayer  a  di- 
rect interest  in  the  matter,  will  his  battle 
be  worse  fought  ?  It  is  time  that  this 
was  understood :  protected  interests  make 
a  poor  fight.  Sir,  those  who  think  that 
this  question  of  the  rates  can  be  won  by 
mere  words  or  out-door  agitation  make  a 
great  mistake,  and  they  miscalculate  their 
means  towards  the  end  they  would  promote. 
The  Market  Bill  and  the  malt  tax,  far 
minor  points,  might  have  made  them  wiser 
than  this.  Omelettes  like  this  are  not 
made  without  breaking  eggs;  and  we  do 
but  clip  the  shell  in  this  case.  It  is  time 
that  ratepayers  should  understand  this. 
But,  Sir,  undoubtedly  there  are  ratepayers 
of  an  unintelligent  class,  not  conversant 
with  these  pdblic  affiairs  or  their  own  inte- 
rest in  such  a  case ;  and  to  them,  for  a 
brief  moment,  you  may  make  your  appeal 
with  success.  But  remember,  Sir,  this— > 
that  behind,  or  rather  before,  such  men, 
we  have  now  organised  bodies  of  intelligent 
men  of  the  middle  class  to  whom  we  can 
appeal,  and  who  will  see  their  interest  in 
Mr,  Corratm 


this  measure,  and  public  opinion  will  follow 
their  opinion  in  auch  a  case  ;  and  that  opi- 
nion will  endorse  the  expediency  of  this. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  principle  which  I  on 
Saturday  expressed  by  my  vote.  Bot, 
Sir,  when  we  thus  sanction  a  general  pris- 
ciple  we  have  another  duty  to  perform,  sod 
it  is  in  this  instance  a  very  important  datj 
-—to  protect  the  ratepayer  from  the  missfla 
of  the  public  purse.  We  must  have  a  pro- 
viso sufficiently  large  to  do  this.  It  did 
not  seem  to  me  that  any  proposition  yes- 
terday sufficiently  met  the  case,  and  opos 
that  ground  I  gave  my  vote.  We  moit 
have  a  money  deposit  of  a  substantial  elsss. 
Now,  Sir,  what  has  been  said  against  thii 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmsraoek 
(Mr.  Bouverie)?  That  it  is  uoconititn- 
tiooal  to  fine  an  Englishman  who  wants  (o 
make  a  speech.  Sir,  I  wish  it  was  un- 
constitutional to  talk  nonsense,  and  that 
we  could  clap  a  fine  upon  it — yes,  even  in 
this  House.  I  do  not  allude  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  when  I  say  this ;  but  I  do 
say  that  I  would  even  double  such  a  fine 
if  I  could.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  provieo  no* 
proposed  I  do  think  we  have  such  a  gos- 
rantee  of  a  aubatantial  class ;  and  that, 
coupled  with  it,  the  clause  deserves  onr 
support.  What  other  objection  to  thii— 
that  it  will  not  work  ?  The  Solicitor 
General  moved  its  rejection  ;  but  he  as- 
signed no  reason  for  this,  or,  if  be  did, 
one  of  this  class  —  I  think  1  have  beard 
such  from  counsel  when  a  partieolarl/ 
stupid  jury  was  addressed — ^'Gentlemeo, 
you  are  so  intelligent  I  needn't  enlighten 
you  ;  so  well  informed  that  I  won't  ventare 
to  instruct  you  ;  and  of  course  you  bare 
made  up  your  mind  upon  the  point."  Bst 
suppose,  Sir,  he  helps  us  a  little  aa  to  thiij 
and  deala  with  the  difficulty — not  ao  very 
great  —  of  an  enactment  for  a  aeparate 
rate.  Sir,  I  at  leaat  believe  that  be  will 
confer  a  great  boon  on  that  ratepajlng 
class;  and  they  will  gladly  erect  in  their 
market-places,  not  perhaps  a  statue,  hot 
that  hustings  upon  which  he  will  betrinro- 
phantly  returned  to  the  House  witboot 
charge  to  him  or  expense. 

Question  put,  <<  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

The  House  dimded :— Ayes  102;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  II. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ogrM  to. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pami. 
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EKQULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL. 
[Bill  142.] 

[Larck.^      OOMMITTEE. 

Bill  mmi&r$d  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

CIaqm  13  (Liability  of  Company  dniing 
Sea  Transit). 

Mr.  DIXON  mo?ed  to  omit  the  clanse. 
Ill  object  was  to  relieve  the  railway  com- 
-pMiiea  from  the  sea  risk  which  they  at 

Cent  incurred  by  booking  and  convey- 
parcels  over  a  route  a  portion  of  which 
WM  by  sea.  He  contended  that  it  was 
^  Vildeeirable  to  relieve  these  companies  from 
\  '41  respoosibility  for  which  they  were  to  a 
I*  giuai  extent  compensated  by  the  magni- 
<^!  •fade  of  the  transactions  which  they  under- 

f^-leek. 

^w*  Ml.  STBPHBN  CAVE  thought  it 
'' JlMJntt  that  the  railway  companies  should 
j.\m  anbjected  to  a  risk  to  which  ordinary 
/flMpewners  were  not  liable.  Steamship 
,^J4riMBpanieSy  which  are  sometimes  competi-  j 
with  railways,  were  protected  by  their 
of  lading,  and  the  wording  of  this 
Ueiiee  was  really  taken  from  one  of  those 
"Jldb  of  lading.  The  clause  was  simply  to 
4ieve  an  absolute  freedom  of  contract  be- 
"fveen  all  parties.  Everyone  roust  admit 
4he  great  advantage  to  the  public  of 
ftroogh  booking.  The  railway  companies 
WM  they  could  not  continue  this,  if  they 
'''Wre  to  be  subject  to  greater  liability  than 
'■Mpowners,  during  the  transit  in  vessels 
•ver  which  they  had  frequently  no  control. 
'Ver  the  public  convenience,  and  more  par- 
l  tttmlerly  in  the  case  of  the  conveyance  of. 
•Altle  from  Ireland  to  this  country,  it  was 
^Minible  that  this  clause  should  be  passed, 
S^^iqMeially  as  it  would  by  no  means  exempt 
Itfle  railway  companies  from  any  responsi- 
^■'^'Itttj  they  might    incur   through    negli- 
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.*      .Mb.  CANDLISH   said,  he  thought  it 

^^llii^aat  that  the  railway  companies  should 

I   :iimir  this  risk  without  receiving  any  com- 

^  .'•yeBMition  in  the  way  of  increased  rates. 

r   Vor  the  public  convenience,   however,  it 

\'.    «be,  he    thought,   unadvisable  that   this 

#leiise  should  be  adopted,  inasmuch  as  the 

mU  remedy,  in  his  opinion,  lay  in  an  in- 

ereeaed  chsriife  upon  the  parcels. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  believed 
{bat  this  was  just  one  of  those  cases  where 
the  railway  company  could  insure  and  no 
eMM  else  could.  As  the  clause  stood  it 
iroiU  praeticallj  bar  insurance. 


Mb.  GILPIN  said,  that  the  system  of 
insurance  hitherto  in  vogue  had  not  been 
profitable  to  the  railway  companies,  and 
that  it  was  easy  for  merchants  and  others 
to  have  a  running  policy  if  they  chose. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  14  to  16,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Communication  between 
Passengers  and  the  Company's  Servants). 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  objected  to 
limiting  the  provisions  enforcing  means  of 
communication  between  passengers  and 
guards  to  trains  running  longer  distances 
than  twenty  miles. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  that 
though  a  great  number  of  inventions  for 
securing  a  communication  between  the 
passengers  and  the  guard  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  plan  yet  tried  had  been 
found  altogether  satisfactory.  Neither  the 
system  at  work  on  the  Continent  nor  that 
which  had  been  tried  at  home  was  quite 
perfect.  That  very  day  a  letter  had  been 
received  from  the  Commissioner  of  Rail- 
ways in  Ohio,  giving  a  description  of  a 
communication  by  the  simple  method  of  a 
cord  which  seemed  to  work  well  even  roand 
the  sharp  curves  of  American  railways. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  well  to  force  the  companies 
to  a  large  expenditure  without  giving  some 
time  for  further  trial ;  but  as  to  the  exact 
date  that  ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause, 
he  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  a  yet  on  said,  that  on  the  Con- 
tinent, when  the  communication  was  made 
by  a  passenger,  the  guard  went  to  the 
carriage  from  which  it  bad  proceeded.  The 
construction  of  the  permanent  way  on  the 
lines  in  this  country  did  not  permit  of  that 
being  done  on  our  railways  ;  and  as  any 
plan  yet  tried  in  England  consisted  of  a 
single  signal,  the  guard  could  not  know 
what  was  meant  unless  he  stopped  the 
train.  To  do  that  would  in  many  cases 
be  attended  with  the  greatest  danger  to 
the  lives  of  the  whole  of  the  passengers. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  that  the 
principle  of  having  a  communication  be- 
tween passengers  and  guard  had  already 
been  approved  by  that  House.  A  means 
of  such  communication  had  been  supplied 
in  the  express  trains  of  the  South- Eastern 
Railway  for  a  very  considerable  time,  and 
he  believed  that  no  possenger  had  been 
found  mischievous  enough  to  make  use  of 
it  for  any  idle  purpose. 
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The  word  "  April "  BobBtitated  for 
•*  January." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stephen  Gate,  the 
following  new  clauses  were  agreed  to  and 
added  to  the  Bill  :— 

After  Clwiw  19— "V.  Ligbt  Rai1waji.—(0rd6r 
for  construction  And  working  of  Railway  as  a  light 
Railway)  ;  (Conditions  and  regulations  for  light 
Railway); (Publication  of  regulations)/' 

Before  Clause  23—"  (Printed  oopies  of  share- 
holders address  book) ;  (Extension  of  scope  of 
'  Railway  Companies  Powers  Act,  1864/  27  and 
28  Vic.  c.  20)/" 

After  Clause  28— "(Extension  of  time)/' 

Mr.  RAZLEY  moved,  after  Clause  12 

to  insert  the  following  clauses  : — 

'*  11.  Management.  —  Company  may  appoint  or 
authorise  appointment  of  executive  committee; 
Power  to  separate  the  capital  and  reveuue  manage- 
ment ;  Capital  expenditure  to  be  voted  at  general 
meetings ;  Company  in  general  meeting  may  re- 
moTe  directors ;  Preference  holders  on  certain 
questions  to  haye  a  right  to  Tote ;  Questions 
may  be  decided  by  TOting  papers ;  Report  of  ques- 
tion and  voting  papers  to  be  sent  to  shareholders ; 
Secretary  to  receive  proxies  and  voting  papers." 

Mb.  STEPHEN  GAVE,  while  admit- 
ting  the  advantage  of  the  objects  aimed 
at  bj  the  hon.  Member,  objected  to  these 
clauses,  some  of  which  would  effect  a 
revolution  in  railway  administration.  Many 
of  them  no  doubt  were  useful,  and  he  had 
given,  under  the  clause  extending  the 
Railway  Companies  Powers  Act,  increased 
facility  for  adopting  them.  Of  others  he 
might  say  with  all  respect  that  they  were 
suggested  during  the  railway  panic,  and 
would  over-ride  Acts  of  Parliament  under 
which  the  railwavs  had  been  constructed. 
They  went,  in  his  opinion,  much  too  far  to 
admit  of  their  being  accepted. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  that  it  should  be 
recollected  that  directors  had  the  power  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  those  clauses 
without  any  Act  of  Parliament. 

Clauses  negatived  eeriatim. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  moved  in  Part 
III.,  after  Clause  17,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(Smoking  compartments  for  all  classes.) 
"  And  all  Railway  Companies  shall,  firom  and 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  in  every  passenger 
traiu,  provide  smoking  compartments  for  each 
olass  of  passengers/' 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  that  some  trains 
had  so  few  carriages  that  two  sets  could 
not  be  provided. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  said,  he  was 
chairman  of  a  company  whose  trains  some- 
times consisted  only  of  one  compartment. 
Mr,  H.  B.  Sheridan 


Mb.  J.  STUART  HILL  suggested  that 
the  provision  should  be  made  to  apply  only 
to  trains  of  a  certain  length.  The  abuse 
of  smoking  had  become  so  great,  and  the 
violation  of  the  companies'  by-laws  bo 
frequent,  that  the  smoking  in  trains  had 
become  a  positive  nuisance.  Scarcely  s 
railway  carriage  could  be  entered  in  whieh 
smoking  was  not  going  on,  or  which  was 
not  tainted  with  stale  tobacco. 

Mb.  Aldebmait  LUSK  said,  he  wsb  is 
favour  of  smoking  compartments.  Joor- 
neying  on  the  Charing  Cross  and  Cannoa 
Street  line  the  other  day  he  fooDd  s 
youth  in  one  of  the  carriages  with  s 
great  deal  more  hair  on  his  face  thsn 
brains  in  his  head  smoking  vigorously ;  s 
lady  was  in  the  carriage,  and  presuming 
she  objected  to  the  smoking,  he  asked  her 
to  go  into  another  compartment  with  bim. 
He  conducted  the  lady  to  another  com- 
partment and  returned  to  the  contest  with 
the  young  man.  But  smokers  always  had 
their  own  way. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  he  thought  themstter 
had  better  be  left  to  supply  and  demsod ; 
several  railway  companies  had  already  pro- 
yided  smoking  carriages,  because  the/ 
found  it  was  to  their  interest  to  do  so. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  sympathised 
with  the  supporters  of  the  clause*  Ais 
non-smoker  he  had  often  Buffered  severely 
from  the  violation  of  the  by-laws  agaioit 
smoking  ;  but,  while  admitting  that  rail- 
way companies  had  been  rather  alow  (o 
respond  to  the  wants  of  travellers  io  thii 
respect^  he  thought  it  better  to  leafo  the 
question  to  be  settled  by  public  opioioo. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  pohlie 
opinion  in  this  instance  was  swayed  by  a 
majority  of  smokers.  It  was  a  ease  of 
oppression  by  a  majority  of  a  minority. 

CoLOHKL  W.  STUART  said,  he  would 
support  the  clause.  Anyone,  no  mstter 
under  what  circumstances,  asking  a  smoher 
to  desist  was  generally  abused  like  a  pieh- 
pocket. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  be  woold 
propose  to  withdraw  the  clause  and  bring 
up  an  amended  one  at  the  next  stage  of 
the  Bill  to  meet  the  objection  raised. 

Clause  mthdrawn. 

Mb.  KENDALL  moved  a  new  olaoie-- 
Carriages  to  be  provided  exclusively  ^ 
women. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  he  bad  a  aerieeof 
clauses  to  propose,  but  as  it  was  now  to 
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tbehour  at  which  the  Sitting  must  be 
enspendedy  he  woald  bring  them  up  on  the 
Seport. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  proposed 
the  following  clause  : — 

(Railway  Companies  to  be  liable  to  penalties  in 
mm  they  shall  proyide  Trains  for  Prize  fights.) 

^  Any  Railway  Company  that  shall  knowingly 

bin  or  otherwise  proyide  any  Speoial  Train  for 

lb*  porpoie  of  conyeying  parties  to  or  to  be  pre- 

•mft  at  any  Prize  fight,  or  who  shall  stop  any  Or- 

diiiaiy  Train  to  oonyenienoe  or  aooommodate  any 

perties.  attending  a  Prize  fight,  at  any  plaoe  not 

an  ordinary  station  on  their  line,  shall  be  liable 

^  a  penalty,  to  be  recoyered  in  a  summary  way 

Wibre  two  Justices  of  the  county  in  which  such 

FMie  fight  shall  be  held  or  shall  be  attempted  to 

'  ^lie  held,  of  such  sum,  not  exceeding  £500  and 

^BOt  leas  than  £200,  as  such  Justices  shall  deter- 

.   Biiiio,  one-half  of  such  penalty  to  be  paid  to  the 

"jaffty  at  whose  suit  the  summons  shall  be  issued, 

-. .  tmd  the  other  half  to  be  paid  to  the  Treasurer  of 

^'  -tjllha  ooiinty  in  which  such  Prize  fight  shall  be  held 

..JV  shall  be  attempted  to  be  held,  in  aid  of  the 

'aoanty  rate  ;  and  senrice  of  the  summons  under 

--^ialiioh  the  penalty  is  sought  to  be  enforced  on  the 

-  Beoretary  of  the  Company,  at  his  office  ten  days 

'.  .  iMbra  the  day  of  hearing,  shall  be  suflcient  to  give 

i'  ^^ba  Jostioes  before  whom  the  case  shall  come  ju- 

f'  "lladietion  to  hear  and  determine  the  case." 

\':  ICb.  clay  said,  he  thought  there  was 
I  ^eonsiderable  amount  of  false  philanthropy 
!;Vrtfe  this  matter.  If  time  permitted,  he  had 
KiiB  great  deal  to  say  against  this  clause.  A 
[  jmw  fight  might  be  a  very  disgusting  ex- 
F  •kibition,  and  those  who  thought  it  was  were 
•ot  obliged  to  go  to  it.  He  did  not  go  to 
■prise  fights  ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that 
vheo  we  got  rid  of  prize  fighting  the  knife 
■Vaald  appear. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  reeumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
Oiidajf. 

MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 

'     Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  he  rose  to 

JBore  that  the  House  at  its  rising  should 

•djourn  till  Monday.     It  was  a  hard  thin^ 

oAat  hon.  Members  who  had  spent  their 

*dl«ya  and  nights  in  the  House  for  the  last 

V0ek  should  have  to  come  down  again  on 

Saturday. 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  rose  to 
Order.  He  believed  that  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  must  be  put  before  a  Motion 
ISbt  fixing  the  adjournment  to  a  particular 
dbj. 

MB.  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say 
lliat  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  was 
fai  Order,  though  the  course  mentioned  by 
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the  right   hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.  Hardy) 
was  the  one  usually  pursned. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  said,  that  there 
was  occasions  when  a  Saturday  Sitting 
was  perfectly  legitimate  ;  but  they  were 
not  in  that  position  now,  and  he  therefore 
objected  to  their  baring  to  assemble  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Mr.   DISRAELI :   I   regret  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  should 
have  found  it  necessary  to  commence  the 
Business  of  this  evening  by  such  a  Motion. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  anticipating  when 
the  adjournment  will  occur.    That  depends 
on  the  progress  which  will  be  made  this 
evening.     The  House  may  make  a  com- 
pensatory progress — one  which  will  com- 
pensate for  what  occurred  last  night.     But 
for  what  happened  •then  —  owing  to  too 
strict  interpretation  of   the  rules  of  the 
House-^there  would  probably  have  been 
no  necessity  for  anticipating  a  meeting  to- 
morrow.    Such  a  necessity  may  even  now 
be  prevented  if  the  House  is  in  the  cue  for 
making  progress  to  night ;  but  if  not»  then 
so  far  as  the  Government  can  influence  the 
decision  of  the  House,  we  shall  certainly 
do  everything  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  that  is  now  to  be  considered.     I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  ask  the 
House  to  come  yet  to  a  decision  with  re- 
gard to  the  adjournment,  because  later  in 
the  evening  we  shall  be  able  to  form  a 
better  conclusion  as  to  the  course  we  ought 
to  take.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been 
long  in  the  House  ;  but  so  far  as  I  have 
observed,  he  has  never  taken  any  step  that 
did  not  entitle  him  to  the  respect  and  con- 
sideration of  the  House.     But  I  observe 
that  the  Motion  has  been  seconded  by  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  great  ex- 
perience of  the  House,  and  I  am  surprised 
that  a  Gentleman,  once  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  knowing,  as  he  must,  how  import- 
ant is  the  discreet  management  of  the  time 
of    the  House  with  a  view  to  the  proper 
conduct  of  Public  Business,  should   have 
adfised   the   hon.    Gentleman   to    take   a 
course  which  I  certainly  do  not  think  will 
recommend  itself  to  the  general  opinion  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  referred  to  me,  I 
should  not  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
remark  that  it  is  in  consequence  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  are  interested  in 
the  Bill,  not  thinking  it  worth  while  to 
come  down  here  last  evening  to  make  a 
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Houie  tha(  we  aro  called  upon  to  take  the 
exceptional  coorae  we  haye  taken  in  ?iew 
of  a  probable  Sitting  on  Saturday.  Now, 
Sir,  I  contend  that  it  is  not  the  business  of 
the  Opposition  to  make  the  House.  I 
contend  that  it  is  not  fair  to  oall  upon 
Members  of  this  House  to  address  the 
House,  and  to  propose  Motions  and  import- 
ant Amendments  upon  a  Bill  before  the 
House,  in  the  absence  of  a  great  proportion 
of  hon.  Members  who  could  have  been 
here»  and  who  were  absent.  It  is  not  fair 
to  call  upon  them  to  address  their  argu- 
ments to  some  six  or  eight  or  ten  Members. 
It  may  be  very  well  for  Gentlemen  to  dine, 
and  enjoy  themselves,  and  come  down  here 
at  ten  or  eleven  o*olock  to  interrupt  Busi- 
ness. There  was  nobody  here.  There 
are  a  suflSoient  number  of  officials  of  the 
6o?ernment  to  make  a  House.  ["No !"] 
Well,  very  nearly.  And  then  where  were 
the  farmers'  friends  last  night?  There 
were  no  supporters  of  this  extraordinary 
Bill  here.  We,  who  are  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  were  not  bound  to  come  down  in 
violent  haste.  Hoivever  that  is  not  now 
the  question  before  the  House.  Now  I 
will  take  leave  to  say  that  when  a  change 
was  made  in  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House,  by  which  hon.  Members  were  de- 
prived of  the  opportunity  which  they  had 
enjoyed  for  years  of  bringing  forward  Mo- 
tions upon  the  Adjournment  on  Friday,  it 
was  agreed  that  another  opportunity  should 
be  substituted  for  it.  I  remember  that 
when  Lord  Palmerston  proposed  the  change, 
he  said  he  would  always  put  Supply  on  a 
Friday,  and  hon.  Members  should  have  the 
same  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  their< 
Motions  and  making  staHemeoto  upon  a. 
Motion  to  go  into  Supply  as  they  formerly 
had  upon  a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House  from  Friday  until  Monday.  A 
Resolution  was  passed  that  during  the  time 
Supply  was  open  and  Committee  of  Supply 
oould  be  moved,  it  should  be  moved  always 
on  a  Friday ;  and  that  the  House  without 
a  special  Motion  should,  as  a  matter  of 
conrse,  stand  adjourned  from  Friday  until 
Monday ;  and  I  remember  that  Lord 
Palmerston  said  in  that  way  hon.  Members 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
Motions  which  they  would  otherwise  have 
bad,  if  the  change  bad  not  been  made  ;  and 
that  the  Government,  in  case  the  proposi- 
tions on  Committee  of  Supply  did  not 
occupy  the  whole  evening,  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  moving  some  Vote  in  Sup- 
nly.  But  now  Supply  is  closed,  and  there- 
fore I  contend  that  the  pledge  cannot  be 
Mr.  MUner  Qibwf^ 


kept  with  the  Honse  nnless  the  Motion  thi^ 
the  House  at  iU  rising  be  adjourned  till 
Monday  is  made  at  the  commencement  of 
Business.    In  the  hon.  Clerk's  (Sir  Brskine 
May's)  Work  on  ParliamenUry  Practice,  it 
is  stated  that,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  an 
ordinary  thing  to  sit  on  Saturday,  it  ii 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  special 
Motion  that  the   House  at  ito  rising  ob 
Friday  should  adjourn  till  Saturday,  if  it 
be  BO  intended.   The  old  Motion  to  adjoon 
till  Monday  was  intended  to  avoid  the  pos- 
sibility  of   an    unnecessary    meeting  oa 
Saturday,  and  when  the  House  intendi  to 
sit  on  Saturday  it  is  the  invariable  practice 
that  there  shouM  be  a  special  Motioa  for 
that  purpose.    Now,  Sir,  I  olject  to  sttoa 
Saturday,  and    I    therefore   support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester. 
Private  Members  with  Motions  expect  to 
bring  them  oa  on  the  Motion  for  Adjoan* 
ment.     I  contend  that  there  is  a  pledge  to 
this  House  that  they  should  have  a  rigbtto 
bring  forward  these  Motiona.    Lord  Fsi- 
merston  elated  that  iku  Houae  was  tbe 
mouthpiece  of   the  nation^    and  that  he 
would  not  deprive  the  Members  of  thii 
House  of  this  right  of  expressing  their 
opinions.     Last  Friday  the  hon.  Membsr 
for  Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)  mode 
this  Motion,  and  there  was  no  ol^eetion 
then— «nd  the    Member    for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Jacob  Bright)  has  made  this  Uotioii 
on  the  grounds,  first,  that  he  objects  to  lit 
on  Saturday,  and,  next,    that  he  is  no- 
willing  that  Members  should  lose  theof^- 
tunity  of  a  right  which  had  been  fi^oo 
them  by  a  distinct  pledge.     I  shonld  be 
glad  to  know  from  some  Member  of  tbB 
Government  whether  what  I  have  stated  it 
not  correct.     I  know  of  no  one  since  I 
have  had  a  seat  in  this  House  who  has 
shown  a  more  earnest  desire  to  preserve 
the  privileges  of  independent  Members  of 
this  House  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleoaa 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Govemneot.    He 
has  always  raised   his  voice  to  preeervo 
them,  and  he  ought  to  do  so  now.    1 1^ 
peat  it  is  not  fair  to  ask  the  House  to «( 
on  Saturday  because  there  was  no  Bosio 
last  night.     That  was  the  fault  of  boo. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     Only  two  Memboi* 
of  the  Protectionist  party  were  P«»«"|;*J: 
night,  (the  hon.  Member  for  East  Norfo» 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Sooth  Bmsx). 
Why  were   the  rest    not    here?    If»* 
supporters  of  the  Government  had  mtde 
a  House    they  could    haM   wfed  b<m. 
Members  the  inconvenience  of  sitting  on  wt 
Satuxdaj.  I  have  been  informed  ^Mvetf^ 
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hoD.  Membergy  Friends  of  ibis  Bill,  that 
thej  are  very  maeb  arerte  to  Bitting  to- 
morrow. To  myself  it  would  be  most  incon- 
Tenient.  I  am,  of  coarse,  ready  to  sacri- 
fice my  own  personal  eonfenience  ;  but  I 
am  not  willing  to  see  the  pri?ilegea  of  in- 
dependent Members  Tiolated,  nor  am  I 
disposed  to  support  the  on  usual  course  of 
meeting  on  Saturday  when  no  sufficient 
ground  exists  for  such  a  proceeding.  I 
shall  certainly  support  the  course  taken  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GATHORKB  HARDT  :  The 
honesty  and  candour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  so  well  known  in  this 
House,  and  also  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  conducted  the  opposition  to  a  Bitt  be- 
fore the  House,  that  of  course  ereryone 
will  appreciate  the  IsnguaffC  he  has  now 
used.  If  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
the  candour  and  honesty  which  are  so  con- 
spicuous in  him,  will  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  it  ts  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
bers he  has  made  the  speech  he  has  just 
addressed  to  us,  and  if  he  will  tell  us 
it  has  nothing  to  do  with  that  factious 
opposition  to  the  Bill— - 

Mr.  MILNBR  GIBSON :  I  deny  that 
any  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  the  right  to 
say  that  any  Member  is  offering  a  "  fac- 
tious opposition.'*  I  ask  that  the  words 
be  taken  down.  [Cms  of  **  Order"  and 
''Chair,"  profoked  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rising  several  times  after  he 
had  resumed  his  seat.] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
House,  at  the  commencement  of  its  sit- 
ting, to  conduct  itself  with  more  modera- 
tion. The  Motion  which  has  been  made  is 
not  an  unusual  one ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is 
a  perfectly  regular  and  justifiable  Motion. 
The  Standing  Order  is  as  follows  : — 

"  That  while  the  Oommittees  of  Supply  and 
Ways  and  Means  are  open,  the  House,  when  it 
meets  on  Friday,  shall,  at  its  rising,  stand  ad- 
journed antil  the  following  Monday,  without  any 
question  beinf  put,  unless  the  Hooso  ahaU  other- 
wise resolve. " 

This  implies  thst  the  regular  rule  of  the 
House  during  the  continuanee  of  Supply 
is  that  there  should  be  an  adjournment 
from  Friday  to  Monday  ;  but  when  Supply 
18  over  independent  Members  are  profided 
with  an  opportunity  to  make  Motions  at 
the  meeting  of  the  House  on  Friday,  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment.  Accordingly, 
last  Friday  the  hon.  Member  for  Honiton 
(Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane)  mored  that  the 
House,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  to  Monday, 
and  queitiooa  were  raised  upoD  the  Motion. 


If,  for  Ae  general  conTenienee  of  the 
House,  hon.  Members  choose  to  give  way, 
they  may  do  so ;  but  I  must  certainly  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Tory  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Jacob  Bright)  was.  an  irregular  course  is 
not  justi6ed.  He  is  acting  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Orders  regulsting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  :  I  am 
not  aware,  Sir,  that  I  took  any  exception 
to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  the 
point  of  Order,  and  amid  loud  cries  of 
"Chair." 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  I  certainly  think  that 
the  expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  too  strong  a  one. 

Mb.  QATHORNE  HARDY:  I  at  once 
bow.  Sir,  to  the  decision  you  have  given 
on  that  point,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to 
say  I  am  ?ery  sorry  I  used  any  expression 
supposed  to  be  irregular.  I  took  no  ex- 
ception to  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  from 
this  day  to  Monday  ;  but  I  beg  to  say  it  is 
not  required,  because  this  House  would 
stand  adjourned  to  Monday  by  the  Order 
which  you,  Sir,  hare  read,  if  no  Motion 
was  made. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  No;  only 
during  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Supply  being  at  an 
end,  that  no  longer  avails,  and  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  is  required. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT:  I  was 
remarking  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  opposite  would  say  he  supported  the 
Motion  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
bers-  [Mr.  MiLNBR  Gibson  :  I  did  say 

so.]— The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  he  did  it  for  the  sake  of  independent 
Members,  but  he  said  they  had  Motions 
upon  the  Paper  which  they  would  be  able  to 
bring  forward  on  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment. But  a  noble  Friend  of  mine 
opposite  (Lord  Elcho),  whose  name  stands 
first  on  the  Paper,  is  not  here  to  bring  on 
his  Motion — I  presume  on  the  supposition 
that  there  would  be  no  such  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. It  is  notorious  that  at  the  end 
of  a  Session,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  a  Member  of  the  Gotem- 
ment,  as  well  as  while  the  present  Govern- 
ment has  been  in  Office,  sittings  have  been 
held  on  a  Saturday  when  Public  Business 
required  them  ;  and  it  is  notorious  that 
there  is  now  Public  Business  which  may 
necessitate  a  Saturday   Sitting.     If  this 
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Bight  be  given  up  to  comparatively  unim* 
portant  subjectB,  then  it  may  be  necesaary 
to  ait  to-morrow  ;  but  if  the  House  pro- 
ceeds with  pressing  Business  the  occasion 
may  not  arise.  It  was  for  that  reason  I 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
acting  in  the  interests  of  independent 
Members. 

Major  PARKER:  When  an  ez- Minister 

resorts   to   the  contemptible    course 

["  Order !"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  pointed 
out  to  the  House  that  the  course  taken  is 
not  out  of  Order. 

Major  PARKER :  I  beg  to  apologise. 
When  an  ex- Minister  resorts  to  the  dubious 
and  unjustifiable  course  of  trying  to  damage 
a  humble  Member  for  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest who  endeavours,  as  far  as  lies  in  his 
power,  faithfully  and  honestly  to  discharge 
his  duty,  by  pointing  out  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  and  sajing  that 
they  were  the  only  Members  for  the  agri- 
cultural interest  that  were  present,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  he  is  guilty  of  a  most  unjustifi- 
able remark. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  was  one  of  those 
who  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to  be 
discussed  on  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
and  for  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  so  much  consideration. 
But  as  he  considered  that  the  Cattle  Mar- 
ket Bill  was  of  much  greater  importance 
than  his  Motion,  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
withdrawing  it  for  the  sake  of  securing 
progress  to  a  measure  in  which  the  in- 
terests of  his  own  country,  as  well  as  Eng- 
land, were  concerned. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  be 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  which  he  had 
not  put  down  for  the  purpose  of  obstructing 
the  Cattle  Market  Bill.  He  had  had  it 
down  several  times  and  had  withdrawn 
it  for  the  sake  of  Public  Business ;  and  he 
had  put  it  down  for  this  evening  in  antici- 
pation of  the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  and 
in  the  expectation  that  private  Members 
would  be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  their 
privileges.  As  regarded  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  a  noble 
Lord  who  was  not  present  (Lord  Elcho), 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  the  noble 
Lord,  who  said  he  had  been  obliged  to 
go  to  Scotland,  and,  if  he  had  not,  he 
feared  that  had  he  brought  on  his  Mo- 
tion, he  would  have  been  counted  out. 
Seeing  the  present  excited  state  of  the 
bucolic  mind  of  the  House,  he  should  cer- 
tainly withdraw  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mr*  G(Uhom$  Bard^ 


BRISTOL    ELECTION. 

obssbyations. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  could  not  forego 
the  present  opportunity  of  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  and  the  House 
to  the  Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Bristol  Election  Petition,  because  he 
had  given  way  on  two  previous  occasions; 
and  if  he  consented  to  do  so  now,  another 
opportunity  might  not  be  afforded  him.  He 
considered  the  purity  of  the  British  elec- 
tor far  more  important  than  that  of  British 
cattle.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  very  little 
inclined  to  adopt  serious  measures  for  the 
repression  of  bribery  and  corruption,  not- 
withstanding the  pretentious  pressing  for- 
ward of  the  Bill  which  had  been  passed, 
otherwise  they  would  have  advised  the 
Crown  to  issue  a  Commission.  He  quite 
admitted  the  purity  of  the  Committee  that 
tried  the  Petition,  but  he  admired  their 
simplicity  more  than  their  parity.  The 
Committee  had  reported  that  it  did  not 
appear  to  them  that,  considering  the  large 
constituency  Bristol  possessed,  bribery  ex- 
tensively prevailed.  Any  one  who  read 
the  evidence,  and  was  made  aequunted 
with  the  position  of  some  of  the  persons 
who  took  part  in  that  bribery,  would  pro- 
bably come  to  a  very  different  concluaion. 
He  thought  if  they  had  had  regard,  not 
only  to  the  cases  that  were  actually  proved, 
but  to  those  witnesses  who  had  stayed  away 
under  suspicious  circumstances,  their  Re- 
port would  have  been  of  a  more  decided 
character.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
desire  of  all  parties  that  just  sufficient 
bribery  should  be  proved  to  unseat  the 
Member,  and  that  all  the  rest  should  be 
hushed  up.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Attorney  (jleneral  had  read  the  evideneei 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  his  intention  to 
prosecute  the  bribers,  two  at  least  of  whom 
had  also  been  guilty  of  subornation  of  per- 
jury ?  He  wished  also  to  know,  supposing 
the  offenders  were  out  of  the  way,  what 
excuse  the  Government  could  have  for  not 
offering  a  reward  for  their  apprehension  f 
He  regretted  that  Bristol  had  not  been 
disfranchised,  like  Yarmouth  and  Totnea, 
at  least  for  seven  years. 

Mb.  HOWES  :  Sir,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Bristol  Election  Committee.  I  most  express 
my  opinion  that  a  Committee  has  rarelj 
met  that  was  more  anxious  to  oome  to  a 
fair  and  impartial  conclusion.  We  were 
bound  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  aaj  whether 


mi 


(JVLT  H  1868] 


AJf^wmment 


1742 


faon.  Hembergy  Friends  of  this  Bill,  that 
they  are  yery  maoh  averse  to  sitting  to- 
morrow. To  myself  it  would  be  most  incon- 
Tenient.  I  am,  of  course,  ready  to  sacri- 
fice my  own  personal  convenience  ;  but  I 
am  not  willing  to  see  the  privileges  of  in- 
dependent Members  violated,  nor  am  I 
disposed  to  sopport  the  unusual  course  of 
meetii^  on  Saturday  when  no  sufficient 
grwiiid  exists  for  such  a  proceeding.  I 
•hall  eertainly  support  the  course  taken  by 
mj  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  :  The 
hanetly  and  candour  of  the  right  hon. 
fleDtleman  are  so  well  known  in  this 
BooBe,  and  also  the  manner  in  which  he 
IhM  eendueted  the  opposition  to  a  Bill  be- 
fsM  the  House,  that  of  course  everyone 
viU  appreciate  the  language  he  has  now 
Mad.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
IIm  eandoor  and  honesty  which  are  so  con- 
■pioBoas  in  him,  will  rise  in  his  place  and 
iay  it  is  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
Mra  he  has  made  the  speech  he  has  just 

>  fliftessed   to  us,  and  if  he  will  tell   us 

.;   Il  has  nothing  to  do  with   that  factious 

.  affosition  to  the  Bill— 

'  Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  :  I  deny  that 

:  iny  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  the  right  to 
tttf  that  any  Member  is  offering  a  "  fac- 
iMa  opposition."  I  ask  that  the  words 
ha  taken  down.  [Cries  of  *•  Order"  and 
••Ohair,'*  provoked  by  the  right  hon. 
flantleman  rising  several  times  after  he 
had  resumed  his  seat.] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
Seiaaey  at  the  commencement  of  its  sit- 
Mgi  to  conduct  itself  with  more  modera- 
tioD.  The  Motion  which  has  been  made  is 
toot  an  unusual  one ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is 
aperlectly  regular  and  justifiable  Motion. 
Vba  Standing  Order  is  as  follows  : — 

''Tbat  while  the  Committees  of  Supply  und 
Ways  and  Means  are  open,  the  Honse,  when  it 
on  Pridaj,  shall,  at  its  rising,  stand  ad- 
~  nntil  the  following  Monday,  without  any 
I  being  put,  unless  the  House  shall  other- 
wipi  resolve." 


implies  that  the  regular  rule  of  the 
e  daring  the  continuance  of  Supply 
hi  that  there  should  be  an  adjournment 
§mm  Friday  to  Monday  ;  but  when  Supply 
hi  aaer  independent  Members  are  provided 
with  an  opportunity  to  make  Motions  at 
Ai  meeting  of  the  House  on  Friday,  on 
iba  Motion  for  Adjournment.  Accordingly, 
hat  Friday  the  hon.  Member  for  Uoniton 
pir.  fiaillie  Cochrane)  moved  that  the 
BaaM,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  to  Monday, 
'  ^uaatiooa  were  raised  upon  the  Motion. 


If,  for  Ae  general  convenience  of  the 
House,  hon.  Members  choose  to  give  way* 
they  may  do  so ;  but  I  must  certainly  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  very  strong  ex- 
Sression  of  opinion  that  the  course  pursued 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Jacob  Bright)  was.  an  irregular  course  is 
not  justified.  He  is  acting  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Orders  regulating  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  :  I  am 
not  aware,  Sir,  that  I  took  any  exception 
to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  the 
point  of  Order,  and  amid  loud  cries  of 
"Chair." 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  I  certainly  think  that 
the  expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  too  strong  a  one. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  at  once 
bow.  Sir,  to  the  decision  you  have  given 
on  that  point,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to 
say  I  am  very  sorry  I  used  any  expression 
supposed  to  be  irregular.  I  took  no  ex- 
ception to  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  from 
this  day  to  Monday  ;  but  I  beg  to  say  it  is 
not  required,  because  this  House  would 
stand  adjourned  to  Monday  by  the  Order 
which  you,  Sir,  have  read,  if  no  Motion 
was  made. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON:  No;  only 
during  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Supply  being  at  an 
end,  that  no  longer  avails,  and  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment  is  required. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  was 
remarking  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  would  say  he  supported  the 
Motion  for  the  sake  of  independent  Mem- 
bers  [Mr.  MiLNEB  Gibson  :  I  did  say 

so.]— The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  he  did  it  for  the  sake  of  independent 
Members,  but  he  said  they  had  Motions 
upon  the  Paper  which  they  would  be  able  to 
bring  forward  on  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment. But  a  noble  Friend  of  mine 
opposite  (Lord  Elcho),  whose  name  stands 
first  on  the  Paper,  is  not  here  to  bring  on 
his  Motion — I  presume  on  the  supposition 
that  there  would  be  no  such  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. It  is  notorious  that  at  the  end 
of  a  Session,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  well  as  while  the  present  Govern- 
ment has  been  in  Office,  sittings  have  been 
held  on  a  Saturday  when  Public  Business 
required  them  ;  and  it  is  notorious  that 
there  is  now  Public  Business  which  may 
necessitate  a  Saturday   Sitting.      If  this 
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unjust  that  each  a  penalty  M  tfae  faon.  and 
learned  GentieaiaB  proposed  should  1m  in- 
flicted. 

CRETAN  INSURRECTION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Seeretarjr  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  further  Correspondence  respeeting 
the  Distarbanoes  in  Crete,  in  eontinnaiion 
of  Correspondence  presented  to  Parliament, 
May  21,  1 868.  He  thought  he  was  jnvti- 
fied  in  putting  the  question  to  the  noble 
Lord,  seeing  that  the  documents  to  wbioh 
he  referred  had  been  published  in  the  St, 
PeUrthurg  OtiaeUe,  and  were  therefore 
now  public  documents.  He  had  biuMelf 
receifed  authentic  information  from  Crete 
np  to  the  5th  of  July  to  the  effect  that  the 
insurrection  was  still  in  full  force,  and 
that  the  Turkish  general  and  the  Turkish 
army  were  in  a  desponding  aUte,  and  be- 
lie?ed  it  to  be  impossible  for  them  to  re- 
conquer the  country.  He  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  bad  eipressed  his  intention 
not  to  interfere,  except  by  friendly  adt ice 
to  the  Porte ;  but  be  acknowledged  that 
in  taking  that  course  the  noble  Lord  was 
carrying  out  the  policy  of  noD-intervention 
in  foreign  affairs  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  House,  and  had  now  obtained  for 
■ome  years.  In  asking  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  would  lay  on  the  Table  any 
further  Correspondence  which  he  might 
have  received,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
nothing  but  the  independence  of  Crete  and 
its  separation  from  Turkey  would  satisfy 
the  brave  men  whose  heroic  struggle  de- 
served more  sympathy  than  they  had  ob- 
tained from  the  present  Parliament. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  only  Answer 
that  I  can  give  the  hon.  Member  is  that 
since  the  month  of  May  laatp— at  which 
time  I  laid  on  the  table  Papers  on  the 
subject  of  Crete*— no  information  has 
reached  me  which  is  of  the  slightest  gene- 
ral interest  or  importance.  The  fact  is 
that  the  state  of  things  in  the.  island  has 
continued  pretty  much  as  it  was.  The 
attention  of  European  diplomacy  has  been 
diverted  to  other  subjects.  I  have  looked 
through  all  the  despatches  which  I  have 
received  since  the  period  I  have  named, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  one  of 
them  of  such  general  interest  or  importance 
as  to  make  it  worth  while  to  lay  it  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  It  is  not  at  all  a 
question  of  keeping  back  any  facts  or 
any  ststements  of  opinion  on  grounda  of 

The  Attormy  Chmral 


policy.  It  aimply  comes  to  this— that 
there  are  no  Papers  on  tfae  subject  of 
Crete  which  I  think  either  the  House  or 
the  hon.  Member  would  at  all  care  to  see. 
The  Reports  are  of  the  most  commonplace 
kind.  The  state  of  things  in  the  islaod, 
I  repeat,  has  continued  very  much  what  it 
was ;  and  no  considerable  operationa  have 
oocnrved  in  any  quarter. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  CATTLE  MARKET. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  woold  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Bzcheqaer  in 
reference  to  the  Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market,  Whether  he  has  msMie 
any  arrangement  with  the  Oerporation  of 
the  City  of  London  for  carrying  out  this 
scheme  of  agricultural  protection,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be  called  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  a  lew  days 
ago,  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ashton  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson),  that  no  definite  arrangement  bad 
been  come  to  with  the  Corporation  on  the 
subject.  Since  then,  however,  *  Notice 
had  been  put  on  ther  Pi^r,  developing  n 
scheme  under  which  it  appeared  that  the 
metropolis  would  be  taxed  generally  by  a 
rate  to  be  levied  on  all  cattle  brought  to 
Smithfield  Market.  That  Notice  had  dis- 
appeared from  the  Paper,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  like  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  any  understanding  had 
been  come  to  with  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don for  carrying  ont  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  what  in  fact  was  the  exact  state 
of  the  negotiations  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Corporation  on  the  matter  f 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  ths  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  was  no  agreement  or 
understanding  with  the  City  Corporation. 
An  Amendment  of  which  Notice  had  Wen 
given  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  had  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Paper,  because  they  understood 
from  the  highest  authority  that  it  wma 
against  the  Standing  Orders.  That  Amend- 
ment therefore  wonld  not  be  proceeded 
with. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
Court  of  Common  Council,  or  the  Maricets 
Committee  of  that  body,  had  been  called 
together  to  give  an  answer  to  the  pro- 
posal which  was  to  have  been  submitted 
by  the  Government,  although  that  proposal 
was  in  violation  of  the  Standing  Orders 
of  that  Houae»  and  whether,  thrMigh  aoe 
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we  bad  any  reason  to  Mieve  that  there 
had  been  any  extensive  bribery  at  the 
Blection,  and  those  words,  in  my  opinion, 
elearly  exclude  the  idea  of  our  giving  ex- 
pression to  a  mere  suspicion.  The  hon. 
Mid  learned  Gentleman,  after  bearing  full 
witness  to  the  purity  of  the  Committee, 
remarked  that  he  admired  their  simplicity 
more  than  their  purity.  Our  simplicity 
may  bavo  led  us  to  form  a  suspicion,  but 
oor  feelings  of  justice  induced  us  to  weigh 
the  evidence  brought  before  us,  and  we 
had  no  valid  reason  to  suppose  that  there 
was  any  extensive  system  of  bribery,  thou j^h 
bribery  to  a  small  extent  was  proved.  We 
gftve  onr  verdict,  and  I  believe  it  has  been 

roerally  accepted  as  fair ;  at  all  events, 
was  a  conscientious  one.  I  believe  my 
Ikmi.  and  learned  Friend  was  rarely  present, 
if  at  all,  during  the  sittings  of  that  Commit- 
iMyand  I  will  ask  him  whether  it  is  possible 
§Ut  anybody  to  put  himself  in  the  position 
of  a  Member  of  the  Committee  when  he  has 
WOi  heard  the  whole  of  the  evidence  ad- 
4ated,  or  observed  the  demeanour  of  the 
vitoeases  ?  The  witnesses  brought  before 
¥•  were  certainly  not  those  who  on  any 

C'  leiple  of  natural  selection  would  have 
n  chosen  to  elicit  the  truth  of  the  mat- 
ter. There  was  certainly  sufficient  evidence 
•f  bribery  to  unseat  the  Member,  but  a 
freat  deal  of  the  evidence  adduced  was 
Wilerly  disbelieved  by  the  Committee. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY  said,  he  must 
vlterly  deny  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee,  which  he  believed  was  as 
fair  a  one  as  ever  sat,  justified  the  suppo- 
ailion  that  corrupt  practices  had  been  car- 
ried on  in  Bristol  to  such  an  extent  as 
would  require  the  issue  of  a  Royal  Com* 
miaaion.  No  doubt  bribery  was  carried  on 
to  ft  certain  extent,  and  personation  also  ; 
bat  tappose  there  were  500  such  cases  in 
m  eonstituency  of  13,000  persons,  that 
•ovld  be  no  reason  for  proceeding  against 
tiie  eitj,  or  attempting  to  disfranchise  it. 
Ho  did  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Iiow  Officers  would  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  crush  the  poor  wretches  implicated 
in  these  practices,  many  of  whom  had 
been  driven  to  them  by  want,  and  some  of 
whom  had  perjured  themselves  for  6«. 

Thb  attorney  general  said,  he 
regretted  that  he  had  not  had  leisure  to 
road  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee from  beginning  to  end,  but  so  far 
ao  be  had  read  it  he  entirely  differed  from 
tbo  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Neate),  who  thought  that  the  investi- 
gotion  had  been  conducted  upon  the  plan 


of  bringing  forward  as  many  eases  of 
bribery  as  were  necessary  to  unseat  the 
sitting  Member  and  of  then  going  no  fur- 
ther. As  far  as  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral) could  make  out,  every  case  of  bribery 
was  brought  forward  and  pressed,  in  many 
instances  upon  most  disreputable  evidence. 
The  Committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  evidence  was  not  sufficient  to 
authorize  them  in  recommending  that  the 
proceedings  usual  in  grave  circumstances 
of  bribery  and  corruption  should  be  insti- 
tuted. He  had  found  that  extensive  bri- 
bery was  not  charged,  nor  was  personal 
bribery  charged  against  the  candidate  at 
all.  The  description  of  bribery  rife  at  the 
last  Election  for  Bristol  seemed  to  have 
been  carried  on  amongst  the  lower  classes 
of  the  constituency,  and  not  to  have  been 
instigated  by  the  personal  agents  of  the 
Member  or  the  Member  himself.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thought  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Attorney  General  in  every 
case  in  which  it  was  reported  that  there 
had  been  bribery  at  an  Election,  to  take 
upon  himself  the  office  of  public  prosecutor, 
and  institute  proceedings  against  those 
charged  with  the  offence.  From  that 
view  he,  at  all  events,  begged  to  express 
his  dissent,  for  it  was  utterly  impossible, 
with  the  various  duties  which  he  had  to 
discharge,  that  any  one  occupying  the 
position  of  Attorney  General  could  make 
himself  thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the 
evidence  which  was  given  before  Com- 
mittees in  these  cases.  He  quite  admitted, 
at  the  same  time,  that  in  those  instances 
in  which  it  was  proved  that  extensive 
bribery  had  prevailed  it  was  necessary  that 
those  implicated  in  it  should  not  go  un- 
punished. Bribes  it  would  appear  were 
in  the  case  of  Bristol  offered  and  received  ; 
but  the  result  of  blindly  rushing  into  a 
prosecution  when  the  persons  who  would 
come  forward  as  witnesses  were  parties  to 
those  transactions,  would  be,  as  was  well- 
known,  that  the  Bill  would  be  thrown  out, 
or  at  all  events  that  the  proceedings  would 
end  in  failure.  Whenever  a  case  came 
before  him  in  which,  in  his  judgment,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Attorney  General,  as 
the  legal  representative  of  the  Government, 
to  interfere,  he  should  be  prepared  to  do 
so.  It  was  his  intention  to  look  through 
the  rest  of  the  evidence.  But  having  re- 
gard to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  in 
the  present  instance,  and  to  the  fact  that 
a  new  body  of  electors  were  coming  into 
existence  in  Bristol,  he  looked  upon  it  aa 
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jear  28,000  head  of  cattle  into  the  in- 
terior, but  the  restrictions  which  were  im- 
poBod  entirely  cut  off  this  supply,  and  the 
profits  of  merchants  and  importers  from 
this  source  had  vanished.  The  proper 
policy  would  be  to  stop  cattle  coming  from 
infected  districts,  to  place  regulations  upon 
cattle  coming  from  suspected  districts,  and 
to  leave  the  rest  of  the  trade  perfectly  free. 
He  challenged  the  noble  Lord  to  deny  this 
statement,  that  in  Denmark,  Sweden,  and 
Norway  there  had  not  been  a  single  case 
of  cattle  plague. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  believed 
that  before  long  they  would  have  to  get 
up  the  same  battle  against  the  beef  and 
mutton  laws  as  they  formerly  waged  against 
the  Corn  Laws.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  furnished  him  with  a 
paper  yesterday  which  stated  that  there 
were  22,000,000  sheep  in  this  country, 
and  that  5,500  had  died  from  the  disease. 
There  could  be  no  pretence  for  keeping 
out  sheep  upon  this  ground. 

Mb.  read  :  The  sheep  brought  the 
cattle  plague. 

Mb.  J.  B.  SMITH  :  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  object  was  to  place 
obstructions  in  the  way  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  beasts. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  that  his  consti- 
tuents suffered  from  the  prohibition  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
complained.  Leith — the  port  of  Edinburgh 
-—as  hon.  Members  knew,  was  the  great 
entrepot  of  the  foreign  cattle  trade  of  Scot- 
land. A  very  large  number  of  animals  had 
been  brought  there,  not  merely  for  con- 
sumption in  Edinburgh,  but  for  consump- 
tion in  Glasgow,  with  its  500,000  inhabit- 
ants, and  in  all  the  towns  around  Glasgow. 
A  large  trade  had  existed  in  that  way, 
but  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
paralysed  that  trade.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  Her^  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  with  some  measure 
to  relax  the  stringency  of  the  laws  which 
now  existed,  and  to  take  away  all  impedi- 
ments which  were  not  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  safety  of  the  cattle  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  was  quite  true  that  those 
whom  he  represented  obtained  a  large 
supply  of  meat  from  the  northern  portions 
of  Scotland  ;  but  if  they  were  to  be  con- 
fined to  that — if  there  was  to  be  no  com- 
petition with  foreign  cattle — were  they  not 
in  the  very  same  position  as  if  they  were 
told  that  they  must  depend  for  bread  upon 
their  home-grown  corn  ?  If  obstruetiona 
were  put  in  the  way  of  foreign  cattlci  the 
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price  of  meat  in  this  country  would  inevit- 
ably be  raised  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  more  stringent 
measures  would  not  be  adopted  ;  that  the 
Orders  of  the  Privy  Council  would  be 
gradually  relaxed ;  and  that,  unless  very 
strong  symptoms  of  disease  were  proved 
to  exist,  we  should  hear  no  more  even  of 
the  law  which  now  existed.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  cattle  plague  existed  in 
certain  divisions  of  the  Russian  Em- 
pire ;  he  supposed  it  had  existed  there 
for  at  least  half  a  century,  and  it  would 
perhaps  continue  there  to  the  end  of  time; 
but  surely  that  was  no  reason  why  restric- 
tions should  be  placed  on  the  importation 
of  cattle  from  other  regions  where  cattle 
plague  did  not  exist. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  some 
reply  would  be  given  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  the  statements  and  argu- 
ments that  had  been  put  forward  from  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  it  a  good 
system  under  which  restraints  on  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle  were  remitted  to 
the  Privy  Council,  for  if  they  went  beyond 
or  fell  short  of  their  duty  they  could  be 
called  to  account  by  Parliament.  This, 
however,  proceeded  on  the  assumption 
that  when  hon.  Members  made  statements 
in  a  becoming  manner  in  behalf  of  th^ 
constituents  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment whose  conduct  was  challenged  would 
feel  it  their  duty  to  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  explanation.  Now,  this  appeared 
to  be  a  case  in  which  a  good  system  was 
not  well  administered,  or  in  which  one 
portion  of  that  administration  was  grossly 
inconsistent  with  another  portion.  The 
ports  of  this  country,  from  the  West  Coast 
of  Scotland  southwards,  and  round  the 
Southern  Coast  up  to  the  month  of  the 
Thames,  were  allowed  the  privilege  of 
importing  cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and 
France,  France,  as  he  understood,  was  a 
country  where  importation  was  open,  sub* 
ject  to  vigilant  observation  from  all  the 
rest  of  the  world— >the8e  things,  he  was 
afraid,  being  managed  there  infinitely 
better  than  here,  and  an  example  being 
set  us,  which  we  had  not  the  wit  to  follow, 
of  securing  the  health  of  the  cattle  without 
impeding  trade  or  raising  the  price  of  food. 
Now,  why  was  the  importation  of  eatUe 
from  France  permitted  when  France  did 
not  exclude  foreign  cattle  in  the  way  de- 
sired in  this  country  ?  The  main  question, 
however,  which  he  wished  to  put  was,  why 
the    privilege   of   importing  cattle  from 
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iakiof  Mre  to  inform  themteWoB  Wore* 
hand  that  their  proposal  was  irregular, 
the  Oofernment  bad  not  adopted  a  course 
•aleulated  to  plaee  the  Corporation  in  a 
idse  position  ? 

Ma.  LIDDELL  said,  that  before  the 
poble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oouncil  rose,  he  wished  to  repeat  his 
Question  of  the  morning  respecting  the 
Imported  outbreak  of  the  cattle  plague  in 
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Lord  EGBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
■inee  the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Liddell) 
wee  put  to  him  at  the  Morning  Sitting, 
he  had  ascertained  that  information  on  the 
mihjeet  had  been  received  at  the  Office, 
Mid  he  found  the  report  alluded  to  bj  his 
Ibeii.  Friend  was  perfectly  true.  There  had 
Iheen  an  outbreak  of  Siberian  plague  in 
idTOoia  and  other  profinces,  and  also  of 
iMerpest  near  St.  Petersburg.  Cattle 
flagiie  had  also  broken  out  in  Lower 
Jwrpty  at  Gheza  and  Gesera,  near  Cairo, 
wSl  ether  districts.  In  answer  to  the  Ques- 
^fiB  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Oeeehen),  be  had  to  state  that  that  clause 
■aa  framed  on  the  proposition  of  one  of 
|h«  efficers  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
#f  London  ;  that  that  officer  was  mainly 
ivelnunental  in  drawing  the  clause  ;  that 
li0  bad  laid  it  on  the  table  after  that 
fiDileman  had  drawn  it,  and  that  he  was 
aol  responsible  for  its  informality. 

FOREIGN  CATTLE  TRADE. 
OBSERYATIONS. 

Mb.  UEADLAM  said,  he  rose  to  call 
fbe  attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
Home  to  a  practical  griefance  seriously 
•ffietiiig  the  interests  of  his  constituents 
ftt  Newcastle- on- Ty no.  Some  years  ago 
hia  eonstituents  had  an  important  and  ralu- 
trade  in  foreign  cattle,  partly  derifod 
Denmark  and  Schleswig-Holstein, 
akont  the  best  grazing  country  in  the 
whole  world.  That  trade  had  contributed 
■aterially  to  increase  tho  comforts  and 
buwries  of  the  people  of  the  district,  but 
•viog  to  the  operation  of  the  Orders  in 
Cbnneil  enforced  by  the  Gofcrnment  it  had 
teeo  practically  destroyed.  6ra?e  injury 
had  been  done  to  his  constituents  through 
iMr  not  being  allowed  to  import  any 
fettle  from  the  districts  to  which  he  had 
will  rod  except  under  restrictions  that  were 
iSstal  to  tlie  carrying  on  of  the  trade.  He 
iMid  sought  to  bring  about  a  reasonable 
promise,    under  which    the  law  now 


existing  io  Frenee  might  be  applied  to  this 
country.  The  GoTcrnment  of  France  was 
a  paternal  Government.  It  undoubtedly 
sought  the  welfare  of  the  people,  that 
people  being  agricultural,  and  it  pot  a 
stop  to  the  importation  of  cattle  where 
there  was  danger,  but  where  there  was 
no  danger  the  importation  was  entirely 
free.  It  was  most  harsh  to  his  consti- 
tuents that  they  should  be  precluded  from 
ha? ing  cattle  introduced  into  their  district 
against  which  no  objection  could  be  made. 
These  stories  of  the  breaking  out  of  the 
cattle  plague  abroad  were  certainly  very 
opportune  ;  but  if  the  cattle  plague  had 
broken  out  in  Egypt,  or  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, or  in  Livonia,  then  let  the  Privy 
Couneil  stop  the  importation  from  those 
places,  but  not  from  places  where  the 
disease  did  not  exist.  The  practical  eflPect 
of  the  present  Orders  in  Council  was  to 
destroy  the  foreign  cattle  trade  in  his  dis- 
trict. The  evils  inflicted  under  those 
Orders  were  unnecessary  and  uncalled-for, 
and  he  called  upon  the  Government  to 
give  some  assurance  that  they  would  not 
perpetuate  the  present  system. 

Mr.  NORWOOD  said,  he  thought  that 
his  constituents  at  Hull  also  bad  a  right 
to  complain  of  their  not  being  allowed  the 
same  privilege  as  was  possessed  by  the 
ports  of  Liverpool  and  Southampton.  The 
port  of  Liverpool  had  the  advantage  of 
being  represented  by  two  Gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
Some  time  ago  the  Government  was  urged 
to  allow  the  port  of  Liverpool  to  import 
cattle  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  France, 
and  that  privilege  was  conceded  by  the 
Government.  The  port  of  Southampton, 
which  had  also  the  advantage  of  having  a 
Member  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
obtained  a  similar  privilege.  Now,  why 
had  not  that  privilege  been  extended  to 
Hull  and  other  Northern  ports  ?  The 
reason  seemed  to  be  that  as  the  hon. 
Members  for  these  towns  sat  upon  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  their  remon- 
strances had  less  weight  with  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  good  reason  for 
stopping  cattle  coming  from  Norway, 
Sweden,  and  Denmark.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  told  him 
the  other  day  that  there  was  no  port  in 
Denmark  proper  from  which  cattle  could 
be  exported,  but  the  fact  was  that  there 
were  five  such  ports.  The  cnttle  trade 
of  Hull  had  been  ruined.  In  1865  no  less 
than  £27,000  was  paid  for  the  conveyance 
of  cattle  to  Hull,  and  they  sent  in  one 
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iheoee  to  London.  Cattle  firou  Hmigarj, 
Lifonia,  and  other  provinces,  as  well  as 
from  Prastia  and  Sohleswig  -  HoUtein, 
were  shipped  together  there,  and  arrired 
in  London  on  the  same  day  ;  so  that  if 
the  cattle  from  any  one  pro? ince  were  in* 
feeted,  all  the  cattle  shipped  there  would 
become  infected  also.  This  was  his  an- 
swer to  the  qoestions  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  South  Lan* 
cashire  (Mr.  Gladstone). 

Mr.  OANDLISH  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  touched  the  ease  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire  ;  and,  besides,  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  error  with  respect  to  the 
commercial  facts.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  asked  why  Spanish  cattle,  which 
were  permitted  to  come  to  the  South  and 
West  Coast,  were  not  permitted  to  eome  to 
the  East  Coast ;  and  all  the  noble  Lord 
had  to  say  in  reply  was  that  there  was  a 
special  trade  between  Liforpool  and  Spain 
which  did  not  extend  to  the  North-east 
Coast,  and,  therefore,  the  cattle  would  not 
eome  there.  If  there  was  no  importation 
of  cattle  at  present  from  Spain  or  Portugal 
into  the  North-eastern  ports,  why  impose  any 
restrictions  f  That  was  a  very  good  rea- 
son why  the  noble  Lord  should  stand  aside 
and  not  interfere.  The  trade,  if  a  natural 
trade,  would  soon  doTelope  itself.  But  he 
was  prepared  to  state,  in  opposition  to 
the  noble  Lord,  that  there  existed  a  large 
trade  between  Spain  and  the  ports  of  Hull, 
Aberdeen,  Sunderland,  and  Neweastle. 
There  were  large  imports  of  ore,  which 
was  a  very  heavy  cargo,  and  to  fill  up 
the  unoccupied  space  necessarily  left  in 
vessels  loaded  with  such  cargo,  cattle  could 
be  easily  and  most  advantageously  imported 
from  Spain  to  these  North-eaBtern  ports. 

Mb.  CLAT  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  that  the  only  reason  for  not 
granting  to  the  North-eastern  ports  the 
privilege  granted  to  Liverpool  was  that 
there  was  no  trade  in  Spanish  cattle  with 
those  ports.  Now,  without  entering  into 
the  question  of  the  extent  of  the  cattle 
trade  between  Spain  and  the  Eastern  ports, 
he  wished  to  know  what  proof  there  was 
that,  under  present  circumstances,  the 
trade  might  not  prove  a  paying  one,  when 
other  ports  prosecuted  it  so  beneficially. 
He  would  claim,  on  the  very  grounds  ad- 
vanced by  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  North- 
eastern ports  should  be  declared  open  for 
the  entry  of  those  cattle. 

Mb.  MOFFATT  said,  he  must  ask  the 
House  to  pause  before  proeeeding  farther 
Lord  jRohert  Uimuigu 


with  this  menure.  The  noble  Lord  miglit 
declare  that  he  would  not  allow  certain 
articles  to  be  Imported  into  certain  plaeea 
because  those  places  had  no  trade  of  the 
kind  before.  But  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  encourage  importations  in 
every  way.  In  1866,  234,000  head  of 
cattle  and  800,000  sheep  had  been  im* 
ported,  while  in  1867  the  numbers  had 
fallen  to  177,000  head  of  cattle  and 
540,000  sheep  ;  and  yet  the  Privy  Council 
plumed  itselr  on  showing  such  paternal 
care  in  providing  for  the  wants  of  the 
people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
this  House  will,  at  the  rising  of  the  House 
this  day,  adiourn  till  Monday  next/' — {Mr. 
Jacob  Bright.) 

The  House  dtotiJei :— -Ayes  38 ;  Noes 
105 :  Majority  67. 

METROPOLITAN    FOREIGN    CATTLE 

MARKET   (r^'CammiUd)  BILL— (Biu.  199.] 

Qlsord  Robert  MonUigUf  Mr,  Ouni.) 

ooiOfiTTEE.     [Progreu  Juljf  20.] 

Bill  canMUred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee). 

Clause  3  (Constitution  of  Market  Au- 
thority). 

Ths  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  would  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Selwin-lbbetson)  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  It  would  be  certain  to  give 
rise  to  much  opposition  and  take  op  muoh 
time  ;  and  therefore,  in  the  interest  of  those 
who  wished  that  the  Bill  should  pasa,  it 
would  be  more  prudent  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  said,  that 
his  sole  object  had  been  to  advanee  Uie 
measure,  but  he  was  prepared,  in  deference 
to  the  wish  now  expressed,  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  smd,  he  begged  on 
behalf  of  the  ratepayera  of  London  to 
express  his  gratification  that  this  Amend- 
ment had  been  withdrawn. 

Ma.  MILNER  GIBSON:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  aa 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London  have 
declined  to  give  any  assurance  that  they 
will  become  the  market  authority,  and  have 
refused  the  terms  the  Government  have 
proposed  to  them  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  become  the  market  authority,  why  should 
their  name  not  be  omitted  as  well  as  that 
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Sptio,  Portugal*  and  France  was  not 
granted  to  Hull,  Newcastle,  and  Leitb,  as 
well  as  to  Liferpool  and  Southampton? 
He  would  not  suppose  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  that 
the  reason  was  that  one  of  the  Members 
Ibr  Southampton,  and  both  the  Members 
for  Liferpool,  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House;  while  Hull,  Newcastle, 
Leith,  Aberdeen,  and  Dundee  were  all  so 
anenlightened  as  to  return  Members  who 
■at  on  the  Opposition  side.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
Ha  was  protesting  against  that  view ;  but 
be  should  like  to  hear  some  other  reason 
Maigned.  He  also  wished  to  know,  why 
the  importation  of  cattle  was  not  allowed 
firom  Denmark,  Sweden,  and  Norway,  as 
wall  as  from  Spain,  Portugal,  and  France  ? 
The  former  countries  being  free  from 
disease  equally  with  the  latter,  the  repre- 
aantatives  of  these  ports  had  a  right  to 
know  upon  what  ground  these  different 
ragulations  were  based;  and  if  no  satisfac- 
tory reason  could  be  assigned  it  might 
baeDme  the  duty  of  some  hon.  Member,  on 
iha  part -of  their  constituents,  to  prevent 
the  restriction  and  extinction  of  trade,  and 
the  lessening  the  supply  of  wholesome  food 
far  the  people,  by  moving,  even  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  an  Address  to  the 
Grown.  The  opinion  of  Parliament  would 
Ibiis  be  taken  as  to  whether  there  should 
be  a  free  supply  of  food  in  this  country,  or 
whether,  as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 
HoBtagu)  had  intimated,  we  were  to  aban- 
don the  ''  new  lamp  "  used  since  1842,  and 
revert  to  the  ''  old  lamp,''  which,  he  (Mr. 
CIladBtone)  would  say,  served  the  purpose 
eilremely  well — the  "old  lamp  "  being 
the  law  which  prohibited  the  importation 
ef  foreign  cattle,  and  the  new  one  the 
-  measure  introduced  by  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
Inr  supporting  which  an  hon.  Member 
eepoaite  (Mr.  Neville-Grenville)  took  credit 
the  other  night.  The  "new  lamp''  having 
been  thus  denounced  by  the  noble  Lord, 
It  was  necessary  that  he  should  be  asked 
with  some  jealousy  for  an  explanation  of 
these  inequalities  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  by  the  Privy  Council  with  re- 
gard to  the  countries  and  ports  similarly 
aitoated. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
having  already  spoken  on  the  Motion  for 
Adjoarnment,  he  must  solicit  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  in  answering  the  questions 
and  representations  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  him.  The  hon.  Members  who 
bad  orged  complaints  had  failed  to  trace 
the  effect  to  the  proper  cause.     They  had 


complained   of  the  Act  of  last    Session 
which  enabled  the  Privy  Council  to  define 
parts  of  ports,  but  they  should  have  re- 
membered that  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle  had  not  decreased,  but  had  rather 
increased,  since  the  passing  of  that  mea- 
sure.    Even  if  the  importation  had  de- 
creased, it  had  not  been  in  consequence  of 
the  regulations  of  the  Privy  Council,  for 
in  that  case  the  decrease  would   not  have 
affected  sheep,  whereas  in  point  of  fact, 
the    importation    of    sheep,    which   came 
over  in  separate  vessels,  and  did  not  come 
within  the  Orders  of  the  Privy  Council, 
had  decreased  to  the  same  extent  as  that 
of  cattle.     The  real  cause  of  the  decrease, 
as  was  proved  before  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, was  that  when  the  prices  for  cattle 
and  sheep  were   high   on   the  Continent 
the  animals  were  attracted  to  Paris  and 
Brussels,  it  not  being  worth  while  to  im- 
port them  into  this  country  at  higher  freights 
for  longer  journeys,  unless  prices  were  very 
high  here,  for  the  margin  of  profit  was  in- 
sufficient to  enable  the  importers  to  make 
a  livelihood.     The  reason  why  the  privi- 
leges extended  to  the  South  Coast  and  to 
the  West  Coast  up  to  Glasgow  had  not 
been  granted  to  Newcastle,   Leith,  Hull, 
and  other  ports  was  this, — Spanish  cattle 
had  never  been  imported  in  any  numbers 
on  the  East  Coast;  a  few  had  been  imported 
one  year  and  the  next  year  none,  and  the 
trade    was   entirely   abnormal.      It    was 
evident  that  some  persons  had  attempted 
to  foster  a  trade  in  Spanish  and  French 
cattle   on    that  coast,   but  had  not    suc- 
ceeded, and  the  attempt  had  been  given 
up  before  the  cattle   plague  visited    this 
country.      It  was,  therefore,   useless   for 
the    Privy  Council   to  recognize  a   trade 
which  could  not  thrive  or  be  beneficial  to 
the   importers   under    any  circumstances. 
With  regard  to    Denmark — the    Spanish 
trade  was  a  totally  different  one  from  the 
Danish   trade.      The   Spanish  trade  was 
carried  on  in  certain  ships  which  were  set 
apart  for  that  trade  alone.      These  ships 
went    from    Liverpool   to    Spain   for    the 
purpose  of  bringing  over  casks  of   wine, 
and   when   there   was   space   cattle   were 
brought  over  also.     Danish  ships,  on  the 
other  hand,  went  indiscriminately  to  Rot- 
terdam    and   to    the   Baltic   ports ;    they 
might,  therefore,  be  contaminated,  and  the 
cattle   brought  over  in   them    would    be- 
come infected  while  on  the  voyage.   Nearly 
all  the  cattle   and   sheep   from   all  parts 
of  the  continent  of  Europe  were,  more- 
over, shipped  at  Geestemiinde,  and  came 
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purpose  would  l>e  the  market  tolls.  The 
question  has  been  asked,  will  persons  lend 
money  on  the  security  of  those  tolls  ?  We 
have  reason  to  belie?e  that  they  will.  Of 
course,  if  capitalists  refuse  to  lend  their 
money  the  Bill  will  be  inoperative  with  a 
Commission  ;  but  we  understand  that  per- 
sons will  lend  money  upon  the  security  I 
faa?e  mentioned.  Believing  that  to  be  the 
case,  we  shall  press  forward  this  Bill,  leaf- 
ing it  to  the  Corporation  of  London  to  be- 
come the  market  authority,  and  failing  the 
Corporation  to  the  Commissioners.  I  hope 
I  have  given  a  plain  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ [No  !"] 
—It  may  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  says  *'  no  "  ;  but  I  have 
endeavoured  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
me  as  practically  and  as  plainly  as  pos- 
sible, and  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to 
proceed. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer 
had  by  no  means  been  satisfactory  as  far  as 
regarded  the  elucidation  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ashton-under-Lyne.  f"  Oh, 
oh  !  *']  Hon.  Members  must  make  up 
their  minds  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  dis- 
cussed, or  to  postpone  the  debate.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
he  was  unable  to  proceed  with  this  Bill 
owing  to  the  machinations  of  Gentlemen 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Ayrtoo)  denied  that  such  had  been 
the  case.  The  Government  themselves 
were  alone  to  blame  for  what  had  occurred. 
All  the  difficulties  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  had  arisen  out  of  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
vernment, when  they  introduced  the  mea- 
sure, did  not  deal  frankly  and  fairly  with 
the  question.  Had  they  proclaimed  their 
design  at  the  outset,  the  country  would 
have  been  aroused  and  the  Bill  would  have 
been  defeated.  But  they  kept  back  the 
material  portion  of  their  scheme  until  the 
measure  was  far  advanced  in  Committee, 
and  the  financial  scheme  which  they  now 
brought  forward  as  new  they  had  under 
their  notice  when  they  first  devised  their 
scheme.  They  had  therefore  created  the 
difliculties  and  were  responsible  for  the 
reception  which  the  Bill  had  met  with. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  if  it  was  a  matter 
of  Imperial  interest,  that  for  the  preserra- 
tion  of  the  food  of  the  country,  restrictions 
should  be  imposed  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  into  the  port  of  London,  the 
public  generally  ought  to  contribute  to 
meet  the  expenditure  which  would  thus  be 
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ioeorredy  and  the  whole  of  the  burden 
ought  not  to  fall  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis.  He  thought  the  agri- 
cultural interest  had  great  cause  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  was  willing  to  give  them 
anything  but  money.  The  measure  was 
in  a  most  unsatisfactory  condition,  and 
had  better  be  put  off  till  next  Session. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  that  looking  at 
the  amount  of  compensation  that  would  be 
required,  he  doubted  whether  any  persona 
would  be  found  to  undertake  the  doty  of 
Commissioners.  Recollecting  the  great 
loss  which  the  country  had  sufi'ered  from 
the  cattle  plague,  he  had  hitherto  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  but  he  should  object  to 
constitute  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  as  the  market  authority,  because 
that  body  was  already  in  debt,  and  waa 
only  able  to  get  money  the  other  day  by 
the  guarantee  of  the  Government. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  unlhdrawn. 

Mr.  LOCKE  moved  in  page  2,  line  16 
to  omit  from  '*  if  "  to  the  end  of  the  daase. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  given 
the  House  no  information  as  to  the  source 
whence  the  required  funds  were  to  come. 
It  was  quite  certain  that  the  City  of  Lon- 
don had  refused  to  be  the  market  autho- 
rity. At  the  present  moment  the  Corpo- 
ration were  losing  £6,000  a  year  by  the 
Copenhagen  market,  to  which  cattle  of 
all  kinds  might  be  brought;  and  ii  was 
no  wonder  that  they  should  decline  to 
spend  £750,000  or  £1,000,000  upon 
establishing  a  new  one,  to  which  only 
foreign  animals  would  come.  The  Com- 
mittee, in  their  anxiety  that  nobody  should 
be  injured,  said  that  everybody  waa  to  be 
compensated.  The  City  knew  very  well 
what  that  meant.  They  would  not  under- 
take anything  of  the  aort.  It  waa  really 
impoiyftible  to  imagine  'what  they  would 
have  to  lay  out,  and  they  would  be  on- 
worthy  of  public  confidence  if  they  nnder^ 
took  to  establish  this  market  for  foreign 
cattle  only.  Their  losses  would  be  tre- 
mendous. He  only  looked  at  the  elanse 
in  a  common-sense  point  of  view.  It 
was  evident  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  now  in  a  more  melancholy 
position  financially  than  that  in  which  he 
had  been  placed  when  that  subject  had 
last  been  under  discussion.  Then  he  had 
a  prospect  of  getting  money  ;  now  he 
could  not  hope  for  a  penny.  The  Corpora- 
tion of  London  had  declined  to  accept  the 
responsibility  they   had  been  invited  to 
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of  tfM  Boiurcl  of  Works  ?  I  an  qoito  at  a 
loss  to  know  what  the  GoTernment  are 
ore  aboat.  In  the  first  instance  the  Go- 
vorament  themselves  proposed  the  Metro- 
politaD  Board  of  Works.  The  Committee 
■Iniek  OQt  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  The  Goremment  requested  the 
Board  should  be  introduced,  and  now  when 
H  bat  been  proposed  to  restore  the  pro? i- 
oioOy  wo  are  told  the  Government  abandon 
altoitother  that  part  of  their  plan,  and  that 
Iho  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  are  not 
to  be  their  authority  at  all.  This  continual 
Aaoge  of  plan  does  shake  my  confidence 
Ib  the  Government.  Within  the  last  three 
imjM  we  have  had  from  the  Government 
'tibroo  different  plans.  First  of  all  we  were 
Md  by  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
fco  felt  confident  that  the  City  would 
vodertake  it.  Then  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Iiebequer  told  us  that  he  had  a  plan  that 
would  be  sure  to  succeed  with  the  City, 
Ibat  they  were  going  to  take  it  into  con- 
aidoration.  At  the  Common  Council 
^Oaterday*  a  very  formal  proceeding  took 
ylaoe.  A  clause  was  put  upon  the  Paper 
tiuit  the  Islington  market  tolls  were  to  be 
ftmeaaed,  and  that  £300,000  was  to  be 
advanced  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London.  Tes  :  but  the  City  of  London 
v^joeted  that  offer.  Now,  I  say,  you  have 
BO  market  authority.  As  for  the  Commis- 
ihrners,  it  is  a  perfect  absurdity.  We  used 
to  have  three  characters  in  this  Bill.  First, 
thoro  was  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
LdodoQ  ;  if  they  would  not  take  it,  then 
tto  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  would 
lako  it ;  and  if  none  of  these  would  take 
ll^  then  there  were  to  be  five  Royal  Cattle 
X4rhet  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  by 
tho  Government.  Well,  then,  where  are 
#of  Many  agricultural  friends  of  mine 
OtH  of  opinion  that  the  Government  have 
iMidiioted  this  question  in  a  very  unsatis- 
iialory  manner,  and  I  shall  move  a  distinct 
Bitolntion  that  the  course  they  have  taken 
bk  fogard  to  the  Bill  under  discussion  has 
lion  of  a  vacillating  and  unsatisfactory 
okaracter.  The  House  has  a  right  to  know 
daarly  and  distinctly  who  are  to  be  the 
jkirtiet  that  are  to  manage  the  foreign 
iOltle  trade  of  this  country :  I  beg  therefore 
to  ask  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown — or 
If  the  First  Minister  will  not  condescend 
to  answer,  then  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ktebequer-— as  the  Corporation  have  refused 
Ao  office,  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  has  been  withdrawn  from  the  Bill, 
who  it  to  be  the  market  authority  in  this 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  a  question  a  great   many  times 
over,  which  I  should  have  been  perfectly 
ready  to  answer,  if  it  had  only  been  put  to 
me  once.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  know  what  the  Government  were  about  ? 
I  will  tell  him  very  briefly.     The  Govern- 
ment are  doing  their  best  to  pass,  this  Bill. 
He  says  we  have  been  vacillating  in  this 
matter.     It  is  perfectly  true  that  we  are 
unable   to  pass   this    Bill    in    the   shape 
that  we  should    have   liked,   but  that   is 
owing  to  the  machinations — ["  Oh,  oh  !"] 
— As  eiception  seems  to  be  taken  to  that 
word,  I  shall  say  that  we  have  been  com- 
pelled  to  alter  our   plan,   owing   to   the 
operations — no  one  can  take  eiception  to 
the  word  *'  operations  "—of  those  Gentle- 
men who  are  opposed  to  the  Bill.     The 
operations,  I  repeat,  of  those  who  have 
opposed  us  have  thrown  great  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  Government,  and  there- 
fore they  have  been  obliged  to  take  the 
course  which  they  consider  most  expedient 
in  order  to  pass  this  measure.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
from  the  Bill.     Our  reason  for  doing  so 
was  this :  it  was  felt  that  a  great  deal  of 
time  would  have  been  lost  in  discussion, 
had  we  supported  the  proposition  to  keep 
that  body  in  the  Bill.     The  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  struck  out  of  the  Bill 
by  the  Select  Committee,  and,  as  time  was 
precious,  we  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
persist  in  re-inserting  it.    Had  we  retained 
the  Board  of  Works  in  the  measure  they 
would   have  been  the  market  authorities. 
As  the  Bill  stands,  however,  the  Corpora- 
tion  of  London   may  become   so  if  they 
choose.-^ [Mr.  Milner  Gibson:  They  have 
refused.] — I   do  not  believe  that  that  is 
the  case.     Tliey  have  only  refused  a  pro- 
posed compulsory  arrangement.  An  officer 
of  the  Corporation  made  a  proposition  to 
the  Government,  which  was  entertained ; 
and  the  Government  proposed  that,  if  the 
proposition    was   inserted   in   the   Bill,  it 
should  be  compulsory  on  the  Corporation 
to  become  the  market  authority.    We  pro- 
pose to  put  in  the  Bill  that  the  Corpora- 
tion shall  be  the  market  authority  upon 
certain  terms  ;  and  in  the  event  of  their 
refusing,  the  Commissioners  will  then  be- 
come the  market  authority.     We  have  dis- 
cussed the  question  of  what  funds  there 
will  be  for  the  eroction  of  the  market,  and 
we  decided  that  the  funds  which  the  Com- 
missioners would  have  to  look  to  for  this 
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m,  h  STUART  WILJii :  If  the  Go- 
TemineDi  were  aware  of  the  profoand  feel- 
ing of  Batisfaetion  that  went  fortl^  through 
the  country  on  learning  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
was  carried*  thej  would,  instead  of  iipposing 
any  technical  objection  in  the  way  of  the 
passing  of  the  clause^  introduce  a  Bill,  if 
necessary*  for  the  purpose  of  giving  pt 
effect,  and  pass  it  through  both  Qouses^ 
as  they  could  easily  do,  within  a  week* 
The  representatiye  of  an  extensiye  consti- 
tuency remarked  to  me  thai  the  adoption 
of  the  clause  marked  the  commenoement 
of  a  purer  era,  and  would  hrif^g  forward 
more  eligible  candidates. 

CoLONEii  B.  KNOX  protested  against 
being  rated  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the 
pocket  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill). 

Mb.  MELLY  reminded  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  B.  Knox)  that 
no  legislation  could  afiect  the  expenses  in* 
curred  at  the  election  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster,  inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  returned,  and  weald 
be  again,  at  the  expense  of  his  frienda  and 
supporters. 

Question  put,  ''That  Clause  53,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  (?towftf(7.*—- Ayes  97 ;  Noes 
115 :  Majority  18. 

Mb.  N£AT£  mowed  the  adjonmment 
of  the  debate.  His  boo.  Friends  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  were  as  guilty  of 
connivance  at  corrupt  practices  as  those  on 
the  other  side.  ["  Ob,  oh !"]  He  did 
not  wish  to  include  all  the  Liberal  party  in 
that  denunciation.  His  object  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  was  that 
those  who  wished  to  introduce  purity  and 
economy  at  Parliamentary  Elections  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  further  Consideration  of  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
next."— (ifr.  NeaU.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  did  not  include 
him  in  his  denunciation.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not  perse- 
yere  in  his  Motion.  At  the  same  time,  he 
would  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  scarcely  himself  attach  more 
importance  than  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  to 
the  subject  on  which  they  had  just  divided ; 
and  no  persoiji  could  more  cordially  feel 
with  him  than  he  did.    If  the  hon.  Member 

Mr,  P.  A.  Tayhr 


for  Brighti^i^  (l(r.  Famett)  ei^oie  to  trj 
the  question  again,  he  could  do  so ;  an4 
tb^  question  was,  whether  they  should  lose 
time  in  preasing  forward  a  Bin  which  thej 
must  all  feel  was  necessary. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrawtu 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  7b- 
marrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Notice  taken,  tiiat  40  Membera  wer^ 
not  preeent  ;  House  oonnted,  suid  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjonmad  at  a  qoArtar  after 

Nine  o*oloek« 


^^^^^t^^^^^i^^^^"'^ 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
i^Kl^y,  /t^  24,  1868. 

MINUTES.]-- PoBuo  "BuJM— First  Readimg^ 
Election  Fetitioni  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 
Eleotion8*(287). 

Beeond  AsMftn^— Eleetrio  TeUgnphs  (MS); 
Ejcptring  Lawi  CoatiDnaaoe  *  (180)  ;  Iniaad 
Be?enae  *  (270) ;  Drainage  and  Improrement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  i)* 
{21S)  ;  Poor  Law  Board  ProTitional  Order 
Confirmation)*  (M6);  Registimtion  (fartland) 
(281). 

CommitU^ — 0>aioUdated  Fond  (Appropriation)*; 
Drainage  and  ImproTemeat  of  LandiB  (Ir^and) 
Supplemental  (No.  8)*  (255). 

Report  —  Poblio  Sohooli  (282-285);  Consoli- 
dated Fond  (Appropriation)  * ;  Drainage  and 
ImproTemeot  of  Laodi  (Ireland)  SoppleaMatai 
(No.  8)*  (265) ;  Colonial  Shipping*  (274). 

Third  Beadifig—StLuituj  Aot  (1866)  Amend- 
ment* (252) ;  Municipal  Kleetions  (Scotland)  * 
(276);  Laroenj  and  Embeixlement  *  (277); 
Titlet  to  Land  Gontolidation  (Sootbad)* 
(268) ;  Gensral  Polioe  and  Improvement  (Seoi- 
land)  Aoi  Amandment  *  (267)»  and/MtMM. 

ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL— (No.  i68^ 

(  Tk«  D¥k$  pfMartbroH.) 

8B00KD  BBADnre. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tlie  Seooiad  Bead- 
ing read. 

Th£  Duxs  of  MONTBOSE,  in  xnoiriiig 
that  the  Bill  he  now  read  the  aecond  time, 
said,  its  object  was  to  place  the  telegraphic 
communication  of  this  country  under  the 
Goyemment  and  in  the  hands  of  the  Post 
Office.  When  that  proposal  was  first 
brought  forward  there  certainly  was  a 
great  expression  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
many  persons  that  the  arrangement  was  a 
very  undesirable  one,  being  rerv  contrary  to 
our  general  habits,  which  left  almoet  erexy- 
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miderUke,  and  it  would  be  idle  to  expect 
that  thev  would  enter  into  anj  compact 
with  the  Government  in  reference  to  the 
matter.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
liad  told  them  that  he  would  profide  no 
,lD0De7  to  boy  the  land  or  to  build  the  mar- 
ket ;  but  that  it  might  be  done  by  mortgag- 
ing the  tolls.    But  if  the  market  were  built 
li  would  never  realize  sufficient  in  tolls  to 
meet  the  outlay.     Land  would  have  to  be 
bought ;  both  banks  of  the  Thames  would 
.have  to  be  compensated.     When  the  City 
sothoritles,  who  had  all  the  tolls  of  Co- 
penhagen market,  lost  a  large  sum  every 
jear»  would  any  man  in  his  senses  lend 
,  money  on  the  prospect  of  such  tolls  ?    The 
..whole  thing  was  absurd  and  ridiculous,  un- 
.  km    the    Chancellor    of   the   Exchequer 
would  advance  the  money,  which  he  would 
|Mit«  nor  would   the  House   agree  to  his 
doing  so.     Would  the  agriculturists,  who 
were  represented  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
.  rite,  advance  the  money?     As  a  metropoli- 
tan Member  he  would  resist  this  clause  to 
the    utmost.     Hon.    Gentlemen    opposite 
.  floemed  to  think  that  metropolitan  Mem- 
^  bora  had  no  feelings  whatever  in  question 
'where  beef  and   mutton  were  concerned. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  were  not  urged 
on  by  their  constituents,  they  would  take 
;  the  same  view  that  he  did  of  this  scheme, 
^  ,  aad  agree  to  his  Amendment. 

Page  2,  line  16,  Amendment  proposed, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "if,"  to  the 
mnA  of  the  Clause. — {Mr,  Locke,) 

Question  proposed,    ''That    the   words 

Cropoeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
laose." 

Mb.  MOFFATT  said,  they  were  told 
-  that  there  were  some  negotiations  pending 
between  the  Corporation  of  London  and 
tiie  Government  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  convenient  if  the 
House  were  informed  as  to  the  state  of 
those  negotiations. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  said,  the  Government 

were  seeking  to  establish  a  market  in  the 

largest  town  in  the  world,  contrary  to  the 

wishes  of  the  inhabitants,  as  expressed  by 

their  representatives  —  the  executive  go- 

.Temment  of  that  town  having  declined  to 

carry  out  the  Bill.     He  would  not  have  it 

imputed  to  him   that  he   had  sanctioned 

•neh  a  course  even  by  his  silence.     The 

ioeority  o£fered  to  those  who  were  to  build 

.  the  market  was  the  continuance  of  a  sepa^ 

late  foreign  cattle  market,  but  be  should 

whatever  influence  he  possessed  here- 

YOL.  OXCIII.     [tHI&O  8X2IES.] 
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after  to  injure  and  diminish  that  security 
by  doing  away  with  the  system. 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  in- 
form the  House  who  the  persons  in  the  City 
were  whom  he  represented  as  ready  to  ad- 
vance the  funds  for  establishing  this  mar- 
ket on  the  security  of  the  tolls.  He  did 
not  think  any  man  out  of  a  lunatic  asylum 
would  be  found  ready  to  advance  the 
money  on  tolls  which  really  presented  no 
security  whatever;  for  what  guarantee 
could  be  given  that  any  cattle  would  come 
to  the  market  at  all.  Certainly,  if  the 
respective  Orders  in  Council  should  be  re- 
pealed, the  foreign  cattle  would  go  back  to 
its  old  channels,  to  be  sent  to  London  via 
Harwich,  Newhaven,  and  Southampton, 
without  going  near  the  new  foreign  cattle 
market  at  all.  Sheep  might  now  beimported 
into  Harwich  (in  vessels  which  did  not  bring 
cattle),  and  the  moment  the  restrictions 
were  removed  the  importation  of  sheep 
into  the  port  of  Harwich  had  revived. 
That  would  be  the  case  with  cattle  as  soon 
as  the  restriction  was  removed.  This  Bill 
had  been  supported  by  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  in  the  hope  that  it  would 
restrict  the  number  of  cattle  coming  into 
the  London  market.  If  the  importation 
was  to  be  limited,  how  were  the  tolls  con- 
templated by  the  Bill  as  a  security  for  re- 
Sayment  of  the  expenses  of  the  scheme  to 
e  raised  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
the  opinions  of  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
contradictory.  They  maintained,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  the  Bill  would  be  inoperative 
if  it  became  law ;  if  so,  it  followed  that  it 
could  do  neither  good  ndr  harm.  If  that 
were  their  honest  belief,  why  did  they  come 
down,  day  after  day,  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
losing  both  their  time  and  their  temper  in 
the  operation  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEYRE  said,  that 
while  he  admitted  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
would  be  inoperative,  he  opposed  it  because 
it  would  affirm  a  bad  principle. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  had  been  vehement  in  their  ob- 
jections to  the  creation  of  the  market  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  ;  they  now  asserted  that 
the  market  could  never  be  started,  even  if 
the  Bill  passed.  Nothing  would  suit  the 
Liberal  opponents  of  the  Bill,  Why  could 
they  not  allow  it  to  pass  ?  They  would 
do  so  if  they  really  believed,  as  they  said, 
that  none  but  lunatics  would  advance  money 
under  the  Bill  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
market.     It  might  be  true  that  the  City 

3  L 


1767        IMropoUtan  Foreign         {GOIOCONS}  CaMe  Marht  BUI. 


1768 


tants  of  London  alone.  What,  then,  re- 
mained. As  the  Bill  stood  CommiBsioners, 
were  to  be  appointed  who  would  have 
power  to  charge  tolls  in  the  market  when 
It  was  made,  and  who  would  ha?e  the 
power  of  borrowing  money  on  the  security 
of  those  tolls.  The  question,  then,  was,  as 
to  whether  the  security  was  adequate.  The 
Commissioners  would  have  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament empowering  them  to  make  the 
market ;  but  the  financial  success  of  the 
market  would  depend  upon  its  ha?ing  a 
monopoly.  What  security  would  there  be 
for  its  having  a  monopoly  ?  The  Orders 
of  the  Privy  Council,  which  the  Privy 
Council  could  at  any  time  rescind  or  alter  ? 
That  was  not  good  mercantile  security.  It 
was  not  security  on  which  to  raise  the  large 
sum  of  money  that  would  be  necessary  in 
this  case.  Therefore,  what  he  would  say 
to  the  Government  was  this — If  they  really 
thought  this  Bill  one  of  great  importance, 
as  he  really  thought  it  was,  let  them  be 
prepared  to  make  some  proposal,  by  means 
of  which  the  money  could  be  raised.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  have,  not  only  the  security 
of  the  market  itself,  but  also  the  security  of 
a  monopoly,  which  monopoly  should  not  rest 
on  the  Orders  of  any  Government.  It  seemed 
to  him,  therefore,  to  be  essential  that  the 
whole  subject  should  be  dealt  with  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  fate  of  the 
market  should  not  be  left  to  Orders  in 
Council.  If  the  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  adopt  that  course,  the  only 
other  proposal  they  could  make  was  one 
for  providing  the  required  funds  out  of  the 
Revenue  of  the  country.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  meet  the  difficulty  to  which 
he  had  directed  their  attention,  he  did  not 
see  any  use  in  their  proceeding  with  a 
measure  which  would  be  of  no  practical 
benefit. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  desired  to  know 
— supposing  there  was  no  difficulty  about 
security — how  the  charge  of  £12,000  (4 
per  cent  upon  £300,000)  a  year  was  to  be 
met  for  the  first  few  years  of  the  trust, 
and  where  the  money  was  to  come  from 
to  pay  the  interest  of  the  money  borrowed. 
If  compensation  was  given,  there  would 
be  no  funds  to  pay  the  interest,  and  if  the 
interest  was  paid  there  would  be  no  money 
to  pay  the  compensations. 

Mb.  DE  grey  said,  he  thought  it  was 
evident  that  the  intention  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  was  to  defeat  the  mea- 
sure by  any  means  in  their  power.  Their 
opposition  was  elaborately  obstructive,  and 
it  might  save  time  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Hr.  Lowe 


tieman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
would  give  them  an  assurance  that  he  was 
determined,  under  any  circumstances,  to 
pass  the  Bill,  and  that  he  would  not  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  prorogue  Parliament  until 
the  Bill  was  passed. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  that  the  Bin,  if 
carried,  would  probably  be  inoperatiTe; 
and  why,  therefore,  should  it  be  pressed  ? 
['*  No !  "]  Well,  where  was  the  monej 
to  be  procured  by  means  of  which  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ? 

Thb  chancellor  07  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  question  had  bees 
repeatedly  answered.  He  had  stated  m- 
veral  times  that  if  the  matter  were  left  to 
the  Commissioners  they  would  have  nothing 
but  the  tolls  as  a  security  for  raising  the 
money.  The  Corporation  so  raised  money 
when  the  Islington  CatUe  Market  Bill  wu 
passed.  He  had  been  assured  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  passing  persone  conld  be 
found  who  would  be  willing  to  adTsnee 
money  upon  that  security,  and  also  that 
there  would  be  no  practical  difficoltj  in 
constructing  the  market.  In  reply  to 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe),  he  could  only  say  thst 
a  monopoly  would  be  secured  to  the  ms^ 
ket  as  far  as  cattle  coming  into  the  pott 
of  London,  and  sheep  coming  with  them, 
were  concerned  ;  though  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  of  opinion  that  the  aeeo- 
rity  was  insufficient,  it  would,  of  coone, 
be  open  to  him  to  move  that  no  cattle 
should  come  into  the  metropolitan  srea, 
except  through  that  market. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  felt  asaored 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  no  intention  of  in- 
terposing a  difficulty.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  failed  to 
give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  qaeation 
as  to  how  the  money  was  to  be  raised.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  indeedi 
that  he  nnderstood  parties  were  resdy  to 
lend  money  on  the  security  of  the  tdla ; 
but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  how  nn^h 
money  they  were  willing  to  lend,  and  for 
what  purposes.  This  pecuniary  part  of 
the  business  had  naturally  been  examined 
by  the  Common  Council,  who  had  estimated 
that  £500,000  would  be  required  to  con- 
struct the  market,  and  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that,  even  if  the  interest  wsa  st 
a  very  moderate  rate,  there  would  be  s 
deficiency  on  the  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
Account  of  no  less  than  £13,000  a  year. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  case  of  the  Islington 
Market  the  Corporation  bad  had  only  the 
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plaattt  and  were  told  that  CommiMionere 
were  to  be  appointed  to  take  away  their 
property  without  fanda  to  compeneate  them, 
tiier^  would  be  a  perfect  rebellion  amongst 
ihra.  I  stand  htfre  to  resist  this  pernicioaa 
ftltempt  to  appoint  Commissioners  to  take 
4wAy  ^rifate  property  without  the  consent 
•f  the  owners,  and  without  the  means  of 
dompenaating  th6m.  la  it  necessary  to 
kave  Commissioners  to  manage  il  dirty 
vwrket,  to  be  placed,  as  I  understand,  at 
die  outlet  of  the  hiain  sewer,  the  most  dis- 

SMable  place  near  the  metropolis ?  [''Oh, 
r'3     I  deny  that  I  am  using  arguments 
^-    wifit  to  be  heard  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
'i    ilkNigh  I  may  appear  to  be  more  energetic 
llMni  I  ought  to  be.    The  principle  I  advo- 
•ftte  18  a  Bound  one — the  principle  you  ad- 
ita  is  a  dangerous  one— a  revolutionary 
I  object  to  the  appointment  of  Crown 
Otminiaaionera  to  manage  a  cattle  market. 
Th4  proposition  is  ludicrous  when  we  con- 
iHtrthat  these  Royal  Commissioners,  with 
ill  tbeir  dignity,  are  not  to  hare  a  farthing 
::tf  neoey.     I  have  another  objection — 1 
jiUttk  it  is  a  knost  objectionable  principle  to 
liq^int  Boyal  Commissioners  to  look  after 
iiMliaipa]  affairs.     A  metropolitan  market 
Wight  to  be  under  the  management  of  the 
iNlropolitan  local  authorities,  and  if  there 
ii  A  strong  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
lieipal  authoritiea  to  the  acheme  you 
fnpoae,  yon  have  no  right  to  force  the 
Huieipality  to  carry  it  into  effect,  or  to 
ft|ipolnt  Royal  Commissioners  to  do  so.     If 
.  jMieannot  induce  the  local  municipal  autbo- 
litiea  of  the  City  to  undertake  your  scheme, 
Mb  upon  it  they  believe  that  scheme  not 
to  be  for  the  benefit  of  their  constituents. 
Vke  opposition  to  the  Bill  has  been  success- 
Mlj  carried  on  in  two  respects.     Firsty  it 
Wm  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  exclude  all 
fcraign  eattle  and  aheep.      Some  of  the 
ihaep  are  now  to  be  let  in.     Then,  with 
itaptet  to  the  2nd  clause,  which  provided 
I  '-='iMr  the  imposition  of  rates  on  the  inhabitants 
^  tf  London  for  the  support  of  the  market, 
r.'tte  Government  has  been  induced  to  with- 
[    akmw  that  obnoxious  proposal  to  tax  the 
it    Imttfpayera  of  London  in  order  to  carry  out 
:    fcBIU  which  was  intended  to  increase  the 
|lri»e  of  their  meat.  [<'  No,  no  !*']    Why, 
tlM  Doble  Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oimeil  admitted  that  the  Bill  would  have 
ihftl  effect,  and   I  can  prove,  out  of  the 
»— the  of  the  witnesses  for  the  Bill|  that 
hi  operations  would  have  that  pernicious 
•flSset.    Indeedi  I  will  confine  myself  exclu- 
rivldjt  in  my  criticism  of  the  Bill,  to  the 
•ridtsee  of  the  Government  themaelvea. 


> 
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Now,  with  regard  to  the  price  of  meat* 
["Question,  question!"] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hen. 
Gentleman  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  LOWE  said,  he  was  as  favourable 
aa  the  Government  could  be  to  the  princi- 
ple of  thia  Bill,  and  he  did  not  approve 
aodle  of  the  meana  which  had  been  used  in 
the  courae  of  these  discussions  to  defeat  it. 
But  he  wanted  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Government.  It  was  quite  clear  that  the 
market,  if  it  was  to  be  established,  would 
involve  a  large  expenditure  of  money.  If 
they  were  in  earnest — and  he  was  in 
earnest  in  wishing  to  see  it  established — 
they  ought  to  provide  money  for  it.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  they  must  have  one 
of  three  things— either  they  must  have 
rinderpest  continually  in  this  country  ;  or 
they  must  seriously  interfere  with  the  in* 
ternal  traffic  in  cattle  ;  or  they  must  have 
all  foreign  cattle  killed  on  their  arrival. 
He  believed  the  last  was  the  best  course 
to  adopt ;  but  he  thought  that  in  bringing 
in  a  Bill  with  that  object  the  Government 
ought  not  to  ask  the  approval  of  Parliament 
to  a  measure  which  would  have  no  effect. 
If  the  carrying  out  of  the  Bill  would  in* 
volve  a  large  expenditure  of  money  the 
Government  ought  to  show  Parliament 
there  waa  aome  reaaonable  ezectation  that 
the  money  would  be  forthcoming.  To  do 
them  justice,  he  must  say  they  had  tried 
to  do  BO.  They  had  first  proposed  that 
the  money  should  come  from  a  body  having 
large  estates — the  Corporation  of  London 
—and  that  the  Corporation  should  depend 
upon  the  prospect  of  being  re-paid  by  tolla. 
But  he  underatood  it  waa  now  admitted — 
in  thia,  perhaps,  he  might  be  wrong — that 
the  Corporation  were  not  willing  to  take 
the  matter  up. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  They  are  not  willing  to  bind 
themselves. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  he  was  not  astonished 
at  that,  because  already  they  had  a  large 
market  by  which  they  were  losing  money. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) 
had  said  that  the  Corporation  resisted  thia 
Bill  becauae  it  would  not  benefit  their  con- 
atituenta.  Not  at  all.  They  reaisted  it 
because  they  had  an  interest  in  another 
market.  Then  the  Government  had  pro- 
posed that  the  market  should  be  establisned 
by  ratefc  to  be  levied  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works ;  but  he  did  not  wonder 
that  there  should  be  a  strong  objection  in 
the  metropolis  to  have  the  expense  of  what 
waa  a  national  object  thrown  on  the  inhabi* 

3  L  2 
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it  was  totally  imposssible  to  make  thiB 
market  by  the  means  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
Sm  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  the 
Bill  provided  for  raising  £300,000,  which 
was  £200,000  short  of  the  sum  required 
for  opening  the  market.  The  people  who 
adfanced  this  would  be  empowered  to 
sweep  away  the  whole  tolls  of  the  market, 
and  no  means  whatever  of  giviog  compen- 
sation were  provided. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  said,  that  if  the 
sum  of  £300,000  were  not  sufficient  the 
figures  might  be  altered,  and  a  sum  suffi- 
cient to  build  and  to  compensate  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  sum  should 
be  £500,000.  If  the  market  authority  was 
not  provided  with  the  means  of  compen- 
sating there  would  be  an  end  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  he  regretted  the 
want  of  security  in  the  Bill  for  compensa- 
tion. 

This  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  taken  him  by  surprise.  That  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  estimated  cost  of  tbe 
market,  including  compensation,  would 
amount  to  £500,000.  That  was  not  the 
case.  The  opinion  of  the  financial  agents 
of  the  Bill  was  that  £300,000  would  be 
an  extravagant  estimate,  including  com- 
pensation. Those  agents  stated  that  the 
fee  simple  of  all  the  property  for  which 
compensation  could  be  claimed  would  not 
amount  to  £100,000,  and  that  those  who 
claimed  compensation  would  find  it  difficult 
to  prove  any  appreciable  loss  of  trade  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  60SCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  clause  relating  to  the 
Islington  tolls  that  had  been  withdrawn 
was  not  in  existence  last  winder  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  it 
was  not  in  existence  a  week  ago. 

Mb.  ATRTON  asked  whether  the  sub- 
stance of  it  had  not  been  made  known  in 
the  winter  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied 
in  the  negative. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  ealled  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  clause  was  not  in  the 
Bill,  and  there  was  no  necessity  for  dis- 
cussing it. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  brought  »p  a 
Paper  prepared  by  his  agent  which  con- 
tained a  statement  of  the  sum  required  for 
compensation  ;  but  did  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman vouch  for  its  accuracy  ?  And  wlio 
is  his  agent?  Did  anyone  erer  hear  of 
Mr.  Cawm 


the  responsibilit?  of  a  Minister  being 
shifted  to  the  shoulders  of  an  nnknown 
agent?  He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had 
heard  that  the  compensation  would  amount 
to  £750,000.  The  name  of  the  agent 
might  give  them  some  security  that  the 
calculation  was  correct. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Parliamentary  agent  pro- 
moting the  Bill  was  his  authority  for  the 
figures  he  had  laid  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  the  best  authority 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr. 
Freshfield),  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  ;  and  he  told  them  the  whole 
cost  would  be  £500,000.  They  ought  not 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  until  they  shonld 
learn  what  was  the  source  from  which  the 
£200,000  required  for  compensations  was 
to  be  derived. 

Mr.  freshfield  said,  the  BUI  was 
a  merely  permissive  measure,  and  could 
not  be  carried  into  efiect  unless  the  money 
were  found.  He  therefore  saw  nothing  to 
justify  the  pertinacious  opposition  it  bad 
encountered.  That  opposition  seemed  to 
him  to  be  nothing  short  of  faetioas. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  that  no  one  would 
advance  money  on  the  security  afforded  by 
the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  Comnjtttee 
would  not  stultify  itself  by  appointing  the 
proposed  Commissioners. 

Question  pat,  '*  That  tbe  worda  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  dimdsd:  —  Ayes  83  ; 
Noes  31 :  Majority  52. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  Claose  stand 
part  of  the  Bill  r' 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  this  Question 
involved  considerations  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  yet  even  approached.  He 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  he  was  on 
the  point  of  rising  to  make  the  same  Mo- 
tion, and  he  need  not  therefore  aay  thai 
he  assented  to  it. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped 
that  if  the  Motion  were  agreed  to,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  woold 
give  some  assurance  that  he  would  not 
interpose  these  obstructions  to  the  fntnre 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  he  hKd  not  the 
least  desire  to  interpose  obstructions,  if 
hon.  Members  would  only  listen  with  pa- 
tience to  what  he  had  to  say. 

Sir  PERCT  BURAELL  said,  he  most 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the  hoo. 
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iolb  to  offer  aa  seoaritj;  but  the  resalt 

WM  that  a  deficiency  of  £7,000  a  year  had 

to  be  paid  out  of  the  general  revenue  of 

ibo  Corporation,  and  that  deficiency  would 

be  increased  by  the  new  market.     It  was 

not  likely,  therefore,  that  the  Corporation 

would  be  willing  to  incur  a  fresh  liability 

on  aeeount  of  the  Foreign  Cattle  Market. 

Probably  the  gentlemen  alluded  to  by  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Hiehequer  might  be  willing  to  lend  money 

ISir  the  purpose  of  building  the  market,  but 

aoi  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  oompen- 

.Mlions.     The  last  clause  of  the  Bill  pro- 

iMod  that  no  compensation  should  become 

^jable  until  the  market  was  opened ;  and 

^pMiiequently  it  might  be  possible  to  find 

^parions  sanguine  enough  to  advance  money 

j^  build   the   market ;    but   would    they 

•dTanee  on  the  sole  security  of  the  tolls 

J&500,000    which,   according   to   the 

est  estimate,  would  be  required  for  the 

^^jBBStrootion  of  the  market  and  compensa- 

Hoo? 

\,   Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 

[U£B  said,  he  understood  that  parties 

ko  obtained  compensation  would  have  a 

upon  the  tolls.     A  remedy  was  pro- 

::vided  in  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 

Aetf  and  he  believed  that  any  person  en- 

tUod  to  compensation  might,  if  necessary, 

appoint  a  receiver  to  take  in  his  behalf  the 

lolla  of  the  market.     [*'No,  no  !"]    At  all 

•fents,  he  was  of  opinion  that  under  the 

laal  clause  every  such  person  would  have  a 

,  legal  mode  of  enforcing  his  rights.    It  was 

•Ofident,  therefore,  that  persons  advancing 

'nooey  on  the  security  of  the  tolls  would 

::tako  into  consideration  the  circumstance 

-tfuU  the  individuals  who  were  entitled  to 

'MiDpensation   would    be  able   to   enforce 

^tfioir  rights  and  get  possession  of  the  re- 

/  ViDoes  of  the  market.     He  did  not  know 

V  :  wbai  would    be  the  amount  required  for 

^baOding  the  market,  but  he  imagined  it 

HjjMild  be  considerably  less  than  the  sum 

Muned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

XoBiber  for  South  Lancashire  (Mr.  QIad- 

fliene).     He  had  been   informed,  indeed, 

;  ;^1h»t  only  £300,000  would  be  required  for 

^' jtbftt  purpose,  though  he  could  not  say  what 

''llio  eompensation  would  amount  to.     Per- 

aooa  coDoerned  in  promoting  the  Bill  had 

islbrmed  him  that  £100,000  would  be  a 

90rj  liberal  estimate  for   purchasing  the 

iNohold  of  all  the  premises  used  in  the 

Mlilo  trade,  and  of  course  if  those  premises 

tfore  devoted  to  other  purposes,  the  amount 

eff  oompensation  would  be  very  small.   IJn- 

dor  all  the  circumstances  he  thought  the 


K 

r    * 


\   .m 


Committee  need  not  be  frightened  by  the 
sum  of  £500,000,  which  had  been  spoken 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
In  conclusion,  he  could  only  say  he  had 
been  assured,  during  the  last  two  days, 
that  persons  were  willing  to  come  forward 
with  the  money  on  the  security  of  the  tolls, 
eyen  taking  into  consideration  what  would 
have  to  be  paid  by  way  of  compensation. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  persons 
advancing  the  money  might  probably  re- 
quire the  rules  to  be  made  more  stringent 
than  they  would  be  as  the  Bill  now  stood. 
At  present  the  Privy  Council  could  make 
rules  as  to  slaughtering  cattle,  which  would 
interfere  with  the  market.  He  understood 
that  the  offer  of  money  did  not  include 
copital  for  compensation. 

Sm  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  no  part  of  the  money 
to  be  borrowed  under  the  Bill  would  be 
applicable  to  compensation.  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  was  clearly  wrong  in 
his  interpretation  of  the  Bill.  The  mort- 
gagees would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
compensation.  They  would  get  an  imme- 
diate first  charge  upon  all  the  tolls,  apart 
entirely  from  compensation,  and  in  point  of 
fact  the  Bill  was  entirely  deficient  in  any 
means  whatever  for  providing  compensa- 
tion. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  must  again  pro- 
test against  the  Bill  being  proceeded  with, 
and  the  property  of  his  constituents  confis- 
cated without  any  security  for  their  being 
indemnified. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved 
that  the  Committee  should  report  Pro- 
gress. It  was  now  half-past  One,  and  he 
thought  that  at  any  rate  the  debate  should 
be  suspended  till  three  o*c1ook,  in  order 
to  allow  the  other  Business  on  the  Paper 
to  proceed.  When  that  Business  had  been 
disposed  of,  they  might  again  resume  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
and  go  on  with  it  until  the  next  morning. 
It  was  quite  clear  that,  inasmuch  as  it  con- 
tained near  forty  clauses,  it  would  take  two 
months  to  pass  it. 

Motion  negatived, 

Mr.  SAMUELS  on  said,  that  no  means 
had  been  provided  for  making  this  marketi 
and  the  Bill  would  be  totally  inoperative. 

Mb.  FRESHFIELD  said,  he  under- 
stood that  parties  were  willing  to  lend  the 
necessary  funds,  and  that  the  market 
authority  could  create  a  mortgage  on  the 
tolls  in  respect  of  such  loau. 

Mr.  COWEN  said,  he  was  convinced 
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it  waa  totally  imposssible  to   make   this 
market  by  the  means  proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Sm  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  the 
Bill  provided  for  raising  £300,000,  which 
was  £200,000  short  of  the  sum  required 
for  opening  the  market.  The  people  who 
advanced  this  would  be  empowered  to 
sweep  away  the  whole  tolls  of  the  market, 
and  no  means  whatever  of  giving  compen- 
sation were  provided. 

Mb.  fresh  field  said,  that  if  the 
sum  of  £300,000  were  not  sufficient  the 
figures  might  be  altered,  and  a  sum  suffi- 
cient to  build  and  to  compensate  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  sum  should 
be  £500,000.  If  the  market  authority  was 
not  provided  with  the  means  of  compen- 
sating there  would  be  an  end  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  said,  he  regretted  the 
want  of  security  in  the  Bill  for  compensa- 
tion. 

This  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  taken  him  by  surprise.  That  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  the  estimated  cost  of  tlie 
market,  including  compensation,  would 
amount  to  £500,000.  That  was  not  the 
case.  The  opinion  of  the  financial  agents 
of  the  Bill  was  that  £300,000  would  be 
an  extravagant  estimate,  including  com- 
pensation. Those  agents  stated  that  the 
fee  simple  of  all  the  property  for  which 
compensation  could  be  claimed  would  not 
amount  to  £100,000,  and  that  those  who 
claimed  compensation  would  find  it  difficult 
to  prove  any  appreciable  loss  of  trade  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  60SCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  clause  relating  to  the 
Islington  tolls  that  had  been  withdrawn 
was  not  in  existence  last  winder  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  it 
was  not  in  existence  a  week  ago. 

Mr.  ATRTON  asked  whether  the  sub- 
stance of  it  had  not  been  made  known  in 
tlie  winter  ? 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  replied 
in  the  negative. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  clause  was  not  in  the 
Bill,  and  there  was  no  necessity  for  dis- 
cussing it. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  brought  »p  a 
Paper  prepared  by  his  agent  which  con- 
tained a  statement  of  the  sum  required  for 
compensation  ;  but  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman vouch  for  its  accuracy  ?  And  wbo 
is  his  agent?  Did  anyone  eyer  hear  of 
Mr.  Cawm 


the  responsibilitv  of  a  Minister  being 
shifted  to  the  shoulders  of  an  unknown 
agent?  He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  bad 
heard  that  the  compensation  would  amount 
to  £750,000.  The  name  of  the  agent 
might  give  them  some  security  that  tbe 
calculation  was  correct. 

The  chancellor  op  thr  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Parliaaientary  agent  pro- 
moting the  Bill  was  his  authority  for  the 
figures  he  had  laid  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  the  best  authority 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr. 
Freshfield),  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  ;  and  he  told  them  the  whole 
cost  would  be  £500,000.  They  ought  not 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  until  they  abonld 
learn  what  was  the  source  from  whicb  tbe 
£200,000  required  for  compensations  was 
to  be  derived. 

Mr.  freshfield  said,  the  Bill  waa 
a  merely  permissive  measure,  and  oould 
not  be  carried  into  effect  unless  the  money 
were  found.  He  therefore  saw  nothing  to 
justify  the  pertinacious  opposition  St  bad 
encountered.  That  opposition  seemed  to 
him  to  be  nothing  short  of  factions. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  that  no  one  would 
advance  money  on  the  security  afforded  by 
the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  not  stultify  itself  by  appointing  the 
proposed  Qommissiopers. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  JmiM?:*— Ayea  83; 
Noes  31 :  Majority  52, 

On  Question,  «  That  the  Claose  stand 
part  of  the  Bin  r' 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  that  this  Question 
involved  considerations  which  tbe  Com- 
mittee had  not  yet  even  approached.  He 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  be  was  on 
the  point  of  rising  to  make  the  same  Mo- 
tion, and  be  need  not  therefore  say  thai 
he  assented  to  it. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  boped 
that  if  the  Motion  were  agreed  to,  the  bon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would 
give  some  assurance  that  he  would  not 
interpose  these  obstructions  to  the  future 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  be  bKd  not  the 
least  desire  to  interpose  obstructions,  if 
hon.  Members  would  only  listen  with  pa- 
tience to  what  he  had  to  say. 

Sir  PERCT  BURRBLL  said,  be  must 
complain  of  tbe  manner  in  wfaicb  tbe  hon. 
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m4  learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
|«to  (Mr.  Ayrtoo)  had  wasted  the  time  of 
Ibe  Committee  bj  repeating  hip  argaments 
Uique  ad  naui$am, 

l^onee  resume^* 

Oemmittee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 

OOMPULSORY  CHURCH  RATE3 

ABOLITION  BILL. 

LOBDS'  AMENDMBNTS. 

..  Lojrd^'  Amendmppts  considered  (accord- 
llPg'lo  Order). 

Ulh    GLADSTONE,    having    pointed 

yfiil  th0  alterations  made  in  the  Bill  by  the 

Jltil^  House,  said,  that  he  had  some  doubts 

fAi#hor  tbey  were  all  improfements  ;  but 

gg^eae  of  them  were*  inconsistent  with  the 

ry  object  of  the  Bill — the  aboli^on 

the  eompulsory   collection  of   church 

—  he  was  willing  to  itpcept  them. 

X^  jVQttld,  therefore,  move  to  agree  to  the 

;^^Mndments  made  by  the  Lords. 

Alter   a    few   obserfatlons   from    Mr. 
«D  Hope  and  Mr.  Hubbard, 

liprds'  Amendments  agreed  to  [Special 


V-   if 


IJIETROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 
MARKET  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HENNIKER-MAJOR  asked  the 
OlMMiceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  What  course 
the  Gpfernment,  seeing  tlie  nature  of  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill,  intended  to  take 
i^on  it  f 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEBssid,  that  since  Progress  had  been 
^/Mported  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  had 
viii^Bidered  the  position  in  which  they  stood 
f.f-J^  ihis  Bill,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
iiluil  it  was  hopeless  to  proceed  further 
i^4Wlli  it  this  Session.  The  great  majorities 
Nrfbioh  had  ? oted  in  repeated  divisions  had 
i-  'Ai^n  a  Tory  decided  opinion  on  the  part 
t    ^$kB  House  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 

[^/.' Mm ^ Bill  and  the  necessity  for  such  a  mea- 
^  0p^.  The  difficulty,  however,  which  bad 
■•^]^^kria^n  in  consequence  of  the  City  having 
«4kelined  to  accept  the  market  authority, 
iMi  the  very  strong  opposition  to  the  fur- 
4lkm  progress  of  the  Bill,  had  put  the  Go< 
Vpmm^t  in  a  position  of  so  much  diffi- 
Mltj  that  they  did  not  feel  justified  in 
.■pking  the  House  to  spend  any  further 
ibtte  in  discussing  tho  measure  during  the 

rent  Session.     The  only  course  open 
Ihem,    therefore,    under   the  circum- 


stanoeSy  was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  a  future 
Session  of  Parliament  to  carry  out  the 
object. 

House  sdjoumed  at  half 
after  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  25,  1868. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Bills— Commtrt^— Mar- 
riages Validity  (Blakedown)*  [200]. 

Report — Marriages  Validity  (Blakedown)*  [250]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Regulation  of  Rail- 
ways [142];  SahnoQ  FiBheries  (^Scotland)* 
[210]. 

Third  Reading — Reflation  of  Rail  ways  [li2], 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Metroj^itan  Foreign  Cattle  Market 
(re'Comm.)   [139]?' 

The  Hoqse  met  at  TweWe  of  the  qlock. 

INCOME  TAX  COMMISSIONERS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exohe- 
qaer,  Whether  the  Gorernment  have  had 
m  contemplation  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  to  alter  the  present  sjstem  of 
assessing  Income  Tax  in  country  towns 
and  districts  bj  the  aid  of  secret  Commis- 
sioners selected  from  the  district;  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  no  legislative  proceed- 
ings being  contemplated,  the  Government 
have  the  power,  without  Parliamentary 
sanction,  to  alter  the  present  much  com- 
plained of  sytem  of  secret  Local  Income 
Tax  Commissioners  ;  and  whether,  if  they 
have  the  power,  the  Government  intend 
to  make  any  alteration  in  this  respect  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said  he  supposed  that  by 
the  term  *'  Secret  Commissioners  *'  the 
boo.  Member  meant  the  Commissionera 
who  took  nn  oath  of  secresy  not  to  divulge 
any  matters  they  became  acquainted  with 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  Those 
Secret  Commissioners  were  selected  by  the 
whole  body  of  Commissioners  from  among 
themselves,  and  the  Government  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  them.  He  was  not  aware 
of  the  existence  of  any  general  discontent 
at  the  mode  of  their  appointment,  or  the 
manner  in  which  they  performed  their 
duty.  He  was  aware  that  in  the  hon. 
Member's  neighbourhood  there  was  some 
agitation  a  few  months  ngo  in  eonneetion 
with  the  Income  tax,  but  he  hoped  that 
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agitation  was  now  allayed.  From  inquiries 
he  had  made  he  had  reason  to  belie?e 
that  it  arose  more  from  objections  to  the 
Income  Tax  itself  than  to  those  who  as- 
sessed it.  The  Government  saw  no  reason 
to  make  any  change  in  the  law  regarding 
the  appointment  of  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  if  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sioners will  be  published  in  future?  their 
names  were  not  known. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  aware  that  their 
names  were  kept  secret. 

METROPOLITAN  FOREIGN  CATTLE 

MARKET  {re-ammiUed)  BILL. 

{Lord  Rcheri   Montagu^    Mr,  Hunt,) 

[bill  139.]      OOMHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated  last  night  that,  con- 
sidering the  great  opposition  that  was  of- 
fered to  the  measure,  the  Government  had 
oome  to  the  determination  of  no  longer 
asking  hon.  Members  to  put  themselres  to 
the  incon?enience  of  attending  the  House 
for  the  further  consideration  of  the  Bill ; 
he  should,  in  accordance  with  that  Resolu- 
tion, move  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  READ  extremely  regretted  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  withdrawn ;  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  admitted  that  the 
Goyemment  had  no  other  alternative  than 
to  give  it  up,  considering  the  shortness  of 
the  time  now  at  their  disposal  and  the 
vigorous  nature  of  the  opposition  to  the 
measure.  He  had  been  taxed  with  being 
the  author  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  distinctly 
denied  that  such  was  the  case.  If  he  had 
been  its  author,  he  should  have  tried  to 
mako  it  a  national  and  not  a  metropolitan 
measure  ;  and  if  any  compensation  was  to 
be  paid  he  thought  it  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  national  Exchequer,  instead  of  the 
payment  being  imposed  on  the  metropolis. 
The  Bill  never  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  strong 
Bill ;  it  was  weakened  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee and  rendered  still  more  feeble  in 
the  House  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  would  not  during 
the  Recess  listen  to  any  request  from  any 
quarter  to  relax  the  present  restrictions  in 
the  metropolitan  area,  if  he  wished  to  keep 
the  cattle  plague  out  of  the  country.  With 
respect  to  two  or  three  countries  where 
rinderpest  had  never  existed,  he  did  not 
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see  why  the  same  exception  should  not  be. 
extended   to  Denmark  (proper),  Sweden, 
and  Norway,  as  had  already  been  made  in 
favour  of  Spain  and  Portugal. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  that  what  had  just 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  did  justice  to  the  views 
of  those  who  opposed  the  Bill,  because  he 
had  conceded  the  point  they  had  been 
struggling  for.  It  was  only  because  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  last  year  was  at- 
tempted to  be  departed  from  that  the 
House  became  embarrassed  by  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government.  He  was  glad 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
withdrawing  the  Bill  frankly  recognised 
the  grounds  on  which  its  opponents  had 
thought  right  to  discuss  it,  and  admitted 
that  the  Government  were  not  at  first  fully 
made  aware  of  the 'true  bearings  of  the 
case.  With  respect  to  the  financial  part 
of  the  scheme,  it  would  have  been  a  de- 
plorable example,  if  Parliament  had  exer- 
cised its  authority  to  confiscate  property 
without  providing  compensation,  and  it  was 
a  great  proof  of  the  wisdon^  of  the  rules 
under  which  the  Business  of  the  House 
was  conducted,  that  a  minority,  powerful 
in  argument,  reason,  and  justice— [  **  Oh, 
oh  !  "  ] — could  withstand  any  sudden  im- 
pulse by  which  the  majority  were  over- 
taken to  carry  a  measure  pregnant  with 
injustice  and  wrong.  [*•  Oh  !"]  The  mi- 
nority upon  this  question  represented  the 
majority  of  the  people.     ["  No,  no  !"] 

Mr.  speaker  begged  to  suggest  to 
the  House  whether  it  was  desirable  after 
the  ample  discussion  that  had  taken  plaee 
upon  the  Bill  to  further  prolong  it  ? 

Gbkebal  DUNNE  said,  he  should  cer- 
tainly protest  against  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn  after  the 
majorities  which  voted  in  its  favour  ;  and  he 
protested  the  more  so  because  it  tended  to 
confirm  the  suspicion  which  all  along  existed 
on  the  independent  Conservative  Benches 
that  it  was  never  intended  that  the  Bill 
should  pass.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton)  said  the  minority  which  op- 
posed the  Bill  represented  the  majority  of 
the  people,  but  that  was  not  so-— on  the 
contrary  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
represented  only  the  London  importers 
and  butchers.  There  was  a  very  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  kingdom  in 
favour  of  it.  It  had,  too,  with  one  excep- 
tion, the  support  of  the  Irish  Memb^ra, 
who  were  anxious  to  save  the  country  from 
the  recurrence  of  a  calamity  which  had 
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.  eort  Great  BriUin  it  wm  said  £12,000,000, 
and  from  which  thej  had  preserved  them- 
•eWes  by  their  own  exertions  and  determi- 
aation.  There  was  no  force  in  the  argu- 
ttients  which  were  directed  against  the 
IMTiDcipIe  of  this  measure,  but  it  was  opposed 
OB  the  pretence  that  it  was  so  badly  drawn, 
it  eonld  not  work,  and  that  it  threw  expense 
on  loealitiea  that  were  not  fairly  liable. 
Bol  the  Govern  men  t  could  have  easily 
inproved  any  objectionable  provisions, 
loftving  the  Bill  sufficient  for  its  purpose, 
Mid  Bopplied  the  very  small  sum  of  money 
vhieh  it  was  clear  from  the  statements 
IMMie,  that  speculators  would  undertake  it 
vms  bat  trifling,  if  indeed  required  at  all. 
Bnt  supposing  these  objections  to  be  well- 
Ibiinded  it  was  clear  that  if  the  Bill  had 
Jailed  it  had  fallen  through  solely  on  account 
of  ita  imperfect  nature  and  the  apathy  of  the 
'fiomoters.  Every  expedient  was  resorted 
to  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
itoratioQ  and  re-iteration  proceeded  to  such 
lengths  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
aum  repeated  the  same  sentence  eleven 
tiaea  oyer.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
WUOk  also  counted  out  the  House.  Now, 
Im  (General  Dunne)  did  not  object  to  the 
tee^CB  of  the  minority  ;  but  he  did  regret 
that  the  Bill  should  have  had  to  be  rejected 
OB  aceount  of  the  incapacity  with  which  it 
vae  framed. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Norfolk  (Mr.  Read)  for 
tiie  advice  which  he  had  given  to  the  noble 
Iiord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu)  with  respect 
to  relaxing  the  rule  so  far  as  to  admit 
•atile  from  the  countries  where  no  plague 
osiated,  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that  it 
woold  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
vonld  undertake  that,  so  far  as  it  was  in  his 
power,  there  should  be  no  stretch  of  any 
lobulations  for  an  improper  purpose  at  the 
fori  of  Hull. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  trusted  the  Chan- 
oollor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be  induced 
to  introdace  a  measure  on  this  important 
oobject  next  Session.  As  a  Member  of 
tlio  Committee  which  sat  for  several  days 
doring  the  dog-days,  and  with  what  result 
Ifaej  then  saw,  he  would  venture  to  say 
the  great  evil  of  their  Bill  was  the  very 
mtem  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Norfolk  desired  the  extension  ;  it  was  the 
fear  lest  the  Privy  Council  should  step  in 
Bod  relax  the  restrictions  that  indisposed 
the  City  Corporation  to  become  the  market 
Bsthority.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
ohoqaer  could  levy  a  sum  of  one  or  two 
OBToreigns  upon  every  hon.  Member  who 


repeated  his  arguments,  as  had  been  done 
during  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  he  would 
soon  have  sufficient  funds  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  market. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  observed  that  in 
the  discussions  of  last  night  it  became 
manifest  that  the  present  system  was  liable 
to  the  grossest  imputations  of  malversation. 
Over  and  over  again  the  Government  were 
accused  of  jobbing  ;  and  that  suspicion 
was  inseparable  from  proceedings  by 
Orders  in  Council.  He  expressed  a  hope 
that  a  Bill  would  be  introduced  upon 
this  subject  at  the  earliest  possible  period  ; 
and  better  framed  and  better  financially 
supported  than  this  had  been.  Legisla- 
tion was  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
this  country  against  the  cattle  plague, 
which  he  was  afraid  was  spreading  on  the 
Continent.  It  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  protection  in  this  country  from 
rinderpest  should  be  established  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  not  by  Orders  in  Council. 
He  hope  that  Government  would  not  be 
discouraged  by  their  present  position,  and 
would  renew  their  attempt  to  establish 
efficient  means  of  inspection,  for  which  the 
natural  position  of  the  couutry  gave  every 
facility. 

Mr.  COWEN  said,  he  could  answer  for 
his  constituents  that  they  would  not  abuse 
any  relaxation  of  the  existing  rules  which 
might  be  granted  to  them.  On  a  former 
occasion  be  suggested  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Bill,  because  it  would  be  impossible  to 
work  it.  He  felt  gratified  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  that  determination, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  found  that  the 
powers  at  present  possessed  by  the  Privy 
Council  would  be  found  sufficient. 

Colonel  NORTH  said,  he  hoped  the 
Privy  Council  would  not  relax  their  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  cattle  during  the 
Recess  ;  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
possess  sufficiently  stringent  powers  he 
hoped  they  would  obtain  them  before  they 
prorogued  Parliament.  When  the  rinder- 
pest first  broke  out  several  deputations 
from  Oxfordshire  waited  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  left  with  the  impression 
that  if  they  had  the  power  they  had  not 
the  inclination  to  put  it  into  effect. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  could  not  allow 
the  Motion  for  discharging  the  Order  to 
pass  without  protesting  in  the  strongest 
manner  against  such  a  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  calling  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Prime  Minister,  for  an  ex- 
planation   of    the  extraordinary  conduct 
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which  they  had  thought  fit  to  pursue  in 
the  matter.  He  (Mr.  Blake)  considered 
that  he  had  a  right  quite  as  much  as  any- 
one in  the  House  to  make  this  demand. 
He  had  supported  the  Goyemment  through- 
out on  the  Biili  had  remained  up  often 
until  two,  and  even  past  three  in  the  morn- 
ing, to  assist  them ;  had  laboured,  and,  he 
might  add,  successfully  too,  to  induce  Irish 
Liberal  Members  to  swell  the  large  majo- 
rities which  they  had  on  every  diTision  up 
to  the  very  last.  He  was  disappointed 
and  surprised  beyond  description  at  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Bill,  when  there  was 
an  absolute  certainty  that,  if  persevered 
in,  it  would  be  carried.  He  was  thunder- 
struck when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxche- 
quer  announced,  at  nearly  four  o'clock 
that  morning,  to  a  House  of  not  a  doaen 
Members,  that  Government  had  resolved 
to  abandon  the  Bill.  What  the  real  reason 
for  the  Ministry  taking  this  step  was  he 
was  ^t  a  loss  to  divine.  It  was  not  on 
account  of  not  having  a  majority  to  carry 
it,  as  they  had  even  in  the  last  division 
defeated  their  opponents  by  nearly  3  to  1. 
It  was  Absurd  to  say  that  it  was  from  an 
apprehension  that  persons  having  just 
claims  to  compensation  would  run  any  risk 
of  not  receiving  it,  as  he  was  informed 
that  persons  of  responsibility  had  under- 
taken to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  run  all  risk  with  regard  to  the  market. 
Now  that  undertaking,  of  course,  included 
every  liability,  compensation  as  well  as 
everything  else.  [  *'  Name  I  "  ]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew  who 
they  were,  and  that  they  were  good  se« 
curity  for  what  they  proposed,  and  he 
challenged  him  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  statement  he  had  made.  He  supported 
the  Bill  mainly  because  he  thought  it  would 
prove  a  useful  measure  for  Ireland.  Irish 
cattle  that  came  to  London  were  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  foreign  cattle  coming 
from  diseased  districts,  and  had  to  be 
slaughtered  in  London  often  at  a  great 
loss  to  the  owners,  who,  at  times,  could 
sell  them  at  greater  pro6t  in  some  of  the 
markets  around  London.  It  was  thus  a 
great  disadvantage  also  to  the  English 
dealers,  who  were  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  purchasing  Irish  cattle  in  the 
London  market.  If  his  assertion  was  cor- 
rect— and  he  again  demanded  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  direct  an- 
swer as  to  whether  it  was  or  was  not — 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  was  most 
reprehensible  in  saorifieing,  without  suffi- 
cient «ause,  a  most  useful  measure,  and  in 
Mr.Bhh 


throwing  over  himself  and  others  wbe  had 
most  gallantly  fought  for  them.  IJnleas 
the  Chancellor  properly  explained  the  mat- 
ter, he  could  assure  him  it  would  be  a  long 
time  before  he  would  support  him  on  any 
question  again. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  wished  only 
to  make  one  suggestion,  which  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bobert  Montagu) 
would  take  in  good  part — that  if  he  drew 
up  a  new  Bill,  its  provisions  should  he  oon- 
fined  to  cattle  from  suapected  countries. 
If  this  were  done  there  would  Yerj  aeon 
be  no  suspected  countries.  The  two  prin- 
cipal countries  suspected  were  Holland 
and  Prussia,  both  of  which  bad  a  very 
valuable  trade  with  us  in  their  own  cattle  ; 
and  if  they  found  that  this  trade  was 
stopped  because  they  allowed  cattle  from 
infected  countries  to  pass  through  them, 
they  would  soon  see  the  expediency  of 
ceasing  to  do  so.  The  proposed  new 
market  would  then  be  superfluoua,  or 
could  be  made  supplementary  to  the 
present  market. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  most  unusual,  on  the 
Motion  for  the  withdrawal  of  a  Bill,  that 
there  should  be  a  sustained  debate  on  the 
subject  of  it.  He  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  the  discussion  but  for  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hen.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake),  and  the  hen.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (General 
Dunne).  It  must  be  obvious  to  every  im- 
partial mind  that  the  Government  had  used 
its  most  strenuous  endeavours  to  earry 
through  the  Bill,  and  they  had  been  driven 
at  the  last  moment  to  abandon  it  from  the 
insuperable  obstacles  which  it  had  met  with 
in  its  progress  through  the  House.  With 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  he  stated  last  night 
that  he  understood  parties  were  prepared 
to  find  the  money  for  the  construction  of 
the  market ;  but,  in  the  communications 
he  had  with  them,  compensations  were 
not  included.  Compensations  were  merely 
alluded  to  in  that  sort  of  conversation  one 
heard  in  the  Lobby.  The  City  authorities 
declining  to  become  the  market  authority, 
the  financial  difiSculty  assumed  greater  im« 
portance  than  before.  The  financial  bear- 
ings of  the  measure  were  then  yery  dif- 
ferent from  what  they  were  when  it  went 
before  the  Committee.  He  repeated  that 
every  effort  had  been  made  to  carry  the 
Bill,  and  the  suspicions  which  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (General  Dunne)  had  ex.- 
pcessed  as  to  the  want  of  sincerity  on  the 
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part  of  flie  Oovernment  were  in  this  case 
wholij  unfounded. 

ICr.  KENDALL  was  as  much  surprised 
at  anyone  could  he  at  the  withdrawal  of 
the  Bill,  hut,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
aaj  that  the  Oovernment  had  fought  the 
battle  both  ably  and  manfully.  He  hoped 
it  would  go  to  the  country  who  were  the 
partite  who  had  obstructed  the  Bill.  It 
waa  most  unjust  to  charge  those  who  ap- 
proved of  the  Bill  of  a  desire  to  increase 
the  priee  of  meat ;  no  such  intention  had 
mtev  been  entertained,  and  it  was  unfair 
mkI  unjust  to  make  such  statements.  The 
Bin  was  rendered  necessary  from  a  fear 
•f  the  return  of  the  disease  to  this  country. 

Order  diteharged. 

Bill  foithdrawn. 

BEGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  BILL— 

[Bill  U2.] 

[Lords.  ]      OONSIDERATIOM. 

^ill,  as  amended,  considered. 

ICb.  LEEMAN  proposed,  after  Clause 
f»  to  insert  the  following: — 

**  The  Company  shall  Dot,  except  under  an  in- 
as  hereinafter  mentioned,  he  liahle  to  pay 
larger  lums  than  the'following  in  respeot  of 
pawenger  killed  or  injured  :  (that  is  to  say,) 
greater  sum  in  respect  of  any  first-class  pas- 
than  four  hundred  pounds,  in  respect  of 
maj  seoond-class  passenger  than  three  hundred 
VOnndi,  in  respect  of  any  third. class  passenger 
fhsfi  two  hundred  pounds ;  hut  any  sum  so  payable 
ahaU  be  in  addition  to  any  claim  under  an  in- 
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A  vaat  amount  of  evidence  upon  this  sub- 
J«et  was  taken  before  the  Boyal  Commis- 
rfisers.  Immense  frauds  were  practised 
lipoii  railway  companies  under  the  present 
afitem.  A  case  had  recently  come  under 
bta  own  personal  notice.  A  man,  who  was 
Mored  in  a  railway  accident  in  the  North 
OT  England,  claimed  £8,000  damages,  and 
ka  laid  his  damages  in  an  action  in  one  of 
-the  Scotch  Courts  at  £5,000  ;  on  the  eve 
«f  the  trial  he  offered  to  accept  £1,750. 
Vhe  company  paid  £250  into  Court,  and 
At  jory  awarded  him  £88.  That  was 
Aha  ease  of  a  person  injured  under  oir- 
iwntances  where  there  was  really  no 
nafffigence  on  the  part  of  the  company; 
•no  it  was  only  by  having  a  detective  to 
waleh  his  motions  for  three  months,  that 
the  eompany  had  been  able  to  resist  the 
Unuki  be  had  attempted  to  practise  upon 
them.  Besides,  great  injustice  was  done 
to  the  companies  in  another  way.  The 
porition  of  railway  companies  waa  this — 
that  whereas  they  received  the  same  sum 


for  fare  from  a  poor  person  as  from  a  person 
with  an  income  of  £10,000  a  year,  yet  in 
ease  of  an  accident  they  had  to  compensate 
the  latter  according  to  his  social  position. 
Not  one  in    ten   of    these    compensation 
oases  ever  came  before  the  public.     The 
expenses   attending  trials  were  so  great 
that  the  companies  were  driven  to  settle 
the  great  bulk  of  claims  privately.     This 
subject  had   been   inquired   into    by   the 
Royal  Commission,  who  recommended  that 
compensation  should  be  awarded  without 
relation  to  the  income  or  social  position  of 
the  party  injured  except  so  far  as  these 
might  be  indicated  by  the  class  of  carriage 
in  which  he  travelled.     It  had  been  said 
that  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
provision  as  that  contained  in  the  clause, 
but  the  Legislature  had  already  interposed 
for  the  protection  of  carriers,  both  by  sea 
and  by  land.      The  clause  was  founded 
upon  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  as  far  as  the  figures  were  con- 
cerned he  should  be  ready,  on  the  part  of 
railway  companies,  to  assent  to  any  alter- 
ations that   the  Qovernment  might  pro- 
pose, and  to  accept  an  absolute  responsi- 
bility on  their  part  for  all  injuries  that 
occurred  by  accidents  on  their  lines,  whe^ 
ther  occasioned    by   their  negligence   or 
not,  to  the  extent  of  £400  for  first-elass, 
£300  for    second-class,    and    £200    for 
third-class  passengers.     By  a  subsequent 
clause  he  proposed  to  render  it  compulsory 
upon  the  companies,  should  they  he  re- 
quired by  passengers  to  do  so,  to  insure 
their  lives  to  the  extent  of  £3,000  for  a 
first-class,  £2,000  for  a  second-class,  and 
£1,000  for  a  third-class  passenger.     He 
now  moved  the  first  part  of  the  clause. 

Clause  (Liability  for  Accidents,) — {Mr, 
Leeman,)-'brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  said,  this  was 
a  very  difficult  question.  The  hen.  and 
learned  Member  had  stated  the  case  very 
ably  on  the  part  of  the  railway  companies, 
and  it  could  not  be  denied  that  excessive 
damages  had  been  awarded  in  many  in* 
stances.  It  was  also  true  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  limitation  of  liability  had  been  con- 
ceded in  the  case  of  shipowners  who  were 
not  actually  in  fault,  where  the  liability, 
under  certain  circumstances,  was  oonfined 
to  £15  a  ton  up  to  the  value  of  the  ship; 
so  with  regard  to  animals,  by  the  Railway 
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and  Canal  Act  of  1854  as  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated,  and  in  the  more  parallel 
case  of  the  Metropolitan  Railway  Acts  of 
1864  which  he  had  not  mentioned,  where 
the  liabilitj  with  respect  to  injury  to  pas- 
sengers by  cheap  trains  was  limited  to 
£100.  On  the  other  hand,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  carriers  of  passengers 
were  not  like  carriers  of  goods,  insurers 
against  all  injuries  except  those  by  the 
act  of  God  or  the  Queen's  enemies.  They 
did  not  undertake  to  carry  with  absolute 
safety,  but  only  so  far  as  human  care  and 
foresight  would  go.  Consequently,  the  only 
injuries  for  which  they  were  liable  were 
those  which  were  caused  by  negligence  or 
misconduct,  in  itself  no  unimportant  limi- 
tation. The  principle  of  legislation  had 
been  to  leave  to  railway  managers  the 
greatest  freedom  of  action.  The  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  real  control  oyer  them, 
and  it  was  considered  that  the  true  safe- 
guard of  the  public  was  the  fear  of  heavy 
damages.  As  a  witness  said  before  a 
Select  Committee  on  Railway  Accidents, 
"  Lord  CampbelFs  Act  was  the  only  pro- 
tection of  the  passenger."  A  Bill  was 
brought  in  with  the  same  object  as  these 
clauses  in  1863,  which  was  rejected  by  the 
House,  and  called  '*an  appraisement  of 
human  life  according  to  the  valuation  of 
rail«?ay  directors."  It  was  true  that  the 
Royal  Commission  reported  in  favour  of 
limitation  of  liability;  but  then  it  also  re- 
commended that  railway  companies  should 
be  liable  for  all  accidents,  whether  caused 
by  negligence  or  not.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  he  was  willing  to  accept  this 
recommendation,  but  he  perhaps  did  not 
know  what  had  been  mentioned  to  himself 
by  an  eminent  Member  of  that  Commis- 
sion, the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
that  the  ideas  of  the  Commissioners  as  to 
compensation  went  far  beyond  this  Amend- 
ment, and  it  was  obvious  that  in  this  case 
much  more  difficulty  would  arise  in  framing 
a  scale,  because  not  only  would  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  appreciate  the  value  of  life,  but 
the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  penalty 
for  negligence  or  misconduct  would  be  mixed 
up  with  it.  Then  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  principle  of  insurance  was  altogether 
misapplied  in  extending  it  to  damages  for 
wrong  done.  The  true  principle  was  that 
the  insurer  or  underwriter  received  pay- 
ment for  assuming  a  liability  to  which  he 
was  not  legally  subject.  But  in  this  case 
he  demanded  payment  for  assuming  a  lia- 
bility under  which  he  already  lay,  and  he 
aaked  the  passenger  to  pay  him  for  insur- 
Mr.  8Uphm  Govs 


ing  him  against  his  own  wrongful  acta. 
Then,  again,  there  was  no  provision  for 
securing  the  existence  of  such  an  insurance 
fund  in  the  case  of  the  insolvency  of  the 
company.  The  last  objection  which  he 
would  take  was,  that  whereas  all  carriersv 
shipowners,  coach  proprietors— -and  there 
were  still  some  coaches  left  —  and  others 
were  subject  to  the  Common  Law  as  ex- 
tended in  its  application  by  Lord  Campbell's 
Act,  this  proposed  relaxation  applied  only 
to  railway  companies.  Now,  it  was  clear 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  specially  ex- 
empted ;  and  yet — as  no  doubt  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  felt — a  general,  ex- 
emption would  be  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
Bill.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  do 
well  not  to  press  these  clauses,  as  it  was 
evident  they  were  too  partial  in  their  ap- 
plication, and  he  did  not  think  the  feeling 
of  the  country  was  at  present  in  favoar  of 
an  alteration  of  the  law  in  this  direction. 

Mr.  L  AING  said,  he  thought  the  latter 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
S.  Cave)  the  only  forcible  one.  He  ad- 
mitted that  a  law  should  not  be  made  for 
railway  companies  which  did  not  apply 
to  coach  proprietors  and  carriers  generally. 
The  railway  companies  desired  nothing 
but  what  was  fair  and  reasonable  ;  ana 
he,  for  one,  would  rather  see  the  6gores 
6xed  by  Government.  The  railway  com- 
panies wished  to  do  all  that  was  possible 
to  ensure  the  safety  of  the  passengers.  He 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Leeman)  to  withdraw  the  clause,  with  a 
view  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  on  the  whole 
subject  of  the  responsibility  to  make  good 
damages  arising  from  accidents  while  tra- 
velling. 

Mr.  HENLET  hoped  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment did  undertake  to  consider  the 
subject  during  the  Recess  they  would  not 
be  regarded  as  pledged  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clauses.  He  did  not  wish  to 
see  the  settlement  of  claims  taken  away 
from  the  cognizance  of  juries.  The  8u(h 
jeet  was  a  large  and  difficolt  one.  He  could 
not  conceive  anything  more  objectionable 
than  that  every  time  a  man  went  a  jour- 
ney he  should  be  obliged  to  pay  6^.  to 
prevent  his  neck  being  broken.  It  was 
enough  to  frighten  the  nervous  ;  and  if  it 
were  carried  the  railway  company  ought 
to  be  compelled  to  give  with  the  insurance 
receipt  a  glass  of  very  good  brandy  to 
keep  up  the  spirits  of  the  passengers. 
What   waa  wanted  was  vigiiaiice  on  the 
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pftTt  of  the  nilwftj  oompanj  to  oompel 
thsir  Berrants  ta  prSTent  ftocidenU.  If  the 
eompBHf  wanted  funds  it  would  be  better 
for  them  to  put  en  extra  tmsU  amooDt  on 
the  prioe  of  the  railway  ticket. 

Ub.  NORWOOD  Hid,  that  Lord 
OtmpbeU'B  Act  had  aoted  moit  inju- 
TiooBlj  upon  passenger  traffic  in  steam 
Tweols,  for  man;  shipowners  now  refused 
to  eany  pauengers  upon  any  terms,  for 
foar  of  the  liabilitj  which  that  Act  threw 
apon  them  Id  the  erent  of  an  accident  en- 
Ming. 

Mb.  clay  pointed  out  that  it  was  a 
oommon  practice  for  pasgengeri  to  insure 
their  own  lires  when  travelling  by  railway.  , 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  was  in  faTour  of 
a  high  minimom  of  compeDsation  without 
rdatiou  to  the  cUai  of  oarriage  by  which  . 
the  person  who  was  injured  might  travel. 
It  should  be  put  upon  a  general  average, 

Mb.  LEEMAN  expressed  himself  aatis- 
4ed  with  the  agiurance  that  had  been  given 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  with- 
drow  his  olauses. 

Motion  and  Clause,  hy  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mn.  LEEUAN  (for  Mr.  Watkin]  moved 
(ho  following  clauae  (Coits,  oharget,  &o., 
to  be  taxed  and  settled  by  roaater*  of  the 
CoDrt  of  Qneen's  Bench)  :— 

"  That  all  ditpDted  qnestioDa  M  tc  anj  ooiti, 
rtargei,  and  eipeDHS  of  *iid  incident  to  anj'  ar- 
Mtration  or  sward  made  nnder  ths  proviiioni  of 
•The  Landa  ClBiiwg  Consolidalion  Act,  184S,'  or 
of  aof  iptaUl  AoC  of  Parliament  inoorporaling 
the  HLiov,  whether  the  qneition  in  diapute  ariae 
a*  to  compenaation  to  be  made  for  laadi  reqnired 
to  be  pnnihMed  and  aotaall;  taken  bf  anj  RaiL- 
waf  Compan;  or  anj  corporKtlon,  or  in  reapeot 
CrftheiojuriouiBSeoting  of  other  landa  not  t^en, 
or  otherwlae  in  relation  thereto,  ahall,  if  either 
par^  to  requires,  he  taxed  and  aettled  at  be- 
tween the  partiea  bjr  one  of  tbe  maatari  of  the 
Court  of  ftnean't  Bench." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  oaid. 
ho  had  no  objeetion  to  the  reference  (o  the 
tnutera  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ; 
but  he  objected  to  the  extension  of  the 
snbject  beyond  railway  companiea,  and 
■nggeited  the  omission  of  the  words  "  or 
any  eorporation." 

Clanse  (Casts,  cliargea,  &c.  to  be  taxed 
and  settled  by  masters  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,) — (Mr.  Watlnn,)~brovght 
«p,  and  read  the  first  and  second  time ; 
amended,  and  added. 

Mb.  LEEUAN  (in  the  absence  of  Ur. 
Serjeant  Qaselce)  moved  a  new  olauae 
(Company    may  apply   to    common   law 
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Judge  at  Weitminiter  to  hear  oases  of 
compensation  under  "  The  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act"). 

Clause  (Company  may  apply  to  common 
law  judge  at  Westminster  to  hear  cases  of 
compensation  under  "  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act,") — (Mr.  Watkin.) — brought 
up,  and  read  the  Grst  and  second  time; 
amended,  and  added. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  moved  a 
clause  (Railway  Companies  in  Ireland  shall 
run  one  Passenger  Train  each  way  every 
Sunday).  The  bon.  and  learned  Member 
said,  that  the  insufficient  Sunday  accommo- 
dation of  the  Irish  railways  was  a  just 
cause  of  serious  complaint.  For  instance, 
in  the  county  he  represented  it  was  im- 
possible to  leave  it  between  four  o'clock 
on  Saturday  afternoon  and  eight  o'clock 
Monday  morning.  He  did  not  intend  to 
preas  the  clause  on  the  present  occasion ; 
but  he  hoped  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  directed  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  STACFOOLE  seconded  the  clause. 

Clause  (Railway  Companies  in  Ireland 
shall  run  one  Passenger  Train  each  way 
every  Sunday,)— (iSir  Colman  O'Loghlen^ 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  meJe,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clanse  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  BLAEE  aaid,  that  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clare 
(Sir  Colman  O'Logblen]  had  on  this  ooaa- 
sion  showed  more  good  sense  than  be  ex- 
hibited when  last  be  pressed  a  similar 
clause  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Were  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now 
prepared  to  pursue  the  same  coarse,  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  should  have  to  appeal  to  the 
House  to  reject  his  clause.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ennis 
(Mr.  Staopoole)  said  that  the  Waterford 
and  Limerick  Railway  did  everything  it 
could  to  inconvenience  the  traffic  of  the 
country.  Now  what  were  the  facts  ?  The 
company  referred  to  were  working  this  line 
at  a  small  profit  to  the  shareholders,  and 
on  the  Enois  line,  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bera  for  Clare  and  Ennis  were  interested, 
the  traffic  was  conducted  at  a  loss.  He 
would  add,  too,  that  the  line  was  kept  up 
almost  exclusively  at  the  expense  of  a  pri- 
vate individual,  a  friend  of  his  own.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Meoibers  who 
wero  in  favour  of  having  this  line  worked 
on  Sundays  what  number  of  shares  they 
had  in  it  t 
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at  all. 

Mb.  STAGPOOLE  :  Nohe  at  all. 

Mb.  BLAKE  remarked  that  he  thought 
that  was  the  case.  His  hdti.  Friends  Were, 
doubtless,  too  sensible  to  invest  i\\^\T  money 
in  a  spectolation  ih  which  they  would  be 
unable  to  get  a  return  for  it,  and  yet  they 
expected  that  that  pHvate  gentleman  \6 
whom  he  referred,  who  worked  the  line  f6r 
six  days  in  the  w6ek  kt  a  loss,  should  work 
it  on  the  seventh  alBo»  and  that  too  for 
their  own  convenience  when  travelling  about 
to  see  their  constituents.  It  was  a  thing 
altogether  unjustifiable  that  the  800  4m- 
ploffii  of  that  railway  group  should  all  be 
kept  on  duty  during  the  Sunday  in  order 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  some  five-and- 
twenty  persons  who  might  travel  just  as 
well  if  they  chose  on  the  other  days  of  the 
week.  Ab  there  was  no  such  law  in  force 
in  England  as  that  which  his  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  desired  to  introduce  in  Ire- 
land)  he  hoped  the  House  #ould  not  sane- 
tion  the  proposition. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  GAVE  observed  that 
the  law  was  the  same  in  both  countries. 
Neither  in  England  nor  in  Ireland  were 
companies  compelled  to  run  trains  on  Sun- 
days. But  it  was  provided  that  i^  any 
railway  company  ran  a  passengei'  train  at 
all  on  Sunday  it  should  also  run  a  cheap 
train.  He  thought  it  better  to  leave  the 
law  as  it  stood.  Such  an  alteration  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  proposed  would 
lead  to  great  dissatisfaction  in  many  quar- 
ters. 

Motion  and  Glause,  by  leave,  iin'tA- 
dravm, 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  then  moved 
the  following  clause  : — 

<*  And  all  Railwaj  Oompaaiei  ihail,  from  and 
after  the  pawlDg  of  this  Act,  in  everf  paaaenger 
train  where  there  are  more  cadrisges  than  one  of 
each  class,  provide  smoking  compartments  for 
each  class  or  passengers." 

It  was  most  desirable  that  the  House 
should  agree  to  this  clause,  as  the  incon- 
venience of  the  existing  system  respecting 
smoking  in  railway  carnages  was  generally 
felt  by  persons  travelling  by  railways. 

Glause  (Smoking  compartments  for  all 
classes,)— (Ifr.  Hmry  B.  Shertdan^)— 
hrouffht  up,  and  rend  the  first  time. 

Mr.  LEEMAN  opposed  the  clause,  and 
thought  that  the  better  course  would  be  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  di- 
rectors of  railway  companies,  who  would 
Mr.  Blah 


alwaya  be  sore  to  do  that  which  waa  nsoat 
oonvefaient  t6  the  great  body  of  those  whb 
travelled  by  their  respective  lines.  If  the 
House  agreed  to  this  clauae  the  railway 
companies  would  be  obliged  to  have  amok- 
ing  carriages  attached  to  every  i^ain  pass- 
ing along  their  lines.  This  would  lead  td 
great  expense,  and  would  not  be  jost  to 
the  companies. 

Mb.  LAING  thought  that  in  the  caae 
of  the  main  lines  of  the  principal  companiea 
the  custom  already  prevailed  of  providtog 
smoking  carriages;  but  on  many  of  the 
cross  country  lines  they  were  unnecessary  ; 
and  it  would  be  a  oause  of  great  expense 
if  all  companies,  under  all  eircumstances, 
were  compelled  to  find  speciill  and  separate 
accommodation  for  smokers.  He  thought 
that  the  better  way  would  be  for  the  House 
to  leave  the  whole  subject  to  be  regulated 
by  railway  directors,  who  would,  he  waa 
sure,  do  that  which  was  most  acceptable  to 
the  great  body  of  the  passengers  iiaing 
their  lines. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  waa  decidedly  in 
favonr  of  the  clausoi  for  he  considered  the 
proposal  to  provide  smoking  carriages  on 
railway  trains  would  be  a  great  conveni- 
ence, not  only  to  those  who  desired  to  en- 
joy smoking,  but  to  those  who  were  opposed 
to  its  indulgence.  He  thought  that  they 
were  by  no  means  justified  in  l^avinft  this 
mattei*  in  the  hands  of  riiilWIty  dimtors, 
who  certainly  Were  seldom^  distinguished  by 
the  desire  to  accommodate  the  public^  the 
example  of  the  Belgian  and  French  rail* 
way  dbnipknies  in  the  providing  of  sinok* 
ing  carriages  had  hitherto  bben  thrown 
away  upon  English  directors,  and  thej 
had  been  generally  deaf  to  the  repeated 
representations  both  of  individuals  and  of 
the  |)ublio  Prese.  He  could  Me  no  Bort  Of 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  QILPIN  opposed  the  clause,  and 
said,  that  the  principle  of  having  smoking 
carriages  upon  the  Belgian  and  other  fo- 
reign lines  had  not  given  such  general 
satisfaction  as  was  supposed.  He  had 
been  as  much  inconvenienced  by  smoking 
in  carriages  which  were  not  set  apart  for 
that  purpose  as  in  those  that  were. 
He  thought  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  directors  of  rail- 
way companies,  and  that  it  would  be 
impolitic  to  legislate  upon  this  subject  in 
the  manner  proposed.  He  objected  to  the 
clause  altogether.  It  would  lead  to  great 
expense  to  railway  compatiies, ;  for  it  was 
to  be  recollected  that  it  waa  not  that  only 
one  oompartnent  waa  to  be  provided  for 
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itie  vse  of  •mokert  on  one  partnmlar  train, 
bat  that  each  class  in  each  train  should  be 
provided  with  such  compartments. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  supported  theclanse, 
and  believed  that  it  would  be  regarded  as 
great  a  convenience  to  the  non  smoker  as 
it  would  be  to  those  who  smoked. 

Mb.  Alderman  LUSK  contended  that 
the  connivance  at  smoking  by  the  directors 
was  a  breach  of  contract  with  those  pas- 
aengers  who  did  not  smoke. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  that 
tbe  way  in  which  the  by-laws  of  the  rail- 
way companies  in  reference  to  smoking  in 
Htilway.  carriages  had  been  systematically 
Tiolated,  and  which  caused  much  inconve- 
nienee  to  passengers*  made  it  most  desira- 
ble that  some  plan  should  be  adopted  by 
which  the  inconvenience  could  be  got  rid 
of  and  thought  that  the  plan  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dudley  (Mr.  H.  B. 
Sheridan)  was  the  best  that  could  be  de- 
▼iaed  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  also  supported  the 
elanse,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  con- 
Teqient  to  non-smokers  as  well  as  smokers. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
be  thought  this  clause  would  tend  to  pre- 
T6ot  smoking  rather  than  to  facilitate  it, 
beeause  the  smoking  department  would  be 
reduced  to  its  narrowest  limits ;  and  when 
that  was  full  passengers  would  be  allowed 
to  smoke  in  no  other.  He  thought  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  ought  to  be  left 
to  the  directors  of  railways  to  settle ;  for 
he  believed  that  those  directors  were  in  the 
habit  of  providing  smoking  carriages  when 
it  was  proved  to  them  that  the  passengers 
using  their  lines  were  desirous  of  having 
them. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  supported 
ihe  clause.  He  could  not  understand  the 
objeotioti  to  the  proposal  before  the  House 
on  the  ground  of  expense,  seeing  that 
there  was  only  to  be  one  compartment  for 
smoking  attached  to  each  train.  He  did 
not  endorse  the  opinion  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Gilpin)  in  reference  to  smok- 
ing on  railways  on  the  Continent.  There 
the  existing  regulations  on  the  subject 
were  very  inconvenient.  It  occurred  in  his 
ease  that  a  young  gentleman  travelling  in 
the  same  carriage  asked  him  if  he  objected 
to  his  smoking  a  cigar  ?  He  (Mr.  Griffith) 
declined  to  reply  to  the  question,  which 
had  the  double  effect  of  making  him  appear 
discourteous  and  of  causing  the  young 
gentleman  to  manifest  annoyance  during 
the  remainder  of  the  journey. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  thought  that 


the  permission  sought  to  be  given  to 
smokers  travelling  by  railways,  by  the 
proposal  before  the  House,  was  right  and 
proper  ;  and,  for  the  reasons  which  had 
been  already  urged  by  hon.  Members  who 
had  preceded  him,  he  thought  that  the 
permission  was  especially  desirous  in  the 
case  of  passengers  going  long  journeys ; 
but  he  thought  that  smoking  compart- 
ments should  be  in  connection  with  the 
hindermost  carriages. 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWER  said,  he  did 
not  think  smokers  had  justice  done  to 
them.  Ho  must  say,  so  far  as  his  own 
experience  was  concerned,  he  had  never 
seen  any  gentleman  smoking  in  a  railway 
carriage  who,  if  the  practice  were  objected 
to,  was  not  ready  to  discontinue  it.  Where 
that  was  not  the  case,  railway  companies 
had  ample  powers  to  enforce  their  penal- 
ties. 

GoLOK&L  WILSON-PATTEN  suggested 
that,  as  the  question  under  consideration 
was  one  that  interested  all  persons  travel- 
ling by  railways,  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  it  to  be  settled  between  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  directors  of  railways,  who, 
after  consultation,  might  be  able  to  come 
to  some  understanding  on  the  subject. 
There  were  difficulties  to  be  overcome,  and 
these  would  be  more  easily  obviated  by 
such  an  arrangement  than  by  the  adoption 
of  a  "  hard  and  fast  line,'*  as  proposed  by 
this  clause. 

Captain  VIVIAN  said,  he  believed 
that  three-fourths  of  the  men  who  travelled 
by  railway  were  smokers;  and  he  feared 
there  was  too  much  truth  in  the  represen- 
tation that  any  arrangement  such  as  was 
suggested  by  this  clause  was  sure  to  be 
objected  to  by  Directors,  because  it  touched 
their  pockets.  If,  however,  those  who 
represented  .the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
railway  authorities  would  take  this  matter 
in  hand  and  pledge  themselves  adequately 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  public,  he 
would  recommend  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.  B.  Sheridan)  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Mr.  STEPHEN  CAVE  would  rank 
himself  among  the  non-smokers,  and  he 
thought  there  was  very  considerable  incon- 
venience in  the  present  system.  It  was 
unreasonable  that  people  should  be  put  in 
the  position  of  either  suffering  great  annoy- 
ance or  appearingchurlishly  to  interfere  with 
the  enjoyment  of  others.  He  thought  the 
railway  companies  had  been  backward  in 
consulting  the  convenience  of  the  public  in 
this  respect.  He  should  be  happy  to  do 
all  in  his  powet'  to  press  on  railway  com- 
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panies  the  absolute  necessity  of  making 
some  arrangements  to  meet  the  public 
complaints,  and  if  they  did  not  agree  to  do 
80,  he  would  next  Session  support  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  efforts  to  obtain  what 
must  be  admitted  to  be  a  consideration  in 
railway  tra?elling. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  must 
altogether  decline  to  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  railway  directors*  and  would 
therefore  press  the  clause  to  a  dif  ision. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  38  ;  Noes 
16 :  Majority  22. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  then  said, 
that  it  ought  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause 
the  day  when  it  was  to  come  into  operation. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause  to  the  effect 
that  the  clause  should  only  he  applied  by 
railway  companies  to  their  trains.  "  when 
so  required  by  the  Board  of  Trade." 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  to  add  the  words  "when  so  re- 
ouired  by  the  Board  of  Trade." — {Mr* 
neaumoni,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  objected  to 
this  addition  that  it  would  undo  all  that 
had  already  been  agreed  to.  He  had  no 
objection  to  adopt  a  suggestion  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen).  that  the  arrangement 
should  begin  on  the  1st  of  October. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  that  there  ought 
to  be  some  limitation  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
plication of  the  clause,  for  if  it  was  made 
obligatory  in  respect  to  small  lines  of  rail- 
ways it  would  operate  very  oppressively. 

Mb.  LAING  thought  there  should  be  a 
dispensing  power  in  the  Board  of  Trade. 

SibCOLMAN  O'LOGHLBN suggested 
that  the  words  "  unless  exempted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  "  would  meet  the  difficulty 
—  for  this  would  make  it  obligatory  on 
railway  companies  generally  to  haye  these 
smoking  compartments  attached  to  their 
trains,  whereas,  in  the  case  of  certain 
small  railways,  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  excusing  them  if  it 
thought  fit  to  do  so. 

Mb.  W.  B.  BEAUMONT  then  framed 
his  Amendment  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion,  and  also  added  the  words 
Mr.  Stephen  Oave 


"  first  of  October  '*  as  the  period  when  the 
clause  would  come  into  operation,  instead 
of  "from  and  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act " — the  original  words  in  the  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  wWidravm, 

Clause  amended. 

Clanse,  as  amended,  added. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN    then  movsd 

that  the  following  clause  be  added  to  tbs 

Bill  :— 

"  It  ihall  not  be  Uwfal  for  anj  Railway  Com- 
pany to  inoreaae  any  exiiting  rate  or  obaifa, 
without  having  previoail/  given  three  moathi' 
pablio  notioe  of  their  Intention  so  to  do." 

Clause  (Rates  or  charges  not  to  be  io- 
creased  without  public  notice.) — (Mr,  Eenry 
B,  8heridan,)'^broughi  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  s 
second  time." 

Mb.  LAING  objected  to  the  clsoie. 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  also  objected 
to  the  clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
throw  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  charges,  which  wonld  be 
kept  at  a  higher  rate  than  they  woald  be 
if  the  companies  could  raise  them  when 
they  found  the  rate  did  not  pay.  The 
Parliamentary  limits  could  not  be  exceeded 
in  any  case. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  it  was  the  moit 
unjust  clause  ever  submitted  to  the  House. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  hoped, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would 
withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  wUkdrwo^* 
Amendments  made. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pemtd, 
with  Amendments. 


Honse  adjourned  at  a  quirt* 
before  Three  o'doei. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 
Manday,  July  27,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  BuAJi-^eeand Readmff-- 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections  (287)  ;  Danabe  Works  Loan* 
(372) ;  Saint  Mary  Somerset's  Chnrch,  London,* 
(378). 

CemmUtee  —  Electric  Telegraphs  (382);  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance*  (280);  Drainage 
and  ImproYement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supple- 
menUl  (No.  4)*  (273) ;  Poor  Uw  Board  Pro- 
Tisional  Order  Confirmation  *  (266) ;  Registra- 
tion (Ireland)  •  (281). 

Stj>ort  —  Electric  Telegraphs  (282) ;  Expiring 
Laws  Contin nance  *  (280) ;  Drainage  and  Im- 
proTcment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental 
(No.  4)*  (273);  Poor  Law  Board  ProTisional 
Order  Confirmation*  (266) ;  Registration  (Ire- 
land)* (281). 

Third  Reading— ?uh\io  Schools  *  (288) ;  Drain- 
age and  Improyement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Sap- 
ptomental  (No.  3)*  (255),  Andpa$$ed. 

NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Robert  (yonielis  Napier,  a  Lieutenant 
General  in  Her  Majesty's  Army,  G.C.B., 
O.C.8.I.,  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army 
of  Bombay — Having  been  created  Baron 
Vapier  of  Magdala  in  Abyssinia  and  of 
Oaryngton  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Ches- 
ter,  was  (in  the  usual  Manner)  tntrodueed. 

ELECTION   PETITIONS    AND    CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

{so.   287.)   SECOKD   EBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
iog  read. 

Thb  £a£l  of  MALMESBUEY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
•eoond  time,  said :  My  Lords,  if  this  Bill 
is  to  be  considered  a  part  of  the  great 
loheme  of  Parliamentary  Keform  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
labouring  to  bring  about  during  the  last 
two  years,  I  may  perhaps  be  permitted  to 
•ay  I  consider  it  the  most  important  por- 
tion of  the  scheme.  I  think  so,  my  Lords, 
because  I  believe  that  the  character  of  the 
Hou»e  of  Commons  is  of  even  greater  im- 
portance than  its  organization,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  character  of  that 
House  has  been  constantly,  and  perhaps 
not  altogether  unjustly,  assailed  by  many 
persons,  especially  by  those  who  are  de- 
sirous of  finding  fault  with  our  laws  and 
Constitution.  It  has  often  been  re- 
proached of  being  elected  in  a  corrupt 
manner — and  having  been  so  elected,  of 

YOL.  CXCni.    [iHZBi)  sijuxs.] 


establishing  a  tribunal  from  its  own  body 
to  try  the  Election  Petitions,  complaining 
of  corrupt  practices  in  this  particular. 
Such  a  tribunal  has  therefore  been  looked 
upon  as  unsatisfactory.  Wa  have  all  read 
in  history  the  various  phases  of  corruption 
of  which  the  Constitution  has  formerly 
been  accused.  About  130  or  140  years 
ago  it  was  said  that  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  themselves  were  under 
the  direct  influence  of  corrupt  motives  and 
a  corrupt  system.  Boroughs  were  subse- 
quently bought  and  sold  by  and  to  the 
highest  bidders,  as  if  the  right  of  returning 
their  Members  were  part  of  the  property. 
That  period,  however,  happily  passed 
away  when  the  Beform  Act  of  1832  was 
passed.  But  it  now  appears  that  instead 
of  boroughs  being  openly  and  shamelessly 
sold,  since  then  many  of  them  sell  them- 
selves. Such  practices  have  naturally 
created  great  scandal,  and  consequently 
in  every  Session  of  Parliament  since  1832 
the  House  of  Commons  has  been  endeavour- 
ing to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of  corrup- 
tion. I  believe  I  shall  not  be  saying 
anything  offensive  to  the  character  or 
dignity  of  that  House  when  I  state  that 
its  attempts  to  effect  that  object  have  proved 
utterly  futile,  and  it  became  evident  that 
a  tribunal  constituted  of  the  very  men 
who  were  themselves  exposed  to  the  sus- 
picion of  being  parties  to  these  well-known 
electioneering  tricks  and  corrupt  practices^ 
could  not  carry  with  it  that  entire  confi- 
dence of  the  public  which  a  tribunal  that 
was  perfectly  independent  in  character 
and  position,  and  entirely  clear  of  any 
temptation  to  connect  itself  with  these 
transactions,  would  secure.  Well,  at  last 
the  House  of  Commons  has,  1  think,  acted 
most  wisely  in  removing  that  tribunal 
from  their  own  body  to  one  perfectly  im- 
partial and  disinterested — namely,  to  the 
Judges  of  the  land.  This.  I  think,  is  the 
most  important  part  of  the  Bill.  This 
measure  will  hereafter  place  in  the  hands 
of  certain  Judges  of  the  three  Common 
Law  Courts  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
whatever  be  the  nature  of  the  charges 
made  in  such  Petitions.  In  taking  this 
course  there  can  be  no  doubt  the  House  of 
Commons  has  acted  most  wisely,  and 
strengthened  its  own  powers,  because 
being  the  great  source  of  legislation  it  will 
thus  naturally  obtain  greater  influence  in 
the  country,  additional  respect,  and  a 
large  augmentation  of  power.  As  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill,  I  will  briefly  place 
them  before  your  Lordships.      I  do  not 
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think  it  necesRiry  to  deuribe  the  msn; 
phases  through  irhich  the  Bill  has  ptiBsed, 

only  to  Buy — whiit  ia  very  rt'innrkdhte  ir 
it — it  hut  come  back  to  that  irhich  the 
Government  nt  first  propoBed  in  the  House 
of  CommoMB,  Tlic  tlouao  of  OommonB 
went  into  the  consideration  of  the  qi 
tion  wiili  great  care  and  industry,  and 
proposed  to  refer  the  triuls  of  Elect'' 
Petiiions  to  the  ordinary  Judges  of  the 
land.  Al  that  time  there  waB  a  great  ii 
disposition  manifested  on  the  part  of  the 
learned  Judges  to  undertake,  in  addition 
to  their  ordinary  duties,  iho  new  duties 
whiuh  this  meannro  would  throw  v 
thein.  They  therefore  presented  n 
test  to  the  Oovernment,  praying  that  these 
new  duties  slmuld  not  be  imposed  upon 
them.  The  House  of  Commons  accord- 
ingly re-con  si  diTcd  their  propoaition ;  and 
it  was  auggcsted  that  a  new  tribunal  from 
its  own  body  should  be  specially  created 
for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions.  That 
proposal  fell  to  the  ground ;  and  after  the 
lloiise  and  the  Government  had  tried  their 
hands  at  several  proposals  to  amend  the 
law  upon  the  sulijrct,  they  at  lant 
arrived  at  the  coDclusion  that  no  course 
could  bo  BO  snre  or  salisfaetory  as  that 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
originally  proposed.  Thereforo,  as  far  as 
the  House  of  Commons  is  concerned,  the 
matter  atanda  thus  —  The  Bill  provides 
that  before  a  certain  Petition  eomplaining 
of  an  unduQ  return  shall  be  prosecuted, 
that  the  security  of£l,000  shall  he  lodged 
for  the  due  pronceution  ofthe  inquiry,  and 
that  the  triiil  shall  tLiko  placo  beforo  a 
Puisne  Judge  of  one  ofthe  Superior  Courts 
of  Common  J,aw ;  such  Judge  to  be  selected 
from  a  rola  to  bo  framed  b}'  the  Judges 
generally.  Tho  measure  further  empowers 
Her  Majesty  to  appoint  an  additional 
Puisne  Jndge  to  each  of  the  Courts  of 
Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  Ex' 
chequer.  It  also  provides  that  the  trial  of 
tho  Petition  shall  bo  held  within  the 
locality  in  which  it  is  alleged  the  corrupt 
practices  have  taken  place.  This  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  say  is  a  moat  import- 
ant and  useful  provision  ;  for  it  is  well 
known  how  cireclivc  h.ivc  been  the  results 
when  a  Special  CommisBion  has  been  sent 
to  any  borough  to  prosecute  the  inquiry  on 
the  spot.  Tho  Jmlgo  is  to  report  to  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  the 
result  of  tho  trial,  and  to  make  a  special 
Iteport  if  anything  extraordinary  should 
nave  occnrri'd  in  the  proceedings  ;  and  the 
House  of  Commons  ia  to  retain  in  itself 
The  Earl  0/  ^ImeiVtrv 
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Lordships  to  pass  the  Bill  without  Amend- 
mept. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a\" 
^(The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

i^ABL  ETJSSELL  said,  he  very  mnch 
ngretted  that  a  Bill  of  such  great  iroport- 
^ce,  apd  which,  according  to  bis  view,  if 
it  had  come  up  earlier,  might  have  heen 
nmended  by  their  Lordships  with  very 
good  effect,  should  have  reached  that 
House  only  on  the  24th  of  July,  at  a  time 
wh^n  the  attendance  was  naturally  so 
tbin  that  it  was  impossible  it  could  re- 
ceive the  attention  which,  under  other 
dvoamstances,  might  have  been  given  to 
ii.  With  regard  to  the  importance  of  the 
oiifettion,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
ifurl  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury).  Nothing 
0pi)ld  be  of  more  importance  than  that 
QopTopt  practices  at  elections  should  be 
pnTeoted.  When  the  Bill  for  the  exten- 
■on  of  the  franchise  was  before  the  House 
Ipp^  year  he  took  the  liberty  of  saying  that 
kll  was  afraid,  not  of  the  democratic  influ- 
i|nof»  which  excited  the  apprehension  of 
t^iue  of  their  Lordships,  but  of  the  in- 
^I^Mse  of  those  corrupt  practices  which 
ba4  hitherto  done  so  much  injury  to  our 
^ipresentative  system ;  and  he  then  pointed 
opt  that  there  had  grown  up  a  practice  by 
ifhiph  persons,  perhaps  coming  home  from 
qi^  colonies  or  elsewhere,  possessed  of 
i.  flfHisiderable  sums  of  money,  obtained  seats 
'  ip  Parliament  by  means  of  large  expendi- 
^  tpf^t  often  displacing  persons  who  were 
r«)||]|eoted  with  the  boroughs  in  which 
vttfBj  were  elected.  It  too  often  happened 
^^pt  there  is  no  difficulty  in  finding  a  man 
lidlllDg  to  spend  £10,000  or  more  in  oh- 
jjjntng  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
-Ht  for  the  promotion  of  any  measure  or 

a  principle  whose  success  might  be  be- 
oal  to  the  public,  but  for  the  purpose 
ificreasing  his  own  individual  import- 
in  the  oountry.     He  had,  therefore, 
very  anxious  that  some  legislation 
be  proposed  by  which  that  evil 
it  have  been  checked,  if  not  altogether 
iped.  The  noble  Earl  had  recommended 
t  Bill  to  them,  though  without  laying 
great  stress  on  any  argument  to  show 
corrupt  practices  would  be  put  an  end 
by  it.     But  there  were  very  important 
^^liiderations  connected  with  the  measure, 
iii4  oonnected  also  with  what  had  been 
Ibp   constitution  of  the  House  of  Com- 
Vmis  for  more  than  200  years.     He  (Earl 
"^  isell)  entirely  approved  the  principle 
^  which  the  inquiry  into  corrupt  prao- 
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tioes  was  to  be  removed  from  Westminster 
and  carried  into  the  particular  borough  or 
place  in  which  the  complaint  had  arisen. 
He  thought  it  far  more  likely  that  such 
corrupt  practices  would  be  detected  at  the 
place  where  they  were  alleged  to  exist 
than  if  the  great  expense  and  delay  of  an 
investigation  at  a  distance  had  to  be  in- 
curred—  disadvantages  which,  under  the 
present  system,  had  often  had  the  effect 
of  preventing  inquiry  altogether,  because 
candidates  who  had  been  put  to  heavy  cost 
for  a  contest  in  which  they  had  been  un- 
successful, were  frequently  unwilling  to 
meet  the  large  additional  expense  of  pro- 
secuting a  Petition.  It  was  therefore  very 
desirable  to  obtain  a  proper  tribunal  to 
try  those  questions  on  the  spot  where  the 
corrupt  practices  were  alleged  to  have 
been  carried  on.  But  there  came  next 
very  grave  constitutional  questions,  which 
he  thought  could  hardly  be  passed  over 
lightly  by  their  Lordships.  The  House  of 
Commons,  since  the  reign  of  James  I., 
asserted  ifor  themselves  the  privilege  of 
deciding  on  the  validity  of  the  elections 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  At 
present  they  need  not  fear  that  influence 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  in  these  matters 
which  was  formerly  exercised;  but  they 
ought  to  take  the  greatest  pains,  if  they  de- 
parted from  the  principle  that  the  repre- 
sentatives themselves  should  be  the  parties 
to  decide  whether  Members  had  been  duly 
elected  to  sit  among  them,  and  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  tribunal  to  try  the  ques- 
tions. Now,  the  first  objection  made  to  the 
present  Bill,  as  originally  introduced,  was 
made  by  the  Judges ;  and  he  held  in  his 
hand  the  Letter  on  that  subject,  written 
in  February  last,  to  the  then  Lord  Chan- 
cellori  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  his  own  behalf 
and  in  behalf  of  his  brother  Judges.  In 
that  letter  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  spoke  of 
the  insuperable  repugnance  entertained  by 
all  the  Judges  to  having  these  new  duties 
thrust  upon  them,  and  expressed  it  as  their 
unanimous  opinion  that  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence of  requiring  them  to  try  Election 
Petitions  would  be  to  lower  and  degrade 
the  judicial  office,  and  to  destroy  or  impair 
the  confidence  of  the  public  in  their  tho- 
rough impartiality  and  integrity  when,  in 
the  course  of  their  ordinary  duties,  poli- 
tical matters  became  incidentally  involved. 
It  was  impossible  for  him  (Earl  Russell) 
to  allude  to  the  arguments  urged  with 
reference  to  the  objections  of  the  Judges 
in  the  forcible  letter  of  the  lAt4  Ci^^l 
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Jnstice,  without  obsexring  that  within  the 
last  day  or  two  they  had  lost  a  distin- 
guished    Member     of    their     Lordships' 
House  (Lord  Cran worth),  whose  learning, 
whose  judicial  impartiality  and  calm  judg- 
ment rendered  his   decease  a  matter  of 
deep  regret,   he  was    sure,  to  them  all. 
Their  Lordships,  he  was  convinced,  would 
all  feel  that  that  House  and  the  country 
had  sustained  a  severe  loss  by  the  death 
of  one  whose  opinion,  from  his  high  cha- 
racter and  his  great  learning,  was  always 
entitled  to  great  weight,  and,  who,  from 
his  long  experience    in  judicial  practice, 
would  have  been  so  well  able  to  give  ad- 
vice on   the  present  occasion.     But,  re- 
turning to  the  objections  of  the  Judges, 
he  believed  the  great  majority  of  the  judi- 
cial Bench  still  entertained    those  objec- 
tions.    The  questions  to   be  decided  in 
proceedings  to  be  taken  under  this  Bill— 
the  question  whether  a  man  is  duly  en- 
titled to  take  his  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  —  was  one  of  a  very  delicate 
nature,  and  for  himself  he  did  not  think 
it  was  possible  for  the  Judges,  however 
pure  their  conduct  might  be,  to    escape 
suspicion  or  imputations   of  partiality  if 
they  were   called  upon  to    decide   these 
questions.     No  doubt  Committees  of  the 
House    of    Commons    belonging  to    one 
party  or  another,  might  sometimes  have 
shown  a  bias  with  regard  to  an  Election 
Petition.     But  that  was  quite  a  different 
thing  from  saying  that  a  Judge,  who  was 
supposed  to  have  been  altogether  removed 
from  a  political  sphere,  in  which  he  had 
perhaps   acted   as   a  Law  Officer  of  one 
Government  or   another,  was   to  decide 
who  was  entitled   and  who  was  not  en- 
titled to  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  therefore  thought  that  objection  was 
well  founded,  and  that  the  imputations  to 
which  he  had  referred  against  the  Judges, 
if  they  discharged  these  functions,  would 
be  made.     He  was  far  from  saying  that 
those    imputations    would    be    deserved. 
Unquestionably  the    Judges   would   take 
every  care  to  weigh  the  special  circum- 
stances that    might   be    brought    before 
them,  and  endeavour  to  arrive  at  their  de- 
cision with  the  greatest  impartiality.    But 
when  a  party  found  that  a  favourite  can- 
didate of  theirs,  brought  forward  with  a 
great  desire  that  he  should  obtain  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  was  displaced  on  an  Elec- 
tion Petition,  and  probably  on  the  evidence 
of  persons  whom  they  would  believe  to  be 
utterly  unworthy  of  credit,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  imputations  such  as 'he  had  re- 
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ferred  to  would  not  be  made.    That,  he 
thought,  was  the  main  objectiioii  to  that 
proposal     He  did  not  say  that  this  objec- 
tion was  a  conclusive  one  against  the  Bill, 
for  he  regarded  the  local  inquiry  as  very 
beneficial,   and  he  should  be  glad  if  his 
apprehensions  with  regard  to  imputationB 
being  cast  on  the  Judges  should  prove  to 
be  unfounded.      It   was,    however,    he 
thought,  a  very  grave  objection.    He  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
was  limited  to  three,  or  rather  to  four 
years  ;  and  if  at  the  end  of  that  period  it 
should  be  held  by  general  consent  that  the 
measure  had  failed,  some  other  mode  of 
repressing  corrupt  practices  would  have  to 
be  tried.     Their  Lordships  would  there- 
fore, he  thought,  do  wisely  by  agreeing 
to  the  Bill  as  an  experiment,  leaving  it 
to  time  to  decide  whether  the  objections 
entertained  by  the  Judges  and  others  were 
well  founded.     The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Malmesbury)  had  explained  the  ssTere 
penalties  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  at- 
tach to  persons  who  had  taken  part  in  cor- 
rupt practices.     The  43rd,  44th,  45th,  and 
46th  clauses  contained  certain  disqualifi- 
cations.    The  first  was  that  a  person  who 
had  been  a  consenting   party  to  briherj 
or  corrupt  practices  should  be  disqualified 
for  seven  years  from  sitting  in  Parliament 
Now,  this  point  had  been  settled  by  some 
in  a  very  summary  manner,  for  it  had  heen 
asked   whether,   supposing   a  man   had 
wilfully  consented  to  corrupt   practioei, 
the  punishment  was  too   severe.     Thii» 
however,   was   really  not  the   question. 
The  question  was  whether  we  could  find 
a  tribunal  upon  which  we  .could  implicitly 
rely  that  no  man  who  was  entirely  inno- 
cent should   be  declared  guilty  cf  these 
practices.     He  could  imagine  a  man  going 
to  a  candidate  and  saying,  **  If  you  will 
give  me  £500  I  will  take  care  that  fif^y 
voters  who  are  now  wavering  shall  poll 
in  your  favour."      The   candidate  might 
agree  to  this,  and  the  whole  thing  might 
be  hushed  up,  no  third  party  ever  know- 
ing anything  of  it.     Another   candidate 
might  reply  that  he  would  not  give  him 
£500,  and  he  never  would  be  a  party  to 
corrupting  the  electors,  yet  the  very  man 
who,  had  he  received  the  money,  would  not 
have  breathed  a  word  of  it,  might  go  before 
the  Judge  and  swear  that  he  had  received 
the  money  from  the  candidate,  and  spent  it 
with  his  consent  or  at  his  suggestion  in 
bribery.     It  might  be  said,  indeed,  that  the 
Judge  would  not  believe  a  man  who  thus 
perjured  himself,  and  would  be  likely  to 
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eome  to  a  correct  decision.  Jndges,  ho  weyer, 
even  with  the  assistaDce  of  juries,  were  not 
infallible ;  and  their  Lordships  would  all 
remember  that  there  had  recently  been  at 
Hanchester  a  very  important  trial,  where 
five  persons  were  tried  for  murder,  or 
for  being  accessories  to  murder,  and  where 
one  of  those  who  were  found  guilty  by 
the  jury  and  sentenced  by  the  Judge,  it 
afterwards  turned  out,  was  entirely  inno- 
cent. That  was  a  recent  case,  and  there 
were  numerous  cases  of  a  similar  character 
on  record  of  men  and  women  having  been 
executed  for  crimes  which  they  had  never 
oommitted.  Yet  it  was  now  proposed 
—not  that  a  Judge  and  jury,  but  that  a 
Judge  sitting  singly,  should  sentence  a 
nan,  without  any  power  of  appeal  to  the 
Crown,  to  seven  years*  exclusion  from 
Parliament,  and  should  disqualify  him 
from  being  registered  as  a  voter,  from 
holding  judicial  and  certain  other  offices, 
and  from  acting  as  a  justice  of  the  peace. 
Vow,  these  were  formidable  penalties  de- 
grading and  reducing  a  man  in  position 
and  rank  ;  they  were  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  the  person  himself,  and  they 
vere  also  of  importance  to  the  district  in 
vbich  he  might  have  hoped  to  fill  a  posi- 
tion of  honour  or  usefulness.  He  doubted 
whether  it  was  right  to  give  such  power 
to  a  single  Judge,  and  he  bad  drawn  up  a 
proviso  to  the  effect  that  any  person  re- 
'  ported  by  a  Judge  as  guilty  of  any  of  the 
offences  enumerated  in  the  43rd,  44th, 
45th,  and  46th  clauses  might,  within  three 
months,  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  where  such  appeal  should  be  tried 
by  the  Chief  Justice  or  some  other  Judge 
and  a  jury,  whose  verdict  should  be  final. 
If  Boch  penalties  were  imposed  there  should 
be  something  more  than  the  decision  of  a 
single  Judge;  for  though  that  Judge  might 
be  very  learned  in  the  law,  and  might 
bare  devoted  his  whole  life  to  the  study 
of  the  theory  and  letter  of  the  law,  he 
might  not  be  well  versed  in  the  ways  of 
mankind  and  in  the  practices  of  those  con- 
nected with  elections,  and  who  are  con- 
Tersant  with  bribery  and  corrupt  practices. 
Bnch  a  Judge  might  be  very  credulous  of 
the  evidence  given  ;  and  thus  the  opinion 
of  a  single  Judge,  learned  in  the  law,  but 
nnversed  in  the  ways  of  the  world,  and 
especially  in  the  ways  of  the  election  world, 
might  condemn  an  innocent  man  to  stigma 
and  disgrace  and  to  exclusion  from  political 
life.  He  should  not,  however,  trouble 
fheir  Lordships  by  moving  any  Amend- 
ments in  Committee,  it  being  far  too  late 


in  the  Session  to  com^  to  any  adverse  vote 
on  the  subject,  and  he  should  therefore 
simply  place  the  proviso  in  the  hands  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, who  was  qualified  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  a  single  Judge  deciding  such 
questions.  It  was  proposed  that  a  single 
Judge  should  be  put  in  the  position  now 
occupied  by  a  Committee  of  five  Members 
presided  over  by  a  competent  Chairman. 
He  thought  their  Lordships  would  all  agree 
that  in  old  times,  when  controverted  elec- 
tions were  decided  as  party  questions, 
very  corrupt  decisions  were  given.  Mr. 
Grenville,  in  the  middle  of  the  last  cen- 
tury, remedied  this  by  substituting  a  tri- 
bunal consisting  of  five  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Now,  he  (Earl 
Russell)  had  repeatedly  stated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  effect  of  that 
change  was  that,  instead  of  considering  a 
seat  in  Parliament  as  a  political  and  party 
matter,  it  became  a  matter  like  a  question 
of  property,  to  be  decided  between  two 
claimants,  each  risking  several  thousand 
pounds,  one  in  order  to  obtain  the  seat, 
and  the  other  in  defending  it.  It  was 
treated  too  much  as  a  question  between 
two  individuals,  and  not  as  a  question  in 
which  the  constituency  and  the  public 
were  concerned.  This  was  a  defect  in 
the  present  system,  and  it  made  him  the 
more  willing  to  agree  to  some  change ; 
but  he  must  confess  he  did  not  think  elec- 
toral corruption  would  be  rooted  out  or 
very  much  checked  by  this  measure.  It 
was  quite  right,  however,  that  something 
of  the  kind  should  bo  tried ;  and,  this 
plan  having  been  agreed  upon  by  tho 
House  of  Commons,  he  cheerfully  assented 
to  it. 

The  present  being  about  tho  last  debate 
of  the  Session  he  would  venture  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Earl  on  another  sub- 
ject. In  1841  the  Government  of  the  day 
brought  forward  a  financial  measure  in 
relation  to  the  sugar  duties  which  was 
defeated  by  a  majority,  he  thought,  of  36. 
The  Government  immediately  decided  that 
they  would  dissolve  Parliament ;  but  they 
did  not  announce  their  decision,  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  thought  himself  justified  in 
moving,  or  called  upon  to  move,  a  Yote 
of  Want  of  Confidence.  That  was  carried 
in  a  very  full  House  by  a  majority  of  I  \ 
after  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  him 
for  an  assurance  that  as  soon  as  the  dis- 
solution and  the  elections  should  be  over 
tho  new  Parliament  should  be  called  to- 
gether.    Feeling  that  his  Colleagues  and 
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himself  would  not  wish  to  remain  in  Office 
unless  they  possessed  the  confidence  of  the 
country,  he  at  once  and  willingly  gave 
that  pledge,  and  the  new  Parliament  ac- 
cordingly met  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos- 
sible. There  was  a  great  majority  against 
the  then  existing  Ministry  and  there  was 
an  end  of  the  Administration.  And  now 
Parliament  was  placed  in  a  position  still 
more  peculiar,  because  for  two  years  they 
had  had  a  Government  going  on  without 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  was  not  going  to  blame  anyone  for 
that ;  all  he  would  say  was  this,  that  it 
would  be  for  the  public  intereBt---and  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  more  agreeable  to  the 
feelings  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  and  his 
Colleagues — that  when  the  registration  was 
completed  and  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity for  a  dissolution,  Parliament  should 
be  called  together  again  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  supposed  the  noble  Earl  opposite  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
would  be  done.  It  was  what  he  (Earl 
Russell)  did  when  Minister  in  1841. 

ThbLORD  CHANCELLOR  :  In  offer- 
ing  to  your  Lordships  a  few  observations  on 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Russell]  I  must  commence  by  responding 
very  sincerely  to  the  statement  which  he 
made  at  the  outset  with  reference  to  the 
great  loss  which  your  Lordships  have  sus- 
tained since  the  last  meeting  of  this  House 
in  the  person  of  my  late  noble  and  learned 
Friend— Lord  Cran worth.  My  Lords,  of 
the  loss  of  Lord  Cranworth  to  those  who 
have  had  the  privilege  of  enjoying  his 
friendship  I  feel  it  impossible  for  me  to 
speak.  But,  my  Lords,  this  I  may  say — 
that  your  Lordships  and  the  public  have  in 
him  lost  one  who  passed  through  a  long 
career  of  high  judicial  office  without  a 
tarnish  on  his  name — one  who,  I  venture 
to  say,  in  the  discharge  of  his  great  duties 
for  courtesy,  for  candour,  for  careful  and 
conscientious  efficiency,  and,  above  all,  for 
sound  and  exquisite  common  sense,  has 
never  been  surpassed  by  any  person  who 
ever  before  filled  the  same  offices. 

My  Lords,  with  respect  to  the  Bill  now 
before  youf  Lordships,  most  of  the  com- 
ments of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  as 
certainly  might  have  been  expected,  have 
turned  upon  the  character  of  the  tribunal 
offered  by  the  measure  for  the  trial  here- 
after of  Election  Petitions.  My  Lords, 
upon  that  point  I  wish  to  say  a  word  as 
to  the  changes  which  the  proposition  has 
from  time  to  time  undergone.  When  the 
Bill  was  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
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vemment  last  yeat   the   proposition,  I 
think,  was    that    Commissioners  to   try 
Election  Petitions  should  be  nominated  by 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  proposition,  in  the  discussions  which 
arose,  did  not  find  favour  with  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed    an  alternatife  meaBure, 
that  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  should 
be  conducted  before  the  Judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts  at  Westminster.     Before 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  wa« 
definitively  taken  upon  that  proposition 
Parliament  was  prorogued.    At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  year  the  Go* 
vernment  through  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Chelmsford),  who  then  held 
the  office  which  I  have  now  the  honour 
to  hold,  received  a    communication,  to 
which  the  noble  £arl  has  referred,  from 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  on 
the  part  of  all  the  Judges,  deprecating 
very  strongly  the  proposal  that  the  trial  of 
Election   Petitions    should    be    devolved 
upon  the  Judges.    As  well  as  I  recollect, 
the  grounds  taken  by  the  Judges  were 
substantially  two.     The  first  was  that,  by 
the  appointment  of  the  Judges  to   try 
Election  Petitions,  involving    matter    of 
political   feeling,   the  confidence  of   the 
public  in  the  impartiality  of  the  learned 
Judges  in  other  matters  would  be  shaken; 
and  the  second  ground  was  that,  with  the 
great  amount  of  business  by  which  the 
Judges    were    already    overweighted,   it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  undertake 
the  further  duty  of  conducting  the  trial 
of  Election  Petitions,  which  might  last  for 
a  considerable  time  in  some  years  or  every 
year.     These  objections  they  stated  with 
so  much  force  that  the  Government  felt  it 
was  necessary  to  refer  them  to  Parliament, 
and  to  propose  again  an  alternative  mea- 
sure.    The  next  proposition  laid  before 
Parliament — and  I  mention  these  propo- 
sals to    show    the  various  scheroee  the 
House  of  Commons  haa  had  before  it — 
was  that  three  Election  Judges  should  be 
appointed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  try  the    Petitions.     That^ 
again,  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
instead  of  delegating  their  functions  to  the 
judicial  Bench,  it  would  be  placing  the 
power  of  deciding  upon  elections  in  three 
officers  chosen  by  the  Government  of  the 
day.     In  order  to  avoid,  if  possible,  that 
difficulty,  the  Government  made  this  pro- 
position in  the  next  place,  that  out  of  the 
present  Judges  in  Westminster  Hall  two 
should  be  selected  who  would  receive  a 
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Bomewliat  higher  position  than  the  other 
Judges — ^probably  receiving  the  rank   of 
Privy  Councillors — and   that  those  thus 
ohosen  from  the  limited  number  of  exist- 
ing Judges,  having  given  proof  of  their 
capacity  in  the  discharge  of  judicial  busi- 
ness, should  be  appointed  to  try  Election 
Petitions  when  there  were  any  to  be  tried, 
and  at  other  times  should  sit  on  the  Judi- 
cial Committee    of  the    Privy    Council. 
That  proposal   the   House  of    Commons 
again  objected  to,  and  a  very  strong  opi- 
nion was  manifested  that  the  reasons  given 
by  the  learned  Judges  for  deprecating  the 
office  of  trying  Election  Petitions  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  weigh,  and  that  the 
Legislature  was  the  proper  authority  to 
decide  what  were  the  duties  which  the 
Judges  ought  to  discharge.     That  was  not 
only  the  opinion,  but  was  supported  by 
the  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  by 
a  very  considerable  majority  the  proposition 
to  assign  two  special  Judges  to  try  Elec- 
tion  Petitions   was  negatived.      At   the 
Bame  time  a  very  strong  inclination  was 
shown  to  authorize  the  appointment  of 
farther  Judges  in  the  various  Courts,  to 
liave  the  Bill  re-modelled,  and  Election 
Petitions  tried  by  the  Judges  very  much 
in  the  manner  originally  proposed.     Con- 
•equently  the  Bill  was  brought  nearly  into 
the   shape  your  Lordships  now  have  it, 
and  in  that  shape  received  the  sanction  of 
the  House  of  Commons.     There  was  one 
proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
vhich  did  not  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  which  I  wish  to 
mention  more  particularly.     We  proposed 
that,  at  the  same  time  that  the  numbers 
of  each  Court  were  increased  from  five  to 
BIX,  the  Court  should  select  the  particular 
Judge  that  was  to  try  Election  Petitions, 
and  that  the  Judge  so  selected  should,  in 
addition  to  his  present  salary,  receive  a 
sum  of  £500  for  each  year  that  he  was  so 
employed,  and  if  employed  for  a  certain 
time,  should  be  released  from  the  duty  of 
going  on  circuit  that  year.     That  proposal 
was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  am  anxious  to  make  this  explanation, 
because  some  misapprehension  appears  to 
have  prevailed  on  the  subject  out-of-doors. 
It  would  have  been  my  duty  to  be  the 
medium  of  communication  with  the  learned 
Judges,  and   I  wish  therefore  to   say  to 
▼our  Lordships  that  neither  directly  nor 
mdirectly  was  any  mention  made  to  the 
learned  Judges  that  they  were  to  receive 
an  additional  salary  for  the  performance  of 
the  daties  proposed ;   and  therefore  the 


observations  that  the  learned  Judges  were 
willing  to  accept  an    additional  £500  a 
year  as   "a  bribe,''  as  it  was  said,  is  a 
statement  altogether  without  foundation. 
In  point  of  fact,  my  Lords,  after  the  divi- 
sion in  the  House  of  Commons,  negativing 
the  proposal  with  respect  to  the  two  specific 
Judges,  it  would  have  been  utterly  impos- 
sible for  me  to  communicate  with  them  ; 
but,  in  addition  to  that,  it  appeared  to  me 
that  it  would  have  been  very  much  better 
to   avoid  making  any  proposition  to  the 
Judges  about  the  increase  of  salary ;  that 
if  the  House  of  Commons  were  willing  to 
increase  their  salary,  it  would  be  a  very 
fit  and  very  proper  thing  to  do,  but  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  make  any  com- 
munication to  the  Judges,  whether  directly 
or  indirectly,  on  the  subject.     I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  negatived    that 
proposal.     The  position  of  the  existing 
Judges  in  the  Superior  Courts  is  very  pecu- 
liar.    They  are  learned  persons  who  have 
surrendered  large   and   lucrative    private 
practice;  they  have  accepted  the  office  they 
now  hold,  knowing  at  the  time  the  duties 
both   on  the  Bench  and  on  circuit   they 
would  be  expected  to  perform,  and  know- 
ing who  would  bo  associated  with  them 
on  the  Bench,  and  whose  advice  and  assis- 
tance they  would  have  the  benefit  of.    For 
persons  who  have  accepted  office  on  that 
footing  to  have  their  duties  changed  with- 
out offering  any  terms  by  way  of  compen- 
sation is  a  proceeding  thut  1  must  think 
very  unfair.     And  although  the  trial  of 
those  Election  Petitions  is  very  much  of 
the  nature  of  the  business  on  circuit,  yet 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  two  things 
would  be  very  different.     It  is  one  thing 
to  preside  on  circuit  where  proper  arrange- 
ments have  Seen  made  for  their  reception, 
where  they  have  the  society  of  a  largo  Bar 
during  the  time  the  circuit  continues,  and 
it  is  quite  another  thing  to  send  a  single 
Judge  alone  into  various  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, where  Judges  have  not  been  in  tho 
habit  of  going,  where  there  is  no  kind  of 
fitting  accommodation  for  them,  and  where 
they  may  be  kept  at  a  distance  from  their 
houses  and  families  it  may  be  for  two  or 
three  months.     It  appears  to  me  that  to 
men  who  have  accepted  office  on  very  dif- 
ferent conditions  there  would  be  an  irk- 
someness  in  the  new  duties  which  they 
might  very  fairly  deprecate.  I  very  greatly 
fear  that  the  result  will  be  that,  whereas 
if  the  House  of  Commons  had  increased 
the  salaries  some  of  t\i^  ^3^>I\Ti%  '^xA^^^ 
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would  have  been  found  willing  to  under- 
take the  duty,  these  Election  Inquiries  will 
be  thrown  in  the  various  Courts  on  the 
new  Judges  who  accept  office  with  their 
eyes  open,  and  that  the  public  will  not 
have  the  benefit  of  the  experience  of  the 
elder  Judges.     I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  at  any  length 
in  his  criticism  of  the  tribunal  which  it 
is  proposed  to  constitute.     He  says,  and 
says  truly,  that  this  is  a  very  great  power 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  a  single  Judge 
without  a  jury,  and  that  the  punishments 
to  be  inflicted  under  this  Bill  for  bribery 
and  other  cognate  offences  are  punishments 
of  a  very  grave  character.    In  that  opinion 
I  entirely  concur.     But  what  is  the  alter- 
native offered  for  your  Lordships'  consi- 
deration in  this  case  ?    Before  we  criticize 
or  condemn  the  tribunal  proposed  by  this 
Bill  we  must  ask  what  other  tribunal  we 
are  to  propose  and  to  weigh  in  the  scale 
against  it?     The  House  of  Commons  have 
declined  any  longer  to  provide  out  of  their 
own  body  a  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  —  the  fact  of  their  passing 
this  Bill  shows  that  they  wish  to  devolve 
that    duty    upon    some    other    tribunal. 
What,  then,  is  the  suggestion  we  are  to 
make  to  them  in  preference  to  the  plan 
contained  in  this  Bill  ?     The  noble  Earl 
agrees  in  the* propriety  of  a  local  inquiry. 
But  does  he  really  think  that  that  inquiry 
will  be  improved  by  empanelling  a  jury  of 
the  vicinage^  wi^ere  politics  run  high,  and 
the  question  is  as  to  the  conduct  of  parties 
in  the  election  ?     Does  he  really  propose 
that  a  jury  shall  be  summoned  from  the 
neighbourhood,  not  to  assist  the  Judge, 
but  to  decide  the  questions  which  come 
before  the  Court  ? 

Eabl  EUSSELL  said,  that  what  he 
proposed  was  to  leave  these.questions  to 
be  decided  on  appeal  by  a  Judge  and  jury 
sitting  at  Westminster. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  am 
going  by  steps  through  the  noble  Earl's 
argument,  and  am  dealing  first  with  the 
local  inquiry.  He  said  this  was  a  very 
strong  power  to  entrust  to  a  single  Judge 
without  a  jury;  but  I  do  not  suppose  he 
would  think  the  tribunal  improved  by  a 
jury  of  the  vicinage.  But  then  the  noble 
Earl  would  allow  any  person  affected  by 
a  certificate  from  a  Judge  conducting  one 
of  these  local  inquiries  to  appeal  within 
three  months  from  that  decision,  and  he 
would  provide  that  the  appeal  should  be 
heard  at  Westminster  l^fore  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
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and  another  Judge  and  jury.  Now,  let 
us  consider  that  proposal.  Your  Lord- 
ships must  assume  that  in  every  single 
case  there  would  be  an  appeal  from  the 
certificate  of  a  Judge  finding  the  offences 
specified  in  this  Bill.  Every  -person  so 
found  guilty  would  endeavour  to  avail 
himself  of  this  power  of  appeal,  because 
he  could  not  be  the  worse,  and  he  might 
be  the  better  for  it.  I  would  ask  whether 
the  decision  of  this  Court  is  to  be  based 
upon  evidence  brought  before  it,  or  on 
evidence  taken  in  the  country  ?  The  noble 
Earl  says  that  one  of  the  merita  of  this 
Bill  is  that  the  truth  will  be  more  effec- 
tually ascertained  on  the  spot.  Therefore 
his  proposal  is  that  the  local  inquiry — 
which  the  noble  Earl  admits  is  the  best 
for  ascertaining  the  truth — should  be 
brought  under  review  by  another  inquiry, 
not  conducted  in  the  locality,  but  at 
Westminster,  where  the  same  means  of 
ascertaining  the  truth  will  not  exist. 

Eabl  RUSSELL:    The  Court  of  Ap- 
peal at  Westminster  will  have  before  it 
the  evidence  taken  at  the  local  inquiry. 
The   LORD  CHANCELLOR:    Well, 
then,  the  jury  are  not  to   decide  upon 
evidence  taken  before  them,  but  upon  the 
record  of  vivd  voce  evidence  taken  before 
a   Judge  elsewhere.      'Now,   in  hearing 
evidence  very  much  depends  upon   the 
demeanour  of  witnesses.     A  jury  should 
bear  the  evidence  given  ;  they  should  be 
able  to  judge  from  the  sight,  and  by  the 
tone  of  a  witness,  and  the   manner    in 
which  he  gives  his  evidence,  whether  that 
evidence  is  or  is  not  worthy  of  belief. 
But  the  noble  Earl  would  propose  that  the 
decision  of  the  Judge  who  has  actually 
heard  the  evidence  should    be  brought 
under  review,  not  by  another  Judge,  but 
by  a  jury  at  Westminster,  who  have  seen 
none  of  the  witnesses,  and  are  simply  to 
decide  upon  written  evidence.     I  think 
that  any  tribunal  of  that  kind  would  be 
the  very  worst  that  could  possibly  be  de- 
vised ;    and  although  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  the  tribunal  suggested   in   this  Bill 
fenced  round  by  every  reasonable  precau- 
tion, I  feel  satisfied  that  upon  considera- 
tion the  noble  Earl  will  hesitate  before 
seriously   proposing  another  tribunal  of 
the  kind  which  he  has  suggested. 

Leaving  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships, the  noble  Earl  referred  to  a  topic 
of  more  general  interest.  He  said  that 
the  Government  had  for  two  years  con- 
ducted the  government  of  the  country 
without  the  confidence  of  the  House  <n 
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€!ommoii8.  Now,  I  mast  demur  entirely 
to  that  statement.  I  believe,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  Government  have  had 
the  confidence  of  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  I  believe  it  for  this  reason -^because, 
in  a  case  where  the  Government  for  so 
long  a  period  iiave  not  had  the  confidence 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  have  never 
known  the  House  of  Commons  abstain 
from  expressing  their  opinion  to  that 
effect;  and  inasmuch  as  the  House  of 
Commons  have  never  expressed  such  an 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, and  as,  when  a  member  of 
the  party  with  which  the  noble  Earl  is 
connected,  placed  upon  the  Notice  Paper 
daring  the  present  year  a  Motion  of  Want 
of  Confidence,  he  never  had  the  courage  to 
bring  it  forward,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  view  of  the  noble  Earl  on  this  subject 
is  entirely  an  erroneous  one.  But  the 
noble  Earl  has  asked  whether  a  statement 
would  be  made  by  the  Government  analo- 
gous to  that  made  by  Sir  Bobcrt  Peel 
relative  to  a  dissolution  of  Parliament  in 
1841.  Why,  that  statement  has  been 
made  for  some  time  past  pretty  nearly 
every  week,  sometimes  in  this  and  some- 
times in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
When  the  Registration  Bill  passed  through 
Committee  your  Lordships  were  told  that 
the  subject  had  been  carefully  considered 
with  a  view  to  lead  up  to  and  make  pos- 
aible  a  dissolution  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment;  and  it  was  with  that  object 
your  Lordships  were  asked  to  give  a  some- 
what hurried  consideration  to  the  Bill  in 
order  that  it  might  receive  the  Eoyal  As- 
sent at  the  necessary  period. 

Loan  ROMILLY :  My  Lords,  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  discuss  the  Bill  now  before 
your  Lordships,  which  it  is  important 
ahould  pass  without  the  danger  of  involv- 
ing any  difference  with  the  other  House 
or  any  chance  of  delay.  But  my  right 
lion.  Friend  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  has 
requested  me,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  of 
all  the  other  Judges,  to  say  that  though 
when  first  consulted  they  disapproved  very 
much  of  these  functions  being  imposed 
upon  them  because  they  thought  it  would 
be  injurious  to  the  authority  and  repu- 
tation of  their  office  that  the  Judges 
olionld  be  mixed  up  in  election  matters, 
and  though  they  retain  that  opinion  up 
to  the  present  moment,  nevertheless  they 
desire  it  be  known  that,  if  Parliament 
think  fit  to  require  them  to  perform  these 
duties,  they  will  cheerfully  and  readily 
perform  them  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 


{ Besides  this,  my  right  hon.  Friend  de- 
sired me  to  confirm  to  your  Lordships  that 
which  we  have  heard  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend — that  they  were  never  con- 
sulted upon  the  subject  of  whether  an 
additional  sum  of  £500  should  be  given 
to  the  Judges  to  be  selected  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  these  inquiries  ; 
that,  so  far  from  its  being  the  fact,  accord- 
ing to  the  very  injurious  rumours  which 
got  abroad,  that  this  provision  had  been 
introduced  with  their  sanction  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  things  smooth,  nothing  of 
the  sort  had  occurred  ;  and  that  if  such  a 
proposition  had  been  made  to  them  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
every  one  of  his  Colleagues,  declared  that 
they  should  have  unanimously  rejected  it. 
Though,  however,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  is  a  very  natural  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Judges,  I  cannot  but  assent  to  a  part 
of  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend — not  that  it  would  have 
been  right'  to  give  an  additional  £500  a 
year  to  particular  Judges  to  be  selected 
for  this  purpose,  which  would  have  been 
in  the  nature  of  a  bribe  for  the  perform- 
ance of  those  duties,  but  that,  consider- 
ing the  additional  functions  imposed  upon 
them  all,  which  they  would  all  readily 
and  cheerfully  undertake,  however  much 
they  disapproved  them,  this  addition  to 
the  judicial  salary  would  have  been  a 
very  fit  and  proper  proceeding.  I  said  that 
I  did  not  intend  to  discuss  the  Bill,  al- 
though it  seems  to  me  to  contain  very 
crude  provisions,  and  to  be  a  Bill  likely  to 
have  a  very  ignominious  conclusion  ;  but 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  has 
misapprehended  the  proposal  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  below  me  (Earl  Bussell).  It 
was  never  proposed  by  him,  as  I  under- 
stood, that  the  inquiry  at  Westminster 
should  be  substituted  for  the  local  inquiry, 
nor  that  it  should  be  founded  upon  the 
written  evidence  taken  in  the  course  of 
the  local  inquiry  ;  but  that  in  every  case 
of  appeal  the  same  witnesses  should  be  re- 
examined and  the  former  evidence  tested, 
and,  if  necessary,  additional  evidence  given 
in  a  further  and  more  minute  inquiry  be- 
fore a  jury.  Now,  whether  that  would  be  a 
beneficial  measure  or  not  I  will  not  stay 
to  inquire,  because  it  appears  to  be  gene- 
rally understood  that  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  it  is  not  desirable  to  introduce  into 
the  Bill  any  Amendments  which  might 
delay  the  prorogation,  but  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  correct  this  misapprehensioi? 
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on  the  part  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

I  cannot  conclude  my  remarks  withoat 
expressing  the  deep  regret  I  feel  at  the 
loss  of  a  valued  Friend  with  whom  I  have 
been  more  or  less  intimately  associated  for 
the  last  thirty  years.  I  have  been  repeat- 
edly his  junior  before  your  Lordships'  House 
and  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  I  have  been 
constantly  engaged  with  him  in  public  and 
legal  business,  and  I  always  received  from 
him  the  utmost  kindness.  He  was  pre- 
eminently distinguished  for  three  qualities 
—his  candour  and  fairness,  his  common 
sense,  and  his  gentlemanly  feeling  and 
bearing  towards  all  with  whom  he  was 
brought  into  contact.  Ko  one  can  regret 
more  than  I  do  the  loss  which  this  House 
has  sustained,  and  I  cannot  refrain  from 
adding  my  testimony  to  the  character  and 
qualities  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  has  been  thus  suddenly  removed  from 
the  midst  of  us. 

The  Eael  ov  HARROWBY  said,  he 
did  not  regard  the  transference  of  juris- 
diction in  the  matter  of  Election  Petitions 
as  a  confession  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  it  was  incompetent  to 
conduct  these  inquiries  with  fairness,  for 
he  had  had  no  small  experience  on  Elec- 
tion Committees,  and  he  must  bear  his 
testimony  to  the  general  fairness  with 
which  their  inquiries  were  conducted. 
Electoral  corruption  was  different  from 
almost  any  other  offence  or  crime,  for  it 
had  not  yet  received  that  mark  of  indivi- 
dual reprobation  wliich  made  it  to  be  con- 
sidered a  crime  by  those  who  committed 
it  and  by  those  who  were  the  objects  of 
it.  It  was  difEcult  to  invest  the  offence 
with  that  feeling  of  gravity  and  that 
weight  on  the  conscience  which  enabled 
those  who  made  investigations  respecting 
it  to  do  so  with  a  sense  of  responsibility, 
and  to  conduct  the  inquiries  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  impress  others  with  a  due 
sense  of  gravity.  Hitherto  corruption 
had  been  considered  by  those  who  com- 
mitted it,  and  by  those  who  were  the 
objects  of  it,  a  positive  rather  than  a 
moral  offence,  created  by  the  law  rather 
than  existing  in  the  nature  of  things  ;  and 
under  these  circumstances  it  was  difficult 
to  invest  an  inquiry  with  that  solemnity 
with  which  it  ought  to  be  surrounded. 
As  he  understood  it  we  were  now  about 
to  make  the  experiment,  by  transferring 
the  jurisdiction  to  another  tribunal,  and 
adopting  a  different  mode  of  procedure,  to 
create  a  moral  sense  on  the  subjeot,  and 

Lord  SomiHy 


he  agreed  that  it  wan  only  by  creating 
such  moral  sense  that  we  had  any  chance 
of  putting  an  end  to  corruption.  If  the 
object  aimed  at  had  been  to  make  inquiry 
more  searching  and  complete,  then  he  be- 
lieved the  transfer  of  tribunal  would  have 
an  opposite  effect,  for  in  his  opinion  the 
irregular  jurisdiction  and  proceedings  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  not  bound  by  any  rules  of  evi- 
dence or  practice,  were  far  more  likely  to 
effect  a  penetrating  and  searching  inquiry 
than  a  regular  Court  presided  over  by  a 
Common  Law  Judge.  But  he  was  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  probability  that  the 
substitute  of  one  of  the  Superior  Judges 
for  the  Commissioners,  whose  Courts  pre- 
sented the  aspect  of  a  dramatic  entertain- 
ment in  which  the  audience  were  fre- 
quently "  convulsed  with  laughter/'  was 
much  more  likely  to  create  a  moral  sense 
than  the  present  method  of  inquiry.  The 
experiment  was  a  great  one,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  bear  fruits. 

Viscount  STBATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFE  said,  he  must  congratulate  the 
House  and  the  country  on  the  step  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  House  of  Commons 
with  the  object  of  putting  a  stop  to  elec- 
toral corruption.  To  his  mind  it  was 
highly  creditable  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  they  should  have  taken  such  a 
step  in  order  to  free  themselves  from  any 
suspicion  of  sympathizing  with  bribery; 
and  that  in  the  last  moments  of  its  exist- 
ence it  should  have  passed  a  measure  di- 
vesting itself  of  its  right  of  trying  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  and  transferring  its  autho- 
rity to  another  tribunal.  It  was  equally 
creditable  to  the  Government  of  the  day 
that  they  had  done  their  best  to  forward 
the  measure  and  to  encourage  the  House 
of  Commons  to  pass  it.  With  respect  to 
the  evil  against  which  the  measure  was 
directed,  it  bad  taken  root  so  deeply  in 
the  habits  of  the  country  that  it  was  an 
extravagant  expectation  to  hope  that  the 
Bill  would  put  a  stop  to  it  entirely  ;  but 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  change  of  tri- 
bunal would  have  a  great  moral  effect, 
would  impress  people  with  the  gravity  of 
the  offence,  and  would  cause  them  to  re- 
flect on  the  injury  done  to  the  country  by 
those  who  committed  it.  Be  had  some 
personal  recollections  which  showed  how 
deeply  corrupt  practices  were  rooted. 
Once,  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  a 
borough  now  extinct,  he  called  upon  a 
voter,  who  being  at  dinner  held  np  his 
knife  and  wam^  him  to  be  off,   well- 
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knowing  that  he  was  about  to  lose  the 
£10  bribe  he  had  pocketed  at  former  elec- 
tions. On  another  occasion,  when  he  con- 
tested Lynn  Regis,  a  shoemaker  of  his 
party  declined  a  bribe  ;  and  when  his  pro- 
cession, as  one  of  the  successful  candi- 
dates, passed  the  shoemaker's  shop,  a  shoe 
was  hoisted  on  a  pole  and  three  cheers  given 
in  recognition  of  what  was  regarded  as  an 
extraordinary  instance  of  public  virtue . 
Such  instances  could,  no  doubt,  be  multi- 
plied. He  thought  that  the  amount  of 
Becurity  required  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  Election  Petitions  might  dis- 
Gonrage  persons  from  presenting  them  ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  penalty  imposed  for 
corrupt  practices,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
Baying  that,  regard  being  had  to  the  na- 
ture of  the  offence,  the  penalty  could 
hardly  be  too  great.  However,  in  the 
present  temper  of  the  country,  it  might  be 
well  to  go  no  further  than  was  now  pro- 
posed, and  to  wait  until  some  additional 
moral  effect  should  be  produced  by  the 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

He  could  not  sit  down  without  adding 
a  word  to  the  tribute  of  regret  so  gene- 
rally expressed  for  the  loss  of  the  eminent 
man  whose  recent  death  had  been  referred 
to  in  the  course  of  the  present  discussion. 
Ho  had  known  Lord  Cran worth  in  private 
life  long  before  he  attained  the  high  posi- 
tion which  he  ultimately  reached.  If  he 
was  always  an  honest  politician,  he  was 
equally  remarkable  as  a  sincere,  straight- 
forward, single-minded  man ;  and  it  was 
impossible  for  any  one  to  go  to  his  grave 
with  a  nobler  or  more  estimable  character. 

If otion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 


ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL— (No.  282.) 
( The  Duke  of  MotUrote.) 

COKMITTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  that  one  of 
the  provisions  in  reference  to  the  purchase 
of  the  telegraphs  sanctioned  the  payment  of 
any  sums  voted  by  the  shareholders  as  a 
recognition  of  special  services ;  and  it  had 
been  suggested  that  as  directors  could 
generally  command  the  votes  of  a  large 
number  of  the  shareholders,  they  might 
by  that  provision  secure  to  themselves  the 
payment  of  sums  voted  under  the  head  of 
■peoial  services.     He  thought  the  share- 


holders required  some  protection  against 
abuse  in  this  matter. 

Ths  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  that  the 
railway  companies  were  only  to  be  allowed 
under  the  Bill  to  use  the  telegraphic  wires 
on  the  railway  lines  in  connection  with  tho 
working  of  their  trains ;  but  great  incon- 
venience might  arise  if  a  person,  on  ar- 
riving at  a  railway  station,  found  that  his 
Inggage  had  been  left  behind,  and  was  not 
permitted  to  employ  the  telegraphic  appa- 
ratus at  the  station  to  give  directions  for 
its  transmission.  He  thought  that  the  use 
of  the  railway  lines  ought  to  be  permitted 
in  some  cases;  for  instance,  where  the 
Post  Office  telegraph  was  not  near  the 
station. 

The  Duke  op  MOin?ROSE  thought 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  object  desired  by  the  noble  Duke. 

House  in  Committee ;  BiU  reported, 
without  Amendment;  and  to  be  read  3* 
To-morrow, 

ABYSSINU— THE  ENVOYS. 

QUESTION. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON:  I  wish  to  ask, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  in  any 
special  manner  the  services  and  sufferings 
of  Her  Majesty's  Envoys  to  the  late  King 
of  Abyssinia  ?  All  the  persons  connected 
with  the  recent  Expedition  have  received 
the  full  measure  of  our  esteem  and  praise ; 
and  the  manner  in  which  we  received  the 
hero  of  that  enterprize  this  evening  has 
shown  our  full  sense  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  campaign  was  planned  and 
carried  out.  But  there  are  humbler  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  Expedition  to  whom  I 
think  public  attention  has  not  been  so 
much  directed  as  it  ought,  and  on  whose 
behalf  I  have  placed  my  Question  upon 
the  Notice  Paper.  I  trust  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  if  they  can,  will  in 
some  way  compensate  those  who  were  de- 
tained prisoners  in  Abyssinia,  and  who 
have  suffered  very  greatly  for  their  coun- 
try's behoof.  I  myself  have  had  the  plea- 
sure of  Consul  Cameron's  acquaintance  for 
a  long  time,  and  I  know  that  he  is  a  man 
who,  if  he  has  committed  any  error,  has 
done  so  not  from  personal  considerations, 
but  has  acted  from  a  deep  sense  of  public 
duty.  He  is  a  gentleman  of  great  courage, 
and  under  any  circumstances  would  do  all 
he  could  to  maintain  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  honour  and  interests  of  his  coun- 
try^    He  has  just  landed  in  En^^UsA  ^^6^ 
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his  oonstitation  broken  by  the  miBeries  he 
has  suffered,  and  his  health  is  utterly 
shattered.  I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
Foreign  Office  will  see  that  he  is  a  public 
servant  fully  deserving  of  their  confidence, 
and  will  recognize  the  claims  which  he 
has  upon  that  Department  of  the  public 
service.  The  case  of  Consul  Cameron 
apart,  however,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to 
the  case  of  persons  against  whom  no  accu- 
sation can  be  drawn  of  their  having  in 
the  slightest  degree  been  the  cause  of 
their  own  sufferings.  These  gentlemen 
were  sent  out  to  King  Theodore  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  jear  1864 
The  mission  consisted  of  three  persons, 
who  at  that  time  held  important  places 
under  the  Indian  Oovernment — namely, 
Mr.  Rassam,  Assistant  Besident  at  Aden, 
Dr.  Blane,  of  the  Medical  Staff,  and  Lieu- 
tenant Prideaux,  of  the  Bombay  Staff 
Corps.  These  gentlemen  were  transferred 
from  the  Indian  to  the  British  service,  and 
went  out  to  Massowah.  Having  remained 
there  a  year  they  received  the  consent  of 
King  Theodore  to  visit  him,  and  they  pro- 
ceeded to  his  court.  There  everything 
went  on  well  for  a  time ;  but  latterly  the 
strange  humour  of  the  unhappy  monarch 
changed,  and  these  persons  who  repre- 
sented the  official  dignity  of  England 
were  placed  in  chains  and  treated,  if  not 
with  great  cruelty,  at  least  with  great 
discomfort.  They  remained  in  chains  for 
eighteen  months,  during  which  period  they 
bore  their  misfortunes  with  great  courage, 
endurance,  and  high  spirit.  During  the 
whole  of  that  time  they  were  compelled 
to  support  themselves  at  their  own  ex- 
pense. They  received  no  money  from 
the  Government,  but  maintained  their  ser- 
vants and  their  establishments  out  of  their 
own  funds.  For  two  years  it  may  be  said 
that  tiiey  underwent  great  misery  and  re- 
ceived nothing  which  could  be  considered 
in  any  way  as  adequate  satisfaction  or  re- 
muneration. It  may  be  urged  that  these 
persons  did  not  succeed  in  their  mission ; 
but  it  is  allowed  on  all  sides  that  that  want 
of  success  was  in  no  wise  due  to  any  want 
of  tact  or  ability  on  their  part,  and  it 
would  be  generally  allowed,  he  thought, 
that  it  was  mainly  due  to  the  influence 
of  Mr.  Bassam  over  the  mind  of  that 
savage  chief  that  King  Theodore  did  not 
destroy  the  captives  in  his  fury.  In  call- 
ing attention,  therefore,  to  the  case  of 
those  men,  ho  trusted  it  would  not  be 
thought  he  wished  to  dictate  any  parti- 
cular course  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
Lwrd  HoughUm 


Iment.  The  noble  Lord  the  Privy  Seal 
had  distinguished  himself  from  the  very 
first  by  taking  a  deep  interest  in  the 
Abyssinian  question  ;  and  he  therefore 
desired  to  ask  him  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  recognize 
in  any  special  manner  the  sufferings  of 
those  gentlemen  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBTJBY  said, 
the  noble  Lord  naturally  expected  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  after  what 
they  had  done  for  those  unfortunate  cap- 
tives, was  not  very  likely  to  desert  them 
now.  But  the  fact  was  that  with  the  best 
possible  intentions  towards  them  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  yet  received  an  official 
Report  that  would  justify  any  proceed- 
ings of  the  nature  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  alluded.  Mr.  Bassam  was  now  en- 
gaged in  di-awiug  up  such  a  Beport ; 
but  his  Papers,  whether  by  mistake  or 
otherwise  was  uncertain,  had  gone  to 
Aden,  and  the  Government  were  not  in 
possession  of  the  information  which  it 
was  necessary  they  should  have  before 
they  acted. 

Hoiue  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morroir,  a 

qoarter  before  Five  o*cloek. 


^  ^^^  ^^^^t^^>^ 
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MINUTES.]— PoBuo  BiLUi—0rd€r6d—VTW)M 

(Ireland).* 
Firtt  /2«adinjy— Prisons  (Ireland)*  [356]. 
Second Reading^yfoodM  and  Game  Assessment* 

[242]. 

CommUee^Toor  Relief  [186]. 

Report-^FooT  Relief  [186]. 

Third  Reading—SAlmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)* 
[210]:  Marriages  VaUdity  ( Blakedown)  *  [250], 
and  patted. 

Withdrawn — Government  of  India  Act  Amend- 
ment [91]  ;  Governor  General  of  India  *  [92]. 

ARMY— FORTIFICATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  STKBS  laid,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  reference  to  the  Fortificationa 
Return,  No.  157,  of  the  26th  March  1867. 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  987  large  rifled 
gons,  and  1,104  guna  of  95  cwt.,  at  a  cost 
of  £1,883,722,  will  be  required  for  the 
armament  of  the  said  fortifications,  it  is 
his  intention  to  apply  the  Plymouth  Iron 
Shield,  said  to  wei/^h  33  tons,  or  the 
Gibraltar  Shield  of  32  tons,  or  anj  other 
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iron  MM,  to  th«  embrunraB  oF  the  2,093 
gtiD*  reqaired  for  the  Fortifications,  or  to 
what  namber  of  embraaurea,  and  at  what 
ooit  per  thieid,  and  the  total  coat  ? 

Slit  JOHN  PAKINGTON  laid,  in  r«- 
plj,  that  it  wai  not  in  his  poirer  to  gite 
the  boa.  and  gallant  Gentleman  a  decided 
Answer  to  hia  Question.  At  preaent  no 
dcoition  npon  ttie  subject  had  been  come 
to,  and  it  would  he  impossibie  to  come  Id 
■Bch  a  deeision  antil  the  GoTernment  had 
TCMifod  the  Report  of  the  Commitlee 
which  was  now  eni^aged  in  considering  the 
lale  eiperimenta  at  Shoebarjneai.  Before 
any  decision  was  come  to  it  would  be  desira- 
hletbot  further conaideration  should  be  gUen 
to  the  intention  of  C&ptnin  Uonoreiff,  which 
might  hare  a  very  serious  effect  upon  the 

Siooalion  of  the  adoption  of  iron  shields  in 
ortiGcationa. 

ARMT-U.  CHARLIER'S  METHOD  OF 
SHOEING  HORSE  S^QDESTION. 

Mb.  ST.  AUBTN  awd,  be  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  hag  yet  receired  the  Report 
which  lie  eipeeted  from  the  Principal 
Teterinary  Surgeon  of  the  Army  with  re- 
ference to  the  mode  of  Shoeing  Horses 
invented  by  M.  Charlier,  and  esteosiTely 
adopted  in  Paris  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
nature  of  that  Report,  and  what  are  his 
intenlicns  on  tbe  subject  ? 

Sib  JOEIN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
uid,  he  had  received  the  Report  referred 
to  by  tbe  hon.  Member,  and  had  given  it 
oaraful  consideration.  The  Principal  Veto- 
rinary  Sorgeon  of  the  Army  hsd  attended 
tt  the  establishment  of  M.  Cliarlier  in 
Paris,  and  had  wstched  the  manner  in 
which  tbe  new  mode  of  shoeing  horses  was 
conducted,  but  liia  opinion  was  unfavour. 
able  to  the  adoption  of  the  system  in  this 
eouDtry.  He  should  not,  however,  regard 
himself  as  twing  bound  by  that  opinion,  as 
In  eooseqnence  of  tlie  success  which  was 
■aid  to  have  attended  the  adoption  of  tbe 
■ystem  in  Peris,  it  might  bedesimble  be- 
fore ooming  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  sub- 
ject to  mnke  some  irial  of  it  in  EcKlnnd. 

Ur.  ST.  AUBYN  Bsid,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  (he  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  any  objection  to  place  the  Report  open 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  be  bad 
BO  objection  to  do  so,  but  thought  it  de- 
sirable tbst  the  Report  of  Captain  Cockerill, 
which  waa  favourable  to  the  aystem,  ahonld 
also  be  laid  npon  the  table. 


NATT— OLD  UNARHOURED  SHIPS. 

CAPtAUr  UACEINNON  said,  he  would 
beg  to  uk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  the  Admiralty  have  arrived  at  any 
decision  as  to  the  utilisation  or  diaposai  of 
the  many  millions'  worth  of  unarmoured 
Screw  Li ne-of- Battle  Ships  now  unused  ? 

Adiqiul  SBTMOUR  said,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty,  he  would 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  There  were  certainly 
a  considerable  number  of  the  ships  to 
which  the  hon,  and  gallnnt  Gentleman  re- 
ferred in  our  ports,  but  he  was  afraid  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  been  greatly 
misinformed  as  to  their  saleable  value  when 
he  spoke  of  their  being  worth  millions.  The 
fact  was  there  was  no  market  whatever  for 
those  ships,  although  there  was  a  demand 
for  them  aa  guard,  drill,  and  hospitai  ships. 
Tbe  subject  was  now  under  eonaidaration 
by  the  Select  Committee  upstairs,  and  in 
all  probability  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  would  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  a  few  days. 


SIERRA  LEONE— APPOINTMENT  OF 
MR.  HUQGINS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  Petitions  have  not 
recently  been  received  from  the  inhabitanta 
of  Sierra  Leone  against  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Horatio  James  Huggins  as  Assist- 
ant Judge  of  the  Supremo  Court  of  that 
Colony  ;  and,  if  so,  what  course  Her 
Majesty's  Governtnent  intend  to  pursue 
relative  to  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  said 
Petitions  ;  and,  whether  and  what  Corre- 
spondence baa  arisen  on  the  subject-matter 
of  these  Petitions  between  the  authorities 
and  influential  persons  resident  in  that 
Colony  and  the  Colonial  Office  ? 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
Memorials  had  been  received  from  certain 
persons  against  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Huggins,  but,  as  he  had  informed  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  provioua  occasion,  the  allega- 
tions in  those  Memorials  had  been  inquired 
into,  and  they  had  been  ascertained  to  be 
unfounded. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  any  fresh  eomplaints  hsiva 
not  been  received  ni\<:&  V«  V«&  ^mX  \&» 
Former  Qnealun  \i^a  ^V«  iii&>\«^\ 
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Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  no  fresh  com- 
plaints  hare  been  reoeiyed  upon  the 
subject. 

EXPENSES  OF  WITNESSES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  beach  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why  the  ex- 
penses of  witnesses  that  attended  in  Court 
for  the  defence  at  the  Hampshire  Quarter 
Sessions,  which  were  authorized  to  be  re- 
paid to  the  County  Treasurer  by  "  The 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  1867»" 
have  been  disallowed  by  the  Treasury  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  as  this 
was  a  subject  which  would  probably  be 
interesting  to  other  counties  besides  Hamp- 
shire, he  would  state  that,  although  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  of  last  year 
had  for  the  first  time  authorised  the  ex- 
penses of  witnesses  for  the  defence  being 
defrayed  by  the  Treasury,  objection  was 
taken  in  the  House  to  the  probable  cost 
of  such  payments ;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
undertook  that  no  money  should  be  paid 
on  that  account  until  a  Vote  for  the 
purpose  was  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  A  Vote  for  that  purpose  was 
accordingly  inserted  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  yei^r,  and  the  House  did  not  pass  |h&t 
Vote  until  the  first  week  in  June.  The 
account  sent  in  by  the  Treasurer  of  Hamp- 
shire was  presented  before  that  time,  and 
in  accordance  with  what  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  other  counties,  the  charge  made 
for  witnesses  for  the  defence  was  ordered 
to  stand  ofer,  and  might  therefore  techni- 
cally be  said  to  have  been  disallowed. 
There  never  was,  however,  any  intention 
to  disallow  the  charge  further  than  until 
the  House  of  Commons  should  pass  a  Vote 
approving  the  policy  of  the  legislation  of 
last  year. 

CLERGY  ACT  OF  BRITISH   GUIANA. 

auEsnoK. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  Clergy  Act  of  British 
Guiana  has  been  forwarded  to  this  Coun- 
try, for  the  purpose  of  receiving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Assent ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
lay  the  same  before  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  ADDERLET  said,  that  the  Act  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  had  not 
yet  been  received  in  this  country,  although 
it  was  at  the  same  time  known  that  such 
an  Act  had  been  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
Mr.  JET.  B.  Shmdan 


I  snbstilating  a  profision  for  the  clergy  of 
British  Guiana  upon  the  expiry  of  the  pre- 
sent Act  next  December.  The  new  Act 
would  come  into  fovep  in  January  next, 
and  its  object  was  to  sjipply  more  largely 
funds  for  the  maintenance  of  religion  in 
British  Guiana  when  the  charge  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  this  country  for  that 
purpose  should  cease.  The  Act,  so  far 
from  tending  to  disendow  religion  in  that 
colony,  would  have  the  effect  of  largely 
increasing  the  religious  endowments  from 
local  resources. 

CLERGT  ACT  OP  JAHAICA.~QnESTION. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  there  has  been  any 
Correspondence  between  the  Colonial  Office 
and  the  Governor  of  Jarasica  relative  to 
the  renewal  of  the  Clergy  Act,  which  ex- 
[Mres  next  year ;  and,  if  so,  whether  be  hat 
any  objection  to  lay  the  same  before  Par- 
liament ? 

Mb.  ADDERLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
a  Memorial  had  been  received  from  Ja- 
maica objecting  to  the  reduction  proposed 
by  the  Government  in  the  general  religious 
endowments.  No  Correspondence  had, 
however,  been  received.  When  Corre- 
spondence was  received  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  place  both  it  and  the  Memorial 
on  the  table  of  the  House. 

SPAIN—CASE  OF  THE  '« TORNADO." 

QUXSTIOK. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AJairs,  Whether  the  Spanish  Anthoritiea 
have  arrived  at  any  decision  in  the  ease  of 
the  ''Tornado";  whether  the  owners  of 
that  ship  have  had  the  benefit  of  **  a  pro- 
per judicial  investigation  *'  and  an  appeal, 
as  stipulated  for  in  his  Lordship's  De- 
spatches to  Sir  John  Crampton  of  25th 
and  80th  of  May,  1867;  and,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  produce  all 
the  Correspondence  on  this  subject  not  yet 
laid  before  Parliament  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
he  had  received  information  that  the  Ibr- 
nado  had  been  condemned  by  the  Prise 
Court  at  Cadis,  and  he  bad  heard  a  mmonr 
that  the  decision  had  been  confirmed  by 
the  Council  of  State,  but  he  had  received 
no  official  information  on  the  latter  point. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon. 
Members  Question,  he  was  waiting  the 
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lUpori  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,        Bib  JOHN  PAEINGTON,  in  reply, 

to  whom  the  case  had  been  referred,  and  said,  he  could  not  help  taking  exception 

nntil  he  received  their  Report  it  was  im-  to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon.  Member's 

possible  for  him  to  say  whether  or  not  any  Qaestioo.     The  hon.  Gentleman  could,  he 

irregularity  had  arisen  in  the  prooeedings.  imagined,  have  scarcely  been  awsre  of  the 

When  he  receifed  that  Report,  it  would  fact  that  last  year  no  less  then  sixty-five 

be  his  duty  to  consider  it,  and  he  should  Assistant  Surgeons  were  promoted,  while 

then  have  no  objection  to  lay  upon   the  in  no  j^ear  during  the  ten  preceding  years 

table  all  the  Papers  relating  to  the  matter  had  the  average  of  promotions  exceeded 

which  had  not  reached  his  hands  at  the  forty.     Instead,  therefore,  of  the  prorao- 

date  of  the  last  publication.  tion  being  "  slow  and  unsatisfactory/'  it 

had  never  been  more  rapid  or  more  satisfac- 

ARMT— RETIREMENT  OF  ARTILLERY  tory  than  it  was  at  the  present  time.  With 

OFFICERS.— QUESTION.  reference  to  the  latter  portion  of  the  hon. 

General  DUNNE  said,  he  would  beg  Member's  Question,  he  might  remind  the 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  *'^";   Gentleman    that   the  whole  of  this 

Whether    it  be  true    that    £5,000,    the  »«^JOf    ''^    carefully    considered    by   a 

moiety  of  an  increase  of  £10,000,  sane-  ^^'l^^*  Committee  as  lately  as  1866,  and 

tinned  by  the  Treasury  to  be  applied   to  *V*^®''  ***®  circumstances  he    did  not  see 

the  Retirement  of  Officers  of  Artillery,  is  ^^at  any  measures  such  as  those  suggested 

to  be  suspended  until  a  scheme  for  retire.  ^^  *^®  ^^"-  Gentleman  were  required. 

SeT,  S  t^e':o\aV:i\^^^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ON  0RDINAT10N8..-aUESTI0K. 

Ve  the  proportion  for  the  Rojal  Engineers        Mr.  MONK  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 

has  been  properly  applied  to  the  promotion  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 

pi  that  corps  ?  Table  of  Fees  to  be  taken  on  Gonsecra- 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  iq  re-  tions    and    Ordinations  under    the  Provi- 

plji  it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  ^iooB  of  the  Act  31  Vtct,  c.  135,  has  been 

hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  a  short  submitted  by  the  Archbishops  to  the  Lords 

time  since  the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  of  the  Treasury  for  their  sanction  ? 
(Mr.  Childers)  had  put  a  similar  Question        Mr.   SCLATERBOOTH  replied  that 

to  him.     As  there  appeared  to  have  been  no  such  Table  of  Fees  had  as  yet  been 

acme  misunderstanding  with  respect  to  his  presented  to  the  Lords  of   the  Treasury. 

Answer  on  that  occasion,  he  had  entered  Some  months  ago,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 

into  correspondence  with  the  hon.  Member  ™an  made  a  similar  inquiry,   he  had  in- 

respeoting  it.     His  answer  now  was  that  formed  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  autho- 

he  did  not  wish  to  fetter  himself  with  any  rity  of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  that 

distinct  engagement  upon  this  subject  at  such  a   Table  was   in   preparation.  ^    He 

g resent,  but  desired  rather  to  reserve  to  had,  however,  received   no   further  infer- 

imself  the  power  of  acting  in  accordance  niation,  ^  and,    although    he    had    sent   a 

with  what  the  fair  requirements  of  promo-  communication  to  the  Archbishop,  he  did 

tion  in  the  Royal  Artillery  might  demand,  not  anticipate   an    immediate    answer  on 

and  with  reference  to  the  plan  which  be  socount  of  the  absence  from  town  and  the 

hoped  the  House  would  adopt.  indisposition  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate. 

ARMY— MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT.  INDIA— INDIAN  SERVICE  MEDALS. 

QUESTION.  QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'BEIRNB  said,  he  would  beg  to       Mb.  EINNAIBD  said,  he  would  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Who-  ask  the    Secretary   of    State   for    India, 

ther   his    attention    has  been  directed  to  Whether  any  decision  has  been  arrived  at 

the   slow    and    unsatisfactory    promotion  as  to  granting  a  Frontier  Service  Medal 

which  takes  place  from  the  rank  of  Assis*  to  the  Punjab  Irregular  Forces  and  Regular 

tant  Surgeon  in  the  Army  Medical  De-  Troops,  European  and  Native,  engaged  in 

partment;  and,  whether  he  is  of  opinion  that  important  expeditions  for  the  defence  of 

measures  should    be    taken  to  assimilate  the  North  West  Frontier  against  the  Hill 

the  system  of  promotion  in  that  branch  of  tribes  of  Afghanistan  since  the  annexation 

the  Service  to  that  which  exists    in   the  of  the  Punjab  to  British  India  in  1849  ? 
Indian  Medical   Service,  where  it  is  oh-         Sm  STAFFORli  '^Q^TaL^^'^.^  x^- 

tuned  after  a  period  of  twelve  jears  }  plied   that    ihe  m^U^t  "wvca  \i^>i  ^^^  *^>i^ 
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wbioh  the  Seeretarj  of  State  oould  take 
the  initiative.  He  apprehended  that  any 
steps  which  might  be  taken  in  the  matter 
must  be  taken  by  the  Gofernment  of 
India.  He  bad  no  reason  for  stating  that 
a  proposition  on  the  subject  would  be 
made;  but  he  thought  it  not  improbable 
that  there  would  be,  and  as  he  was  dis- 
posed to  give  every  encouragement  to 
the  system  of  granting  Service  Medals 
whenever  it  could  properly  be  done,  if  any 
proposition  of  the  kind  should  eome  before 
him  in  this  case  he  would  give  it  his 
favourable  consideration. 

CoLoNEi  STKE8  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask.  Whether,  considering  that  a  Medal 
had  been  granted  to  the  Troops  serving  in 
the  New  Zealand  campaign,  in  1863,  it 
was  intended  to  grant  one  to  the  Troops 
who  serted  in  the  campaign  of  Umballah, 
where  the  loss  in  three  months  was  greater 
than  that  which  bad  occurred  in  three 
years  in  New  Zealand? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  must  repeat  that  he  could 
not  officially  take  the  initiative,  but  he 
would  communicate  pritately  with  the 
Governor  General  on  the  subject. 

THE  CIRCUITS  IN  TORKSHIRE. 
QUESTION. 

YisoouKT  MILTON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  considerable 
changes  are  not  contemplated  in  the  Cir- 
cuits of  the  Judges  for  the  Midland  and 
Northern  Districts;  and  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  the  event  of  any 
change,  will  consider  the  necessity  of  hold- 
ing assizes  at  some  convenient  place  within 
the  Southern  Division  of  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  in 
reply,  that  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
changes  were  contemplated,  unless  changes 
might  be  contemplated  by  the  Judicial  Com- 
mission now  sitting.  No  steps  in  the  matter 
would  be  taken  by  the  Government  without 
considering  the  Report  of  that  Commission, 
which  was  now  pursuing  its  inquiries. 

ARMY— TiH  SURREY  VOLUNTEERS. 

QUESTION. 

• 

Mr.  WUALLEY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with 
reference  to  a  Letter  addressed  by  him  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of 
Surrey,  dated  the  21  st  instant,  and  relating 
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to  a  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
manding Offieer  of  the  7th  Surrey  Volun- 
teers of  conduct  of  Colonel  Colville,  one  of 
the  Inspecting  Officers  of  Volunteers, 
Whether  it  is  in  aeeordanee  with  the  rales 
of  the  Service  that  an  Inspecting  Officer 
should  make  injurious  comments  as  to  the 
discipline  of  any  one  Regiment,  in  bis  offi- 
cial capacity,  to  another  Regiment,  and 
that,  too,  without  notice  or  intimation  to 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  the  Regiment 
so  spoken  of  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON :  Sir,  in 
answering  this  Question,  I  cannot  help 
saying  that  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  shape  of  a  Ques- 
tion has  made  what  is,  in  effect,  an  ac 
parte  statement ;  and  not  only  an  ex  parte 
statement,  but  a  statement  iu  regard  to  a 
transaction  still  incomplete.  The  letter 
referred  to  in  the  beginning  of  the  Ques- 
tion was  one  referring  to  complaints  that 
had  been  made  by  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  7th  Surrey  Volunteers  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  Colonel  Colfille.  Thej 
were  made  in  a  very  irregular  manner,  and 
the  substance  of  my  letter  was  to  request 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  call  upon 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  7th  Surrey 
Volunteers  to  make  any  complaints  which 
he  might  choose  to  bring  forwsrd  against 
Colonel  Colfille  in  a  regular  and  proper 
manner.  I  have  not  yet  received  any 
answer  to  my  recommendation.  I  have 
only  to  add  that  Colonel  Colville  entirely 
denies  the  imputations  referred  to  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  Colonel  Colville  is  one  of  the 
most  able,  valuable,  and  experienced  of 
our  inspecting  officers. 

Mb.  WH alley  attempted  to  offer 
some  explanation,  but  was  compelled  to 
resume  his  seat  amidst  loud  cries  of 
••  Order." 

BRITISH  FACTORY  AT  ST.  PETERS- 
BURG.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether  the  British  Factory  at  St. 
Petersburg  is  a  body  officially  recognised 
by  the  British  Ambassador  ? 

LoEiD  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  British  factory  was  only  a  voluntary 
association  of  British  merchants,  nearly  all 
of  whom  were,  he  believed,  members  of  the 
Russia  Company  to  which  he  had  alluded 
on  a  former  occasion.  As  such  a  voluntary 
association  it  was  undoubtedly  recognised. 
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He  was  not  aware  that  it  eDJojed  any  pe- 
culiar rights  or  prifileges.  Any  sums  of 
inonej  raised  and  administered  hj  the  so- 
ciety were,  he  beliered,  raised  by  the  en- 
terpriae  of  the  members  of  the  factory 
themseWes. 

RELATIONS  WITH  HEXICO. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  EINOLAKE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  obstacles  now  impede  the 
establishment  of  Diplomatic  Relations  be- 
tween this  Coantry  and  the  Eepublio  of 
Mexico  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:    Sir,  the  relations 
at  present  existing  between  England  and 
Mexico  are  not  of  a  satisfactory  character. 
We  have  no  diplomatic  ioterconrse  with 
that  Republic,  and,  consequently,  we  have 
no  direct  means  of  affording  that  protec- 
tion which  we  should  wish  to  give  to  Bri- 
tish subjects  resident  in  Mexico.     But  I 
wish  to  point  out — though  I  think  I  stated 
it  before  in  this  House — that  though  this 
state  of  things  is  one  which  Her  Majesty's 
Gorernment    regret,    it    is    not    directly 
or  indirectly  their  doing.      The   fact   is 
that  the  present  GoTcrnment  of  Mexico, 
acting,   as  I  Tcnture  to  think,  not  very 
wisely,  hut  acting,  no  doubt,  within  their 
right,  chose  to  consider  the  recognition  by 
England  of  the  Mexican  Empire  an  act  of 
hostility  against  the   Mexican   Republic, 
which,  they  contend,  was  the  only  legiti- 
mate Government  ever  in  existence  in  that 
country,  though,  of  course,  during  the  time 
when  the  Empire  of  Mexico  was  de  faeto 
established,  it  must  necessarily  have  been 
in  abeyance.     They  therefore  upon   this 
ground  thought  fit  to  break  off  diploma- 
tie  relations  with  this  country.     We  can- 
not deny  their  right  to  do  that.    Neither 
do  I  think  it  would  be— <I  will  not  say 
suitable  to    the   dignity,    but  consistent 
with    the    self-respect   of    this    country, 
they  having    taken   that    step,   that  we 
should  ask  them  to  re-consider  it,  and 
admit  us  again  to  friendly  intercourse.  All 
I  can  say  is,  that  whenever  they  may  think 
it  right  to  take  what  I  will  venture  to  call 
a  more  rational  view,  and  show  a  wish  to 
make  op  this  difference,  they  will  not  find 
any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  reconciliation 
on  our  part.     But  1  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  first  overtures  ought 
to  come  from  them,  and  not  from  us. 
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CASE  OF  MR.  CASTLE.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is  now  in 
possession  of  any  information  respecting 
the  circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Castle, 
of  Melton  Mowbray,  was  sentenced  to 
imprisonment  and  hard  labour  for  non- 
payment of  costs  ? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  I 
have  received  some  information  on  the 
subject,  from  which  it  appears  that  Mr. 
Castle  had  taken  proceedings  against  a 
man  for  using  threatening  and  abusive  lan- 
guage. The  summons  was  dismissed,  and 
Mr.  Castle  was  ordered  to  pay  the  costs, 
or  to  be  imprisoned  with  hard  labour.  I 
may  mention  that  the  Act,  commonly 
known  as  Jervis's  Act,  gives  the  magis- 
trate discretionary  power  to  impose  impri- 
sonment with  or  without  hard  labour.  Mr. 
Castle,  it  further  appears,  has  been  several 
times  imprisoned  for  non-payment  of  costs, 
or  things  of  that  sort.  On  this  occasion, 
however,  somebody,  to  prevent  his  going 
to  prison,  came  forward  and  paid  the  costs 
for  him,  and  therefore  he  was  not  impri- 
soned at  all,  nor  was  he  put  to  the  slightest 
inconvenience,  though  he  protested  loudly 
against  the  interference  of  his  friends,  and 
professed  himself  very  desirous  of  under- 
going imprisonment. 

ARMY— STOREHOUSES  FOR  THE  WAR 
OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ADAM  said,  in  the  absence  of  bis 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  SecreUry  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  Treasury  have  yet  decided  between 
the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office,  as  to  the 
proposal  to  purchase  land  and  erect  store* 
bouses  for  the  latter  Department  at  Wool- 
wich, while  accommodation  for  that  purpose 
can  be  obtained  at  comparatively  small  cost 
in  the  nayal  property  at  Deptford  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTONsaid,in  reply, 
that  the  question  was  not  yet  decided,  and 
up  to  the  present  time  the  Treasury  had 
taken  no  part  in  the  discossion.  The  Ad- 
miralty bad  o£Fered  to  the  War  Office  a 
spot  in  Deptford  Dockyard ;  it,  however, 
was  not  deemed  so  suitable  for  the  purpose 
as  the  spot  that  had  been  originally  applied 
for.  It  was  now  proposed  that  a  joint 
Committee  of  the  Admiralty,  War  Office, 
and  Treasury  would  consider  the  matter, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  in  this  way  a 
satisfactory  arraogement  would  be  Mrired 

Sir 
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at,  and  that  ground  for  military  atore-  i 
houses  would  be  proTided  at  Deptford  | 
Dockyard. 


ARMY— KNAPSACKS  FOR  THE  TROOPS. 

QUESTIOir. 

Mb.  WARNER  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  92d  Regiment  has  reported  fa* 
Tourably  of  Colouel  Carter's  Knapsack, 
and  preferred  it,  after  a  careful  trial,  to 
the  plan  of  equipment  iuTented  and  put 
forward  by  a  Committee  sitting  at  the 
War  Office  ;  whether  the  Officer  command- 
ing the  Brigade  of  Guards  has  applied  to 
the  Horse  Guards,  consequent  upon  a 
limited  trial,  to  have  a  further  and  more 
extended  trial  of  Colouel  Carter's  equip- 
ment, and  the  nature  of  the  reply  giyen  to 
his  application ;  and,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  will  direct  that  Colonel 
Carter's  equipment,  now  excluded  from 
trial,  be  fairly  tried,  in  competition  or 
otherwise,  before  any  new  equipment  is 
finally  decided  upon  for  the  Army  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  Sir,  I  am 
extremely  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
stating  that  there  is  not  the  least  dispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  authorities  either 
at  the  Horse  Guards  or  the  War  Office  to 
deprive  the  army  of  whatever  knapsack 
may  turn  out  to  be  the  best  and  the  most 
convenient.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  92d 
Regiment  has  reported  favourably  of  the 
trials  they  have  made  of  Colonel  Carter's 
knapsacky  and  it  is  intended  that  the  trial 
shall  be  extended  to  the  other  Highland 
regiments,  as  it  appears  that  Colonel 
Carter's  knapsack  is  better  adapted  for 
the  uniform  and  equipments  of  the  High- 
land regiments  than  for  the  army  gene- 
rally. It  is  also  true  that  the  officer 
commanding  the  Brigade  of  Guards  has 
applied  to  the  Horse  Guards  to  have  a 
further  and  more  extended  trial  of  Colonel 
Carter's  knspsack.  This,  however^  was 
before  a  trial  had  been  made  of  the  knap- 
sack invented  by  a  Committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose.  The  latter,  as  far  as  it 
has  been  tried,  has  given  great  satisfaction. 
There  is  no  objection  whatever  to  a  further 
trial  of  Colonel  Carter's  knapsack  being 
made,  if  it  be  thought  desirable,  as  the 
sole  wish  of  the  authorities  is  to  obtain  the 
best  and  most  convenient  knapsack  for  the 
army. 


Sir  John  Pahington 


ARMY— MARCH  OF   TROOPS  FROM 
ALDERSHOT  TO  SANDHURST. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  OSBORNE :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  put 
a  Question  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  respecting  a  statement  which  appears 
in  the  evening  papers.  It  is  stated  that 
on  Wednesday  last,  during  the  great  best 
of  that  tropical  day,  a  flying  column  wu 
sent  out  from  Aldersbot,  that  nine  of  the 
men  forming  part  of  it  experienced  bod- 
strokes,  and  that  eighty-seven  of  the  men 
had  to  be  sent  to  hospital.  I  want  to 
know,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  that 
report,  and  if  there  is,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  any  steps— 
which  he  usually  does  in  the  case  of  fla- 
grant outrages  of  this  sort— to  prevent 
troops  being  sent  out  in  flying  colttmm  is 
the  heat  of  the  day  ? 

Mr.  BUXTON :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  this  Question,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  have  been  informed  that 
when  the  flying  column  arrived  at  Sand- 
hurst there  was  no  provision  whatever  to 
give  them  shelter  from  the  intense  beat  of 
the  sun.  A  friend  of  mine  was  present, 
and  he  states  that  the  troops  were  eon- 
pletely  exhausted  when  they  marched  on 
to  the  ground  at  Sandhurst,  and  that  there 
was  no  shelter  or  shade  of  any  sort  pro* 
vided  for  them  ;  there  were  no  tents,  nor 
were  they  taken  into  a  neighbouring  wood 
where  shade  might  have  been  obtained. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  :  Sir,  I  have 
had  no  information  on  the  subject  to  whieh 
the  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  The  Hoose, 
therefore,  will  not  expect  me  to  answer  the 
Question  now.  If  the  hon.  Member  witt 
repeat  it  to-morrow,  I  shall  by  that  time 
be  adequately  informed  df  the  oirenm- 
stances,  and  will  give  him  an  answer. 

SMALLPOX    AMONG   SHEEP  IN 
SCHLESWIG-HOLSTEIN. 

QUESTION. 

CoLONM.  NORTH  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Vice-Preaident  of  the  ComnuM* 
of  Council,  Whether  it  is  true  that  s  severe 
attack  of  Smallpox  has  broken  out  among 
the  sheep  in  Schleswig-Holstein  ;  and  if  lOf 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent the  importation  of  sheep  from  that 
country  ?  ... 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  rapW 
that  official  information  had  been  receivw 
of  an  outbreak  of  smallpox  in  sheep  o 
Schleswig-Holatein,  whence  we  wtrt  ^ 
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ceif  iDg  upwards  of  2,000  sheep  per  week. 
An  O^er  of  Her  Majesty  in  Coancil  might 
prohibit  the  importation  from  that  oountrj, 
Dot  it  was  feared  that  the  sheep  would  still 
•ome  throQgh  some  of  the  Dutch  or  Bel- 
gian ports.  Extra  inspection  had,  however, 
been  ordered,  but  as  the  disease  had  a 
paHod  of  iooubation  of  eight  days,  during 
#hich  it  was  impossible  to  detect  that  the 
animals  were  infected,  this  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  security  against  diseased  animals 
gotting  into  the  country.  A  quarantine  of 
ton  days  offered  more  security,  but  it  must 
ba  general,  and  this  would  be  hard  on  im* 
porters  of  healthy  sheep  from  uninfected 
ports  of  the  country.  The  Privy  Council 
ww%  carefully  watching  the  matter  in  order 
Id  take  immediate  steps  to  check  the  im- 
portation of  the  disease  should  it  appear  to 
warrant  severe  measures. 

THE  LATE  LORD  BROUGHAM. 
MOTION  FOR  ADJOURmiENT. 

Mb.  roebuck,  who  had  given  Notice 
to  isk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  consideration  of  the  great  pub- 
lio  services  of  Lord  Brougham,  it  is  the 
iateBtion  of  the  Government  to  propose  the 
OMotion  of  a  monument  to  his  memory,  in 
Wostminster  Abbey  ?  said :  I  feel.  Sir,  so 
great  an  interest  in  the  Question  that  I 
om  about  to  put  to  the  Government,  that 
I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  put  with  the  usual 
drj  formality,  and  I  will  therefore  conclude 
with  a  Motioui  though  I  promise  the  House 
not  to  avail  myself  of  the  privilege  which 
I  ahall  thus  obtain  by  indulging  in  any 
Yttry  large  number  of  words.  1  wish  to 
aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in 
bio  opinion,  there  ought  not  to  be  erected 
•  monument  to  the  memory  of  the  late 
Iiord  Brougham,  expressive  of  the  admira- 
tion in  which  that  great  man  was  regarded 
by  the  country  ?  I  make  this  Motion  for 
two  purposes — one  because,  from  my  very 
iadmate  relations  with  that  noble  Lord,  I 
hove  felt  the  greatest  regard  and  venera- 
tion for  his  memory,  and  I  therefore  trust 
tiiat  the  House  will  permit  me  to  express 

Sown  feelings  on  the  matter,  and  the 
or  because  it  will  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  reply — supporting  as  I 
liopo  he  will  the  proposal  that  I  make — an 
op^rtunity  of  expressing  in  a  few  apt  and 
eloquent  sentences,  such  as  he  always  has 
At  his  command,  his  own  feelings  with  re- 
gard to  that  noble  Lord.  I  have  waited 
h>ng  —  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  waited 
patiently — in  the  hope  that  Bome  one  mora 


eompetent  to  perform  this  task-— for  I  am 
fully  sensible  of  my  own  inadequacy-^ 
would  undertake  the  duty.  But,  Sir,  no 
one  has  come  forward  for  that  purpose. 
The  Session  approaches  its  end,  and  I 
feel  myself  obliged  to  ask  the  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice,  and  in  a  few 
feeble  words  to  express  my  own  convic- 
tions with  regard  to  this  subject.  The 
character  of  Lord  Brougham's  mind  was 
one  of  vast  extent  and  great  perspicuity. 
He  was  not  merely  a  philosopher,  but  a 
philosopher  whose  power  of  teaching  was 
unexampled  by  any  man  of  his  time.  He 
was  not  merely  a  philosopher,  for  as  an 
orator  he  was  able  to  guide,  instruct,  and 
I  fear  very  often  to  frighten  one  ojf  the 
first  legislative  bodies  that  now  exists  upon 
the  face  of  the  earth.  And  it  should  be 
recollected  that  those  great  powers  of  Lord 
Brougham's  mind  were  always  exercised 
for  the  good  of  mankind.  It  was  not  merely 
a  personal  object  that  he  had  in  view.  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  as  is  the  case  with 
every  man,  he  had  personal  objects,  but 
whatever  powers  he  enjoyed  were  devoted 
to  the  benefit  of  mankind.  It  should  also 
be  remembered  that  when  he  began  his 
career  it  was  not  so  easy  a  task  to  be  the 
friend  of  the  people  as  it  is  now,  when 
that  character  is  frequently  assumed  as  a 
road  to  wealth  and  popularity.  At  that 
time  he  who  would  be  a  friend  of  the 
people  had  before  him  a  thorny  path.  It 
was  Lord  Brougham's  lot  to  have  fre- 
quently to  contend  with  foes  of  vast  power 
and  great  infiuence  in  this  country,  and  he 
ran  great  risk,  I  do  not  mean  bodily  risk, 
but  personal  risk,  in  undertaking  the  cause 
for  which  he  so  gallantly  contended.  No 
matter  in  what  clime  oppression  appeared 
Lord  Brougham  was  always  to  be  found 
on  the  side  of  the  oppressed.  Who  will 
forget  what  he  did  on  behalf  of  the  Afriean 
slave  ?  He  lent  his  great  powers  —  pot 
alone,  but  in  companionship  with  other 
great  men — to  strike  off  the  chains  from 
the  African  slave;  and  ignorance  in  every 
part  of  the  world,  and  more  particularly  in 
his  own  country,  found  in  him  an  ever 
ready  and  unceasing  opponent.  There  was 
no  man  who  understood  so  completely  as 
he  did  the  instruction  of  the  people.  He 
stood  alone  —  he  towered  above  all  the 
statesmen  of  his  time— in  his  appreciation 
of  the  danger  arising  from  popular  igno- 
rance, and  be  did  all  in  his  power  to  do 
away  with  that  ignorance,  and  to  sui^^qx^, 
in  every  shape  the  ^tu\c\^^^  ^1  w^  ^xA 
religious  libeti j  •    1&^ wi  ^«t:^w.  Vw^  'i^^^ 
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jostly  feel  himBelf  aggriered  knew  that  he 
would  find  Id  Lord  Broagham,  in  Mr. 
Broagham,  in  Henry  Brougham,  a  friend 
full  of  counsel  and  sympathy.  I  will  con* 
elude  my  obser? ations  by  remarking  that 
he  was  a  wise,  a  great,  and  a  good  man, 
that  he  was  one  of  England's  greatest 
sons,  and  I  think  it  is  the  doty  of  our 
country  to  pay  that  tribute  to  his  memory 
for  which  I  now  ask,  to  show  how  greatly 
he  was  honoured  and  admired  by  his 
country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Boebuck.) 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER  :  I  cannot 
help,  Sir,  expressing  my  opinion  that  in 
all  countries  the  circumstances  attending 
the  funeral  of  the  late  Lord  Brougham 
were  regarded  with  regret,  and  something 
like  humiliation.  He  who  was  the  greatest 
man  of  his  time  as  an  orator,  and  in  the 
extent  of  his  knowledge  and  Parliamentary 
services,  now  lies  buried  in  a  foreign  land, 
among  strangers,  while  to  men  far  inferior 
to  Lord  Brougham  the  honour  of  a  monu- 
ment in  Westminster  Abbey  has  been  ac- 
corded. There  is  a  great  delicacy,  I  know, 
in  interfering  with  the  expressed  wishes  of 
one  who  is  dead,  and  I  am  told,  with  what 
truth  I  do  not  know,  that  Lord  Brougham 
expressed  a  wish  to  be  buried  at  Cannes. 
That  wish,  if  it  were  expressed,  arose  pro* 
bably  from  feelings  of  humility  on  the  part 
of  that  distinguished  man,  and  though  we 
are  accustomed  always  to  respect  the  wishes 
of  the  dead,  this  is,  I  think,  one  of  those 
occasions  on  which  the  performance  of 
those  wishes  might  be  dispensed  with.  I 
think  the  feelings  of  the  nation  would  be 
gratified  by  the  remains  of  Henry  Brougham 
being  transferred  to  this  country.  His 
wishes  have  been  complied  with,  for  he  has 
been  buried  at  Cannes  ;  but  I  trust,  for 
the  honour  of  this  country,  his  remains 
may  now  be  translated  to  Westminster 
Abbey. 

Mr.  OSBORNE :  No  man,  Sir,  could, 
in  my  opinion,  have  given  expression  to 
remarks  which  would  have  been  more  ac- 
ceptable to  the  late  Lord  Brougham  had  he 
now  heen  alive  than  those  of  my  hon.  and 
learnedj^Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Roebuck) ;  while  none,  perhaps,  would 
have  been  more  unacceptable  to  him  than 
those  which  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Dondalk  (Sir 
George  Bowyer).  I  rise  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  out,  though  I  should 
JUr.  jRoehuck 


fully  concur  in  Toting  any  sum  that  might 
be  necessary  for  the  erection  of  snch  a 
monument  as  would  form  a  fitting  tribute 
of  respect  on  the  part  of  this  House,  that 
the  country  did  not  fail  to  recognise  his 
great  merits  while  he  was  living.  One  of 
the  greatest  marks  of  respect  ever  paid 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  any  public 
man  in  his  lifetime  was  paid  to  Lord 
Brougham,  the  only  other  instance  being; 
I  believe,  in  the  case  of  Lord  Nelson.  The 
patent  of  Lord  Brougham's  peerage  wm 
made  out  "  for  public  services,"  and  by 
the  insertion  of  those  words  in  the  patent 
of  his  peerage  he  received  a  compliment 
which  has,  I  believe,  only  been  paid  to 
himself  and  to  Lord  Nelson.  No  fees  were 
demanded  for  that  patent,  the  fees  being 
paid  by  the  country  on  account  of  hu 
public  services.  The  House  ought  to  bear 
that  in  mind.  The  peerage  was  also 
granted  on  very  unusual  terms.  I  believe 
two  elder  brothers  were  passed  over  in 
favour  of  the  present  possessor  of  the  title. 
I  quite  coincide  in  the  remarks  of  my  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  and  I 
equally  dissent  from  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Dundalk.  But  I  do  trust  that  it  will  go 
forth  to  the  country  that  the  House  showed 
in  Lord  Brougham's  lifetime  that  they  were 
not  unmindful  of  his  eminent  and  distin- 
guished services. 

Mb.  BUXTON :  I  desire  to  say  a  word 
or  two,  Sir,  in  support  of  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Roebuck),  not  only  on  account  of 
the  strong  personal  regard  which  I  enter- 
tained for  Lord  Brougham,  but  because  I 
certainly  believe  that  he  was  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  men  that  this  country  has  pro- 
duced. While  enjoying  intellectual  powen 
of  a  most  extraordinary  character,  few  mea 
were  more  tenderly  alive  to  the  feelings  of 
humanity  or  more  uncompromising  in  their 
attempts  to  put  down  oppression  and  its 
causes.  He  was,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
almost  the  only  one  who,  baring  fought 
side  by  side  with  Wilberforce  with  the 
greatest  energy  for  the  abolition  of  oar 
slave  trade  with  Africa,  was  able  to  Uk^ 
a  prominent  part  in  the  efforts  made  for 
the  abolition  of  slavery  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  British  dominions  ;  and  to 
the  latest  day  of  his  life  he  employed  his 
great  powers  for  the  abolition  of  sUvery 
throughout  the  world.  No  doubt  he  had 
great  faults,  but  he  was  cast  in  a  gigsntie 
mould,  and  all  his  characteristics,  whether 
good  or  bad,  were  striking  in  the  eztroM* 
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It  will  notf  therefore,  be  to  the  credit  of] 
the  House  or  the  country  if  we  do  not 
niAke  Bome  rerj  decided  manifestation  of  the 
great  esteem  in  which  he  has  been  held. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  quite  agree  with 
Ike  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr*  Roebuck)  that  it  is  desirable  there 
ihonld  be  some  public  recognition  of  the 
eftreer  and  character  of  Lord  Brougham, 
iaeh  as  is  indicated  by  the  Question  be  has 
plaeed  before  the  House,  one  which, 
Arough  the  influence  of  art,  shall  produce 
a  lasting  impression  upon  the  public  mind, 
•ad  keep  within  its  continual  recollection 
the  memory  of  the  great  deeds  of  a  man 
who  was,  no  doubt,  one  of  the  most  con- 
^derable  persons  this  country  has  ever 
ytodueed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
Ban  has,  with  the  terseness  of  which  he 
ii  A  master,  but  with  complete  propriety, 
'plaeed  before  the  House  a  sketch  of  the 
#Meer  of  Lord  Brougham,  and  made  it 
WDDoeessary  for  me  to  dilate  upon  it.  It 
nsy  be  truly  said  of  Lord  Brougham  that 
''nolle  more  completely  represented  his  age, 
^-.Md  DO  one  more  contributed  to  the  pro- 
'  gieM  of  the  times  in  which  he  liyed.  He 
nd  two  qualities,  almost  in  excess,  which 
ive  rarely  combined  in  the  same  person  ; 
ene  was  energy,  and  the  other  yersatility. 
The  influence  which  creative  power  gave 
-Um,  combined  with  strength  of  character, 
•lone  sustained  him  in  a  career  which  for 
■ite  duration,  as  well  as  for  its  dazzling 
fsets,  has  rarely  been  equalled  in  this 
Sospire.  But,  Sir,  when  I  have  to  consider 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  how  and 
hgr  what  means  we*can  do  honour  to  Lord 
-Brougham's  memory  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  satisfy  the  wishes  of  the  country — whe- 
•Iher  by  raising  some  monument  or  some 
■tnioe  to  him — I  am  painfully  impressed 

•  vlth  the  failure  of  most  efforts  of  a  similar 
Mtnre  that  have  been  made  to  perpetuate 

•  Ihe  memory  of  great  men.  Her  Majesty's 
fioTemment  are  extremely  anxious  if  pos- 
irible  to  avoid  adding  to  those  unsatisfac- 
tory demonstrations  of  which  we  have 
atready  had  too  many  instances.  But  this 
iobjeot  has  not  really  been  neglected  by 
4lie  Government,  for  at  the  time  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  placed  his  Motion 
an  the  Paper— now  some  months  ago — I 
mentioned  the  subject  to  my  Colleagues 
and  there  was  a  unanimous  feeling  in 
fOTOor  of  setting  up  some  memorial  of  the 
kind  referred  to  if  it  could  be  done  in  a 
nmiBfactory  manner.  I  would  at  this 
moment  also  remind  the  House  that  an- 
briber  great  man  has  this/ear  left  us,  whose 


merits  should  be  recognized  in  a  manner 
such  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  intimated.  1  refer  to  one  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character  from  Lord  Brougham,  but 
one  of  whom  it  may  be  said,  without  dis- 
paraging the  high  qualities  of  that  remark- 
able statesman,  that  he  was  not  inferior 
probably  to  any  Englishman  who  ever 
lived,  but  that  he  towers  among  the 
statesmen  and  poets  and  orators  who  have 
graced  our  land.  I  mean  Faraday,  the 
greatest  discoverer  since  Newton.  There 
has  been  a  very  anxious  wish  expressed 
by  men  eminent  in  science  that  a  statue 
should  be  raised  to  Faraday.  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  receiving  a  deputation  on 
the  subject,  and  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment entirely  respond  to  the  wish.  But 
the  same  difficulty  has  been  in  our  path  in 
both  instances,  and  the  consequence  has 
been  that  we  have  not  made  any  proposi- 
tion to  the  House  on  the  subject.  I  do 
not,  however,  despair  of  being  able  to 
suggest  a  plan  by  which  our  common  ob- 
ject can  be  satisfactorily  accomplished. 
The  subject,  the  House  may  rest  assured, 
is  not  thrown  aside  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, especially  in  the  case  whicl^  has 
been  brought  under  our  notice  in  so  striking 
a  manner  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. We  shall  give  particular  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  in  the  belief  that 
we  shall  be  performing  only  a  public  duty, 
and  one  of  no  mean  character,  if  we  can 
in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  taste  and 
feelings  of  the  country  propose  some  ar- 
rangement which  shall  commemorate  the 
form  as  well  as  the  character  and  services 
of  men  so  eminent  as  those  to  whom  I 
have  referred. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  we  must  all 
feel  indebted  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  for  having 
given  Members  of  the  House  an  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  the  deep  sympathy  and 
admiration  with  which  the  House  regards 
the  career  of  Lord  Brougham.  Nothing 
could  have  been  more  becoming  and  appro- 
priate than  the  observations  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck).  I 
had  the  high  honour  of  enjoying  the 
friendship  of  Lord  Brougham  during  many 
of  the  later  years  of  his  life,  and  I  very 
cordially  echo  what  has  been  said,  better 
than  I  could  say  it,  both  of  his  public 
and  his  personal  qualities.  It  may,  per- 
haps, not  readily  have  been  inferred  by  . 
those  who  knew  Lord  Brou^Vv^\i\  ^x^^^^ 
from  the  part  V\e  look.  \ti  xV^  mo%\.  %\«t\Ki 
debates  of  Wa  l\mea,  WieA.  l\i^ix^^v^\xi\vvitt. 
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as  mj  hoD.  and  learDed  Friend  had  said, 
au  overflowing  affectioQateDess  of  charaotor, 
I  can  testify  that  that  is  strictly  trae. 
That  characteristic  entered  into  beautiful 
combination  with  the  strong,  Tigorous, 
mascuUnei  and  even  ruder  parts  of  his 
mental  and  political  composition.  Lord 
Brougham  was  eminently  happy  ia  the 
length  and  copsistency  of  his  career;  in 
most  of  the  great  undertakings  of  his  life 
he  addressed  himself  to  purposes  in  which 
his  countrymen  could  not  but  recognise  an 
ardent  love  of  liberty,  a  determined  hatred 
of  corruption  and  abuse,  and  remarkable 
disinterestedness.  It  seemed  as  if  a  cer- 
tain instinct  led  Lord  Brougham  continually 
to  deviate  from  the  path  of  mere  party 
politics  for  the  purpose  of  anticipating  the 
Avants  of  coming  generations,  and  preparing 
the  paths  which  after-epming  men  were  to 
tread.  The  fame  of  Lord  Brougham  is  a 
great  and  secure  fame.  It  would  be  pre- 
sumptuous in  me  to  refer  in  detail  to  one 
point  that  has  scarcely  been  mentioned ; 
but  I  believe  all  those  who  take  an  interest 
in  the  improvement  of  the  laws  of  this 
country  will  ever  be  glad  to  own  the  name 
of  Lord  Brougham  as  one  among  the 
earliest,  most  energetic,  and  most  effective 
of  all  those  who  have  laboured  in  that 
great  and  open  field.  With  regard  to  the 
mode  in  which  public  feeling  may  be  ex- 
hibited, I  own  to  sharing  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George 
Bowyer) ;  and  probably  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Osborne)  sbai'es  it 
also  to  this  extent,  that  it  is  a  matter  for 
deep  regret  that  this  great  and  distinguished 
son  of  our  country  should  not  have  his 
remains  deposited  among  uSf  That  I  en- 
tirely concur  in,  and  without  inquiring  into 
the  causes  of  the  misfortune,  I  would  add 
it  must  also  be  a  subject  for  regret  that  it 
is  a  matter  which  has  passed  beyond  our 
cognizance.  With  respect  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  I  would  not  press 
upon  him  any  proposition  because,  as  with 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  so  with  the  pre- 
rogative of  honour,  we,  as  independent 
Members,  should  put  strong  restraints 
upon  our  own  feelings,  and  should  not  en- 
deavour to  anticipate  or  to  direct  the  Ad- 
visers of  the  Grown  regarding  the  bestowal 
of  tributes  of  public  honour.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  adverted  to  a  diflSculty 
which  stands  in  his  way.  Now,  although 
I  do  not  admit  that  all,  at  least,  of  the 
recent  efforts  of  monumental  art  among  us 


have  been  nnsnccessful,  because  I  eoold 
point  to  one  or  two  erected  within  the  Isat 
few  years  which    have   been   emineDtlj 
otherwise,  yet  no  doubt  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  with  justice  to  tbe 
difficulty  with  which  he  labours  when  he 
desires  to  make  sure  the  result  for  which 
he  proposes  to  ask  a  graot  of  public  mosej 
will  be  satisfactory.     Tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will,  I  am  afraid,  have  to  take  so- 
other point  into  consideration,  and  that  ii, 
the  character  in  which  a  grant  of  publie 
money  is  to  be  proposed  for  tbe  monameDt 
of  Lord  Brougham.    Iq  the  case  of  penooi 
whose  fame  has  been  simply  political  eveij 
Member  of  this  House  must  be  aware  that 
it  has  been  onr  policy  for  a  long  time  put 
to  act  with  singular  reserve ;  the  oases  an 
surprisingly  few  in  which  statesmen  who 
have  been  only  statesmen  have  bad  the 
honour  of  a  public  recognition  in  the  fona 
suggested  for  the  honour  of  Lord  Bongfaan. 
It  is,  however,  for  the  Governnaeot,  and 
the  Govemmept  alone,  to  decide  whether 
the  fame  and  distinguished  acts  of  Ud 
Brougham,  though  confined  to  stateamao- 
ship,  may  warrant  them  in  making  a  pro- 
posal of  that  nature.      The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman   has  adverted   to  a  very  il- 
lustrious name  in  science— the  late  Pro- 
fessor Faraday — and,   although  we  oaj 
not  think  of  placing  the  name  of  Lor4 
Brougham,   in  competition  with  that  of 
Faraday,  yet  it  will  be  right  for  him  to 
consider  whether  the  great  efforta  made 
by  Lord    Brougbam  and  continoed  with 
almost  superhuman  energy  down  to  slooit 
the  latest  moments  of  his  life  for  tbe  poblie 
weal  by  means  which,  in  many  esses,  were 
beyond  the  sphere  of  politics,  do  not  enable 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  escape  froo 
the  trammels  of  those  precedents  whieh 
impose  very  strict  and  narrow  limitaQona 
with  regard  to  the  monuments  of  atatea- 
men  who  cure  statesmen  alone.    ^  ^  "^ 
the  question  will  be  carefully  considered, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  be  able  o«^ 
dially  to  concur  in  the  proposal  of  the 
Government,  whatever  it  may  be ;  but » 
the  meantime  I  express  manythsnka  io 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for  baf»g 
offered  me  an  occasion  on  which  I  ^ 
express  my  feelings  regarding  thia  msat 
remarkable  man — a  man  of  whom  I  '** 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  placing  it  ^f^ 
record  that,  although  be  had  lived  a  iija 
not  only  of  activity,  but  of  contention,  1. 
who  knew  him  well,  and  knew  him  ml 
during  the  years  of  bis  retiremeot*  lan 
scarcely  ever  recollect  to  have  keeri  urn 
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mention  any  person,  either  friend  or  foe, 
•zeept  in  terms  either  of  admiration  or 
kindness. 

Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 


INDIA— EAST   INDIA  REVENUE  AC- 
COUNTS.—0  OMMITTE  E . 

Gonsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  :  Mr. 
Dbdson,  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  the 
■latement  with  which  I  shall  haVe  to 
fumble  the  Committee  to-day  which  calls 
tat  any  very  lengthened  remarks  from  me. 
I  must  express  my  obligations  to  my  right 
Inm.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 

iMr.  Bouverie)  for  having  allowed  the 
loose  to  proceed  with  the  Business  of  the 
4aj  without  raising  a  preliminary  discus- 
iioii  in  aecordanoe  with  the  Notice  which 
ko  plaoed  on  the  Paper.     As  I  just  now 

Carked,  I  shall  have  very  little  to  say; 
at  the  outset  I  must  take  the  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  my  regret  that  this  is 
the  last  financial  statement  on  which  anj 
Minister  of  State  will  have  to  comment 
wliieh  has  been  drawn  up  by  my  right  hon. 
Vriand  Mr.  Massev.  As  the  Committee  is 
mabtless  aware,  Mr.  Massey  has  left  India 
and  returned  to  this  country,  although  the 
period  during  which  he  might   have   ex- 

Eted  to  hold  the  position  of  Finance 
dster  of  India  has  not  yet  expired.  I 
am  anxious  to  express  my  great  regret 
that  India  has  been  deprived  of  the  ser- 
viaes  of  Mr.  Massey  ;  although,  looking  at 
the  matter  from  a  purely  English  point  of 
view,  I  am  sure  the  Committee  will  rejoice 
sritli  me  at  Mr.  Massey  having  again  come 
among  us,  and  will  concur  with  me  in  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  we  may  see  him  once 
mere  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  ftm  quite  sure  that  whenever  Mr.  Massey 
(ee  his  place  among  us  again,  India  will 
'  the  advantage  of  there  being  present 
the  House  of  Commons  another  states- 
who  is  able  to  speak  with  personal 
fafiMrmation  and  personal  knowledge  of  the 
State  of  that  Empire.  These  intercom- 
vranications  between  England  and  India 
are,  I  feel  satisfied,  very  advantageous  to 
fcoth  countries  ;  and  I  must  express  a  hope 
liiat  in  future  we  may  have  the  advantage 
of  Mr.  Massey's  frequent  advice  upon 
Indian  affairs.  I  am  particularly  sorry, 
however,  that  Mr.  Massey's  retirement 
ahoald  have  occurred  at  this  particular 
moment ;  because  at  the  time  be  left  India 


he  was  engaged  in  prosecuting  an  inquiry 
in  reference  to  a  reform  in  the  system  of  the 
financial  arrangements  between  the  central 
Government  of  India  and  the  local  Govern- 
ments. This  is  a  reform  to  which  I  attach 
very  great  importance  ;  and  I  think  he 
would,  perhaps,  have  been  better  able  than 
anyone  else  to  effect  it.  However,  the 
matter  has  been  set  on  foot,  and  by-and- 
by  I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer  to  it  more 
particularly.  Tbe  good  work  which  Mr. 
Massey  has  initiated  will,  I  trust,  not  be 
allowed  to  fall  through. 

And  now,  Mr.  Dodson,  I  will  begin,  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  practice,  by  referring 
very  briefly  to  the  actual  accounts  which 
we  have  received  for  the  year  1866-7 
— that  is,  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat 
March,  1867.  The  Committee  are  aware 
that  the  statement  made  last  year  with 
regard  to  these  accounts  was  a  state- 
ment founded  partly  on  information  and 
partly  on  Estimates.  It  was  founded  on 
information  extending  over  about  eight 
months  of  the  year,  and  on  Estimates  for 
the  remaining  four.  Now  that  we  have 
the  actual  accounts  we  shall,  of  course, 
find  some  slight  difference  in  the  results, 
though  it  will  not  be  so  striking  as  the  dif- 
ference on  which  I  had  occasion  to  com- 
ment last  year  between  the  actual  accounts 
and  the  Budget  Estimates  of  the  preceding 
year,  1865-6.  Last  year  it  was  estimated 
that  the  revenue  of  the  eleven  months  end- 
ing the  Slst  March,  1867,  would  be,  in  round 
numbers,  £42,000,000,  and  the  expendi- 
ture £44,300,000.  The  actual  accounts 
show  that  the  revenue  for  that  period  was 
£42,013,000,  and  the  expenditure,  in- 
cluding that  for  public  works  extraordinary, 
was  £44,530,000.  Therefore,  there  is 
an  excess  of  expenditure  of  £2,517,000, 
against  the  expected  excess  of  £2,300,000 ; 
and  the  difference  may  be  explained  by  the 
difficulty  of  making  a  clear  estimate  when 
one  month  of  the  year  is  omitted.  I  now 
turn  to  what  is  of  more  importance — the 
regular  Estimate  for  the  jear  1867-8.  Last 
jear  we  had  before  us  the  Budget  state- 
ment or  Estimate  for  the  year  ending  the 
31st  March,  1868,  showing  that  the  reve- 
nues and  receipts  would  probably  amount  to 
£46,783,000,  and  the  charges  and  expen- 
diture of  all  kinds,  including  public  works 
extraordinary,  to  £48,610,000;  showing, 
therefore,  a  deficit,  according  to  that  calcula- 
tion, of  £1,827,000.  The  account  which  we 
now  receive  shows  that  the  rev^w>\^^^YA\^- 
ceipts  are  eatimatedL  aV.  fc\'^,*ib'^,^^^,>o^^^% 
an  improvement  oi^w^  ik^wY^  feV^^^^'S^^ 
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upon  the  reTennes.  But,  on  the  other  hand , 
the  regular  Estimate  for  charges  and  expen- 
diture of  all  kinds  stands  at  £49,364,000, 
instead  of  £48,610,000,  showing  an  in. 
crease  of  £754,000.  The  general  result, 
therefore,  is  that,  instead  of  a  de6oiencj 
of  £1,827,000,  which  we  expected,  the 
account  for  the  years  1867-8  only  shows 
a  deficiency  of  £1,106,000.  The  Com- 
mittee must  understand  that  when  I  speak 
of  a  deficiency  I  am  indicating  the  differ* 
enoe  between  the  estimated  revenue  and 
the  estimated  total  expenditure  of  the  year, 
including  the  public  works  extraordinary. 
But  it  was  never  intended  or  contemplated 
that  the  revenue  would  be  sufficient  to 
cover  all  the  charges  for  public  works  ex- 
traordinary. Nor  has  it  been  usual  to  in- 
elude  the  public  works  extraordinary  in 
these  comparative  statements  of  revenue 
and  expenditure  ;  but  it  has  now  been 
considered  more  convenient  that  I  should 
take  them  in  this  form.  I  only  wish 
to  put  this  caution  before  the  Commit- 
tee that  they  may  not  be  alarmed  when 
I  speak  of  deficiencies  to  such  a  large 
amount ;  for  if  you  exclude  these  public 
works  extraordinary,  and  charge  their  cost 
to  capital,  then  the  accounts  would  show  a 
large  surplus,  instead  of  a  deficiency.  I 
put,  then,  the  revenue  as  £1,500,000 
better,  and  the  expenditure  as  £750,000 
greater  by  the  accounts  which  are  just  re- 
ceived. Now,  what  are  the  items  on  which 
the  improvement  of  revenue  has  taken 
place?  There  are  three  principal  items 
on  which  almost  the  whole  of  the  increase 
has  arisen.  There  is,  first,  a  better  return 
from  the  Licence  Tax,  which  was  estimated 
to  produce  £500,000,  but  which  is  now  es- 
timated to  produce  £658,000.  There  is 
next  a  gain  under  the  head  of  Customs  of 
£188,000;  and  the  last  is  the  most  impor- 
tant increase  of  the  whole — on  the  item  of 
opium  the  increase  has  been  no  less  than 
£1,100,000.  Opium  is  estimated  to  pro- 
duce £8,814,000,  which  is  decidedly  the 
largest  amount  that  opium  has  produced 
for  a  great  number  of  years  past.  [Colo- 
nel Stkeb  :  Unhappily.]  The  increase 
on  the  whole  of  these  items  amounts  to 
£1,446,000,  which  is  very  nearly  the  whole 
amount  of  improvement  on  the  revenue. 
At  the  same  time  some  changes  hare  taken 
place  in  other  items ;  some  have  increased 
and  others  have  fallen  off — the  increase 
and  decrease  nearly  balancing  each  other. 
There  has  been  an  increase  under  the  heads 
of  ''Land  Revenue, "  ** Excise,'*  "the 
Post  Office/'  "MiscellaneouB,"  and  some 
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others ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  a 
decrease  in  "Salt,"  "Stamps,"  "Mint," 
''  Telegraphs,"  and  one  or  two  others^I 
mean  a  decrease  as  compared  with  the 
Budget  Estimate,  not  that  the  revenue  it- 
self has  decreased  as  compared  with  the 
revenue  of  former  years.  Stamps,  for  in- 
stance, have  fallen  short  by  £93,000  of 
the  Estimate  of  last  year  ;  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  revision  of  the  judicial  stampi 
has  proYod  financially  a  very  satisfacti^ 
measure,  and  has  led  apparently  to  an  in* 
crease  in  the  revenue  of  some  £400,000. 
The  item  of  Customs  shows,  I  think,  a 
very  satisfactory  improvement.  ConDparing 
the  revenue — as  far  as  it  has  yet  been 
estimated — for  the  year  1867-8,  with  the 
year  1865-6.  the  last  complete  year— for 
the  intermediate  period  of  eleven  monthi 
was  a  broken  year,  when  a  change  wu 
made  in  the  date  of  closing  the  accounti— 
I  find  that  in  the  year  1865-6  the  rerenne 
under  this  head  was  £2,279,000,  and  the 
actual  Estimate  for  this  year  is  £2,545,000, 
showing  an  improvement  in  the  recent  yield 
of  Customs  of  some  £270,000.  Coosider. 
ing  what  depression  there  has  recently  been 
in  India,  consequent  upon  the  cessation  of 
the  cotton  demand,  and  upon  the  variou 
other  troubles,  of  which  this  Hoaae  ii 
aware,  I  think  we  may  consider  it  verj 
satisfactory  that  there  has  been  this  iu" 
provement,  more  especially  when  we  re- 
member that  the  whole  system  of  Caetoms 
duties  has  recently  been  revised,  a  great 
number  of  duties  done  away  with,  and  the 
tariff  reduced  to  great  simplicity.  It  is 
also  satisfactory  to  obserre  that  the  addi- 
tion made  to  the  export  doty  on  grain^of 
which  I  expressed  doubts  last  year— hai 
not  been  attended  with  any  evil  effect.  Mr. 
Masaey,  in  his  statement,  makes  this  ob« 
servation^ 

"From  the  aocotints  we  have  received  it  ^ 
Custom  House,  it  will  be  found  that  dnriog  the 
eleven  months  the  increased  daty  has  l^^JJ 
operation  the  exportation  of  grain  has  inoreeie« 
from  355,000  maunds  to  645,000  maunds,  lo  that 
it  is  clear  that  the  increased  duty  on  eiportotiM 
has  not  caused  any  diminution  in  the  qaanUv 
exported,  but  that  the  exportation  has  goDeflo 
and  inoreased  very  largely." 

Under  these  circumstances,  Mr.  Mau«y 
naturally  says  that  he  is  not  inclined  to 
take  off  or  to  alter  the  duty.  But  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that,  upon  general  principH 
I  regret  that  there  should  be  any  impMi* 
tion  of  export  duties,  and  I  hope  that  m 
process  of  time  it  may  be  found  possible  to 
dispense  with  them,  and  that  we  shall  fiod 
the  benefit  in  the  eQCOuragemeut  of  trade 
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at  soon  BE  these  duties  are  taken  off.  This, 
howeyery  is  matter  of  theory  ;  in  practice 
I  am  boaDd  to  admit  they  have  not  worked 
badly. 

To  convey  a  complete  view  of  the  case 
to  the  Committee,  I  must  now  inquire 
under  what  heads  the  expenditure  has  in- 
•reased  by  £750,000  or  thereabouts.  In- 
dian expenditure  is  divisible  roughly  un- 
der four  heads.  There  are,  first  of  all, 
the  ordinary  charges  of  ^ndia,  including 
the  whole  of  the  army  and  public  services 
of  the  country ;  then  there  are  the  charges 
for  public  works  extraordinary  ;  then  the 
head  for  the  net  expenditure  in  England, 
wbioh  includes  the  stores  sent  out  to 
India  ;  and,  lastly,  the  head  of  guaranteed 
interest  upon  railway  capital.  Upon  three 
of  these  four  heads  I  find  that  there  has 
been  an  excess,  and  a  saving  only  on  the 
fourth.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  saving 
is  upon  the  one  head  on  which  I  would 
haTe  gladly  seen  an  excess,  and  that  is  the 
liead  of  public  works  extraordinary.  Under 
that  head  the  Budget  Estimate  provided 
for  a  sum  of  £3,513,000,  but  the  regular 
Bstimate  only  anticipates  an  expenditure 
of  £2,761,000,  so  that  there  is  a  difference 
of  about  £750,000  between  the  expend!- 
tore  as  originally  estimated  and  as  after- 
wards determined  on.  [Colonel  Sykbs  : 
Is  that  decided  on  by  the  excess  of  reve- 
nue ?]  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  revenue. 
There  is  an  increase  in  the  ordinary  charges 
in  India  of  £265,000 ;  there  is  an  increase 
in  the  net  expenditure  in  England  of 
£580,000,  and  there  is  an  increase  in  the 
guaranteed  interest  (less  traffic  receipts) 
on  railways  in  India  of  £660,000.  On 
these  three  items,  put  together,  there  is  an 
increase  of  £1,400,000  or  £1,500,000, 
which  would  pretty  nearly  have  balanced 
the  improvement  in  the  revenue.  In  fact, 
if  there  had  not  been  the  reduction  in  the 
account  on  public  works  extraordinary  the 
great  increase  on  opium  and  the  Licence 
Tax  and  Customs  would  have  been  en- 
tirely swallowed  up  by  the  increase  in  the 
expenditure  under  those  three  heads.  That 
is  certainly  not  a  satisfactory  statement. 
I  baye  looked  into  the  causes  of  this  in- 
ereaae  ;  and  first,  as  to  the  increase  under 
the  head  of  ordinary  charges  in  India, 
which  amounts  to  £265,000,  the  increase 
is  due,  in  the  first  place,  to  some  consider- 
nble  advance  under  the  head  of  opium. 
The  large  receipts  from  opium  may  have 
eansed  some  increase  in  the  charges  in  re- 
spect to  it.  I  find  it  stated  that  the  in- 
oreased  receipt  under  opium  is  doe  to  the 


sale  of  an  increased  quantity  at  a  higher 
price,  while  the  increased  expenditure  is 
due  to  the  payment  of  arrears  of  the  past 
year  and  advances  to  cultivators.  There  is 
also  an  increase  in  the  marine  charges ;  but 
it  is  chiefly  due  to  expenditure  in  the  pur- 
chase of  stores  at  Bombay,  probably  for  the 
Abyssinian  expedition.  That  is  a  matter 
of  account,  and  will  be  repaid  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ;  therefore  it  is  not  of 
much  importance.  There  is,  however,  an 
increase  in  the  army  charges,  arising  from 
a  variety  of  small  additions,  which,  I  am 
afraid,  must  be  taken  as  indicating  a  ten- 
dency to  an  increase  rather  than  a  restric- 
tion of  expenditure  under  that  head ;  and 
this  is  a  matter  which  requires  very  care- 
fully to  be  watched.  With  regard  to  the 
net  expenditure  in  England,  including 
stores  sent  out  for  the  public  service  ot 
India,  there  is  an  increase  of  £580,000. 
Of  that,  about  £100,000  is  merely  nomi- 
nal— that  is,  there  are  certain  items  which 
were  formerly  provided  under  different 
heads  which  have  now  been  included  in  the 
payments  under  this  head.  Other  sums 
have  to  be  deducted,  and  the  adjustment 
will  be  made  with  the  Imperial  Government 
on  account  of  troops  serving  in  India.  A 
sum  of  £100,000  has  been  paid  by  the 
settlement  of  old  claims,  and  there  is 
£28,000  on  the  furlough  allowances. 
There  is  a  considerable  sum — £91,000 — 
for  passages  of  officers  and  troops,  £44,000 
on  account  of  the  overland  service,  and  a 
further  sum  on  account  of  the  Victoria 
Hospital  at  Suez,  which  are  items  that 
have  been  introduced  by  the  system  of 
overland  transport.  [Colonel  Stkes  :  What 
is  the  amount  paid  to  Lord  Olive's  repre- 
sentatives ?]  £23,079.  The  other  head 
in  which  there  has  been  an  increase  is  the 
guaranteed  interest  on  Indian  railway 
capital,  which  amounts  to  £660,000 — that 
is,  the  additional  sum  paid  in  interest  and 
the  falling  off  in  the  traffic  receipts  have 
caused  the  balance  of  the  account  to  be  to 
that  extent  against  us  under  that  head. 
That  is  mainly  due  to  the  accident  on  the 
Great  Indian  Peninsula  line,  which  caused 
a  considerable  falling  off  in  the  traffic,  and 
to  the  diminution  of  the  cotton  t^ade. 
There  has  also  been  a  falling  off  on  the 
East  India  line.  In  one  way  or  another 
the  result  of  the  year  has  been  less  favour- 
able to  us  in  that  respect,  and  the  amount 
we  have  to  pay  is  £660,000  more  than 
was  estimated  at  the  time  the  last  Bud^v* 
waa  brought  iot^axdi.  \i\Attt  ^  ^^^^ 
oirenmataiioaa«  \\iet%  \a  xwiVXiwi^  vii  ^^  wx- 
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tarn  of  1867-8  that  we  can  look  at  with  \ 
any  great  satiBfaetioo.  Undonbtedlj  the  • 
net  resalt  looks  satisfactory  ;  an  Bstimate  i 
was  made  that  we  should  have  a  deficieney  , 
of  £1,800,000,  and  we  haTO  only  a  de- 
ficienoy  of  £1,100,000.  That  looks  as  if 
matters  had  improTed*  hot  we  find  a  great 
increase  of  roTonue  doe  to  the  increase  of 
that  most  uncertain  of  all  sources  of  roTO- 
nue— opium,  while  the  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditnre  is  of  a  character  which  I  fear  I 
must  describe  as  permanent ;  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  we  should  have  had  no  improTO- 
ment  at  all  but  for  the  fact  that  the  sum 
we  expected  to  spend  on  public  works  has 
not  been  spent.  With  regard  to  that  non- 
expenditore,  it  is  certainly  not  the  duty 
of  the  Government  of  India  to  force 
any  expenditure.  It  is  better  that  we 
should  be  careful  in  undertaking  projects 
which,  bowcTor  promising,  may,  after  all, 
iuTolre  the  State  either  in  loss,  or  in  the 
necessity  of  lying  out  of  its  money  for  some 
time.  It  is  proper  to  be  cautions  in  these 
matters.  Money  will  be  quite  quickly 
enough  spent  if  it  be  well  spent.  I 
do  not  find  any  fault  with  the  GoTemment 
of  India  for  not  spending  the  whole  money 
they  had  estimated  to  spend.  1  belieTe 
they  were  very  careful  in  examining  the 
different  projects  submitted  to  them,  and 
we  now  find  the  benefit  of  their  caution. 
At  the  same  time,  this  is  not  a  matter — 
the  non-expenditure  of  the  estimated 
amount  on  public  works — on  which  we  can 
look  with  any  pride  or  pleasure.  That, 
then,  is  the  account  of  the  regular  Esti- 
mate of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  of 
March  last.  The  Committee  understand 
that  it  is  an  account  made  up  from  actual 
information  for  about  eight  months  of  the 
year,  and  from  a  close  Estimate  for  the 
remaining  four.  I  now  come  to  the  Bud- 
get Estimate  for  the  current  year  —  the 
year  which  expires  on  the  31  st  of  March 
next.  I  estimate  the  revenue  and  re- 
ceipts at  £48,586,900,  and  the  charges 
of  all  sorts  at  £49,613,394— leaving  a 
deficiency  of  £1,026,494.  That  is  the 
gross  amount,  allowing  all  public  works 
extraordinary  to  fall  under  the  head 
of  charge.  Under  the  head  of  public 
worts  extraordinary  there  are  charges  of 
£3,092,090 ;  and  if  that  were  removed 
from  the  Budget  and  charged  to  capital 
you  might  convert  your  deficiency  into 
a  surplus  of  £2,065,596,  just  as  in  the 
preceding  year,  if  the  same  thing  were 
done,  instead  of  a  deficiency  there  would 
be  a  surplus  of  £1,600,000.  And  I  think 
Sir  Stafford  NoHhcoU 


it  would  bo  perfectly  fair  if  I  were  to  make 
such  a  statement  to  the  Committee,  leav- 
ing the  item  of  public  works  extraordinary 
out  of  the  expenditore,  and  representing 
to  the  Gonunittoe  that  we  have  a  good  sur- 
plus for  the  last  two  years.  But  I  think 
it  wiser  to  take  the  course  I  have  adopted, 
and  that,  as  prudent  men,  we  onght  not 
to  mn  away  with  the  idea  that  financially 
we  are  in  a  better  position  than  we  actually 
are.  And  I  anAoimd  to  say  that  this  dis- 
tinction between  public  works  ordinary 
and  extraordinary  is  one  which  I  Tiew  wi^ 
extreme  jealousy.  I  assent  to  the  prin- 
ciple, as  it  was  enforced  by  my  noble  Pre- 
decessor (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and 
I  have  adopted  it  in  my  Budget  Estimate. 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  principle  that  it 
is  a  fair  and  right  thing  to  provide  for  that 
class  of  public  works  which  are  of  a  i«- 

Iirodoctive  character  by  raising  money  on 
oan.  I  think  it  may  fairly  be  compared 
to  the  conduct  of  a  landed  proprietor  who 
keeps  his  household  expenditure  properly 
within  his  income,  but  for  real  improve- 
ments on  his  estate  calls  in  aid  his  credit 
and  borrows  the  money  which,  u  the 
course  of  time,  the  improvement  itself  viO 
repay.  That  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  and 
fair  operation  ;  but  be  will  be  open  to  the 
great  temptation  of  transferring  to  this 
land  account  a  portion  of  his  or£nary  ex- 
penditure, which  ought  to  be  met  out  of 
the  year's  income.  He  will  be  inclined  to 
add  a  new  wing  to  his  house,  or  to  put  a 
new  conservatory  in  his  garden,  and  thus 
he  may  go  on  borrowing  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  he  is  aware,  and  yet  all  the  while 
he  may  appear  to  be  keeping  a  pleasant 
account  at  his  bankers.  No  doubt,  lbs 
temptation  will  be  equally  strong  on  the 
Indian  Government  to  charge  to  losni 
public  works  that  are  of  an  ordinary,  or, 
at  all  events,  not  of  a  reproductive  ehs* 
raoter.  I  observe  that,  under  the  old 
system,  before  this  distinction  between 
public  works  ordinary  and  eztraordinsry 
was  made,  large  sums  were  spent  on 
certain  classes  of  works  without  having 
recourse  to  borrowing.  But  1  find  that, 
since  this  new  principle  has  been  adopt- 
ed, the  extraordinary  public  works  have 
grown  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  while 
the  obarges  for  ordinary  public  worki 
have  shrunk  in  a  corresponding  degree. 
For  instance,  in  the  year  1865-6  we  spent 
upwards  of  £5,000,000  on  public  works, 
and  charged  the  amount  to  the  iacotoe  of 
the  year.  But  this  year  there  is  put  down  in 
oar  statements  Af  public  works  ehaiged  ss 
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ordinftry  no  larger  sum  than  £3,800)000, 
being  a  differenoo  of  £1,200,000.  It  cer- 
tainly seems  curious  that,  whereas  the  sys- 
tem of  making  a  charge  for  public  works  ex- 
traordinary wos  adopted  with  a  view  to  un- 
dertaking works  of  a  remunerative  charac- 
ter, the  charges  for  other  works  should  be 
'  reduced.  This  year  we  have  for  extraor- 
dinary works  a  charge  of  £1,820,000  for 
military  buildings,  barracks,  and  embank- 
inents ;  £800,000  for  irrigation  works  ; 
and  £470,000  for  special  fund  works. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  two  classes  of 
works,  there  is   no  doubt   that  they  are 

iirecisely  the  description  of  works  for  which 
t  is  legitimate  to  borrow  money.  Irriga- 
tion works,  if  properly  conducted,  will,  no 
doubt,  in  time  recoup  you,  while  the  spe- 
cial fund  works  will  do  so  directly  because 
they  are  works  undertaken  by  municipali- 
ties or  other  independent  bodies  to  whom 
money  is  lent  by  the  Government  upon 
proper  security.  Therefore,  as  regards 
this  sum  of  £1,270,000,  it  is  perfectly 
legitimate   to  charge  it  to  extraordinary 

Inblio  works  in  the  Budget.  With  regard, 
owever,  to  the  items  for  military  build- 
ingSt  barracks,  and  embankments,  we 
ought  to  be  very  chary  of  allowing  them 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  manner.  No 
donbt,  with  regard  to  these  latter  works, 
there  is  a  large  exceptional  expenditure 
going  on  which  should  be  included  within 
certain  definite  limits,  and  when  the  con- 
templated works  are  finished  that  excep- 
tional expenditure  ought  to  come  to  an 
end.  It  may  not  be  unfair  that  such 
'ezoentional  expenditure  should  be  pro- 
vided for  by  a  loan,  so  as  to  spread  it 
over  a  certain  number  of  years.  That  is 
a  principle  which  we  adopt  in  this  country 
with  regard,  for  instance,  to  fortifications. 
Instead  of  constructing  such  works  out  of 
revenue,  we  raise  money  by  terminable 
annuities,  which  we  expect  to  pay  off 
within  a  certain  definite  period.  That  is 
a  principle,  however,  which  I  myself  have 
never  liked,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
it  carried  further  than  is  absolutely  neces- 
aary.  But  in  India  the  safeguards  that 
eiist  with  respect  to  that  system  in  this 
aonntry  are  not  to  be  found,  because  the 
money  is  not  there  raised  by  terminable 
annuities,  but  is  treated  as  a  certain  excess 
over  the  income  of  the  year,  about  which 
we  need  not  trouble  ourselves,  and  is  pro* 
vided  for  by  either  reducing  the  balances 
•r  by  borrowing  the  money  necessary  with- 
Ottt  any  special  provision  being  made  for 
the  reduction  of  the  debt.    That  is  a  rea- 


son for  looking  with  jealousy  upon  this 
kind  of  expenditure,  and  another  reason 
for  doing  so  is,  that  there  are  items  in  the 
revenue  of  India — especially  that  of  opium 
—which  are  so  uncertain  that  it  is  desir- 
able that  we  should  be  careful  how  we  incur 
anything  in  the  nature  of  debt.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  there  has  been  some 
confusion  notonly  in  this  country  but  in  India 
— as  to  what  is  the  actual  condition  of  our 
finances,  and  a  question  has  arisen  which 
has  disturbed  even  the  minds  of  several 
members  of  the  Governor  General's  Coun- 
cil— namely,  whether  we  can  be  fairly  said 
to  have  a  surplus  or  not  in  the  present 
year,  and  the  question  was  raised  whether 
it  was  or  was  not  necessary  to  have  re- 
course to  further  taxation.  The  whole 
difference  turns  on  the  question  what  is  to 
be  reckoned  extraordinary  expenditure. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  thought  it 
desirable  in  the  despatch  which  I  have  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  of  India,  in 
reply  to  their  financial  despatch,  to  lay 
down  the  rule  that  in  future  years  irriga- 
tion and  special  fund  works  ought  to  be  the 
only  works  which  should  appear  as  public 
works  extraordinary.  There  may  be  good 
reason  why,  when  the  expenditure  upon 
public  works  ordinary  is  very  heavy,  it  may 
be  necessary  to  meet  it  by  a  loan  ;  but  the 
fact  should  always  be  recognized  that  the 
deficiency  to  be  so  met  is  a  deficiency  to  be 
provided  for  out  of  revenue.  Until  we 
lay  down  that  rule  we  shall  never  be  safe 
in  borrowing  money  for  public  works. 

I  wish  now  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions on  the  Budget  for  the  present  year  as 
compared  with  that  for  last  year.  Taken 
as  a  whole,  the  Budget  for  the  present 
year  shows  an  increase  of  £328,000  in 
revenue,  and  an  increase  of  £248,000  in 
expenditure  over  that  of  last  year.  In  point 
of  fact,  however,  the  increase  on  both  sides 
is  merely  of  a  nominal  character.  There 
is  a  substantial  increase  in  the  item  of  Land 
Revenue,  which  will  be  £362,000  better 
this  year  that  it  was  last  year,  and  this  in- 
crease is  owing  to  the  improved  condi- 
tion of  Orissa,  and  to  some  new  settle- 
ments which  have  taken  place.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  has  been  thought  prudent  to 
take  a  reduced  Estimate  for  the  opium 
revenue,  which  is  estimated  at  £8,385,000, 
being  £400,000  less  than  the  Estimate  of 
last  year  under  that  head.  The  Estimate 
under  the  head  of  Customs  duties  is  less 
by  about  £100,000,  on  account  of  the  de- 
cline in  the  sugar  trade  in  the  Central 
and  North -Western  Fro^v\i<^^%«  ^^^^  c^^«c 
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causes.  The  total  estimated  reveDue 
is  about  £48.500,000,  of  which  up- 
wards of  £8,000,000  is  estimated  to 
be  received  from  opium.  Seeing  that 
opium  is  estimated  to  produce  more  than 
one- sixth  of  the  whole  revenue  of  India, 
and  seeing  that  that  sum  is  consider* 
ably  in  excess  of  the  average  revenue 
it  has  produced  during  the  past  ten  or 
twelve  years,  I  think  it  would  be  prudent 
that  we  should  put  some  limitation  upon 
the  amount  that  we  ought  to  take  credit 
for  from  this  source  of  revenue,  and.  there- 
fore, I  have  suggested  to  the  Government 
of  India  that  it  would  be  better  if,  instead 
of  forming  each  year  an  estimate  of  the 
amount  which  may  be  yielded  by  opium, 
and  taking  the  full  credit  for  that  amount 
in  estimating  our  revenue  for  the  year,  we 
took  a  certain  sum  to  place  to  credit  as 
representing  the  average  revenue  we  derive 
from  that  article,  and  thus  arrived  at  a  fixed 
and  reliable  basis  upon  which  to  estimate 
our  revenue.  In  those  years  in  which  the 
revenue  from  opium  exceeds  the  sum  so 
taken,  the  excess  may  go  towards  strength- 
ening the  balances  and  defraying  the 
charges  for  the  construction  of  the  public 
works,  and  should  it  fall  below  that  sum 
we  might  be  able  to  draw  upon  the  balances 
to  meet  the  deficiency,  or  we  might  go  into 
the  market  for  a  somewhat  -larger  loan  to 
meet  the  public  works  expenditure.  I  think 
that  by  adopting  such  a  course  as  I  have 
suggested  we  should  be  able  to  get  some- 
thing like  consistency  and  fixity  of  taxation 
and  of  expenditure  in  India.  By  making 
some  such  arrangement,  in  combination 
with  an  improved  system  of  advances  for 
public  works,  and  by  introducing  some 
more  careful  mode  of  keeping  the  accounts 
of  the  reproductive  fund  which  we  may 
hope  will  arise  from  these  public  works, 
we  may  establish  a  system  of  carrying  on 
public  works  by  means  of  borrowed  money 
upon  a  solid  and  secure  basis.  At  present, 
however,  I  feel  considerable  uneasiness 
with  respect  to  that  particular  feature  in 
our  financial  system,  because,  while  I  fully 
recognise  as  a  good  one  the  principle  of 
borrowing  for  works  that  are  to  be  repro- 
ductive, I  am  afraid  that  in  carrying  it  out 
in  detail  we  may  lose  sight  of  the  repro- 
ductive element,  and  that  we  may  carry  all 
that  comes  to  us  from  the  public  works  to 
the  credit  of  the  Land  Revenue ;  and,  that  so 
losing  sight  of  .it  as  belonging  to  a  parti- 
cular fund  we  may  cease  to  extinguish 
debt,  and  may  allow  it  to  increase  upon  us 
to  an  extent  that  may  be  very  undesirable. 
Sir  Stafford  NaHlmU 


Under  all  these  circumstances,  I  think  the 
policy  pursued  by  Mr.  Massey  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  on  the  present  occasion 
is  a  perfectly  sound  and  right  one — I  mean 
with  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  the  ex- 
isting sources  of  taxation.  It  was  ques- 
tioned whether,  looking  at  the  account  in 
the  more  favourable  aspect  in  which,  I* 
admit  it  is  capable  of  being  regarded, 
it  was  necessary  to  renew  the  Licence 
Tax«  To  have  exttnguisbed  it  was  a 
course  so  popular  that  the  Government 
might  have  been  much  tempted  to  adopt 
it.  The  amount  raised  by  its  meana  was 
not  a  very  large  one — only  £658,000  last 
year,  and  undoubtedly  there  were  some 
features  in  the  tax  which  gave  annoyance 
and  which  it  was  necessary  to  alter.  That 
alteration  reduces  somewhat  the  value  of 
the  tax,  even  as  it  exists  ;  but  I  think  the 
Government  of  India  were  perfectly  right 
in  resolving  to  maintain  this  mode  of  taxa- 
tion. It  is  after  all  but  a  slight  burden 
on  the  classes  who  have  to  pay  it,  and  it 
maintains  a  sort  of  regard  to  the  principle 
that  those  who  are  the  possessors  of  wealth 
and  those  who  are  exercising  profitable  oc- 
cupations should  contribute  something  to 
the  interests  of  the  State.  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  pro- 
gress in  late  years  of  the  different  branches 
of  taxation.  I  have  compared  the  taxation  • 
of  1856-7  with  the  taxation  proposed  in 
the  present  year,  taking  it  under  three 
different  heads.  In  the  first  place  I  take 
the  Land  Revenue,  which  can  hardly  be 
called  a  tax,  but  which  is  a  very  impor- 
tant—by far  the  most  important — source 
of  revenue  to  the  State,  and  the  revenue 
in  1856-7,  from  this  source  amounted  to 
something  less  than  £18,000,000,  being 
in  fact  £17,900,000.  In  1868-9  the 
revenue  from  this  source  had  risen  to 
£20,400,000,  showing  an  increase  under 
this  head  of  £2,500,000,  or  about  14  per 
cent.  Then  I  take  the  group  of  taxation 
which  bear  upon  the  consuming  population 
— the  Excise,  Salt,  and  Customs.  In  1856-7 
these  three  produced  £5,700,000,  and  in 
1868.9  they  had  risen  to  £10,600,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  very  nearly 
£5,000,000,  or  about  85  per  cent,  in  this 
class  of  taxation.  I  take  thirdly  the  class 
of  duties  which  fall  upon  the  mereantile 
and  trading  communities  and  upon  the 
possessors  of  wealth,  such  as  the  Stamps 
and  the  Assessed  Taxes.  In  1856-7  there 
were,  of  course,  no  Assessed  Taxes,  and 
the  revenue  from  Stamps  only  amounted 
to  £612,000.    The  revenue  from  these 
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■onreea  in  1868-9  was  £2,942,000,  ihow- 
ing  an  ioorease  of  £2,330,000,  or  about 
380  per  cent.  In  the  former  year  the  Land 
Bevenue  yielded  53  per  cent  of  the  whole 
reyenue,  while  now  it  produces  only  42  per 
eent.  I  think,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  it  would  haye  been  a  pity  to  attempt 
to  get  rid  of  the  Licence  Tax,  and  there- 
fore in  retaining  it  and  depriving  it,  as 
Mr.  llassey  has  done,  of  its  more  objec- 
tionable features,  I  think  he  has  exercised 
a  wise  discretion.  The  Government  did 
not  think  it  wise  to  turn  it  into  an  ac- 
knowledged income  tax.  It  is,  indeed,  very 
little  else  but  an  income  tax,  and  I  am 
not  sure  that  it  would  not  have  been  well 
to  have  given  it  that  name,  and  to  have 
rendered  it  a  little  more  productive.  But 
that  is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  India— -who  ought  to  be  better 
acquainted  with  the  feelings  of  those  with 
whom  they  have  to  deal  than  we  are — can 
better  judge  than  the  Home  Government, 
and  I  am  ready  to  accept  their  opinion  on 
this  point. 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  principal 
heads  of  the  Budget  of  1868-9.  There 
is  one  point,  however,  relating  to  the  Home 
charges,  upon  which  I  should  wish  to  say 
a  few  words.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  we  have 
this  year  made  an  alteration,  or,  rather, 
an  addition  to  the  usual  accounts  which 
are  presented  to  Parliament.  We  have 
added  to  the  Return  a  new  account,  giving 
a  comparison  of  the  estimated  with  the 
actual  receipts  and  disbursements  of  the 
Home  Treasury  for  1866-7,  and  another 
aeeonnt  giving  a  comparison  of  the  origi- 
nal with  the  regular  Estimate  of  the  re- 
ceipts and  disbursements  of  the  Home 
Treasury  for  1867-8.  I  think  it  is  very 
desirable  that  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  getting  fuller  information  with  regard 
to  these  Home  accounts  than  they  have 
hitherto  had,  and  I  have  introduced  a  new 
form  of  account  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing what  are  the  differences  between  our 
original  Estimate  and  the  amount  which  is 
ultimately  furnished,  with  a  column  giving 
an  explanation  of  the  increase  or  the  de- 
crease, so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  they  re- 
semble very  nearly  the  accounts  of  the 
army  and  navy  expenditure  which  are  laid 
upon  the  table,  and  which  are  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  when  the  Estimates  are 
before  them.  This  account  shows  in  what 
respect  the  expenditure  has  or  has  not  ex- 
ceeded what  was  estimated.    In  addition 


to  this,  we  have  adopted  this  year  a  new 
system  of  referring  the  accounts   to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
in  the  hope  that  they  will  examine  them 
and  will  put  any  question  they  may  think 
desirable  to  the  auditor  or  the  officers  of 
the  India  Office.    I  am  quite  satisfied  that 
it  is  desirable  that  Parliament  should  exer- 
cise that  kind  of  control  and  criticism  over 
the  whole  of  the  expenses.  I  am  not,  how- 
ever, of  opinion  that  it  would  be  desirable 
that  Parliament  should  take  into  its  own 
hands  the  direction  of  our  expenditure,  or 
that  it  should  endeavour  to  introduce  a 
system  of  voting  the  money  that  we  should 
spend.    I  think  any  system  of  that  sort 
would  prove  not  only  delusive,  but  posi- 
tively mischievous,  for  we  nil  know  how 
few  Members  of  Parliament  take  a  real 
interest  in  the  subject  or  have  sufficient 
knowledge  to  enable   them  effectively  to 
criticise  the  details  of    Indian  expense ; 
but  frequently  a  strong  pressure  would  be 
put  upon  Parliament  by  persons  having  an 
English    interest  in   the    expenditure   of 
Indian  money,  and  this  might  lead  to  ex- 
penses which  are  avoided  under  the  present 
system.     I  believe  that  the  minute  control 
exercised  by  a  body  of  men  like  the  Coun- 
cil of  India  is  much  more  advantageous 
than  any  control  exercised  by  this  House 
would  be ;    any  acceptance,   too,  of  the 
responsibility  by  Parliament  which  such  a 
control  entails  would  also,  in  my  opinion, 
tend  to  introduce  laxity  into  the  supervi- 
sion which  that  Council  exercises  in  those 
matters,  inasmuch  as  they  would  be  to  a 
great  extent  relieved  from  the  responsi- 
bility which  at  present  attaches  to  them. 

The  statement  which  I  have  now  laid 
before  the  Committee  is  one,  I  think,  which 
can  excite  no  great  amount  of  enthusiasm 
one  way  or  the  other.  If  there  is  nothing 
very  unsatisfactory  in  that  statement,  there 
is,  on  the  other  hand,  nothing  in  it  of 
which  we  have  any  great  reason  to  be 
proud.  Our  revenue,  undoubtedly,  keeps 
up,  but  it  does  not  increase  very  largely, 
and  though  our  expenditure  exhibits  no 
large  increase,  there  is  a  tendency  to  creep 
up.  We  are,  undoubtedly,  spending  a 
good  deal  of  money  on  very  beneficial 
undertakings,  such  as  public  works  and 
railways  ;  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
are  many  excellent  works  which  we  are 
unable  to  undertake  from  want  of  funds. 
In  the  past  year  I  have  had  to  lament  that 
we  have  been  obliged  to  refrain  from  carry- 
ing out  those  saii\\^T'3  ^\i^  ^^nx^'^^vsiiaS. 
measures   w\i\dk  ^^  ^^>3W  'vnsSvi  Vi  ^^^ 
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adopted,  bat  the  eonsideratfon  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  been  turned  to  these  mea- 
sures, and  we  are,  I  beliefe,  making  pro- 
fress.  We  hate  established  a  sanitary 
department  in  our  Offioe,  and  we  are  in 
communication  with  the  GoTcmment  of 
India  in  respect  to  improved  sanitary  ar- 
rangements. An  impolse  has  been  giyen 
to  the  edncational  movement,  but  what  the 
result  is  likely  to  be  we  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say.  What  we  have  to  do  is  to 
keep  our  eyes  upon  the  details  of  the 
expenditure,  and  that  is  by  no  means  an 
easy  thing  to  do  in  this  country.  It  must 
be  done  mainly  in  India,  but  still  we  believe 
that  much  can  be  done  even  here.  One 
step  of  some  importance  we  have  taken  ; 
we  have  put  a  stop  to  the  system  of  send- 
ing home  continually  by  every  mail  pro- 
posals for  an  increase  of  salary  or  expen* 
diture  in  this  or  that  Department.  We 
have  directed,  instead,  that  all  those  pro- 
posals should  bo  reserved  and  sent  home 
at  one  time,  so  that  the  whole  of  them 
may  be  considered  together  ;  and  though 
this  is  apparently  a  very  simple  measure, 
it  is  exactly  one  of  those  measures  which 
are  likely  to  tend  to  economy.  I  hope  it 
may  be  found  possible  in  the  matter  of 
civil,  and  more  particularly  of  military 
expenditure,  to  exercise  a  more  rigorous 
control  over  some  details  than,  I  think,  haS 
been  exercised  hitherto.  At  all  events, 
that  is  the  object  to  which  we  are  now 
devoting  our  attention.  I  have  already 
said,  respecting  public  works,  that  we  are 
endeavouring  to  devise  a  system  by  which 
we  shall  be  able  to  discover  what  returns 
we  get  from  the  money  laid  out  upon  the 
re-productive  principle.  Respecting  rail- 
ways, we  are  now  in  communication  with 
the  Government  of  India,  requesting  them 
to  lay  before  us  a  complete  scheme  for  the 
further  prosecution  of  railway  works,  and 
to  state  what  railways  should  be  first  com- 
pleted, and  at  what  rate  we  can  safely  and 
properly  proceed.  There  are  some  lines 
which  must  be  very  speedily  taken  up  by  the 
Government,  from  political  motives,  and 
there  are  others  which  it  may  be  desirable  to 
take  up  with  a  view  to  commercial  improve- 
ment. I  have  also  spoken  of  the  advisa- 
bility of  establishing  proper  financial  rela- 
tions between  the  central  and  local  Govern- 
ments. I  very  much  regret  that  more 
progress  has  not  been  made  in  that  under- 
taking since  last  year,  but  those  who  are 
acquainted  with  Indian  affairs  will  readily 
understand  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
gives  rise  to  much  difference  of  opinion 
Sir  Stafford  IforthcgU 


and  to  considerablis  dtsouSaion  between  the 
central  Government  and  the  local  Gevem- 
ments ;  and  it  is  not  surprising  that 
although  Mr.  Masaey  preparea  a  plan  and 
submitted  it  to  the  local  Governments,  we 
have  not  yet  received  the  full  Reports  which 
have  been  sent  in.  We  hate  before  ob 
the  nature  of  the  proposition  in  outline  ;  we 
have  also  remarks  of  certain  members  of 
the  Connoil  and  some  influential  persona 
upon  it,  but  we  have  not  yet  received  the 
views  of  the  Presidencies  of  Bombay  and 
Madras  upon  the  subject.  That,  however, 
is  a  matter  which  will  be  proceeded  with. 
Altogether  I  think  we  may  congratulate 
ourselves  upon  the  financial  position  of 
India,  that  our  credit  keeps  good,  and  that 
there  is  a  very  fair  relation  between  the 
revenue  and  the  expenditure.  Under  theae 
circumstances  I  will  not  longer  detain  the 
Committee,  but  I  will  move  the  Resolution 
I  have  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair- 
man, which  differs  somewhat  in  form  from 
that  of  past  years,  because  while  it  recorda 
the  figures  as  usual,  it  also  contains  a 
reference  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  for  the  year,  and  ex- 
presses the  assent  of  this  Committee  to 
that  Report. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  he  saw  very  little  to 
except  to  in  the  clear  and  judicious  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India.  No  one  eould 
doubt  the  judiciousness  of  the  conelosion 
come  to  by  Mr.  Massey  and  the  Indian 
Government,  and  which  had  been  affirmed 
by  the  authorities  in  this  country,  that 
there  should  be  no  alteration  in  the  taxa- 
tion for  the  current  year.  Whatever  ob- 
jection there  hiight  have  been  to  the  policy 
of  the  Licence  Tax  when  it  was  first  imposedt 
it  would,  in  his  opinion,  have  been  impolitic, 
without  a  much  larger  surplus,  to  repeal 
taxes  simply  because  we  had  had  an  ex- 
ceptionally good  opium  year.  He  also 
generally  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Barcnets's  observations  as  to  the  danger  of 
allowing  items  of  expenditure  on  publie 
works  to  be  improperly  carried  from  reve- 
nue to  capital  under  the  head  of  extraor- 
dinary expenditure.  Such  a  practice  re- 
sembled the  condemned  system  of  keeping 
railway  capital  accounts  open.  But  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  Indian  finance 
generally,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  still  remained  a  disposition  in  the 
Home  Indian  Government  to  take  a  rather 
too  gloomy  view  of  the  financial  position 
of  India,  and  that  might  lead  to  bad  re- 
sults. About  fire  yeara  ago  t eiy  importanl 
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praotioal  qaeBtions  were  at  isBne,  arising 
out  of  the  doubt  as  to  whether  the  restora- 
tion of  the  Indian  finances  after  the  Mutiny 
had  been  so  complete  that  practically  the 
equilibrium  had  been  established.  If  the 
(equilibrium  had  been  established  it  would 
haye  been  obviously  right  to  incur  a  more 
liberal  expenditure  in  useful  and  reproduc- 
tWe  works  than  would  otherwise  be  possible, 
and  it  was  also  clearly  right  not  to  impose 
ian  ezcessiye  amount  of  unpopular  direct 
taxation  to  maintain  an  unnecessary  sur- 
plus. On  those  questions  he  had  taken  a 
different  riew  from  that  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  that  time.  That  controversy 
between  Lord  Canning's  Government  and 
the  Home  Government  should  guide  them 
for  the  future.  He  most  cheerfully  bore 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  administration 
of  the  Home  Indian  Government  under  the 
tight  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Marquess  of 
Sidisbury  had  been  of  a  much  more  liberal 
tone  than  the  policy  of  earlier  times ;  but 
tie  oould  not  help  thinking  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  too  gloomily  of  Indian 
finance,  and  be  (Mr.  Laing)  'proposed  to 
point  out  why  a  more  cheerful  view  of 
things  should  be  taken.  During  and  after 
the  time  of  the  Mutiny,  the  financial  con- 
diUon  of  India  was  one  of  extreme  distress — 
there  was  an  accumulated  deficit  in  the  four 
years  from  1858  to  1861  of  £42,000,000, 
iM>  that  the  average  deficit  for  the  four 
years  was  £10,500,000  per  annum  ;  and 
during  1860  and  1861,  two  years  after  the 
Mutiny,  the  annual  deficit  amounted  to  the 
formidable  figure  of  £5,250,000.  Great 
efforts  were  then  made  towards  the  estab- 
lishment of  an  equilibrium,  and  since  1861 
those  efforts  had  been  practically  success- 
ful. During  those  six  years  they  had  been 
paying  their  way.  For  three  years  there 
nad  been  a  surplus,  and  for  three  years  a 
deficit,  but  the  six  years  together  showed 
that  the  debt  had  slightly  diminished  ;  at 
the  commencement  it  was  £1 1 3,000,000  ; 
in  1867  it  was  £108,000,000.  The  into- 
rest  paid  in  the  year  1862  was  £5,160.000, 
and  in  1867  it  was  £4,829,000.  It  was 
true,  however,  that  the  cash  balance  in 
1862  had  amounted  to  £17,000,000,  and 
that  it  stood  in  1867  at  only  £11,000,000; 
BO  that  to  within  a  few  pounds  India  was  in 
the  same  position  as  regarded  her  public 
debt,  less  cash  balances,  now  as  she  occu- 
pied in  1862.  This,  he  thought,  proved 
the  soundness  of  the  view  entertained  by 
Lord  Canning's  Government  as  to  the  pre- 
servation of  an  equilibrium  in  the  Indian 
Budget.    And  he  though  ( it  right  to  ob- 


serve that  the  equilibrium  of  the  Indian 
Budget  was  very  different  from  the  equili- 
brium of  any  European  Budget,  because  in 
the  former  works  were  charged  to  revenue 
which  in  the  latter  would  be  charged  to 
capital.  From  1862  to  the  present  year 
the  cost  of  the  public  works  undertaken  in 
India  was  £28,667,000  ;  of  which  no  less 
than  £16,000,000  was  for  original  works 
and  improvements  exclusive  of  the  cost  of 
maintaining.  Just  about  one-half  of  that 
£16,000,000  was  for  new  civil  and  military 
buildings,  and  might  be  regarded  as  adding 
to  the  value  of  the  public  estate  ;  the  other 
half  was  for  strictly  reproductive  works  ; 
so  that  £8,000,000  had  been  charged  to 
revenue,  which  he  ventured  to  say  m  the 
Budget  of  any  other  State  in  the  world 
would  have  been  charged  to  capital.  In 
India  the  compensation  for  land  taken  for 
railways  was  charged  to  revenue,  though 
it  was  as  strictly  a  charge  against  capital 
as  was  the  cost  of  constructing  the  railways 
themselves.  During  the  last  six  years 
£15,000,000,  or  £2,500.000  a  year,  had 
been  charged  to  revenue  in  India,  which, 
if  we  took  the  analogy  of  any  European 
State  or  any  private  railway  company, 
would  have  been  charged  to  capital.  During 
the  same  period,  though  there  had  been  no 
large  war,  India  had  not  been  completely 
tranquil  and  some  of  the  military  operations 
there  had  been  attended  with  considerable 
expense.  If  there  bad  been  no  increase 
in  the  cost  of  pay  and  provisions  there  ought 
to  have  been  a  diminution  of  £1,500,000 
or  £2,000,000  as  compared  with  the  mili- 
tary establishments  of  1861-2  ;  but,  in- 
stead of  a  decrease,  there  had  been  a 
small  increase.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  expenditure  under  this  head  would  not 
have  been  an  increasing  one,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  peace  continued,  it  would  be 
possible' to  effect  a  reduction.  Here  he  would 
observe  that  his  experience  led  him  to  be- 
lieve that  if  we  wanted  economy  in  military 
matters  we  must  have  a  civilian  primarily 
responsible  for  that  expenditure — a  Minister 
for  War  in  England  and  a  Governor  General 
in  India.  In  other  words,  we  must  not 
allow  a  Commander-in-Chief  to  control  his 
own  Estimates.  But  the  Estimates  being 
under  the  control  of  a  civilian,  one  man 
ought  to  be  made  responsible  for  carrying 
out  all  the  details  ;  and  a  military  man 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  all  the  practical 
details  of  his  profession,  was  best  adapted 
for  this  latter  duty.  He  beliey^id  \.Vi\sX  vol 
respect  of  thxa  mtkUet  ^^<i^xv^  ^\wv^v^  ^^ 
India  had  been  l\\^  woi\i.\i.    \tL \i\^  Qr^vcAWi. 
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the  origiDal  plan  wtB  best,  and  the  ameDd- 
ments  made  on  it  by  the  Treasury  were 
not  improvementB  in  regard  of  economy. 
A  point  of  difference  between  him  and 
others  who  took  a  sanguine  Tiew  of  Indian 
finance,  on  the  one  side,  and  those  who  did 
not  take  that  view  on  the  other,  was  in 
respect  of  the  rerenue  from  opium.  He 
had  heard  it  said  that  this  was  a  precarioua 
revenue  ;  that  it  was  a  reed  which  some 
day  or  other  would  break  in  our  hand,  and 
that  therefore,  we  did  wrong  to  depend  on 
it.  In  1862,  he  had  occasion  to  look  into 
the  matter  very  closely,  and  he  arrived  at 
quite  an  opposite  conclusion.  He  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  revenue  from  opium  should  be 
more  precarious  than  any  other  revenue 
depending  upon  an  artificial  taste  widely 
diffused  among  a  large  population.  He  at 
that  time  ventured  to  predict  that  there 
would  be  an  increase  rather  than  a  decrease 
in  the  Revenue  from  opium  within  the  next 
few  years.  He  did  so  because  having 
looked  back  for  a  few  years  he  found  that 
in  China  the  expenditure  for  opium  had 
been  steadily  and  rapidly  increasing.  For 
the  five  years  ending  in  ]  857  that  expen- 
diture had  been  £8,000,000  per  annum. 
During  the  next  fire  years,  from  1857  to 
1862,  it  was  about  £11,000,000  per  an- 
num. In  1857  the  gross  revenue  from 
opium  in  India  was  in  round  numbers 
£5,000,000,  and  the  net  £4,000,000. 
From  1857  to  1861  the  average  receipts 
from  the  same  source  were  £6,080,000. 
In  1861  they  were  £6,676,000  gross,  or 
£4,160,000.  He  might  observe  that  in 
the  case  of  opium  the  net  revenue  was  the 
thing  to  look  to,  as  the  article  was  one  of 
Government  manufacture.  Between  1861 
and  1867  the  gross  revenue  had  risen  to 
£7,380,000 and  thenet  to  £5,600,000.  In 
1867-8  the  gross  revenue  was  £8,814,000, 
and  the  net  £6,951,000.  That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  as  little  like  a  precarious  and 
declining  revenue  as  anything  could  well 
be.  The  enormous  population  of  China 
preferred  opium  to  any  spirit  or  other 
stimulant,  and,  as  the  experience  of  the 
last  twenty  years  proved  that,  practically, 
India  had  a  monopoly  in  the  supply  of  that 
article  to  China,  the  trade  in  that  article 
would  increase  as  new  communications 
were  opened  up.  He  was  altogether  unable 
to  see  why  there  was  anything  more  objeo- 
tionable  financially  in  a  revenue  derived 
from  the  sale  of  opium  than  in  one  derived 
from  the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors,  or,  as 
in  Russia,  from  the  monopoly  of  brandy. 
Mr,  Lmng 


He  was  anxious  to  call  attention  to  a  few 
facts  showing  the  progress  of  India  ;  for 
he  believed  that  while  it  was  important  to 
encourage  a  reasonable  and  prudent  libe- 
rality with  regard  to  publio  works,  it  was 
not  less  important  to  exercise  a  wholesome 
influence  upon  publio  opinion,  which  was 
being  very  rapidly  created  in  India.  He 
should  be  the  last  person  in  the  world  to 
indulge  in  anything  like  self-laudation  or 
puffery,  believing  that  it  always  defeated 
its  own  object ;  but,  feeling  convinced  that 
our  government  in  India  was  not  only  the 
cheapest  and  best  of  any  oriental  nation,  but 
perhaps  one  of  the  cheapest  civilised  govern- 
ments  in  the  world,  he  felt  it  to  be  only  right 
that  the  facts  should  be  known  generally, 
and  that  the  Natives  should  not  be  led  into 
the  mistake  of  supposing  that  the  British 
rule  was  bad,  economically,  or  in  any  other 
respect.  The  first  question  to  be  considered 
was  the  intrinsic  elasticity  of  the  revenue. 
In  1862  Lord  Canning's  Government  had 
to  decide  upon  the  important  question  of 
imposing  a  Licence  Tax,  and,  accordingly, 
before  this  resolution  was  adopted  it  be- 
came necessary  for  him  to  go  into  very 
minute  calculations  with  regard  to  the  re- 
venue. Excluding  all  those  additions  arising 
from  annexations  of  territory,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred,  and  look- 
ing merely  to  the  inherent  elasticity  of  the 
revenue,  he  found  that  for  the  previous 
ten  years  an  increase  at  the  rate  of  more 
than  £700,000  a  year  had  been  going  on, 
and  he  ventured  to  hazard  the  opinion  that 
the  tendency  was  still  further  to  increase. 
That  was  in  1862,  and  in  the  last  six 
years  the  revenue  had  increased  from 
£42,900.000  to  £48,935,000,  being  an 
average  increase  of  over  £1,000,000  a 
year.  [Colonel  Stkes  :  From  opium  ?] 
Of  course,  a  portion  of  the  increase  was 
derived  from  opium,  and  he  had  already 
tried  to  show  that  this  was  as  legitimate  a 
source  of  revenue  and  as  little  injurious  as 
any  other.  But  to  show  that  opium  was 
not  the  only  source  of  increased  revenue, 
he  would  investigate  the  progress  made 
during  the  five  years  from  1861  till  1866, 
the  date  to  which  the  latest  complete  Re- 
turns were  available,  which  seemed  to  him 
a  period  more  applicable  to  the  present 
state  of  things  than  some  of  the  examples 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  By  eom* 
paring  the  Returns  of  1861  with  those  of 
J  866  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Land  Re- 
venue had  increased  from  £1 8,500,000  to 
£20,478,000.  Yet  during  that  period  there 
had  been  no  annexations  of  territory  and 
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no  increase  in  the  rate  of  assessroent ;  the 
whole  of  that  increase,  therefore,  roast  he 
due  to  the  prosperitj  of  the  agricultural 
interests  of  India,  causing  additional  and 
waste  lands  to  be  hronght  into  cultiyation. 
During  the  same  period  the  Excise  Returns 
showed  an   increase  from   £1,778,000  to 
£2,612,000;  and  the  yield  of  the  salt  tax 
had  risen  from  £3,805,000  to  £5,342,000, 
the   Estimate   for   next  jear   being  e?en 
higher.     The  Utter  was  a  very  important 
increase,  because  the  salt  tax  was  perhaps 
the  only  one  affecting  the  great  mass  of 
the  population  of  Hindustan.     There  was 
no  man  so  poor  as  not  to  consume  salt,  and 
the  progress  therefore  of  the  revenue  from 
salt  in  India  might  be  regarded  very  much 
in  the  same  way  in  which  the  Excise  Re- 
turns in  this  country  were   supposed   to 
throw  light  on  the  condition  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people.     Stamps  during  the 
same  time  had  risen  from  £1,182,000  to 
£1,994,000.     These  were  all  items  inde- 
pendent of  opium,  and  they  exhibited  a 
rapid   and  satisfactory  state  of  progress. 
The  Government  grants  for  education  had 
increased  in  five  years  from  £235,000  to 
£440,000;  but,  besides  this,  he  found  from 
official  Returns  that  the  amount  expended 
upon    education    from   local    and    private 
sources,  other  than  grants  from  the  State, 
had  increased  from  £128,000  to  £330,000 
—that  was  to  say,  had  increased  yearly 
three-fold  in  ^le  years.     The  average  at- 
tendance of  scholars  had  risen  from  333,000 
to  559,000,  or  66  per  cent.     The  increase 
of  intelligence  was  shown  in  another  way; 
the  number  of  letters  and  newspapers  sent 
through  the  Post  Office  had  increased  from 
47.077.000  in  1861  to  59,931,000  in  1866. 
In  fact,  reviewing  the  career  of  India  for 
these  six  years,  he  knew  no  other  country 
in  the  history  of  the  world  in  which  such 
a  great  material  progress  had  been  made. 
The  increase  in  the  imports  and  exports 
was  something  almost  fabulous.     The  ag- 
gregate imports  and  exports  which  in  1861 
amounted  to  £68,000,000  in   1866  had 
risen  to  £123,000,000— that  was  to  say, 
had  very  nearly  doubled  in  five  years.  The 
amount   of   bullion    imported   into    India 
during  the  last  six  years  amounted  to  no 
less  than    £115,000,000.     The  tonnage 
of  shipping  entered  and  cleared  rose  from 
5,101,000  in  1861  to  7,621,000  in  1866, 
and  the  railway  mileage  increased  from 
1,028  to  3,452  miles.     The  gross  receipts 
upon  these  lines  stood  at  £730,000  in  the 
former  year,  and  £4,607,000  in  the  latter. 
Contrasting  these  figures  with  the  financial 
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working  of  the  government  of  any  other 
country  in  the  world  that  he  was  aware 
of,  the  results,  he  believed,  must  prove 
most  creditable  to  British  government  in 
India.     He  was  the  more  anxious  to  dwell 
upon   these  points  because  last  year  an 
authority  no  less  eminent  than  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  expressed,  in  language 
which    had   since   become   memorable,   a 
doubt  whether,  as  a  whole,  British  rule  in 
India  had  proved  a  benefit  to  the  Natives 
or  not.  He  was  very  glad  that  doubt  had 
been    expressed,   because   it  had   led   to 
what   was    no    doubt   a  very   useful  in- 
quiry,  and  to  the  production  of  a  body 
of   most    valuable    Reports,  which    must 
convey   to   the   mind   of    any  gentleman 
who  read  them  attentively  the  impression 
that  British    rule  had    undoubtedly  been 
of  the  greatest  possible  benefit  to  India. 
The  taxation  of  India  was  lighter   than 
that  of  any  other  civilised  country  in  the 
world.  There  could  be  no  reasonable  doubt 
that  the  revenue  raised  from  land  there 
was  in  the  nature  of  a  rent,  and  that  if  it 
were  not  paid  to  the  State  it  would  be  paid 
to  private  proprietors.     The  large  revenue 
from  opium,  moreorer,  was  not  really  paid 
by  India,  but  by  the  consumers  in  China. 
If  these  two  items  were  deducted,  the 
whole  amount  of  revenue  raised  in  India 
would  be  only  £18,000,000  a  year ;  but 
even     of     this     limited     amount    about 
£1,500,000  accrued  from  the  tribute  paid 
by  other  native  princes,  and  for  services, 
such  as  that  of  the  Post  Office,  for  which 
an  equivaleut  was  given.     A  careful  ana- 
lysis, therefore,  of  the  taxation  levied  in 
India  for  the  purposes  of  the  public  ad- 
ministrations, civil    and    military,   would 
show  that  this  did  not  exceed  £15,000,000 
a  year,  which  would  be  about  2s.  per  bead 
on  the  population  of  British  India,  nnm- 
bering   150,000,000.     But,  even  if  the 
question  affecting  the  nature  of  the  land 
revenue  were  waived,  and  this  were  treated 
as  an  Imperial  tax,  even  then  the  taxation 
of  the  population  would  be  under  6$.  a 
head.    In  no  country  in  the  world,  making 
a  pretence  to  civilisation,  was  the  taxation 
upon  so  low  a  scale;  he  did  not  refer 
merely  to  highly  taxed  countries  like  Eng- 
land or  France,  where  the  taxation  was  at 
the  rate  of  over  £2  a  head,  but  to  such 
countries  as  Turkey,  Egypt,  or  Russia, 
where,  with    the  comparative  amount  of 
civilisation  which  they  possessed,  the  tax- 
ation was  from  15f .  to  20f.  a  head.   Take, 
again^  the  Fablic  Debt  of  India.    The  an* 
nual  charge  was  a  shade  nnder  £5,000|000 
8  0 
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sterling,  whieh  vrs  but  one-tenth  part  of 
the  revenue  of  India ;  and   it  had   been 
stationary  at  this  rate  since  1861 ;  whereas 
in  other  parts  of  the  world,  not  only  was 
the  debt  large  and  rapidly  increasing,  but 
the  annual  payment  of  interest  upon  it 
amounted,  perhaps,  to  one-half,  or,  as  in 
the  case  of  England,  to  33  per  cent  of  the 
annual  revenue.     And  what  had  been  ob- 
tained in  return  for  a  portion  of  the  obliga- 
tion so  undertaken  ?     No  less  an  amount 
than  £65,000,000  of  British  capital  had 
been  expended  upon  the  construction  of 
railways  in  India.     In  India  no  less  than 
£65,000,000  of  British  capital  had  been 
expended  in  making  water  communications 
and  carrying  out  other  invaluable  and  im- 
portant public  works.    Now,  while  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  as  to 
the  importanoeof  economy,  and  deprecated 
launching  out  into  extravagance  in  small 
matters,  yet  he  had  come  to  the  oondusion 
that,  in  the   present  condition  of  Indian 
finance  we,  ought  not  to  starve  great,  im- 
portant, and  necessary  public  works.     We 
ought  not  to  mind  contracting  a  national 
debt  in  India  for  purposes  of  primary  im- 
portance.    Although  be  was  as  averse  as 
anybody  could   be  from  keeping  a  small 
capital  account   open,  yet  he  could   not 
help  seeing  thai  it  was  a  totally  different 
thing  from  contracting  a  debt  in  order  to 
carry  out  public  works  of  a  political  and 
commercial  necessity,  such  as  railways  and 
irrigation  works.     It  waa  obvious,  for  in- 
atanoe,  that  a  system  of  railways  leading 
up  to   Peshawur,  on   the  frontier  of  the 
Punjaub,  was  a  primary  necessity.     The 
political  use  of  such  an  undertaking  must 
be  evident  to  everybody.     As  Russia  was 
extending  her  dominion  in  Central  Asia  it 
was  patent  that  our  policy  should  be  to 
keep  on  friendly  terms  with  her,  and,  while 
allowing  her  to  do  what  she  liked  on  the 
north  side  of  the  range  of  mountains,  to 
put  themselves  in  an  efficient  state  of  pe- 
fence  on  the  south  side.     With  that  object 
we  ought  to  construct  a  line  of  railway  to 
Peshawur,  and  to  complete  another  up  the 
Indus  Valley  from  Kurrachee.     He  also 
thought  that  the  Benares  irrigation  scheme 
ought  to  be  proceeded  with  without  delay. 
On   the   whole,  he  was  in   favour  of  the 
Government  executing  these  great  works, 
instead  of  intrusting  them  to  private  com- 
panies; and  this  opinion  was,  he  believed, 
shared  by  most  of  the  Indian  authorities. 
At  all  events,  he  was  anxious  that  there 
should  bo  no  delay ;  because,  while  we  were 
I^iggling  wifch  the  company  which  had  pos- 
Jfr.  Lain^ 


sessioQ  of  the  field,  we  might  lose  the  op- 
portunity of  raising  the  money  when  the 
money  market  was  in  an  easy  state.     In- 
deed, he  particularly  wished  to  impress  on 
the  right  hen.  Baronet  the  importance  of 
taking  advantage  of  the  present  condition 
of  the  money  market,  and  of  the    high 
credit  of  India  to  make  ample  provision 
for  the  wants  of  that  country  for  a  aeries 
of  years  to  come.     It  would  be  necessary 
to  expend  at  least  £20,000,000  during 
the  next  eight  years  or  ao.     He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  a  sum  of  £20,000,000 
should    be   borrowed  at  once,  and   then 
locked  up  to  remain  idle.    He  thought  that 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  might  Terj  well 
take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  some  railway 
companiea,  which  bad  been  making  provi- 
sion for  paying  off  their  terminable  deben- 
tures as  they  fell  due  over  a  series  of  years. 
The  lenders  should  be  allowed  either  to 
pay  up  in  full,  or  leave  a  deposit  of  perhaps 
10  per  cent,  on  the  remaining  calls,  so  as 
to  insure  their  being  paid.     'Under  such  a 
system  the  necessity  was  avoided  of  dis- 
turbing the  money  market   by  raiaing  a 
large  sum  in  any  one  year,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  waa  a  certainty  of  getting 
the  money  year  by  year  as  it  waa  required. 
By   this  method  the  right  hon.   Baronet 
might  raise  the  money  he  wanted  within 
about  6  per  cent  or  so  as  cheaply  as  if  he 
were  to  take  the  whole  at  onoe,  and  in  the 
present  state  of  the   money  market  the 
amount  would  probably  be  advanoed  at  a 
very  favourable  rate.     So  far  as  regarded  * 
finance.    As  to  general  questions^  he  should 
not  refer  to  them  at  any  length,  though  he 
must  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  measures 
to  be  adopted  for  maintaining  in  India  the 
excellent  government  which  she  had  en- 
joyed during  the  last  six  years.     A  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  as  to  the  relative 
merits  of  personal  government  and  of  Couo- 
oils.     In  his  judgment   the  question  wm 
one  of  degree.     Everybody  must,  on  the 
one  hand,  admit  tha^  personal  government 
and  personal  character  waa  the  mainspring 
of  everything  in  a  country  like    India; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  stood  to  reason 
that  all  mattora  oould  not  be  intmated  to 
individual  impulse,  the  more  especially  m 
the  Secretary  of  Stato  for  India  in  this 
country  necessarily  changed  with  the  Mi- 
nistry.    It  waa  abaolutely  neeeaaary  that 
be  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  advice 
of  experienced  Indian  officials,  aud  he  would 
suggest  that  it  was  of  vital  importance  that 
men  of  eminence,  like  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
or  Sir  Robert   Moolgomeij.   ahouM,  in 
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retqrning  from  India,  reeeire  a  kind  of 
official  retainer  to  give  advice  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India.  In  conclusion, 
he  wished  to  state  that  he  had  listened 
with  great  satisfaction  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose  administra- 
tion had  heen  on  the  whole  a  very  enlight- 
ened, a  very  economical,  and  a  very  suc- 
cessful one. 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  Sir,  I  should 
have  been  sorry  if  this  conversation  had 
come  to  an  end,  without  my  having  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  my  very  great 
regret  that  one  of  those  untoward  acci- 
dents, to  which  the  House  is  subject, 
should  have  prevented  the  hon.  and  gallant 
General,  the  Member  for  Frome  (Sir 
Henry  Rawlinson)  bringing  before  ns  a 
subject,  which  will,  I  fear,  however  favour- 
ably matters  may  turn  out,  exert  a  sinister 
influence  on  many  future  Indian  budgets. 
I  allude,  of  course,  to  the  recent  ad?ance 
of  Russia  on  Central  Asia.  I  am  as  far  as 
possible  from  being  an  alarmist  on  this 
question.  Some  who  have  given  much  at- 
tention to  it  say  that  I  am  too  little  of  an 
alarmist ;  but  I  do  think  that  even  in  this 
crowded  Session  this  matter  should  not 
have  been  passed  by.  There  is  a  difference 
between  panic  and  wise  foresight.  A  dis- 
cussion, inaugurated  as  it  would  have  been 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  General,  with 
whose  yiews  some  of  us  do  and  some  of  us 
do  not  agree,  but  whose  acquaintance  with 
a  certain  portion  of  the  subject  we  all  admit 
to  be  great  and  almost  unique,  would  have 
enlightened  opinion  in  Europe,  strengthened 
the  hands  of  the  Viceroy  in  what  I  consider 
bia  wise  policy,  and  above  all  calmed  opi- 
nion  in  India.  Far  be  it  from  us  to  wish 
to  see  a  revival  of  the  anti-Russian  feel- 
ings of  thirty  years  ago ;  but  let  ns  not 
deceive  ourselves.  This  is  a  grave  matter. 
It  is  for  the  interest  of  all  of  us,  and  above 
all  for  the  interest  of  the  Government  for 
the  time  being  that  all  the  best  information 
and  all  the  best  thought  about  Russia, 
which  exists  in  Western  Europe,  should  be 
called  out  for  our  guidance,  and  it  is  known 
to  every  one  that  the  most  sovereign  means 
of  calling  out  all  the  best  knowledge  and 
nil  the  best  thought  existing  in  Western 
Europe  on  any  political  subject  is  a  dis- 
cussion in  the  British  House  of  Commons. 

CoLoysL  SYKES  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  brought  forward  the  Indian 
Budget  in  a  spirit  of  great  fairness.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wick  (Mr.  Laiog)  that  great  progress  had 
been  made  in  the  trade  of  Indiai  seeing 


that  the  exports  and  imports  showed  a 
great  falling  off.     It   appeared  from  the 
official  Progress  Report  of  India  recently 
printed    that   the    export    trade   between 
1865-6    and     1866-7    had    diminished 
£17,453,698,  and  that  the  import  trade, 
including  treasure,  for  the  same  period  had 
diminished  £10,919,196Jnall£28,372,894, 
or  23  percent  on  1865-6,  and  19  per  cent  on 
1864-5.     The  number  of  sea-going  vessels 
had  diminished   917,  with   a  tonnage  of 
227,547»  and  the  coasting  trade  11,555 
vessels,  with  a  tonnage  of  318,907.     This 
was  matter  for  serious  consideration.     He 
would  urge  the  desirability  of  a  more  speedy 
issue  of  these  Returns.  He  thought  that  the 
House  should  not,  at  the  enA  of  Jnly,  1868, 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  the  Budget  and  po- 
licy of  India  only  up  to  the  31st  March,  1867. 
In  his  opinion,  the  revenue  derived  from 
opium  could  not  be  a  source  or  gratification 
to  the  moral  sense  of  this  country,  since  it 
rendered  us  responsible  for  the  destruction 
of  the  physique  and  vfiorale  of  the  Chinese, 
who  were  the  chief  consumers.     It  was 
satisfactory   to   find    that    education    was 
making  rapid   strides  in   India.      There 
were  17,117  schools  in  India  in  1864-5, 
with  an   attendance  of  435,818   scholars, 
at  a  cost  of  £613,000.     In   1866  there 
were  18,562  schools,  with  an  attendance 
of  559,317  scholars,  at  a  cost  of  £770,834. 
The    Government    Colleges    and    private 
institutions   had  increased  ;   the  Colleges 
from  295  in  1865-6  to  305  in  1866-7,  and 
the  institutions  from   2,266   to  2,602  in 
1866-7.  and  other  schools  from   197   to 
425— in  all  from  2,758  to  3,332,  and  the 
scholars   in   these   schools  from  121,286 
to   134,640,  and  in  the   private   schools 
from    7,433    to    13,460.      The    number 
of  Colleges  was  increasing  ;   but  he  must 
point  out  that  the  NativeSi  who  received 
a    superior    education   at    these    institu* 
tions,  would  expect  employment  in  posi- 
tions suited  to  their  attainments,  and  that, 
unless  such  employment  was  provided  for 
them,  they  would   naturally  become  dis- 
contented.    They  would  not  be  satisfied 
with    small    Government  clerkships.      In 
illustration,  he  would  take  the  number  of 
scholars  in  the  University  of  Madras  who 
had   gone  up  for  matriculation  examina- 
tion.    In  1857  there  were  only  41  ;  but  in 
1 866-7  there  were  895,  and  the  total  num- 
ber in  ten  years  was  3,161 — of  these  there 
had  graduated  in  degrees  and  honours  in 
the  different  faculties  from  1857  to  1867: 
— Bachelor    of    Arts,    sixty-three  ;    from 
private  tuitionp  tweWe,  Bachelor  of  Civil 
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Engineering,  five  ;  Bacbelor  of  Laws, 
twenty-three;  Fine  Arts  examination,  168; 
and  from  private  tuition,  ninety -aeven. 
One  candidate  has  taken  the  degree  of 
M.D.,  and  three  others  have  passed  pre- 
liminary examinations.  The  successful 
scholars  of  the  Calcutta  and  Bombay  Uni- 
versities are  even  more  numerous.  With 
regard  to  finance,  he  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote)  in 
thinking  that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  extraordinary  public  works,  whe- 
ther remunerative  or  otherwise,  and  or- 
dinary annual  works.  If  this  were  done, 
instead  of  throwing  extraordinary  public 
works  upon  revenue  the  Budget  would  show 
an  annual  available  surplus,  and  this  sur- 
plus, if  devoted  to  extraordinary  public 
works,  would  enable  us  to  make  consider- 
able progress,  particularly  with  regard  to 
irrigation  ;  for  completing  extraordinary 
works  recourse  should  be  had  to  loans. 
There  was  a  growing  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction and  discontent  with  reference  to 
the  prospective  state  of  the  Indian  army. 
Before  the  transfer  of  that  army  to  the 
Crown  regimental  bonuses  for  senior  offi- 
cers on  retirement  were  subscribed  to  by 
the  ofiicers ;  but  those  who  have  joined 
the  Staff  corps  have  no  longer  any  motive 
to  subscribe,  being  promoted  for  length  of 
service  alone  ;  the  consequence  was  that 
the  bonus  system  fell  through  in  all  Native 
regiments,  and  officers  who  had  expected 
to  retire  with  a  bonus  of  £5,000,  or  £6,000, 
were  still  kept  in  the  service  and  deprived 
of  every  shilling  they  had  subscribed. 
Commitees  had  sat  in  India  upon  this  sub- 
ject, but  with  what  result  ?  In  a  literally 
trading  and  huckstering  spirit  the  officers 
had  been  asked  how  much  they  had  re- 
ceived in  additional  pay  at  every  previous 
step  of  promotion  in  their  career,  and  they 
were  told  that  so  much  should  be  deducted 
from  their  bonus — that  is  to  say,  from  the 
money  they  had  actually  subscribed.  This 
had  created  great  dissatisfaction  and  re- 
sentment, and  could  not  have  been  in- 
tended by  the  kind  liberal  spirit  in  which 
the  despatches  of  Viscount  Cranborne  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  this  subject  was 
conceived.  He  was  glad  to  observe  that 
the  health  of  both  European  and  Native 
troops  had  been  very  satisfactory  •—  the 
death-rate  of  Europeans  which  formerly 
was  10  percent,  including  invaliding,  being 
in  1865,  64,405,  2\  per  cent  for  the  death- 
rate.  And  in  1866,  on  59,941,  it  was  no 
higher  than  2  per  cent.  The  invaliding  in 
1865  was  4-4  per  cent,  and  in  1866  it  was 
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3*4  per  cent.  The  rate  of  deaths  in  the 
Native  army  in  1866,  on  99,036,  was  only 
1*2  percent,  and  the  invalided  were  only  1*7 
per  cent,  the  happy  results,  it  is  to  be 
hoped,  of  sanitary  measures  for  the  Euro- 
pean and  Native  troops.  He  observed, 
however,  that  while  the  number  of  troops 
had  diminished  by  183,023  officers  and 
men  since  the  Mutiny,  the  expense  had 
increased  by  £5,000,000.  This  opened 
a  wide  field  for  inquiry,  and,  he  hoped, 
for  reduction.  While  the  cost  of  the 
Company's  army  had  never  been  more 
than  £10,300,000  a  year  from  1851  to 
1857,  except  on  two  occasions,  in  1854 
and  1855,  when  it  rose  to  £11,000,000, 
the  cost  of  the  army  in  India  now  was 
£15,825,791 — with  an  increased  number 
of  Europeans  it  was  true,  from  42,000  in 
1857  to  59,941  in  1868,  but  with  the  Na- 
tive force  reduced  nearly  two-thirds,  from 
300,000  men  to  99,036.  Upon  the  whole 
the  prospects  of  India,  he  was  glad  to 
think,  were  not  unfavourable.  He  en- 
treated his  right  hon.  Friend  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  Native  regiments  being 
without  officers.  In  the  late  Abyssinian 
expedition  some  of  the  regiments  had  not 
one  of  their  own  old  officers.  If  it  were  re- 
solved to  have  only  six  officers  to  be  named 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  with  a  regi- 
ment, surely  he  would  have  the  common 
sense  to  keep  the  old  officers  with  the  men 
with  whom  they  had  served,  and  between 
whom  and  themselves  a  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy had  grown  up.  To  put  strange 
officers  with  the  men  was  decidedly  im- 
politic and  even  dangerous. 

Mr.  BAZLET  said,  while  thanking  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  for  the  statement  which  he 
had  laid  before  the  House  as  to  the  Indian 
finances,  he  felt  it  was  deeply  to  be  de- 
plored that  the  interesta  of  200,000,000  of 
men  should  come  on  for  discussion  only  at 
the  very  eve  of  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  trusted  that  in  future  the 
subject  of  India  would  be  brought  before 
the  House  at  a  time  when  it  could  be  really 
discussed.  Nothing  would  contribute  more 
to  the  prosperity  of  India  than  attention 
not  only  to  the  rights  of  labour,  bat  to 
proper  investments  in  pnblio  works.  A 
large  amount  of  money  had  heen  expended 
that  would  be  really  unproductive  ;  but  he 
did  not  know  that  too  much  had  been  laid 
out  upon  productive  works.  They  wanted 
in  India  supplies  of  water,  not  only  for 
irrigation,  but  also  for  communication. 
The  Punjaab  furnished  an  example  that 
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might  be  followed  with  adrantage  in  ererj 
part  of  India.  With  regard  to  railways,  it 
was  to  be  obserfed  that,  while  we  in  this 
country  had  about  14,000  miles  of  them  laid 
down,  in  India  there  were  not,  probably, 
4,000  miles.  In  the  United  States  of 
America  there  were  probably  40,000  miles 
of  railway.  He  submitted  that  in  India, 
instead  of  4,000  there  ought  to  be  40,000 
miles  of  railway  communication.  He  con- 
gratulated the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the 
prospects  connected  with  the  thirty  years' 
tenure  of  land.  It  was  very  probable  that 
there  would  every  year  be  an  increasing 
revenue  from  a  continually  increasing  rent; 
and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  land,  in  an 
UDCultivated  state,  was  let  at  as  low  a  price 
as  \\d,  per  acre  per  annum  for  a  certain 
nomber  of  years.  At  the  end  of  thirty  years 
it  would  let  for  Is,  an  acre.  He  rejoiced  to 
hear  that  efforts  were  being  made  to  increase 
the  quantity  and  improve  the  quality  of  the 
ootton,  and  that,  according  to  the  gentle- 
men who  had  travelled  through  the  cotton 
enltivating  districts,  that  there  was  an  im- 
provement in  the  crop.  He  would  be  glad 
to  see  an  agricultural  inspection  of  cotton 
through  the  whole  of  India,  and  also  that 
there  should  be  a  system  of  agricultural 
statistics.  By  that  means  India  would 
attain  a  state  of  prosperity  to  which  she 
had  hitherto  hten  a  stranger.  One  great 
proof  of  the  progress  that  had  been  made 
was  that  the  price  of  labour  had  been  con- 
Biderably  increased.  He  wished  very  much 
to  see  a  remission  altogether  of  the  duty 
upon  salt,  as  no  greater  boon  could  be 
conferred  upon  the  inhabitants  of  India. 
He  trusted  that  every  effort  would  be  made 
to  develop  the  resources  of  the  country  ; 
and  in  that  case  he  thought  that  India  had 
a  great  future  before  her.  In  a  word,  he 
asked  for  no  favour  for  our  Eastern  pos- 
sessions, he  only  demanded  that  justice 
shbuld  be  done  them.  To  see  palatial 
structures  rising  and  costly  entertainments 
given  at  the  expense  of  India  was  not 
creditable  to  us.  We  should  not  only  give 
the  people  of  India  our  language  and  civi- 
lization, but  in  all  our  intercourse  with 
them  we  should  be  careful  to  do  them 
justice. 

Mr.  EINNAIRD  said,  that  it  was  only 
because  he  believed  that  British  rule,  as 
had  been  proved  to  demonstration  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wick  (Mr. 
Laing)  had  done  good  to  India,  that  he 
rejoiced  that  we  were  placed  there.  He 
rejoiced  also  that  there  was  an  increasing 
number  of  Natives  Qomiog  io  ihiB  country, 


who  would  learn  to  value  our  institutions; 
and  he  believed  that  history  would  yet  do 
ns  justice,  and  show  that  there  never  was 
a  nation  in  the  world  that  had  won  a 
country  by  arms  which  had  so  applied  it- 
self to  promote  the  interests  of  the  people 
as  we  had  done.  He  had  been  very  much 
gratified  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  increase  the  amount  devoted 
to  education.  Such  was  the  appetite  the 
Natives  had  for  education,  and  such  their 
desire  to  improve  themselves,  that  it 
would  be  found  to  be  a  wise  economy  to 
increase  the  grant  for  education  that  had 
been  made.  By  means  of  grants  in  aid 
much  had  been  done  in  this  country,  and 
much,  too,  had  been  done  in  India  already. 
He  entirely  concurred  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wick  in  what  had  fallen  from  him 
on  the  subject  of  irrigation,  and  he  hoped 
the  wise  advice  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  would  be  followed.  Ho  hoped,  too, 
if  they  were  to  meet  in  another  Parlia- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  grant 
him  the  Committee  which  he  had  moved 
for  this  Session.  With  regard  to  opium, 
he  would  suggest  whether  there  were  not 
moral  considerations  which  outweighed  the 
financial  advantages  of  tho  revenue  from 
this  article,  and  upon  this  subject  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  promised  to  lay  be- 
fore Parliament  some  valuable  Papers 
which  had  not  yet  reached  the  Home 
Government.  He  thought  that  with  re- 
gard to  another  point  alluded  to  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  Mr.  Massey  had  defrayed  the 
sanitary  expenses  and  barrack  charges 
out  of  loans  ;  in  justice  to  Mr.  Massey  it 
should  be  understood  that  they  were  really 
defrayed  out  of  revenue.  The  only  other 
point  to  which  he  need  allude  had  reference 
to  the  Council  of  India,  and  he  believed 
that,  in  withdrawing  the  Bills  which  he  had 
introduced  on  this  subject,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  explain  that  next  year,  if  in 
Office,  he  meant  to  move  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  go  into  the  whole  question 
with  reference  to  the  Council.  The  sub- 
ject was  certainly  one  requiring  grave  con- 
sideration, for  the  Council  as  now  con- 
stituted did  not  command  out-of-doors  the 
confidence  which  it  ought  to  inspire.  There 
was  a  general  feeling  that  it  did  not  contain 
sufficient  new  blood,  and  that  most  of  the 
members  had  left  India  so  long  that  they 
were  not  acquainted  with  the  existing  ^^\A.^ 
of  the  country .    ^\\«ii  ^^  "S^^  ^^\^  va- 
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of  a  Select  Committeei  and  he  hoped  that 
next  year  this  course  wonld  be  followed. 

Mb.  Aldbrmak  LUSK  said,  that  it  was 
a  little  disheartening  to  a  Minister,  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  Government  of 
India,  to  address  empty  Benches  on  this 
subject.  [Sir  Stafford  Northcotb:  Hear! ] 
The  dozen  Members  present  constituted  a 
sorry  display  of  the  interest  felt  in  the 
welfare  of  150,000,000  of  human  souls. 
He  thought  that  the  Indian  Government 
should  advertise  for  tenders  whenever  they 
wanted  freight  or  stores.  The  chain 
cables  and  anchors  sent  out  to  India  should 
be  the  subject  of  public  competition.  He 
noticed  that  estimates  had  been  given  at 
£37  58.,  but  those  which  had  been  taken 
were  at  £85  and  £90.  And  so  with  pro- 
visions. He  had  been  told  that  a  gentle- 
man recently  offered  to  send  out  coals  to 
Annesley  Bay  at  10«.  a  ton  cheaper  than 
the  Government  were  being  supplied,  but 
that  the  offer  was  declined. 

Sir    STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  took  the  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lusk)   in  good  part.     It  was  very  useful 
for  India  as  well  as  for  England,   that  a 
check  should  be  placed  upon  expenditure 
by  such  criticisms;  but  he  believed  that  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Government  went 
on  supplying  stores  of  a  naval  character 
to  India  was  to  go  to  the  Admiralty  con- 
tractors and  adopt  the  Admiralty  scale  of 
prices,    feeling  that    on    this   point    the 
Admiralty   were  better  judges  than   the 
India  Office  could  be.     lu  the  case  of  the 
chain  cables  and  anchors  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  he  believed  that  there  was 
a  special  reason  why  a  patented  article 
was    necessary,   for    serious    losses  had 
arisen  from  the  drifting  of  vessels  in  a 
cyclone,  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to 
have  a  certain  description  of  anchor  which 
would  hold  more  firmly  than  the  ordinary 
description.      With  regard  to  provisions, 
he  knew  nothing,  but   he  remembered  a 
gentleman  coming  to  him  and  offering  to 
send  coals  to  Annesley  Bay  at  a  lower  rate 
than  that  at  which  the  Government  were 
being  supplied.      At  that  time,  however, 
the  arrangement  had  already  been  made 
with  the   Peninsular  and   Oriental  Com- 
pany, and  he  believed  that  the  offer  made 
applied  only  to  a  very  limited  quantity  of 
coals — one  or  two  ship-loads,  which  would 
have  been   insufficient    for   the    purpose. 
He  was  sorry  if  he  conveyed  the  impres- 
sion that  Mr.  Massey  had  this  year  thrown 
the  barrack  charges  upon  loam.     What 
Mr.  Kinnaird 


he  meant  was  that  Mr.  Maasey  had  put 
down  barrack  charges  in  the  category  of 
public  works  extraordinary,  and  that  the 
principle  reoogniaed  was  that  you  might 
provide   public    works    extraordinary    by 
loan.     It  was  not  so  on  the  present  occa« 
sion.     It  happened  that  there  had  been 
no  loan  in  India  this  year,  for  last  year  a 
larger  loan  than  was  required  had  been 
raised  in  anticipation  of  public  works,  and 
the  balance  was  available  for  use  in  the 
present  year.      He  would  not  follow  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  (Colonel 
Sykes)  into  all  the  points  he  had  named, 
which,  no  doubt,  required  attention.    With 
regard  to  trade  Returns,  it  was  rather  dis- 
creditable that  we  did  not  get  them  of  a 
later  date.      He  was  not  cogniiant  of  the 
deficiency  until  the  other  day,   when,  in 
preparing  what  he  had  to  say,  it  oeoorred 
to  him  to  make  a  eomparison,  and  he  found 
that  the  Returns  did  not  come  down  later 
than  April,  1867.     He  thereupon  gave  in- 
structions that  they  should  be  sent  with- 
in a  much  more  reasonable  time  ;    and  he 
did  not  see  why  we  should  not  get  them 
quarterly,  if  not  monthly,  so  that  we  might 
know  what   was    going    on.      The    hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Bailey)  made 
a  large  call  upon  the  Government  of  India 
when  he  asked  for  the  remittance  of  the 
salt  duty,   which   product   £6,000.000. 
A  question  had  been  raised  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  making  any  addition  to  the  salt 
duties  in  Bombay  and  Madras,  in  order  to 
bring  them  up  to  the  Bengal  standard  ; 
that,  however,  was  prevented  by  remon- 
strances that  were  made,  and  he  was  glad 
that  it  was.     The  whole  question  of  the 
salt  duties  was  being  considered   with  a 
view  to  an  arrangement.     He  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wick  (Mr.  Laing)  for  the 
kind  way  in  which  he  had  spoken  of  the 
financial   statement.      That  of  the  hon. 
Member  might  be  taken  as  a  counterpoise 
to  the  insufficiently  sanguine  view  which 
he  had  taken  ;  but  it  was  better  for  one  in 
his  position  not  to  be  too  sanguine  and  not 
not  to  encourage  expenditure  and  the  in- 
crease of  debt.     He  admitted  that  the  hon. 
Member's  picture  of  the  finances  of  India 
was,  upon  the  whole,  a  very  fair  one  ;  and 
there  was  one  point  he  was  glad  the  hon. 
Member  called  attention  to — namely,  the 
importance  of  developing  the  railway  sys- 
tem  in  the  direction  of  the  North- West 
He  already  concurred  in  the  importanee  of 
that   policy.     He  regretted,  as  much  as 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Grant  Doff) 
did,  that  the  hon.  member  hit  Frome  (Sir 
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Henry  Rawlinson)  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tonitj  for  bringing  forvrard  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  the  foreign  policy  ;  but  he  was  quite 
certain  that  the  true  policy  was  that  which 
had  been  indicated — that  we  should  abstain 
from  any  action  which  would  provoke  col- 
lision or  would  prodttce  complications  on 
our  frontier,  and  that  wo  should  take  all 
the  means  in  our  power  to  develop  our 
system  of  communication.  This  year  steps 
ha?e  been  taken  which  would  make  a  con- 
siderable stride  in  the  development  of  com- 
munication in  the  North>West.  The  Go- 
Ternment  of  India  had  been  called  upon 
to  give  a  general  view  of  the  railways  with 
which  they  thought  it  best  to  proceed — 
keeping  separate  the  commercial  Byatem 
from  the  political  railways,  especially  on 
the  North- West.  In  regard  to  the  political 
railways,  the  Government  had  said  that, 
without  waiting  for  anything  further,  steps 
ought  to  be  taken  for  proceeding  with,  at 
all  events,  a  portion  of  them.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  were  about  to  undertake, 
at  Government  expense,  the  construction 
of  a  railway  from  Lahore  in  the  direction 
of  Peshawur,  though  not  further  than 
Rawul  Pindee.  Commercially  it  would  be 
a  long  time  before  this  line  would  pay, 
but  it  was  to  be  constructed  for  a  great 
political  object,  and,  therefore,  it  seemed 
to  be  an  undertaking  for  Government 
rather  than  for  a  private  company.  To 
guarantee  a  company  was  a  good  system 
when  there  was  a  probability  of  a  line  pay- 
ing, but  where  there  was  no  reasonable 
probability  that  it  would  do  so,  it  seemed 
desirable  to  try  the  experiment  of  Govern- 
ment making  the  line.  The  surveys  were 
being  commenced  and  arrangements  made 
for  bridging  the  rivers  and  opening  up  a 
communication  with  the  salt  mines  of 
Rawul  Pindee.  He  attached  great  im- 
portance to  the  missing  link  on  the  Indus 
Valley  system  ;  but  it  was  best  to  do  one 
thing  at  a  time,  and  in  this  case  a  great 
deal  depended  upon  the  report  to  be  made 
respecting  the  harbour  of  Kurrachee.  Sir 
Seymour  Fitzgerald  had  made  a  visit  to 
Kurrachee,  and  sent  home  a  very  good  re- 

{)ort  on  the  state  of  the  works.  They 
lad  consequently  sent  out  Mr.  Parker,  an 
engineer,  to  see  what  was  the  effect  upon 
the  bar  of  the  monsoon  wave  ;  upon  his 
report  it  would  depend  whether  Korrachce 
was  made  a  first  or  a  second  class  harbour* 
and  that  would  determine  the  direction  of 
the  railway.  The  suggestion  to  borrow 
£20,000.000  was  not  one  to  be  passed 
over  slightingly ;  but  he  thought  it  was  a 


bad  principle  to  borrow  money  merely  he- 
cause  it  was  cheap,  and  that  it  was  just 
as  advantageous  in  the  long  run  to  go 
boldly  into  the  market  when  money  was 
wanted.  There  would  be  no  indisposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Council  of  India  to  raise 
money  for  useful  works,  whether  of  irriga- 
tion or  communication. 

Resdved,  That  it  appears  by  the  Accounts 
laid  before  this  House  that  the  total  Revenue  of 
India  for  the  year  ending  the  ,dl8t  day  of  March 
1867  was  J642.133,43d  ;  the  total  of  the  direct 
claims  and  demands  upon  the  Keren ue,  inolading 
charges  of  collection  and  cost  of  Salt  and  Opium, 
was  £7.637,527  ;  the  charges  in  India,  including 
Interest  on  Debt,  and  Pablic  Works  ordinary,  were 
£29,848,640 ;  the  value  of  Stores  supplied  from 
England,  was  £873.363  ;  the  charges  in  England 
were  £5.549,346  ;  the  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the 
Capital  of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  in  India 
and  in  England,  deducting  net  Traffic  Receipts, 
was  £731,049,  making  a  total  charge  for  the  same 
year  of  £44,689.924 ;  and  there  was  an  excess  of 
Expenditure  over  Income  in  that  year  amounting 
to  £2,517,491. 

House  returned. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL-[BiLL  91.] 
(Sir  Stafard  NorthcaU^  Sir  James  Fergussan.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE,  in 
mo? ing  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  to  go 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill  be  discharged, 
said,  he  had  hoped  up  to  a  late  period  that 
the  Bill  might  have  been  more  fully  dis- 
cussed. He  fully  understood  that  it  was 
to  ha?e  been  put  down  for  Tuesday  last, 
which  would  ha?e  given  him  an  opportunity 
of  carrying  it  through  Committee ;  but  by 
mistake  another  Bill  was  put  down  before 
it,  and  it  did  not  come  on  at  all.  He  might 
have  found  a  later  day,  but  he  had  pre- 
viously said  that  Tuesday  was  the  last  day 
he  could  bring  it  on  ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Taunton  (Lord  William 
Hay)  had  left  town  on  the  understanding 
that  the  Order  would  be  discharged.  Apart 
from  that,  he  doubted  whether  he  should 
be  justified  in  proceeding  with  the  measure, 
seeing  that  several  points  of  considerable 
importance  remoined  to  be  discussed,  lie 
was  not  sorry,  however,  that  ho  had 
brought  forwar^  the  measure,  as  an  oppor- 
tunity had  been  afforded  to  the  House  of 
expressing  a  decided  opinion  upon  two 
moterinl  points  of  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
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the  itaiui  of  the  present  memhers  of  the 
CoancU.  The  House  should  understand 
that  the  Act  of  1858  merely  enacted  that 
in  the  e?ent  of  any  change  heing  made  the 
members  of  Council  should  not  be  entitled 
to  compensation  until  they  had  completed 
ten  years  of  service,  and  therefore  when 
the  matter  was  re-opened  next  year  the 
only  difference  in  the  state  of  affairs  would 
be  that  those  members  of  Council  who  had 
completed  their  tenth  year  of  service  during 
the  present  year  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation. He  thought  that  the  best  plan 
would  be  when  the  Bills  were  introduced 
next  year  that  they  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  begged  to  move  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  going  into  Committee  upon 
the  Bill  should  be  read  and  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Order  discharged.     Bill  voUhdfraum, 


POOR  RELIEF  BILL-(Loftlf.) 
[bill  186.]      OOHlflTTBB. 

Bill  conndered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  10  (Minister  may,  subject  to 
Regulations,  visit  and  instruct  Inmates 
registered  as  of  his  Religious  Creed). 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  addition  of  words  providing  that  any 
inmate  in  a  workhouse,  above  the  age  of 
twelve  years,  should  have  the  right  to 
refuse  to  be  instructed  by  such  minister, 
nfter  having  been  once  visited  by  him.  He 
thought  that  paupers  ought  not  to  have 
forced  upon  them  the  ministrations  of  per- 
sons  to  whom  they  objected.  He  fixed  the 
age  at  twelve  years,  because  in  two  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill  the  age  was  named 
as  equivalent  to  years  of  discretion. 

Amendment  proposedi  in  page  5,  line  28, 
to  add  the  words— 

"  Unleiw  sacb  inmate,  beinjf  above  the  age  of 
twelve  years,  and  after  havinj^  been  visitml  at 
least  once  by  such  minister,  shall  object  to  be 
instructed  by  him." — {Mr,  PoweU*) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
insert  fourteen  instead  of  twelve  in  his 
Amendment,  in  accordance  with  the  age 
prescribed  in  the  Industrial  Schools  Act. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  was  willing  to 
insert  <'of  fourteen,*'  absolutely. 

Sir  Stafford  Ifortheote 


Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
"twelve,"  and  inserting  •* fourteen." — 
{Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach.) 

Question  proposed, 

"That  the  words  'unless  such  inmate,  being 
above  the  age  of  fourteen  years,  and  after  having 
been  visited  at  least  once  by  such  minister,  shall 
object  to  be  instructed  by  him,' 

be  there  added." 

Mb.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  he  con- 
sidered  it  a  farce  to  suppose  that  a  child 
of  twelve  or  fourteen  years  of  age  could 
form  an  opinion  upon  religion,  unless  it 
was  influenced  by  some  person  who  had 
the  opportunity  of  speaking  to  it  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  that  some  persons 
competent  to  examine  the  child  should  first 
say  whether  it  was  fit  to  decide  for  itself 
upon  the  point  of  religion. 

[Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
bers being  found  present,] 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  whether 
he  would  have  any  objection  to  the  children 
being  examined  by  the  Poor  Law  Inspec- 
tors before  requiring  them  to  declare  what 
particulsr  religion  they  professed  ? 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  while  he  had 
no  desire  to  proselytize,  he  was  anxioos  to 
prevent  any  undue  interference  with  the 
religion  of  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse. 

Mb.  T.  chambers  said,  he  wanted 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
this  important  question,  but  he  could  not 
hope  to  obtain  it  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  when  the  attendance  of  forty 
Members  could  scarcely  he  secured.  This 
was  not  merely  a  question  whether  a  young 
child  should  be  the  judge  of  his  religion, 
but  whether  a  person  of  any  age,  being  an 
inmate  of  the  workhouse,  should  be  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  the  religious  ministra- 
tions of  any  clergyman  who  might  be 
forced  upon  him.  The  Bill  required,  in  the 
first  place,  a  Creed  Register  to  be  kept  of 
every  inmate  ;  secondly,  that  such  register 
might  be  inspected  by  the  ministers  of  any 
religious  denominations  connected  with  the 
churches  and  chapels  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  thirdly,  any  such  clergyman  might, 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the 
workhouse,  visit  and  instruct  any  inmate, 
whether  he  were  seven  or  seventy  years  of 
age,  whose  name  appeared  on  the  regis- 
ter. And  all  this  was  done,  forsooth,  in 
the    interests  of  religious  liberty!     He 
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contended  that  it  was  an  outrage  upon  the 
principles  of  religions  liberty.     And  those 
who  opposed  such  interference  with   the 
religion  of  those  poor  people  were  charged 
with  intolerance  and   a   determination  to 
oppress  their  consciences.     The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for   Arundel  (Lord   Edward 
Howard)  had  used  many  hard  words  respect- 
ing him  on  a  previous  occasion,  because  of 
the  course  he  had  pursued  respecting  the 
Bill.     But  he  (Mr.  Chambers)  had  the  tes- 
timony of  a  leader  among  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  the  House  that  he  had  not  said 
one  unkind   word  of  any  of  his  opponents. 
Now,   he  asked  the    Committee    to    say 
frankly,  whether  the  Bill  savoured  of  reli- 
gions liberty  or  of  religious  coercion.     He, 
K>r  one,  did  not  believe  that  any  religious 
minister  had  a  right  to  force  his  religious 
ministrations  upon  him,  if  he  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  become  a  pauper  and  to  enter  a 
workhouse.     In  opposing  those  provisions 
he  felt  that  he  was  the  friend  of  religious 
liberty.     He  would  not  allow  any  man  to 
coerce  even  a  criminal  to  submit  to  minis- 
trations of  religion  which  he  did  not  desire. 
He  believed  that  the  law  at  present  did  all 
that  was  required,  and  that  the  alterations 
were  not  for  religious  liberty,  but  against 
it.     They  were  conceived  in  the  spirit  of 
intolerance,  and  it  was  attempted  to  pass 
them  at  the  fa^-end  of  a  Session  when 
forty  Members  could  not  be  kept  together. 
Mr.    SYNAN  said,  he   thought   there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Cambridge   (Mr.    Powell)   if   it   were 
coupled  with  the  qualification  that  in  the 
case  of  every  such  child  the  Poor  Law 
Board  should  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  made 
whether  the  child  was  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  on  religious  matters. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
object  to  that  qualification  in  the  name  of 
his  constituents.  They  were  already  too 
much  hindered  with  the  control  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board.  They  were  saddled  with 
enormous  taxation,  and  were  left  with  no 
power  but  to  carry  out  the  decrees  of  the 
Board.  It  was  not  a  case  of  opposition  to 
Roman  Catholics  alone.  They  objected  to 
the  coercion  of  any  class  of  people,  of 
whatever  religion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers) 
had  stigmatized  the  objections  to  this  Bill  as 
hypocritical.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Member  that  he  was  lately  in  coo- 
▼ersation  with  an  eminent  member  of  the 


Bar,  not  in  that  House,  who  would  not 
believe  it  when  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  told 
him  that  the  substance  of  this  Bill  was  that 
any  person  in  a  workhouse  must — whether 
he  liked  it  or  not — rreceive  the  visits  of  a  mi- 
nister of  religion.  It  was  to-night  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Villiers) 
that  this  was  the  substance  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approved  of  it. 

Mr.  REARDEN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  decidedly  wrong  to  intrust  power 
to  the  local  vestries,  which  had  proved — as 
in  the  case  of  the  St.  George's  Vestry,  of 
which  he  was  a  member — that  it  was  a 
power  capable  of  being  abused  in  their 
hands.  The  powers  conferred  by  the  Bill 
ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board. 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  this  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Athlone  (Mr.  Rearden)  had  had  the  au- 
dacity to  make  a  charge  against  St. 
George's  Vestry,  Hanover  Square. 

Mr.  rearden  rose  to  Order,  and 
called  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  word 
"audacity." 

Colonel  HOGG  said,  he  would  use  the 
word  boldness  instead. 

Mr.  rearden  said,  that  was  equally 
offensive.  He  must  call  on  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  apologize.     ["Order !"] 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Athlone  had  objected  to  a  particu- 
lar expression,  which  had  been  withdrawn. 
Colonel  HOGG  said,  that,  as  far  as  his 
personal  experience  of  the  Vestry  of  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  enabled  him  to 
do  so,  he  gave  the  most  unqualified  denial  to 
the  charges  of  proselytizing  tendencies 
which  had  been  made  against  that  body. 
Any  Roman  Catholic  child  subject  to  their 
authority  had  ample  opportunities  of  being 
visited  by  the  minister  of  their  own  per- 
suasion, and  Roman  Catholic  adults  were 
not  only  allowed  to  go  out  on  Sundays,  but 
also  upon  what  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
considered  to  be  holydays  as  well.  He 
hoped  that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Powell)  would  be  accepted. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  experience 
had  shown,  and  that  in  the  very  case  referred 
to,  that  it  was  ludicrous  to  suppose  chil- 
dren of  such  a  tender  age  could  decide 
authoritatively  as  to  their  own  religion. 
Before  they  were  allowed  to  decide  upon 
so  serious  a  question  there  ought  to  be 
some  inquiry  into  their  mental  condition, 
and  as  to  whether  anything  in  the  nature 
of  inducements  or  other  inftii^i^<^^^  ^\ 
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organised  syBtem  of  proselytiBtn  had  been 
brought  to  bear.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell) 
would  fix  the  age  at  fourteen,  and  allow 
somebody  to  examine  the  childreii. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  as  amended,  to  add,  at 
the  end  thereof,  the  words — 

«  And  who  shall  b«  considered  bf  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  be  oompetent  to  exercise  a  judgment 
upon  the  subject." — {Mr,  ViUiers,) 

Mb.  POWBLL  said,  he  would  resist  any 
such  inquiry  ifthe  child's  age  was  to  be  fixed 
at  fourteen  years.  At  the  same  time  it 
would  be  for  the  Committee  first  to  vote 
upon  the  age  of  fourteen,  and  after  that  to 
say  whether  or  not  they  would  have  an 
inquiry. 

Sib  henry  WINSTON-BARRON 
Bttid,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  had  given  no 
reason  whatever  for  objecting  to  an  im- 
partial inquiry  by  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
8ie  volo.  He  jubeo  was  his  tone.  But 
were  the  Committee  to  be  bound  by  it  f 

Mb.  WHALLBY  said,  the  Poor  Law 
Board  was  not  a  competent  or  impartial 
tribunal.  This  was  a  Bill  brought  forward 
by  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  opposition  to 
the  wishes  of  every  Board  of  Guardians  in 
the  country.  Its  object  was  to  prevent  as 
far  as  legislation  could  do  it,  the  children 
of  the  poor  from  being  brought  up  in  what, 
at  any  rate,  was  a  loyal  religion,  and  to 
leave  them  by  accident  as  it  were,  to  be- 
come members  of  a  religion  which,  as  far 
as  the  teaching  of  its  priesthood  was  con- 
cerned, was  a  religion  of  disloyalty  and 
sedition,  opposed  to  the  historical  spirit, 
and  to  every  instinct  of  this  country. 

Sib  henry  WINSTONBARRON: 
I  call  that  an  insult  to  my  religion  ;  and 
I  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  apologize. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  has  made 
Qse  of  Bome  terms  which  are  not  very 
common  in  this  House,  and  which  are 
certainly  calculated  to  give  offence  to  a 
body  of  Members  in  this  House. 

Mb.  whalley  said,  he  was  always 
desirous  of  conforming  to  the  opinion  of 
the  great  majority  of  hon.  Members,  and  al- 
though he  felt  that  in  doing  so  he  was  some- 
what curtailing  the  liberty  of  speech  to 
which  private  Members  were  entitled,  he  was 
willing  to  withdraw  the  statement,  retaining, 
however,  the  opinion  to  which  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  give  expression.  This  Bill  hUd 
been  brooght  forward  by  the  Poor  Law 
Mr.  C.  JP.  ViUiere 


Board  at  ft  time  when  their  viewa  upon 
religious  matters  possibly  differed  in  some 
respects  from  those  which  they  now  enter- 
tained. But,  whatever  the  origin  of  the 
clause,  its  operation  was  plain.  In  large 
towns  it  was  invariably  found  that  the 
children  of  the  working  classes  had  been 
surreptitiously  baptized  into  the  Boman 
Catholic  faith.  Through  the  willing  agency 
of  the  public  Departments,  therefbre,  this 
Bill  would  enable  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  to  kidnap  the  children  of  humble 
Protestants  and  enrol  them  in  their  own 
commubion.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
condemned  the  Poor  Law  Board  by  striking 
out  the  clause. 

LoBD  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
hoped  that  children  would  not  be  allowed 
to  change  their  religion  without  being  ex- 
amined by  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  that 
the  question  of  religion  did  not  arise  on 
the  present  clause,  but  on  Clause  12.  The 
present  clause  merely  said  that  in  the  case 
of  children  who  were,  say.  Baptists  or 
Roman  Catbolics,  the  nearest  minister  of 
their  faith  should  be  allowed  to  go  in  and 
instruct  theni.  If,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell),  a 
child,  on  being  visited  by  a  minister  of  reli- 
gion, objected  to  being  ii^trueted  by  that 
particular  individual,  that  was  not  a  reli- 
gious objection,  but  a  personal  objection, 
and  it  did  not  seem  necessary  that  a  child 
should  have  more  liberty  in  choosing  any 
particular  person  to  instruct  him  in  his 
own  creed  than  in  the  selection  of  his 
schoolmaster. 

Mb.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  mast 
repeat  that  the  clause  providing  for  the 
Creed  Register  related  not  merely  to  child- 
ren, but  to  all  inmates  of  workhouses,  and 
a  minister  of  religion,  coming  in  and  finding 
a  person  seventy  years  of  age  registered 
as  belonging  to  his  creed,  would  have  the 
power  of  inflicting  his  visits  on  the  pauper. 
He  quite  agreed  that  a  child  of  immature 
years  should  not  have  the  power  of  saying 
that  he  would  not  have  a  particular  minis- 
ter and  would  have  another;  but  he  ob- 
jected in  the  strongest  possible  manner  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  arbitrating  in  such  a 
matter.  He  remembered  the  Poor  Law 
Board  being  very  unpopular  in  this  conntry, 
and  he  should  see  it  so  again  on  account, 
among  many  other  reasons,  of  the  passing 
of  the  present  Bill. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
hti  had  hoped  that  they  might  have  come 
to  a  comproitaiBe  on  this  clause  bj  means 
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of  the  Amendment  propoted  bj  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge,  the  age  of  foarteen 
being  inserted  instead  of  twel?e.  Perhaps 
it  might  meet  the  objections  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Ed- 
ward Howard)  if  the  age  of  sixteen  were 
inserted. 

Mr.  M*LAEBN  said,  he  thought  the 
age  of  tweWe  quite  sufficient.  He  knew 
many  children  of  that  age  who  would  puzzle 
some  hon.  Members  in  that  House  on  reli- 
gious subjects.  In  Scotland  a  person  of 
fourteen  years  of  age  was  able  to  make  a 
will,  or  appoint  a  manager  of  his  property. 
The  Marquess  of  Bute  at  that  age  chose 
a  person  to  manage  his  vast  estates. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
must  remind  the  Committee  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Powell)  applied  to  children  in  work- 
house schools,  and  the  children  in  the 
minority  had  no  chance  against  the  ma- 
jority, but  were  jeered  at  and  laughed  out 
of  their  religion.  It  appeared  from  the 
third  Report  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission 
that  a  Guardian  in  one  of  the  largest  pa- 
rishes of  the  metropolis  stated,  in  answer 
to  questions  put  to  him,  that  the  Guardians 
there  never  recognized  any  children  as 
Roman  Catholics.  He  really  must  say 
it  was  perrertipg  common  sense  to  assert 
that  poor  children  of  a  tender  age  in  work- 
houses made  choice  of  a  religion  through 
conviction.  He  had  great  difficulty  in 
assenting  to  the  compromise  which  had 
been  suggested. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  denied  that  children  under  fourteen 
years  of  age  had  any  religion  of  their  own. 
That,  to  a  certain  extent,  was  the  doctrine 
of  the  law  of  England. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  begged 
the  hon.  Member's  pardon.  His  obserfa- 
tion  on  the  subject  had  reference  to  child- 
ren in  the  disadTantageous  position  of  the 
children  in  our  workhouses. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  was  referring  to  children  in 
that  disadvantageous  position.  The  law 
of  this  country  had  been  that  if  a  child 
became  destitute  it  should  be  educated  in 
the  religion  of  the  State.  A  similar  law 
existed  in  certain  Roman  Catholic  coun- 
tries still.  He  had  been  told  of  the  case 
of  a  child  in  a  public  institution  who  ob- 
jected to  be  visited  by  a  priest.  The  father 
of  the  child  was  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  be 
was  referred  to«  and  he  did  not  wish  that 
the  priest  should  continue  his  visits.  The 
rev.  gentleman  insisted  on  doing  so,  but  a 


lawyer  explained  to  him  that  he  had  no 
right  to  adopt  such  a  course.  What  was 
the  remark  of  the  priest  ?  Why,  that  the 
father  of  the  child  must  be  a  very  bad 
Roman  Catholic.  From  first  to  last,  this 
Bill  was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  England. 
It  was  a  departure  from  the  modification 
of  the  original  law  of  England  that  the 
Church  of  England,  being  tolerant,  should 
be  the  instructress  to  all  who  did  not  pro* 
fess  a  different  religion.  It  w«uld  make 
the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  an  instru- 
ment for  enforcing  intolerance.  The  Se- 
cretary of  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  gone 
the  length  of  asking  the  leave  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord 
Edward  Howard)  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell).  We  were  ra- 
pidly going  from  the  tolerant  system  of 
the  Law  of  England  to  the  most  intoterant 
system  of  religion  ever  known  in  the  world. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  bethought  there 
was  a  concurrence  of  opinion  that  the 
clause  in  its  present  form  should  not  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  question  was  as  to 
the  way  in  which  it  should  be  amended. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Powell)  would  not 
substitute  sixteen  for  fourteen  years  of  age 
in  the  proposed  Amendment. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  the  opinions 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  im- 
bued, were  very  erroneous  one.  When 
listening  to  the  hon.  Member  he  was  re- 
minded of  a  story  he  had  heard  of  an  Irish 
barrister.  The  learned  gentleman  had 
told  an  attorney  that  he  must  succeed  in  a 
certain  action.  The  attorney  was  de- 
feated, and  meeting  the  barrister  some 
time  after,  said  to  him,  "  I  acted  on  your 
opinion  and  was  cast."  "  Where  did  I 
give  you  that  opinion  ?  '*  said  the  barrister. 
"  In  Capel  Street,"  was  the  reply.  "  Oh, 
then,"  rejoined  the  barrister,  "never  be- 
lieve a  Capel  Street  opinion  again."  He 
would  recommend  the  lion.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  to  remember  the  moral 
of  that  story.  As  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Powell),  he  contended  that  children 
of  fourteen  years  old  in  workhouses  were 
not  competent  to  select  their  own  creed. 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  that  the 
gentlemen  who  called  for  an  alteration  in 
the  existing  law  were  in  reality  the  per- 
sons who  would  give  rise  to  a  selection  of 
creeds  on  the  part  of  children  in  work- 
houses. 
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Mr.  M.  chambers  said,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  vote  in  favour  of  the  retention  of 
the  word  "  twelve."  But  he  must  observe 
that  the  Amendment  to  the  clause  was 
founded  upon  a  mistake.  It  was  supposed 
that  the  clause  provided  that  a  minister 
belonging  to  the  creed  of  a  child  who  was 
on  the  register  of  the  workhouse  as  con- 
nected with  that  creed  might  insist  upon 
instructing  that  child.  Now,  the  clause 
merely  pwavided  that  such  minister  "  may* 
in  accordance  with  the  regulations  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,"  visit  and  instruct  such 
persons. 

Mr.  STNAN  proposed  that  the  clause 
should  be  further  amended  by  the  addition 
to  it  of  the  words  "  and  who  shall  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  be  com- 
petent to  exercise  a  judgment  on  the  sub- 
ject/' a  proposal  which  was  supported  by 
Mr.  Villiers. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  he  objected  to  the 
addition  because  the  Amendment  would 
then  be  applicable  to  the  inmates  of  work- 
houses, however  old  they  might  be. 

Mr.  M*LAREN  said,  that  if  the  Poor 
Law  Board  were  to  send  down  an  inspector 
to  make  inquiry  into  each  individual  case 
and  report  thereupon,  they  might  as  well 
take  away  all  rule  and  control  from  the 
local  authorities. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  he  had 
had  considerable  experience  in  this  matter, 
having  for  about  eight  years  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Supervision  in  Scot- 
land. He  had  always  stood  up  for  the 
right  of  children  to  be  educated  in  the 
religion  of  their  parents,  but  nevertheless 
he  should  deprecate  any  addition  to  this 
clause,  as  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  for 
the  interest  of  all  parties  that  a  fixed  rule 
should  be  established. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
added  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  as 
amended." 

The  Committee  dtmcieci :  —  Ayes  18; 
Noes  66:  Majority  48. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  11  (Where  no  Religious  Service 
provided  in  the  Workhouse,  the  Inmate 
may,  on  Sunday  or  other  Sacred  Day,  go 
to  his  own  proper  Place  of  Worship). 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  should 
not  press  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  as  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
clause  as  it  now  stood. 

Clause  agreed  to, 
Mr.  T.  Ohambert 


Clause  12  (No  Child  in  the  Workhouse 
or  School  visited  by  a  Minister  of  its  own 
Religion  shall  be  required  to  attend  any 
other  Religious  Services,  unless,  being 
above  Twelve  Years  of  Age,  he  shall 
desire  to  do  so). 

Mr.  POWELL  moved  in  page  6,  line  5, 
before  "such  minister''  to  insert  "the 
parent  or  surviving  parent  of  such  child 
or  in  the  case  of  orphans  or  deserted  chil- 
dren." His  object  was  to  preserve  parental 
authority  in  the  case  of  children  who  were 
inmates  of  a  workhouse. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
thought  the  parent  was  not  always  com- 
petent to  form  an  opinion,  and  might,  in- 
deed, bo  an  imbecile. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  that  in  order  to 
make  the  clause  conformable  with  Clause  10, 
he  would  beg  to  move  the  omission  from  the 
end  of  the  clause  of  the  words  *'  and  who 
shall  be  considered  by  the  Poor  Law  Board 
to  be  competent  to  exercise  a  Judgment 
upon  the  Subject."  The  Board  would 
judge  by  it  sofficers,  many  of  whom  were 
Roman  Catholics. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Poor  Law  Board  to  appoint 
Auditors). 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  pro- 
posed the  insertion  in  line  35,  after  the 
word  "do,"  of  the  words  "and  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Poor  Law  Board 
Act,  1847>  relative  to  the  salaries  of  the 
persons  therein  mentioned  shall  apply  to 
the  salaries  of  the  persons  to  be  appointed 
as  auditors  by  the  Poor  Law  Board." 
Several  Committees  had  reported  in  fayour 
of  that  proposal. 

Mr.  SCLATER- BOOTH  said,  the 
election  of  the  auditors  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Guardians,  and  it  was  the 
accounts  of  the  Guardians  which  had  to 
be  audited.  It  was  obvious  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  in  that  respect  was 
anomalous,  and  exactly  the  same  as  if  a 
Board  of  Directors  were  to  appoint  the 
auditors  of  their  own  expenditure. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  that  the 
object  should  be  to  exclude  central  patron- 
age while  increasing  central  control.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Guardians  should 
nominate  three  persons  for  the  office  of 
auditor,  and  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
should  appoint  one  of  those  three. 
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Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
be  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Candlish),  who  bad  given 
notice  to  move  to  leave  out  from  line  30 
to  line  37  indlusive,  that  when  the  Guar- 
dtauB  failed  to  appoint  their  own  officere, 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  though  they  had  no 
wish  for  the  power,  could  make  the  ap- 
pointments. The  Committee  of  1864,  after 
going  most  fully  into  this  matter,  reported 
that  the  substitution  of  district  auditors 
for  auditors  elected  by  the  Guardians  had 
led  to  greater  uniformity  of  procedure,  more 
Yigilance,  and  more  careful  expenditure, 
and  recommended  that  the  auditors  should 
be  reduced  in  number  and  should  devote 
their  whole  time  to  the  public  service. 
Previous  Committees  had  taken  the  same 
Tiew,  and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
clause  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  hurst  said,  he  was  quite  satis- 
fled  with  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  and  hoped 
there  would  be  no  opposition  to  the  clause. 

Ma.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  he  must 
eontend  that  the  ratepayers,  who  were 
those  chiefly  interested  in  checking  lavish 
expenditure,  should  have  the  appointment 
of  anditorA. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  14  to  20,  inclusive,  agreed  <o. 

Clause  21  (Repeal  of  Penalties  on  Parish 
Officers  supplying  Goods  in  Unions). 

Mr.  candlish  said,  this  clause  pro- 
posed to  repeal  certain  Acts  which  had 
been  passed  for  the  purpose  of  prohibiting 
parochial  officers  from  purchasing  goods 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  from  themselves. 
The  overseers  of  the  poor  had  to  a  certain 
extent  the  dispensation  of  relief,  and  there- 
fore they  should  not  have  the  power  of 
Snrchasing  from  themselves  the  goods  they 
ad  to  dispense.  He  proposed  to  omit 
from  the  clause  the  words  "  and  overseers 
of  the  poor." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
the  proposed  Amendment  was  unnecessary, 
because  though  the  overseers  had  certain 
duties  to  discharge  towards  the  poor  they 
bad  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  con- 
trol of  the  expenditure. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Claoses  22  and  23  agreed  to. 


Clause  E  (Interpretation  of  25  b  26  Ftct 
c.  43,  and  29  &  30  Vict  o.  113.  s.  14,  as 
to  Child  and  Consent  of  Parents). 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  moved  to  omit 
the  words  ''deserted  child  or."  The 
Amendment  would  provide  in  effect  that 
a  deserted  child  should  be  treated  as  a 
child  of  the  State  and  should  be  brought 
up  as  a  Protestant. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  there  were  in  the  workhouses  1,000 
Roman  Catholic  children  who  were  brought 
up  'as  Protestants  because  there  was  no  one 
to  demand  that  they  should  be  brought  up 
in  their  own  creed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  whe- 
ther a  child  which  had  had  the  misfortune 
to  lose  its  parents  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  tender  mercies  of  those  who  wished 
to  kidnap  children  for  their  own  creed  ? 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  that  the 
Amendment  would  really  reverse  the  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  for  the  last  thirty 
years  in  this  country.  The  law  was  that 
where  a  child's  parent  was  notoriously  of 
a  certain  religion  the  child  should  be  brought 
up  in  that  religion.  That  was  Clause  19 
in  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act ;  but, 
in  some  cases,  the  operation  of  the  law 
had  been  defeated  by  preventing  the  sup- 
ply of  the  proper  evidence  of  the  parents' 
religion.  In  effect  the  result  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  bring  up  as  Protestants 
the  children  of  Catholics.  [Mr.  Kinnaird  : 
Only  where  the  child  has  been  deserted* 
and  the  religion  of  the  parent  is  not  known.] 
But  it  was  much  easier  to  ascertain  the 
religion  of  the  parents  of  deserted  children 
than  any  others.  The  witness  by  whom 
this  was  stated  came  from  Birmingham, 
and  was  now  employed  in  Marylebone.  It 
appeared  from  his  evidence  that  in  the 
latter  place  deserted  and  orphan  children 
were  brought  up  in  the  religion  of  the 
parents,  and  that  since  this  system  was 
adopted  better  order  had  been  kept  in  the 
House,  there  had  been  better  conduct 
among  the  paupers,  and  the  townspeople 
were  satisfied.  The  Amendment  proposed 
a  refinement  in  intolerance  which  would 
carry  us  back  thirty  years,  and  it  involved 
a  principle  which  was  quite  new,  that  of 
punishing  parents  by  choosing  a  religion 
for  their  children,  and  which  might  be  ap- 
plied to  offences  other  than  desertion. 

Mr.  T.  CHAMBERS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  P.  Villlers)  had  come 
round  to  the  view  he  (Mr.  T.  Chambers) 
had  advanced  at  firsts  that  the  Bill  waa  i^^\ 
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neooBsarj  if  the  proTisions  of  the  present 
latv  were  carried  out. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  the 
Amendtnont  proposed  a  different  law  for 
the  poor  from  that  applied  to  the  rieh.  A 
child  possessed  of  property  would  be  brought 
under  the  cognizance  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, which  would  ascertain  the  religion  of 
the  parents  and  take  care  that  the  child 
was  brought  up  in  it,  but  because  children 
were  helpless  and  friendless  they  were  to 
be  treated  in  a  different  manner.  What 
he  asked  was  that  all  children,  proTed  to 
belong  to  Catholic  parents,  whether  tfaey 
had  been  deserted  or  were  orphans  should 
be  brought  up  in  their  parents'  religion. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment only  affected  *'  deserted  "  -^  not 
orphan— -children,  so  that  the  appeal  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  point.  There 
was  no  illiberality  in  the  State  taking  care 
of  these  deserted  children — children  picked 
out  of  the  gutter — and  in  the  State  pro- 
viding them  with  education.  What  was 
the  meaning  of  *'a  deserted  child?*'  It 
was  a  child  not  claimed  by  any  one,  and 
for  whom  there  was  no  one  willing  to  pay. 
All  that  was  wanted  was  that  it  should  not 
be  assumed  that  such  deserted  children 
were  Roman  Catholics. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed in  the  case  of  deserted  children-^ 
on  the  ground  that  they  had  no  person 
standing  in  a  recognized  relation  to  them, 
and  that  they  were  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
State  —  that  they  should,  therefore,  be 
brought  up  in  the  religion  of  the  State. 
But  that  was  not  the  principle  of  the  exist- 
ing Poor  Laws,  which  were  conceifed  on 
the  principle  that  children  should  be  brought 
up  in  what  was  supposed  to  be  their  own 
religion  —  namely,  that  of  their  parents, 
provided  it  could  be  ascertained.  Kow,  all 
that  the  clause  would  do  in  the  case  of  de- 
serted as  well  as  in  that  of  orphan  children 
would  be  to  enable  the  Poor  Law  Board 
not  to  act  on  the  assumption  that  the  chil- 
dren were  of  any  particular  faith,  but  to 
accept  the  evidence  which  a  Creed  Register 
might  afford  of  such  faith,  and  when  that 
was  ascertained  the  religion  of  the  father 
was  to  rule  the  religion  of  the  child. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  Creed 
Register  would  not  prove  the  religion  of 
the  parents,  but  only  the  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  the  person  who  made  the  entry. 
The  result  would  be  that  these  deserted 
children  would  be  put  up  to  auctiou,  and 
they  all  knew  who  would  claim  them.  He 
maintained  that  when  the  parents  were  not 
Mr.  T.  Chambers 


forthesming  the  ohildran  should  l^e  brQvtght 
up  in  the  religion  of  the  State. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
support  the  Amendment.  This  question 
of  the  removal  of  children  would  give  rise 
to  a  great  deal  of  squabbling. 

Mr.  S  YNAN  said,  that  in  the  majority 
of  cases  there  would  be  no  diflBculty  in 
ascertaining  the  religion  of  the  parents  of 
a  deserted  child. 

Mr.  SCLATER- booth  said,  he 
thought  hon.  Gentlemen  were  losing  sight 
of  the  meaning  of  the  clause.  The  gist 
of  the  alteration  proposed  was  that  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  in  the  absence  of  a 
requisition  from  the  parents  or  god-parents, 
might  exercise  the  powers  vested  in  thera 
by  the  Poor  Law  Act,  and,  upon  reasonable 
evidence  of  the  religion  of  the  parents, 
order  deserted  children  to  be  sent  to  a 
denominational  registered  school  where 
they  would  be  brought  up  in  their  parents' 
religion. 

Mr.  AYTOUN  said,  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  to  be 
conducted  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  before 
taking  such  a  step,  and  whether  .the  evi- 
dence taken  by  the  officials  who  made  the 
inquiry  was  to  be  laid  before  the  Guardians 
and  the  public  ?  The  opinion  throughout 
the  country  would  be  that  the  religion  to 
which  the  child  would  he  assigned  would 
depend  very  much  upon  the  person  to 
whom  the  inquiry  would  be  committed. 
The  public  had  very  little  faith  in  Boards 
for  such  purposes  as  these. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
whole  debate  had  shown  that  all  the  words 
of  the  clause  after  "  these  Acts"  ought 
to  be  struck  out,  and  therefore  he  should 
move  that  they  should  be  struck  ont.  They 
were  asked  to  give  the  Poor  Law  Board 
the  perfectly  novel  power  of  sending  de- 
serted children  out  of  the  workhouse  to  a 
denominational  school.  Upon  what  evi- 
dence was  the  Poor  Law  Board  to  judge 
of  the  creed  to  which  the  child  should  be 
consigned  ?  The  fact  was  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  no  right  to  part  with  the  children 
in  favour  of  any  denomination  whatever. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  17f  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "  Acts "  to  the 
end  of  the  Clause." — {Mr,  NewdegaU.) 

Mr.  T.  chambers  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate). 

Amendment^  by  leAve;,  wikArwfn. 
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Ur.  C.  p.  YILLIERS  md,  this  was 
an  objection  againsi  tbe  existence  of  a 
Creed  Register.  There  was  no  diflScultj  in 
the  matter.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  paro- 
chial oflBcer  to  ascertain  what  was  the  reli- 
gion of  the  parents. 

Mr.  ram  sat  said,  the  difficulty  he 
felt  was  as  to  how  they  were  to  ascertain 
the  religion  of  the  parents  when  the  de- 
serted child  was  too  young  to  gi?e  any 
information. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  56 ; 
Noes  13  :  Majority  43. 

Olanse  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  moved  a  clause  (Pe- 
riod for  re-payment  of  Loans  may  be  ex- 
tended from  twenty  to  thirty  years).  Th^ 
object  of  it  was  to  apportion  the  re- pay- 
ment fairly  between  the  present  and  future 
ratepayers. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  considered  the  clause  unnecessary,  as 
the  present  system  worked  perfectly  well. 
Sinoe  the  passing  of  the  Poor  Law  Act  a 
sum  of  £7*000,000  had  been  borrowed  on 
R  uniform  plan,  which  it  would  not  be  well 
to  interfere  with. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mr.  read  moved  a  new  clause  (Pay- 
ments for  bastard  children). 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CANDLISH  said,  in  the  absence 
of  Mr.  T.  Potter,  he  would  move  a  clause 
(Provision  for  poor  deaf  and  dumb  or  blind 
children),  empowering  Guardians  to  send 
deaf  and  dumb  children  to  uncertified  in- 
stitutions. 

.   Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  moved  the 
addition  of  a  clause  (Lands  and  buildings 
•oquired  and  used  under  the  Poor  Law 
Acts  exempted  from  increased  assess- 
ment). 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
that  no  such  provision  as  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  called  for  except  by 
one  or  two  of  the  metropolitan  unions.  If 
it  should  be  generally  demanded  there 
would  be  ample  opportunity  for  considering 
it  hereafter. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  MILL  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  a  clause  of  similar  effect, 
though  not  going  so  far  as  that  proposed 


by  tbe  hon.  Mexpber  for  Marylebene  (Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis).  No  injustice  would  be 
done  to  any  locality  by  the  adoption  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice.  Its 
principle  was  that  asylums,  hospitals,  and 
other  buildings,  and  all  land  used  or  occu- 
pied therewith  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Metropolis  Poor  Act,  1867,  should  be 
assessed  for  rates  upon  the  annual  value 
of  the  site,  and  any  buildings  on  it  at  the 
time  of  the  purchase. 

Mr.  H.  E.  SURTEES  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Stuart  Mill's)  argument  applied  to  a  clause 
not  before  the  Committee. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TATLOR  moved  a  clause 
(Any  ratepayer  shall,  under  proper  regula- 
tions, have  the  right  to  be  present  at  the 
meetings  of  Boards  of  Guardians). 

Clause  (Any  ratepayer  shall,  under 
proper  regulations,  have  the  right  to  be 
present  at  the  meetings  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians.)—(i/r.  Taylor,) — hrouffht  vp,  and 
read  the  first  time. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  clause.  Reporters 
were  present  at  the  meetings  of  all  Doards 
of  Guardians  of  importance,  and  that  ought 
to  be  sufficient  for  the  ratepayers. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read 
a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  5; 
Noes  32  :  Majority  27. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments,  and  an 
amended  Title  ;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morrow, 


WEST  INDIES  BILL— [Bnx  124.] 
(Afr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Sdater-Booih) 

lords'  ahbndments. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  GURNEY  said,  that 
with  the  view  of  protecting  a  vested  inte- 
rest which,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
respected  by  the  Legislature,  ho  would  beg 
to  move  to  leave  out — 

"As  suoh  coadjutor,  continue  to  act  in  the 
same  manner  as  at  present  as  Archdeacon  of 
Middlesex/'  and  insert  '*  and  exercises  episcopal 
functions  therein,  continue  to  receive  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two 
thousand  pounds,  which  has  hitherto  heen  made 
to  him  in  part  by  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  oat  of 
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the  stipend  of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the 
said  Bishop  from  the  Oonsolidated  Fand,  under 
the  before-recited  Acts,  and  in  pnrt  out  of  the 
stipend  appropriated  to  his  Archdeaconry  of 
Middlesex  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under 
the  said  Acts  ;  Provided,  That  during  his  receipt 
of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall  be 
made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in 
respeot  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex." 

If  the  coadjutor  Bishop  of  Kingston  had 
not  technically  a  vested  tnterest,  he  had  a 
strong  moral  claim. 

The  Bald  Amendment  heing  read  a  second 

time ;  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  the  words  ''as  such  coadjutor, 
continue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at  present 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "  and  exercises  episcopal  functions 
therein,  continue  to  receive  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two  thousand 
pounds  which  has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in 
part  by  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend 
of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  re- 
cited Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  appro- 
priated to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said  Acts: 
ProTided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual 
payment  no  payment  shall  be  made  to  him  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry of  Middlesex,"-— (iUt*.  Rtutell  Oumey,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  The 
Lords'  Amendment/' 

Mr.  card  well  said,  he  thought  the 
claim  rested  neither  on  a  technical  nor  a 
moral  ground,  and  that  the  precedent 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
would  estahlish  might  be  productive  of 
great  inconvenience  hereafter.  The  pro- 
posal was  really  one  for  appointing  a  new 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  after  the  next  avoidance 
of  the  see. 

Mr.  BOUYERIE  said,  he  would  point 
out  that,  as  a  new  charge  would  be  imposed 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  the  matter  could 
not  be  taken  into  consideration  except 
under  a  Resolution  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  the  Qovern- 
ment  would  accede  to  the  proposal,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  expedient  to  deal  with 
such  a  claim  in  a  wide  and  generouSi  and 
not  in  a  niggardly,  spirit.  The  clause  was 
drawn  by  the  late  Lord  Cranworth.  He 
thought  there  was  a  fair  moral  claim  ;  and 
that  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  would  be 
hardly  dealt  with  if  the  House  did  not 
view  the  matter  in  a  liberal  spirit. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  thought  there 
was  much  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Recorder. 

Mr.  RubmU  Qwney 


Mb.  LOWE  said,  it  appeared  that  a 
coadjutor  Bishop  had  been  appointed  to 
assist  the  Bishop.  The  office  of  the  coad- 
jutor was  correlative  with  that  of  the 
Bishop,  and  could  not  extend  beyond  it. 
When  the  present  Bishop  died  the  office  of 
his  coadjutor  could  not  continue  to  exist. 
The  Houle  were  asked  to  give  the  coadjutor, 
not  in  virtue  of  an  office  which  he  held 
now,  hut  in  virtue  of  an  office  which  he 
would  hold  after  the  death  of  the  Bishop 
of  Jamaica,  a  sum  of  £1,600  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  held  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock (Mr.  Bouverie)  that  this  could  not 
now  he  done. 

Mr.  M'LARBN  said,  that  the  Bishop  of 
Kingston  had  at  present  a  life-interest  in 
the  life  of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica,  and  it 
was  now  proposed  to  give  him  a  life-interest 
in  two  lives.  The  difference  was  just  a 
grant  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  no  new 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  would 
be  created  by  the  adoption  of  the  propo- 
sition. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  whole  question 
seems  to  be  whether  this  is  a  new  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  or  a  reserration 
from  the  £20,000  supposed  to  be  given 
up.  The  Bill  proposes  to  relieve  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  from  the  payment  of 
£20,000,  while  if  the  Amendment  be 
passed  it  wonld  only  be  relieved  of  £18,000. 
I  think  it  is  a  matter  which  is  open  to  the 
decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  POWELL  said,  that  as  the  subject 
appeared  to  be  taking  wider  range,  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Debate  adjou,iiiMd  till  To-nwrrov). 

PBIBOSrS  (lRELAin>)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Mato,  Bill  to  make 
further  and  better  provision  for  the  oastody  of 
Prisoners,  and  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Prisons,  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
The  Earl  of  Mato,  and  Mr.  Anoanr  GanBib 
for  Ibsland. 
Bill  presentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  2I»6.] 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 


before  Three  o^eloek. 
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HOUSE   OP  LORDS, 
Tue9day,  July  28,  1868. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuc  "QxuM—Second  Reading^ 
Colonial  Governora  Pensions  Act  Amendment  * 
(289). 

CmMnitUe  —  Inland  Revenue*  (279);  Election 
Petitions  and  Corrapc  Practices  at  Elections 

S87) ;  Danube  Works  Loan  *  (272) ;  Saint 
ary  Somerset's  Cburoh,  London.  *  (278). 
Report — Inland  ReTcuue*  (279);  Election  Peti- 
tions and  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
(287);  Danube  Works  Loan*  (272);  Saint 
Mary  Somerset's  Church,  London,  *  (278). 
Third  Reading — Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria^ 
tion)*;  Colonial  Shipping*  (274);  Turnpike 
Aets  Continuance  •  (263)  ;  Electric  Tele- 
graphs (282)  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  * 
(280) ;   Drainage  and  ImproTement  of  Lands 

S "eland)  Supplemental  (No.  4)*  (273)  ;  Poor 
w  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation* 
(266) ;  Registration  (Ireland)  (281),  and  passed. 

ELECTION   PETITIONS   AND   CORRUPT 

PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

{The  Lard  Privy  Seal,) 

(no.  287.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  he 
put  into  Committee  read. 
.  Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion dealt  with  hj  this  Bill  was  one  of  such 
importance  that,  notwithstanding  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  at  which  it  had  come 
vp  to  their  Lordships,  he  wished  to  tres- 
paea  upon  their  attention  for  a  few  minutes 
while  he  expressed  his  opinion  upon  it.  He 
thought  that  the  transfer  of  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  in  deciding 
upon  election  cases  to  the  Judges  was  a 
Tery  serious  matter,  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  done  without  the  grarest consideration. 
If,  indeed,  he  could  helieve  that  the  transfer 
would  lead  to  the  repression  of  bribery  at 
elections,  he  should  be  inclined  to  waive 
his  objections ;  but,  he  must  say,  he  did 
not  anticipate  that  such  would  he  the  re- 
sult. The  transfer  of  jurisdiction  he  re- 
garded as  in  itself  an  evil,  and  it  was  cer- 
tainly a  great  change  in  our  Constitution  ; 
for  although  the  Grenville  Act  and  subse- 
onent  Acts  had  transferred  the  jurisdiction 
nrom  the  whole  body  of  the  House  to  five 
Members  of  it,  the  power  had  virtually 
rested,  up  to  the  present  moment,  with  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  it  was  now,  for 
the  first  time,  to  be  taken  away  altogether. 
It  seemed  to  him  a  grave  constitutional 
qaestion,  whether  the  House  of  Commons 
should  part  with  this  tribunal.  Another 
eyil  of  the  transfer  was  that  there  would  not 
be  henceforth  the  same  opportunity  for 
that   exercise  of   business    habits  which 

YOL.  CXCIIL  [ttttbt)  sebies.] 


made  the  House  of  Commons  something 
more  than  a  mere  debating  society.     If 
both  Election   Petitions  and  Private  Bill 
legislation  were  taken  away  from  them, 
the  functions  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would   be  materially  curtailed. 
This  would  not  have  mattered  so  much,  if 
the  House  of  Commons  had  retained  ulti- 
mate decision   over   these  matters  ;    but 
their  whole  powers  were  transferred  to  the 
Judges,   and    nothing  kept   back.      He 
did    not    believe    the   Bill     now    under 
discussion  would   be    a  remedy  for  elec- 
toral corruption,  for  the  evil,  he  feared, 
was  too  deep-seated  to  be  removed  by  this 
measure.     He  was  sorry,  too,  to  find  that 
a  great  deficiency  of  the  present  system 
had  not  been  supplied — he  referred  to  the 
want  of  motive  power.  Only  electors  would 
be  able  to  initiate  proceedings,  and  the 
consequence  would  be  that  in  the  very  bo- 
roughs where  there  had  been  the  greatest 
corruption,  and  where  both  parties  had 
been  engaged  in  and  had  profited  by  it, 
no  Petitions  would  be  presented.     It  was 
notorious  that  the  worst  cases  were  those 
in  which,  both  parties  being  afraid  of  the 
consequences,  no  Petitions  were  presented. 
Now  what  was  wanted  was  that  any  per- 
sons, whether  electors  or  not,  should  be 
competent  to  bring  forward  cases,  or  else 
that   a  public  prosecutor  should   be  ap- 
pointed.    The  matter  ought  not  to  be  left 
to  the  electors,  because  the  most  flagrant 
cases  would  then  he  hushed  up.    The  con- 
sequence would  be  that  the  Bill  would  al- 
together fail  to  put  an  end  to  bribery  and 
corruption.      Another  point  deserving   of 
consideration  was  that  legislation  was  of 
little  use,  unless  it  was  supported  by  pub- 
lic opinion,  which  was  not  the  fact  in  the 
present  case.     What  instance  was  there 
of  a  man  engaged  in  bribery  having  been 
on  that  account  discredited  in  society,  or 
having  any  moral  stigma  attached  to  him  ? 
So  far  from  this,  he  had  known  cases  of 
men  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery  be- 
coming Cabinet  Ministers,  and  filling  the 
highest  offices  in  the  State.     Witho.ut  a 
healthy  public  opinion  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  would  be  of  little  effect.    He  believed, 
indeed,  that  election  agents  throughout  the 
country  were  putting  their  heads  together, 
and  were  already  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  corrupt  practices  would  go  on  much 
as  before,  notwithstanding  the  coming  down 
of  a  Judge  to  institute  an  inquiry  on  the 
spot.     He  was  sorry  that  some  provisions 
which  would  have  been  very  beneficial  had 
been  rejected  by  the  House  of  OQinnw^x!Ak« 
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One  of  thMe  was  that  eleotlon  expeoMi, 
or  at  least  a  moiety  of  them,  should  be 
eharged  on  the  rates.  That  was  an  ez- 
eellent  proposition,  and  he  regretted  that 
after  having  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  it 
was  ultimately  struck  out.  He  would  say 
nothing  of  what  passed  in  the  other  House 
on  the  subject,  as  he  wished  to  avoid  any- 
thing offensive,  but  he  much  regretted 
the  absence  of  that  clause.  He  also,  re- 
gretted that  an  end  had  not  been  put 
to  canvassing  agents,  and,  indeed,  to  can* 
VRssing  altogether,  for  if  bribery  was 
to  be  put  down  some  strong  step  of 
this  kind  must  be  taken.  He  approved 
the  clause  disqualifying  any  person  who 
had  been  guilty  of  bribery  from  sitting 
in  Parliament  for  seven  years.  He  was 
not  so  sure,  however,  that  the  disqualifica- 
tion should  be  extended  to  disqualification 
for  the  magistracy,  and  unless  there  was 
to  be  an  Address  to  the  Crown  to  remove 
persons  guilty  of  bribery  from  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  he  did  not  see  how 
this  provision  was  to  operate.  A  proposal 
had  been  brought  forward  that  Members 
should  make  a  declaration  that  they  had 
not  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  ;  but 
under  the  circumstances  he  was  glad  that 
it  had  been  rejected.  Its  operation  would 
probably  have  been  just  as  nugatory  as 
the  property  qualification  used  to  be,  for  it 
was  notorious  that  Members  possessed  of 
some  pretended  qualification  did  not  scruple 
to  go  up  to  the  table  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  make  the  deolaration.  The 
declaration  against  bribery  might  in  the 
same  way  have  become  a  mere  farce,  and 
he  was  therefore  glad  that  it  had  been 
rejected  ;  but  the  way  in  which  it  was 
generally  recoiled  from  was  a  proof  that 
no  public  opinion  existed  which  would  back 
legislation,  and  so  pot  an  end  to  bribery. 
Another  question  was  that  of  travelling 
expenses.  There  was  no  more  frequent 
form  of  bribery  than  the  paying  voters  a 
larger  sum  than  they  had  actually  dis- 
bursed ;  yet  the  Bill  contained  nothing  to 
check  this.  The  municipal  Blections  were 
another  source  of  bribery.  When  the 
Municipal  Reform  Act  was  passed  appre- 
hensions were  expressed  on  this  point,  and 
it  was  notorious  that  bribery  prevailed  at 
these  elections.  This,  he  feared,  would 
continue  to  be  the  case ;  and  indeed  bribery 
might  be  practised  at  municipal  Elections 
with  a  view  to  influencing  Parliamentary 
Elections.  He  regretted,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  did  not  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
former.  There  was  one  remedy  for  bribery, 
Lord  Lyveden 


the  ballot  i  but  |ha|  was  ao  o^eetionaUe 
in  other  respects  that  he,  for  one,  oould 
not  support  it.  At  the  same  time  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  the  only  effectual  check. 
Again,  in  this  Bill  there  was  a  want  of 
definitions.  In  the  1st  clause,  indeed, 
there  was  a  definition  of  "  oormpt  prac- 
tices ;'*  and  what  were  they  ?  They  were 
bribery,  treating,  and  undue  influence.  In 
an  after-part  of  the  Bill  they  were  told 
that  a  Commission  was  to  be  issued  tp  in- 
quire into  corrupt  practices.  But  was  a 
Commission  to  be  issned  to  inquire  into 
treating,  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  amount 
of  treating  to  be  inquired  into  t  Again, 
what  was  undue  influence  ?  Would  anyone 
give  him  a  definition  of  it  f  He  could  not 
conceive  anything  more  difficult.  Then 
there  was  bribery  by  custom,  as,  for  in- 
stance, if  a  candidate  employed  tradesmen 
in  a  town — if  he  employed  the  butcher, 
the  shoemaker,  and  the  grocer ;  bat,  in 
that  case,  how  could  the  Bill  reach  him  ? 
And  yet  bribery  in  that  shape  was  quite  as 
fool  as  in  any  other.  He  felt  that  bribery 
could  only  be  put  an  end  to  by  creating  a 
public  opinion  against  it ;  but  it  might  be 
very  much  checked  in  the  way  he  had  in- 
dicated. He  believed  that  candidates  were 
more  in  fault  than  any  other  persons,  and 
that  if  they  obese  really  to  set  their  £sees 
against  bribery  they  might  do  much  to  put 
an  end  to  it.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to 
admit  that  it  did  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment great  credit  to  have  made  this  at- 
tempt^o  put  down  bribery,  ami  he  had  not 
the  slightest  intention  of  opposing  the 
Bill.  But  he  thought  that  some  roeasore 
was  wanting  to  bring  this  offence  before 
the  Judges  otherwise  than  throngh  the 
electors,  who  were  persons  very  much  in- 
terested, and  who  would  be  under  the 
apprehension  of  being  disfranchised  them- 
selves or  getting  their  borough  diafran- 
chised.  The  consequence  would  be  that 
many  cases  of  bribery  most  gross  and  la- 
mentable would  never  come  under  the 
cognisance  of  the  Judges  ;  and  in  this  way 
the  Act  would  become  inoperative. 

Thk  Earl  of  MALMBSBURT  thooght 
that  the  conclusion  which  would  naturally 
be  drawn  from  the  noble  Lord's  speech  waa 
that  he  would  vote  against  the  Bill,  be* 
cause  he  considered  that  no  legislation 
whatever  would  be  of  any  use — he  seemed 
to  consider  that  the  vices  of  human  nature 
were  so  inherent  and  impossible  to  eorreot 
that  all  attempts  to  legislate  on  the  anb- 
ject  would  be  thrown  away.  That  miffht 
be  the  case ;  but  at  all  erents  fler  Ma* 
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jeat/s  (JoTernment  had  ihouffbt  it  their 
duty  to  try  a  new  coarse  of  legislation 
with  regard  to  briberj  when  all  other 
ooursea  had  failed.  As  to  the  pri?ileges 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  there  could  be 
DO  doubt  that  House  had  fully  considered 
the  matter  during  the  period — some  months 
—while  the  matter  was  before  them.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  he  had  no  hope 
from  the  proposed  tribunal,  the  highest  in 
this  or  perhaps  in  any  other  country,  the 
most  respectable,  and  the  most  incor- 
ruptible. He  differed  entirely  from  the 
noble  Lord.  Let  their  Lordships  only  con- 
sider what  was  the  state  of  opinion  out-of- 
doors  about  the  Committees  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  trying  Election  Petitions. 
What  was  the  first  question  asked  when  a 
man  had  got  a  Committee  to  try  his  Peti- 
tion ?  It  was  this  —  "  How  is  the  Com- 
mittee formed  ?  Is  it  a  good  one  or  a  bad 
one  ?"  Questions  of  that  kind  were  de- 
bated in  the  most  open  manner  ;  and  what 
did  all  that  show  f  Not  that  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  were  not  capa- 
ble of  giving  the  best  decision  in  the 
ease,  but  that  public  opinion  did  not  re- 

rt  the  tribunal  and  used  to  speak  of 
Committees  in  the  offensiTe  manner 
he  had  described.  Assuredly,  then,  it  was 
time  to  send  Election  Petitions  to  be  tried 
before  a  tribunal  which  could  not  possibly 
be  suspected.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  more  ought  to  be  done  with  a  view 
to  encourage  the  presentation  of  Petitions. 
Now  he  fcry  much  doubted  the  necessity 
of  such  a  course.  By  the  new  Reform  Bill 
the  number  of  electors  would  be  very  much 
multiplied  ;  and  almost  every  man  in  a  bo- 
rough —  at  all  events  almost  every  man 
of  respectability — and  every  householder 
would  be  an  elector,  and  everyone  would 
have  it  in  his  power,  on  certain  conditions, 
to  challenge  the  election.  He  thought  it 
Tery  likely  that  the  beaten  party  would 
have  among  its  members  plenty  of  persons 
with  zeal  enough  to  challenge  the  election 
when  needful  without  the  intervention  of 
A  public  prosecutor.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
had  said  something  about  the  ballot— that, 
though  he  would  not  vote  for  it  himself,  it 
would  be  a  security  against  corruption.  He 
differed  altogether  from  the  noble  Lord. 
Their  Lordships  must  have  heard  how  the 
ballot  was  managed  in  other  countries,  how 
agents  were  engaged,  how  they  organized 
bodies  of  voters,  and  told  them  that  if  Mr. 
So-and-So  came  in  they  would  have  so 
much  to  be  divided  among  them — the  can- 
didate would  make  a  conditional  promise 


to  the  agent  and  the  agent  to  the  voter. 
This  was  only  a  temporary  measure ;  it 
was  only  to  be  passed  practically  for  four 
years  ;  their  Lordships  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  how  it  would  work,  and 
of  judging  of  the  results. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  23,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Shorthand  Writer  to  attend 
Trial  of  Election  Petitions). 

LoBD  ROM  ILLY  said,  this  clause  re- 
quired that  the  proceedings  of  these  election 
trials  should  be  taken  down  by  the  Short- 
hand Writers  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  thought  that  it  had  better  be  left  to  the 
shorthand  writers  who  usually  attended 
the  Courts ;  but  he  would  not  press  the 
Amendments  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
thought  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  withdrawing 
his  Amendment.  Admitting  the  respeota* 
bility  and  talent  of  many  of  the  shorthand 
writers  who  had  signed  the  petition,  he 
thought  that,  even  if  this  were  a  perma- 
nent and  not  merely  a  temporary  measure, 
there  would  be  several  things  to  be  con- 
sidered before  the  House  would  accede  to 
the  prayer  of  their  petition.  Eor  instance, 
on  the  gpround  of  economy  alone,  it  was 
certainly  a  very  grave  question  whether  it 
would  be  wise  to  do  anything  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  crippling  the  existing 
staff  of  shorthand  writers,  under  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  Messra.  Gurney,  who  were 
found  to  perform  the  duties  satisfactorily. 
But  whether  wise  or  unwise  in  that  point 
of  view — and  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
thought  it  would  be  unwise^therc  could  be 
no  doubt  that  any  alteration  of  this  clause 
would  come  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  their 
Lordships.  The  House  of  Commons  was, 
by  this  Bill,  giving  up  its  jurisdiction  over 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions — a  jurisdic- 
tion which  it  had  hitherto  clung  to  with 
great  jealousy — and  in  doing  so  it  hud 
expressed  the  wish  that  the  record  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  new  tribunals  should 
be  taken  down  in  shorthand  by  certain 
officers,  of  whose  efficient  discharge  of 
similar  duties  it  had  had  experience,  and 
in  whom  it  placed  entire  confidence. 
This  was,  he  was  sure,  not  a  matter  in 
which  their  Lordships  would  for  a  moment 
think  of  interfering  with  the  Bill  as  it 
had  passed  the  other  House. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment  ; 
Amendments  made ;  and  Bill  to  be  read 
3*  To-morrow. 

8  P  2 
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ELECTRIC  TELEGRAPHS  BILL. 
( The  Duke  of  MnUroie.) 

(kO.    282.)      THTHT)  READDre. 

Thb  Dckb  of  MONTROSE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time, 
said,  that  in  reference  to  what  had  been 
said  on  a  previons  occasion  with  reapect 
to  the  expediency  of  giWng  powera  to  make 
use  of  the  railway  wires  in  certain  cases, 
he  desired  to  explain  that  the  Bill  contained 
a  clause  empowering  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral to  require  the  railways  to  carry  on 
through  their  wires  any  business  which 
might  be  necessary  for  the  convenience  of 
the  public.  The  railway  companies  wished 
to  have  independent  wires  for  their  own 
purposes,  but  they  were  willing  to  act  for 
the  Post  Office  in  cases  where  there  might 
not  happen  to  be  a  convenient  telegraph 
office  or  local  post  office. 

Bill  read  3\ 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move  in  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  provided  for  the  distribution  of 
money  by  the  directors  of  the  telegraph 
companies  in  recognition  of  special  ser- 
vices. This  clause  put  into  the  hands  of 
directors  and  officers  the  power  of  voting 
money  to  themselves  without  much  control, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  only  reasonable 
that  the  arbitrator  named  in  the  Bill  should 
determine  whether  the  sum  was  reasonable 
or  nut.  He,  therefore,  moved  to  insert  the 
words,  "  any  sums  so  voted  having  been 
approved  of  as  fair  by  the  arbitrator  here- 
inafter named." 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSE  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause, if  it  were  adopted,  the  Bill  mast  go 
back  to  the  Commons,  and  delay  would 
thus  be  occasioned.  The  fact  was  that  in 
the  case  for  which  the  noble  Lord  wished 
to  provide  the  shareholders  must  take  care 
of  themselves  ;  and  he  should  hope  that, 
after  the  notice  taken  of  the  subject  by  the 
noble  Lord,  shareholders  would  be  suffi- 
ciently alive  to  prevent  any  job  of  that 
sort.  The  arbitrator  was  really  not  the 
proper  person  to  settle  such  a  point  as 
this  ;  he  was  merely  to  ^x  the  sum  to  be 
paid  by  the  Government  to  these  compa- 
nies, and  was  not  to  decide  between  the 
directors  and  the  shareholders. 

Amendment  negativ$d. 
Bill  patted. 


BABY  FARMING.— QUESTION. 

The  Earl  ov  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  desired  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Conncil  a  Qnestion  on  a  subject  which 
had  obtained  mnch  notoriety,  in  a  great 
measure  through  the  efforts  of  The  BriHth 
Medical  JoHmal,  the  conductors  of  which 
had  incurred  considerable  trouble  and  ex- 
pense in  searching  into  this  abominable 
system.  The  system  might  be  divided 
into  two  parts.  One,  and  a  comparatively 
legitimate  part,  was  the  baby  nnrsing 
where  infants  were  placed  oat  to  narse  by 
persons  who  really  looked  after  them  to 
some  extent ;  the  other  part  waa  the  baby 
farming,  where  infanta  were  put  out  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  being  got  rid  of  alto- 
gether, or  of  never  being  heard  of  again 
by  the  parents.  To  the  class  of  persons 
who  made  this  a  trade  belonged  Mrs. 
Winsor,  who  escaped  from  punishment  by 
a  strange  technicality  in  the  law  ;  and 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
these  Mrs.  Winsors  were  numerous,  and 
were  carrying  on  a  large  trade  in  many 
parts  of  the  kingdom.  Such  a  state  of 
things  had  excited,  very  naturally,  mnch 
terror.  What,  it  was  asked,  could  be  the 
state  of  our  laws  when  they  were  found  ao 
ineffectual  aa  to  be  totally  unable  to  put 
down  such  practices  ?  On  the  other  hand 
there  were  persons  who  relied  on  the  known 
inefficiency  of  the  law  to  enter  on  a  career 
of  crime,  and  the  knowledge  that  this 
crime  existed  and  was  not  suppressed  pro- 
duced the  worst  effect,  for  it  familiarised 
the  public  in  the  most  frightful  manner 
with  the  perpetration  of  crime,  and  taught 
them  that  it  was  not  to  be  reached  by  the 
law.  Under  these  circumstances  he  begged 
to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
has  been  directed  to  the  System  of  Baby 
Fanning  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  intend 
to  institute  any  Inquiry  into  the  subject  ? 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
that  owing  to  the  Notice  of  this  Question 
which  had  been  given  by  his  noble  Friend, 
he  had  caused  some  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  the  subject.  Unfortunately  it  was  too 
true  that  a  system  of  what  waa  called  baby 
farming  existed,  under  which  the  grossest 
crimes  might  be  committed.  His  noble 
Friend  had  asked  whether  the  Government 
intended  to  institute  any  inquiry  into  the 
subject  ?  but  probably  the  object  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  in  view  might  be  some- 
what defeated  if  the  Government  were  to 
institute  saoh  an  inqairy.     He  believed 
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that  the  facts  were  not  loeh  as  to  demand 
inquiry.  The  system  was  well  known. 
Persons  who  had  an  unnatural  desire  to 
get  rid  of  their  children  put  them  out  to 
nurse  in  the  charge  of  those  who,  hy  neg- 
lect or  other  methods  with  which  they  were 
familiar,  probably  brought  about  the  deaths 
of  these  poor  infants.  It  was  intolerable 
that  such  acts  as  these  should  be  committed 
in  a  ci?ilized  country,  and  yet  escape  with- 
out punishment  by  the  law.  But  the  matter 
was  rather  one  of  police  than  of  sanitary 
investigation.  Measures  might  be  adopted 
for  putting  an  end  to  so  inhuman  a  prac- 
tice, either  by  registering  the  houses  of 
persons  taking  these  children  to  nurse,  or 
by  a  system  of  licensing  combined  with 
periodical  inspection  by  properly  qualified, 
officers.  He  was  glad  the  noble  Earl  had 
asked  the  Question,  because  this  was  a 
subject  of  great  importance.  Government 
would  turn  their  attention  to  it  during  the 
Recess,  and  he  hoped  they  would  be  able  to 
discover  means  which,  embodied  in  a  Bill, 
would  obviate  the  dangerous  abuses  to 
which  attention  had  been  directed. 

REGISTRATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

( The  Z/yrd  Privy  Seal) 

(no.  281.)       THIRD  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  STRATHNAIRN  :  With  a  con- 
aiderable  experience  of  Ireland,  my  Lords, 
and  as  commanding  the  troops  in  that 
country,  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing 
my  great  regret  that  the  Registration  Bill 
should  have  come  up  without  the  salutary 
measure  of  the  increase  of  polling-places. 
The  distance  and  scarcity  of  polling-places 
not  only  facilitate,  but  invite  attack  on 
Toters,  and  render  necessary  the  employ- 
ment of  troops  at  elections.  The  bad  effects 
of  troops  being  thus  employed  are  so 
universally  recognized  and  have  been  so 
often  brought  before  your  Lordships  that  I 
shall  not  dilate  on  the  matter.  The  distance 
and  scarcity  of  polling-places  cause  great 
concentration  of  voters  and  the  consequent 
concentration  of  rioters,  and  necessitate 
those  long  journeys  by  road  through  a 
highly-excited  country  which  are  so  dan- 

Serous  to  voters.  The  increase  and  proper 
istribution,  my  Lords,  of  polling-places 
obviate  these  disadvantages,  enable  electors 
to  vote  in  comparative  security,  and  render 
unnecessary  the  general  employment  of 
troops  at  elections.  If  the  increase  of 
polling-places  in  Ireland  was  at  all  times 


called  for,  they  are  doubly  so  since,  as  was 
seen  at  the  Tipperary  and  Waterford  elec- 
tions, the  elements  of  disorder  and  intimi- 
dation have  been  organized  by  men  who 
have  learnt  tactics  in  the  American  war. 
For  example,   barricades,   strongly    con-  * 
structed  with  trunks  of  trees  and  largo 
stones,  are  drawn  across  the  road  in  ground 
which  enables  assailants,  under  cover,  to 
attack  the  escorts  on  both  flanks  with  a 
cross-fire    of    stones.     At    one    place   in 
Waterford   one  of   tliese  barricades    was 
drawn  across  a  sunken  road;  on  the  al- 
most precipitous  banks  looking  into  it  were 
stationed  men  ready  to  roll  down  rocks  and 
stones   on    the  voters    as    they    passed. 
Luckily,  the  voters  took    another    road. 
If  they  had  not,  your  Lordships  can  judge 
how  many  good  farmers  and  good  soldiers 
would  have  been  killed  or  cruelly  maimed. 
At  another  place  four-cross-roads  was  se- 
lected as  the  place  of  attack,  as  favour- 
ing the  concentration  of  rioters  from  dif- 
ferent   quarters.     They    arrived    at    the 
rendezvous  with  a  punctuality  which  would 
have   done   credit  to  the  Quarter  Master 
General's  Department.     They  were  placed 
in  two  lines — one  attacking,  one  in  reserve  ; 
both  under  cover.     All  the  gaps  leading 
from   the  roads  into  the  fields  had  been 
solidly  built  up  to  prevent  cavalry  clearing 
rioters  out  of  the  fields  ;  and  piles  of  large 
angular   stones  colled    "  smashers "    had 
been  carefully  stored  up  in  rows  on  each 
side  of  the  roads.     A  man  performing  the 
duties  of    Staff   officer    rode   continually 
during   the   collision   which   ensued    with 
orders  from  the  first  to  the  second  line. 
The  results  of  these  organized  attacks  on 
voters  and  their  escorts  were  in  the  Water- 
ford election   thirty-six   casualties  among 
the  military.     Some  of  them  were  serious. 
One,  a  corporal  of  the  Carbineers,  a  very 
good  man,  hovered  between  life  and  death 
from     concussion    of    the     brain     by    a 
"  smasher."     Another,  a  captain  of  the 
75th,    had  his  eye  cut   out   by   a  stone. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  as  recent 
political  events,  into  which  I  will  not  enter, 
render  it   more   than    probable   that  the 
coming  elections  will  be  unusually  stormy, 
I  venture  to  ask  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible,  even  now  at  the  eleventh  hour,  to 
improve  the  old  law  in  a  way  which  would 
afford  some  protection  to  voters,  and  ob- 
viate the  unsparing  employment  of  troops 
at  elections.     For  I  am  sure,  my  Lord^, 
that  you  will  agree  with  me  that  the  ^c^- 
sent  condition  of  «WQ\\Q\i%  vci  \x^^^^  ^^'^ 
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very  unsatisfaotory,  and  discreditable  to 
bumanity,  good  and  oiviliied  government, 
and  the  freedom  and  independence  of  elec- 
tion. I  beg  to  say,  my  Lords,  that  I  have 
made  these  obserTations,  not  under  the 
influence  of  any  party  feeling  whatoTcr, 
but  solely  from  a  sense  of  professional 
feeling. 

Thb  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  :  Cer- 
tainly, no  authority  on  this  subject  can  be 
higher  than  that  of  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord.      I  regret  extremely  it  is  now  too 
late  to  do  what  he  wishes  to  do — namely, 
to  increase  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
Ireland  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.     I  must 
inform  my  noble  Friend  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  measures  for  increasing 
their  number   in  the  counties,  and   that 
clauses  with  that  object  were  prepared  and 
inserted  in  the  Registration  Bill  for  Ireland 
when  it  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons.     I  regret  still  more  to  say  that 
they  met  with  so  factious,  so  unbending, 
so  determined*  and  what,  looking  to  the 
consequences  that  may  follow,  I  may  call 
so  wicked  an  opposition,  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  obliged  to  withdraw  them  ;  that 
opposition  coming  from  those  who  two  years 
ago  were  advocates  for  an  increased  num- 
ber of  polling-places.     It  is  a  disagreeable 
thing  to  attribute  motives  to  anybody  at 
any  time;    but,  looking  at  the  palpable 
advantage  on  the  score  of  convenience  of 
increasing  the  number  of  polling-places  in 
a  country  where,  in  some  cases,  they  are 
thirty  and  thirty-flTO  miles  apart,  and  see- 
ing the  palpable  advantage  to  humanity 
and  peace,  and  the  general  good  of  society 
in  those  districts,  of  increasing  the  number 
of  polling-places,  it  is  almost  impossible 
not  to  impute  motives  as  actuating  the 
violent  manner  in  which  the  Government 
were   opposed   on   this    particular    point, 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  an  increase  of 
polling-places  in   Ireland  would  not  only 
contribute  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  elections,  but  would  render  it  unneces- 
sary to  employ  a  great  number  of  th^ 
troops  that  are  employed  to  maintain  order. 
That  of  itself  would  be  of  a  great  advan- 
tage.    Putting  on  one  side  the  question  of 
fairness  and  justice  with  respect  to  the 
elections  in  the  counties,  the  very  fact  that 
one-half  the  number  of  troops  would  be 
required  at  the  elections  ought  to  have  been 
the  strongest  inducement  to  any  Irishman 
to  do  as  much  as  possible  to  increase  the 
number  of  polling-places.     It  is  now  too 
late  to  consider  the  question.     The  Go- 
vernment having  been  baffled  in  the  manner 
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I  have  described,  I  have  only  to  Bay  I  trust 
the  good  sense  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
and  the  courage  of  the  electors  themselves 
will  contribute  to  maintain  peace  and  order, 
and,  although  I  sincerely  trust  that  nothing 
of  the  sort  will  be  necessary,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
maintain  order  if  it  is  broken,  and  I  think 
the  maintenance  of  that  order  cannot  be 
in  better  hands  than  that  of  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend. 

Lord  BENMAN  thought  it  was  due  to 
Ireland  that  something  of  a  conciliatory 
nature  should  be  said  before  the  close  of 
the  Session,  and  that  every  facility  should 
be  given  for  electors  to  register  their  votes, 
and  it  was  to  be  lamented  that  the  efforts 
.of  the  Government  had  not  proved  success- 
ful in  this  respect.  One  of  his  first  rea- 
sons  for  joining  the  party  of  the  noble  Eari 
late  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  as  he 
stated  to  him  by  letter,  before  his  seeming 
likely  to  be  again  in  Office  (in  January, 
1858),  wss  his  knowledge  of  the  forbear- 
ing and  generous  conduct  at  the  time  of 
the  potato  famine  towards  his  tenants  in 
Ireland  by  remitting  their  rents  when  they 
had  not  the  means  of  paying  them,  and  by 
forgiving  them  the  severance  of  crops,  and 
by  paying  their  passage  to  a  country 
where  they  might  better  their  condition. 
He  could  not  imagine  how  bitterness 
amongst  such  emigrants  could  be  enter- 
tained. He  had  the  honour  of  holding  a 
name  which  of  itself  promised  justice  to 
Ireland ;  and  acting  on  the  conviction  that 
Fenianism  was  not  general,  and  that  an- 
tipathy to  England  was  not  founded  on 
the  question  of  religion,  he  had  called  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
an  old  historical  document,  which  showed 
that  in  1641  there  was  an  unreaMMiable 
desire,  that — 

"Such  of  the  EngliaH  as  coold  not  preseribe 
a  settlement  in  this  Kingdom  (IreUnd)  for  300 
years  are  to  be  out  o^  notwithBtanding  they  be 
of  the  Romish  Seot ;  and,  what  exoeeds  all,  not 
an  English  beast,  nor  aoy  of  that  breed,  must  be 
left  in  the  Kingdom."— [5am^«  TraeU,  voL  5, 
p.  678.] 

This  uDreasonable  prejudice,  then  as  now, 
had  no  foundation ;  and  as  the  prerogative 
of  mercy  had  been  extended  at  the  last 
moment,  he  coold  not  but  hope  that  hit 
intercession  in  May  of  last  year  had  helped 
to  turn  the  balanoe  in  favour  of  the  eon- 
viots  whose  case  just  before  had  seemed 
hopeless  ;  and,  as  regarded  the  passing  of 
abstract  Resolutions  with  reference  to  the 
Irish  Church  they  were  likely  to  prove  aa 


1«01     Armf—Miir^^3h>opt     IJvlt  28, 1B6S1  fiwnAUmiKat,^ 

kbortire  u  the  Appiopiution  CUnie  of 
1835,  and  would  do  no  mors  to  sdfSDM 
•  Mttlement  in  Ireknd  than  anr  rogue 
deoUmatioo  in  Hjde  Pkrk  eonid  hare 
Kdranoed  tha  cause  of  Refomi. 

Bill  read  3* ;   Auendments  made  ; 
patted,  and  aent  to  the  CocomonB. 
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Hoow  adjourned  >t  Seven  o'olook, 
till  To-motTov,  ■  qDuier 


HOUSE   OF   COKUOKS, 
Hwday,  Julj/  28,  1668. 

UINDTES.]— Pmuo    Bum  —  Qmmittte ~ 

Diltriet  Chorch  Tithel  Act  Amandmeat  [316]. 

Anwrt—DUtriet  Churoh  Tithei  Act  AmendmeDt 

Camtidered  a*  amMded  ~  Poor  ReUef  [186] : 
DUtnot  Chunh  Tithei  Aot  Ameodinent  [316], 

Third  Rsading— Foot  Belief  [I8S]i  Diitriot 
Obnreti   Tithei    Act    AmMdneiit  [346J,  and 


The  Home  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

UNITED  STATES— LIBRARY  COMMITTEE 
OF  PHILADELPHIA.— ODESTION, 

Ms.  BENTINCK  said,  he  wished  to 
aak  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaatuy,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upoa  the  Table  the  Cor- 
napondence  relatife  to  the  recent  restora- 
tion of  certain  Stat«  Papers  to  tho  British 
GoTemment  by  the  Library  Committee  of 
Philadelphia,  in  the  United  States  of  Amc- 
rioB,  and  whether  any  and  what  stepi  hare 
been  taken  by  Her  Uajeaty's  Qoveniment 
to  mark  their  sense  of  the  liberality  of  the 
mfarary  Committee  ? 

Mb.  SOLATEK-BOOTH,  in  reply,  aaid, 
he  would  be  very  happy  to  lay  npon  the 
table  the  Correspondence  to  which  the 
hon,  Member  had  alluded.  A  set,  as  far 
ai  published,  of  the  Chronicles  and  Me- 
noruls  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
of  the  Calendars  of  State  Papers,  with 
Ite-rimilea  in  photozincography  of  the 
Domesday  Book  and  other  national  ma- 
DDBonptB,  being  in  all  15S  Tolumes,  uni- 
formly bound,  was  sent  to  the  Philadel- 
phia Library  Committee  by  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  in  grateful  acknowledgment 
of  the  honourable  and  disinterested  feel- 
ings which  prompted  their  gift.  The  Bi- 
leotors  hare  returned  thanks  to  Her  Ua- 
jea^'s  GoTemment  for  thia  mutiifiMnt 
doQktiai. 


Mb.  H'OTTLLAOH  TOBRENS  nid,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
iiury.  If  he  will  lay  npon  the  Table  any 
affloial  acknowledgment  of  "the  discern- 
ment and  judicious  course  of  action" 
whereby,  as  stated  by  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  fire  Taluable  volames  of  original 
State  Papers,  Umpore  James  I.,  were  re- 
oorered  by  Mr.  Hepworth  Dixon  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nation  ? 

Kb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  aaid,  he  had 
ioquired  into  the  subject,  but  could  not 
9nd  that  there  had  been  any  Correspon- 
denee  or  communioation  between  Mr. 
Hepworth  Dixon  and  the  Lords  of  tha 
Treasury  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
The  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  was  cor- 
rect that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  hia 
published  Report  had  stated  ibat  it  waa 
entirely  owing  to  the  zealous  activity  of 
Mr.  Hepworth  Dixon  that  these  Taluable 
muniments  had  been  restored  to  the  British 
nation, 

ARHT— WIMBLEDON  MEETINO. 
atrasnoir. 

Mb.  BAZLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Corporal  Peake,  who  won  the  Prize 
at  Wimbledon,  but  of  which  he  is  reported 
to  hare  been  deprived,  will  be  otherwise 
rewarded  ;  and  in  the  event  of  a  non-re- 
gulation wad  having  been  used  and  con- 
tributed to  his  Bucceftg,  whether  that  wad 
will  be  introduced  into  the  Service  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  unable  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  The  shooting 
for  the  prizes  at  Wimbledon  was  carried 
on  (inder  the  management  of  the  National 
Rifle  Association,  which  was  a  private  so- 
ciety, and  not  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  War  Of&ce,  and  therefore  he  had  no 
official  knowledge  of  what  hod  occurred 
on  the  occasion  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

ARMT— MARCH  OP  TROOPS  FROM 

ALDERSHOT  TO  SANDUOBST. 

OBBERTATIOHB. 

8ra  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  must 
request  permission  to  answer  a  Question 
'  which  had  been  put  to  him  yesterday  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
Osborne),  which  he  was  then  unable  to 
answer  ftam  want  of  information  on  the 
subject.  The  hou.  Member  asked  him 
whether  it  was  true  tiiat  during  tli&tsiia^ 
of  «  flying  w^xuAitta  txQm  tillk'«A^i^  -lasi^ 
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men  had  been  attacked  by  snnBtroke,  and 
upwards  of  eighty-seyen  men  sent  to  the 
hospital  in  consequence  of  sickness  caused 
by  the  intensity  of  the  heat?  He  had  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  yesterday  that 
he  had  at  that  time  receiyed  no  informa- 
tion upon  the  subjecti  but  that  he  would 
make  it  his  duty  to  ascertain  what  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  were.  He  had  that 
morning  receiyed  a  letter  from  Sir  James 
Yorke  Scarlett,  Commander-in-Chief  at 
Aldershot,  in  which  that  gallant  officer 
stated  his  great  regret  that  such  exagge- 
rated statements  should  haye  found  their 
way  into  the  public  newspapers.  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  telegram  which  had  been 
receiyed  horn  Aldershot  yesterday  eyening, 
and  sent  by  Sir  James  Yorke  Scarlett, 
which  stated  that  during  the  three  days 
that  the  flying  squadron  was  on  the  march 
only  three  men  were  sent  into  the  hospital, 
that  no  cases  of  sunstroke  had  occurred, 
and  that  there  was  only  one  slight  surgi- 
cal case.  It  would  be  recollected  that  the 
heat  on  the  first  day  of  the  march  was 
yery  great,  but  he  was  happy  to  say  that 
all  the  cases  of  sickness  were  of  a  most 
trifling  character. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
receiyed  information  that  on  a  late  occa- 
sion, when  the  Household  Brigade  was 
inspected  at  Wormwood  Scrubs;  six  men 
had  to  be  carried  off  the  ground  and  eight 
others  were  sent  to  the  hospital  ? 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  had 
receiyed  no  information  upon  the  subject 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  He  would 
make  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  statement  would  proye 
equally  unfounded  with  that  to  which  he 
had  just  referred. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS  BILL— [Bill  185.] 

(Mr,  WcUpole,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Seere- 

lory  Oathome  Hardy.) 

LOBDS'     AHENDHENTS. 

Lords'  Amendments  considered. 

Me.  WALPOLE  said,  the  Amendments 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords  into  this 
Bill  were  four  in  number.  By  the  first 
of  those  Amendments  the  time  allowed  to 
the  Goyeming  Bodies  of  the  Public  Schools 
as  constituted  by  the  Bill  for  exercising 
their  power  of  proposing  new  Goyeming 
Bodies  was  extended  from  the  Ist  of  Jan- 
uary, 1869,  to  the  Ist  of  May  in  that  year, 
proyision  being  made  for  a  month's  fur- 
ther extension  by  an  Order  in  Council.  To 

Sir  John  PahingUm 


this  Amendment  he  had  no  objection  to 
,  offer.  The  second  Amendment  empowered 
the  Goyeming  Bodies  to  found  exhibitions 
to  be  endowed  out  of  the  property  of  the 
Schools.  To  this  also  he  had  no  objection 
to  offer.  The  third  Amendment,  of  which 
he  also  approyed,  referred  to  Westminster 
School.  The  House  would  remember  that 
originally  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £3,500, 
and  not  more  than  £4,000,  was  to  be 
giyen  by  the  Chapter  for  the  purposes  of 
the  School,  and  certain  buildings  were  to 
be  assigned  for  its  benefit.  The  Lords  had, 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  the  Chapter 
and  the  goyeming  body  of  the  School, 
altered  that  proyision,  in  order  to  make  it 
more  effectual.  The  School  might  now 
receiye  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £4,000, 
and  the  difference  between  the  £3,500 
and  the  £4,000  would  be  capitalized  for 
the  benefit  of  the  school  during  the  life -in* 
terest  of  certain  persons  who  haye  houses 
to  be  assigned  to  the  School.  The  fourth 
and  last  of  the  Amendments  altered  the 
number  of  the  Special  Commissioners  from 
seyen  to  nine,  by  adding  to  the  names 
already  agreed  upon  those  of  Canon 
Blakedey  and  Sir  IU>undell  Palmer.  There 
could  be  no  difference  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  eminent  fitness  of  these  two 
gentlemen  for  the  office ;  but  he  might 
express  his  conyiction  that  nine  was  too 
large  a  working  number;  and  that,  by  the 
addition,  the  balance  of  the  Commission, 
both  political  and  professional,  would  be 
yery  materially  disturbed.  He  should 
moye,  therefore,  that  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments be  agreed  to,  with  this  exception ; 
and  that  the  fourth  Amendment  be  dis- 
agreed to. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  hoped  the  Go^ 
yerament  would  adhere  to  the  Bill,  as  far 
as  regarded  the  number  of  the  Special 
Commissioners,  as  it  was  sent  up  by  them 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  He  thought  that 
course  would  be  more  likely  to  giye  gene- 
ral satisfaction. 

Amendments  agreed  to,  as  far  as  the 
Amendment  in  page  9,  line  4. 

Page  9,  line  10,  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  admit- 
ted  that  if  it  had  been  desirable  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  Special  Commissioners 
the  names  added  by  the  House  of  Lords 
would  desenre  yery  respectful  considera- 
tion. But  it  was  from  the  first  thought 
desirable  to  limit  the  Commission  to  seyen 
Members ;    and   that   proposition^    after 
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being  carefally  considered  by  the  Goyem- 
ment,  bad  been  accepted  by  the  House, 
and  be  tbougbt  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
disturb  it,  even  by  adding  to  the  Commis- 
sion two  such  distinguished  names  as 
those  which  had  been  proposed.  He  there- 
fore thought  they  had  better  adhere  to  the 
arrangement  inade  by  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  in  that  view  his  Colleagues 
agreed.  He  moved  that  the  House  should 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment, 
which  proposed  to  add  to  the  Commission. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Sir 
Stafford  Norihcote.) 

Mb,  BOUVEBIE  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  It  must  have  been  a  strong 
sentiment  which  had  influenced  the  other 
House  in  the  matter.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve that  the  two  additional  Members 
added  to  the  Commission '  by  the  House  of 
Lords  would  render  the  number  of  Com- 
missioners excessive ;  and  the  two  names 
which  had  been  chosen  were  those  of 
men  of  distinguished  eminence.  Probably 
among  the  whole  of  the  graduates  of  Cam- 
bridge University  there  was  not  one  more 
thoroughly  qualified  to  deal  with  questions 
of  the  nature  referred  to  the  Commission 
than  Canon  Blakesley,  or  who  by  his  at- 
tainments occupied  a  more  conspicuous 
position  in  the  world  of  science.  It  would, 
he  believed,  be  a  serious  loss  to  the  public 
service,  and  a  great  disadvantage  to  the 
Public  Schools  themselves,  if  they  had  not 
upon  the  Commission  the  benefit  of  Canon 
Blakesley's  services.  The  reason  why  his 
name,  which  had  been  originally  on  the 
list,  was  struck  off,  was  because  St.  Paul's 
School,  of  which  he  was  an  almoner, 
having  been  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Commission,  it  was  supposed  that 
his  name,  as  representing  the  School,  ought 
no  longer  to  be  retained.  That,  however, 
was  a  great  mistake,  for  it  was  not  in  any 
such  representative  capacity  that  he  had 
been  originally  chosen ;  and  the  House  of 
Lords,  by  a  great  majority,  restored  the 
name,  in  conjunction  with  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir 
Boundell  Palmer).  Having  himself  been 
first  to  a  Public  School  and  afterwards  to 
Cambridge,  he  was  in  a  position  to  speak 
confidently  as  to  the  reputation  of  Canon 
Blakesley,  and  the  esteem  in  which  his  at- 
tainments were  held.  He  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
should  divide  the  House  upon  the  Motion. 


Ms.  POWELL,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Select  Committee,  denied  that  Canon 
Blakesley's  name  had  been  omitted  be- 
cause St.  Paul's  School  had  first  been  re- 
moved from  the  list.  There  were  other 
considerations,  by  no  means  disrespectful 
to  Canon  Blakesley,  but  arising  from  the 
desire  to  have  a  well-balanced  Commis- 
sion, which  should  fairly  represent  the 
different  views  entertained  with  reference 
to  education,  without  giving  a  preponder- 
ance to  any.  He  was  quite  certain  that, 
as  at  present  constituted,  advanced  views 
would  have  great  power  in  the  Commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATB,  as  an  Oxford 
man,  thought  that  the  addition  of  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer)  to  the 
Commission  would  give  increased  confi- 
dence in  the  operation  of  that  body  to 
those  who  were  connected  with  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  and  to  many  Members 
of  this  House.  He  therefore  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not  per- 
severe in  their  opposition  to  the  Amend- 
ment. That  opposition  bad  th&  appearance 
of  a  party  opposition,  and  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  for  differing  from  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  remembered  the  distinguished 
part  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bichmond  took  in  the  discussions  on 
the  Oxford  University  Bill,  and  the  great 
majority  of  Oxford  men  felt  very  grateful 
to  him  for  the  part  he  took  upon  that  dis- 
cussion. They  found  in  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  a  person  imbued  with 
the  spirit  of  industry,  and  in  every  way 
competent  by  attainments  and  ability  to 
deal  with  the  subject  of  the  regulation  of 
the  University  to  which  he  belonged.  As 
a  man  who  had  been  to  these  Public 
Schools,  and  as  connected  with  the  Go- 
verning Body  of  one  of  them,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  most  emphatically  asserted 
that  there  would  be  greater  confidence 
placed  in  the  constitution  of  the  Commis- ' 
sion,  and  that  its  operations  would  carry 
greater  weight  if  the  name  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bichmond  was, 
according  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  retained  on  the  Commis- 
sion. Although  the  Commission  was,  of 
course,  nominated  by  the  Government,  it 
was  to  be  a  Parliamentary  Commission 
with  enormous  powers  conferred  upon  it 
by  Parliament.  Now,  Parliament  con- 
sisted of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  believed  th&t 
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if  the  House  of  Lords  ezeroised  their  un- 
doubted privil^e  of  suggesting  two  addi- 
tional men  to  whom  indiyidually  no  ik>»' 
sible  objection  could  be  taken,  it  would 
be  a  graceless  act  for  this  House  to  object 
to  that  addition.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Biohmond  was  eminently 
qualified  for  the  work,  and  he  stood  as 
high  among  Members  of  this  House  as  he 
stood  in  the  profession  to  which  he  was 
so  distinguished  an  ornament. 

Mb.  DENMAN  said,  he  thought  it  only 
reasonable  that  in  this  particular  instance 
the  House  of  Lords  should  have  a  yoice. 
They  had  treated  with  the  greatest  tender- 
ness the  recommendations  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  they  had  not  displaced  a  single 
one  of  the  seyen  names  which  were  in- 
serted, but  had  added  the  names  of  two 
other  extremely  eminent  men,  which  they 
felt  would  add  weight  to  the  Commission. 
A  Commission  of  nine  members  would 
only  differ  from  a  Commission  of  seven  in 
the  greater  knowledge,  experience,  and 
inquiring  power  which  it  would  possess. 
It  would  be  a  most  ungracious  act  to 
press  for  the  omission  of  these  names. 
Canon  Blakesley,  whom  he  had  known 
for  a  great  m&ny  years,  was  one  of  the 
most  able  and  universally  well-informed 
of  M  the  tutors  at  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge, and  so  scrupulous  was  he  in  his 
desire  to  act  impartially  as  a  Commissioner 
that  during  the  two  years  in  which  he  had 
now  been  designated  as  a  Commissioner, 
he  had  purposely  abstained  from  taking  an 
active  part  in  the  discussion  of  educational 
subjects  in  public,  which  he  would  other- 
wise have  been  anxious  to  do.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Richmond  (Sir 
Boundell  Palmer)  was  also  admirably 
qualified  for  being  placed  upon  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  NEATE  also  thought  the  addition 
of  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Eichmond  (Sir  Boundell  Palmer) 
would  be  very  desirable,  as  his  legal  au- 
thority would  add  great  weight  to  the 
Commission,  while  his  long  experience  as 
Attorney  General  would  enable  him  to 
moderate  between  the  extreme  elements 
upon  the  Commission. 

CoLovBL  S  YEES  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mission was  now  a  well-balanced  one  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  interfere  with 
it  by  the  addition  of  names,  however  dis- 
tinguished, if  the  effect  of  so  doing  would 
be  to  destroy  the  balance  of  opinion.  He 
should  vote  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Lidia. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  28  ;  Noes 
18 :  Majority  10. 

Other  Amendments  disagreed  to. 

Subsequent  Amendments  agreed  to, 

Oommittee  appoinUdt  "  to  draw  up  Reaaoas  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  the 
Amenchnento  to  which  this  Hoase  hath  dis- 
agreed :*' — Sir  Stivford  NobthcotIp  Mr.  Wal- 
pou,  Lord  RoBKBT  Montaov,  The  Judgx  Asto- 
OAXx,  Mr.  Noil,  and  Mr.  WsmioBi :  —  To 
withdraw  immediate]/ ;  Three  to  be  the  qooniiii. 

POOR  RELIEF  BILL.— (^^<»^*)— [Bill  186.] 

GONSmSlUTIOK. 

Bill,  as  amended,  oomidered. 

Me.  NEATE  moved  the  insertion  of  a 
new  clause,  (Greater  uniformity  in  treat- 
ment of   casual    poor).     The   hon.   and 
learned  Member  observed  that  there  was  a 
competition  of  cruelty  on  the  part  of  the 
different  unions.     They  were  constantly 
inquiring    what    was    the  maximum  of 
labour,  and  what  was  the  minimum  of 
accommodation  for  the  casual  poor.     The 
result  was,  the  treatment  of  that  class  of 
paupers  sank  in  some  cases  below  the 
level  of  humanity.    He  believed  the  Poor 
Law  Board  intended  to  issue  a  Circular  to 
the  various  unions  with  the  view  of  hav- 
ing a  uniform  system.    He  was  in  favour 
of  uniformity  as  among  the  unions ;  but 
he  thought  the  principle  of  uniformity, 
as  to  the  treatment  of  all  persons  coming 
under  the  denomination  of  "casual  poor" 
had  been  carried  too  far  already.     It  was 
true  that  very  many  of   those   persons 
adopted  a  vagrant  life  voluntarily  ;  but 
there  was  a  large  minority  of  the  casual 
poor  who  were  in  that  wretched  condition 
from  no  fault  of  their  own.     Magistrates, 
in  many  cases,  told  prisoners  who  were 
brought  before  them  as  vagrants  that  "  if 
they  would  take  themselves  off  to  some 
other  districts  they  might  be  discharged 
at  once."    But  thia  was  altogether  foreign 
to  the  purpose  for  which  Uiey  were  ap- 
pointed, and  it  would  be  attended  with 
good  resulto  if  the  Home  Secretary  were 
now  and  then  to  remind  magistrates  so 
acting  that  they  sat  not  as  protectors  of 
the  rates,  but  as  administrators  of  the  law. 
A  distinction  ought  to  be  drawn  between 
mere  vagrante  and   persons  temporarOy 
destitute.    Mere  vagrante  ought  never  to 
be  sent  to  the  workhouse,  for  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  only  courses  of 
living  which  they  followed  were  b^^ary 
or  robbery,  with  now  and  then  a  mixture 
of  the  two.    It  would  be  very  desirable  if 
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some  statement  were  giyen  to  the  House 
of  the  intention  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
with  reference  to  this  subject,  which  de- 
served, if  time  allowed  it,  a  much  fuller 
discussion. 

Clause  (Greater  uniformity  in  treatment 
of  casual  poor,)— ( Jfr.  Neate,)  —  hrought 
up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
loressed  regret  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend,  in  accordance  with  the  Notice 
which  had  been  given,  had  not  brought 
fbrward  this  subject  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  when  it  might  have  received 
that  careful  consideration  which  its  im- 
portance demanded.  The  first  portion  of 
the  clause  related  to  the  issuing  of  orders 
prescribing  the  time  and  conditions  of  the 
admission  of  casual  poor  into  the  work- 
home;  and  the  second  enacted  that  va- 
grants should  be  detained  in  the  work- 
house a  certain  specified  time  after  their 
admission.  He  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
the  latter  provision  because  it  would  natu- 
xally  occur  that  vagrants  would  avoid  the 
workhouse,  seeing  they  were  liable  to  be 
detained.  The  visiting  of  the  casual  poor 
by  one  or  more  Guardians  was  a  thing 
which  he  considered  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  out.  So  much  for  the  clause. 
Then  came  the  question  as  to  what  were 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
flieut  with  reference  to  the  order  proposed 
to  be  issued  ?  Li  reply,  he  had  to  say  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board  were  fully  conscious 
of  the  need  of  uniformity  in  dealing  with 
this  matter.  It  was  obvious  that  no  sys- 
tem which  endeavoured  to  separate  the 
really  deserving  poor  from  the  vagrants 
would  be  successful  unless  uniformity  were 
had  recourse  to.  Yagrancy  had  increased 
very  considerably  all  over  the  country 
within  the  last  two  years,  owing,  doubtless, 
to  the  financial  crisis  and  the  consequent 
absence  of  employment.  But  in  the  me- 
tropolis, where  a  novel  system  of  dealing 
with  vagrants  had  been  adopted,  it  was 
found  that  the  proportion  of  vagrants  in 
London  in  January,  1868,  had  only  in- 
oreaaed  by  11^  per  cent  over  the  number 
in  January,  1866,  whereas  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  country  the  increase  of  vagrants 
was  no  less  than  50  per  cent.  That  clearly 
proved  that  the  practice  in  London  was 
better  than  the  practice  in  the  rest  of  the 
oountry,  and  accordingly  the  Poor  Law 


Board  had  it  in  oontemplation  by  a  Oeneral 
Order  to  extend  the  system  which  had 
already  been  found  so  beneficial  in  prac- 
tice. It  would  be  required,  for  instance, 
that  Guardians  should  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  sound  and  vigilant  discrimina- 
tion between  deserving  travellers  in  search 
of  work  and  professional  vagrants  not 
really  destitute,  by  the  appointment  of 
officers  capable  of  exercising  such  discri- 
mination ;  and  that  where  practicable  the 
polioe  should  be  appointed  assistant  re- 
lieving officers.  'Another  provision  would 
be  that  a  proper  search  should  be  insti- 
tuted, to  secure  that  persons  applying  for 
relief  should  have  no  means  of  obtaining 
lodging  or  food  in  any  other  way.  A  book 
of  descriptions  would  also  be  kept,  in 
which  the  persons  of  the  vagrants,  to- 
gether with  their  line  of  travel,  would  be 
described.  Again,  it  was  very  desirable 
that  uniformity  shotdd  be  secured,  at  least 
between  neighbouring  imions,  in  the  diet 
and  lodging  of  vagrants,  and  also  in  the 
task  of  work  which  they  would  have  to 
do  in  return  for  their  lodging  and  food  ; 
and  some  provision  might  well  be  made 
under  this  head  for  increasing  their  task 
of  work  in  the  case  of  continued  applica- 
tions for  relief  by  habitual  tramps.  With 
regard  to  the  accommodation  of  tramps,  it 
would  be  very  desirable  that  baths  should 
be  provided  in  all  cases,  and  that  each 
person  should  have  a  separate  or  divided 
bed  place.  The  forthcoming  Order  would 
likewise  suggest  in  cases  where  it  might  be 
practicable  that  the  accommodation  for  de- 
serving travellers  should  be  different  from 
that  given  to  professional  vagrants.  He 
trusted  that  the  provisions  of  the  Order,  as 
he  had  sketched  them  out,  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  and  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  beneficial  effects  in  checking 
vagrancy ;  at  all  events,  the  attempt  was 
well  worth  making.  In  another  respect 
also  it  might  be  found  possible  to  assimi- 
late the  practice  in  rural  districts  to  that 
which  obtained  in  the  metropolis.  In 
the  country  the  expense  of  maintaining 
vagrants  was  sustained  by  the  unions 
separately,  while  in  London  it  was  thrown 
on  the  common  fund.  And  there  was  a 
reason  for  putting  this  charge  upon  the 
common  fund  which  did  not  hold  good  in 
other  cases,  that  with  regard  to  vagrants 
that  knowledge  of  local  circumstances, 
which  was  the  safeguard  of  local  adminis- 
tration, did  not  apply.  Vagrants  were 
generally  the  poor  of  the  countiy,  and  not 
of  any  particular  un.\!^Ti«  ^tA^  v:)^^q:^%  ^ 
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the  matter  in  that  light,  it  might  be  a 
subject  for  future  consideration  whether, 
by  analogy  to  the  common  fund  in  the 
metropolis,  the  charges  for  vagrants  might 
not  be  thrown  upon  the  county  rates.     It 
might  also  be  matter  for  consideration  on 
some  future  occcasion  whether  the  care  and 
custody  of  vagrants  might  not  be  put  en- 
tirely into  the  hands  of  the  police.    How- 
ever, nothing  of  this  kind  was  proposed 
to  be  done  by  the  Order  which  was  shortly 
to  be  issued,  and  he  merely  mentioned 
these  points  for  the  infocmation  of  hon. 
Members.    There  was  one  thing  which 
would  do  even  more  to  check  vagrancy 
than   any  improvement,   however  meri- 
torious, in  local  administration,  and  that 
was,  if  some  means  could  be  devised  of 
checking  the  mistaken  bestowal  of  alms 
by  the  charitable  public.   When  the  public 
came  to  understand  that  persons  really  in 
want  of  relief  could  obtain  it  either  from 
the  poor  or  from  the  county  rates,  they 
would  be  less  disposed,  he  hoped,  to  be- 
stow mistaken  charity  than  they  were  at 
present.   But  as  long  as  the  indiscriminate 
bestowal  of  alms  to  anybody  who  asked 
for  them  continued — and  it  was  always 
easier  to  give  than  to  refuse — vagrancy 
must  continue  to  flourish  in  this  country. 
Mb.  HENLEY  considered  the  subject 
dealt  with  by  the  clause  before  the  House 
one  of  the  gravest  importance.    He  was 
very  glad  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  was 
not  going  to  press  his  Motion,  because  he 
did  not  think  it  went  to  the  root  of  the 
question.    This  matter  of  vagrancy  would, 
in  his  opinion,  never  be  ameliorated  unless 
they  treated  casual  poor  as  they  treated  all 
other  classes  of  poor.     The  present  sys- 
tem was  really  nothing  more  than  a  system 
of  shifts  and  contrivances  in  order  to  throw 
the  burden  of  maintaining  vagrants  off  the 
shoulders  of  one  parish    upon    another, 
Instead  of  meeting  the  evil,  or  attempting 
to  face  it,  we  strove  to  shift  these  vagrants 
from  one  place  to  another  at  the  least  pos- 
sible expense  and  inconvenience.    Thus 
we  had  some  50,000  people  constantly 
circulating  all  round  the  country,  and  prov- 
ing just  as  great  a  burden  to  the  ratepayers 
as  they  would  be  if  settled  in  one  place, 
and  had  the  means  afforded  them  of  Hving 
decently,  instead  of  being,  as  they  were, 
a  curse  to  the  whole  body  politic.    Unless 
the  question  were  looked  upon  in  this  large 
view,  they  would  never  be  successful  in 
abating  this  great  pest  to  society.    The 
present  system  reminded  him  of  hunting 
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crows  from  one  field  in  order  to  let  them 
settle  down  upon  another.  The  evil  would 
never  be  abated  unless  they  grappled  with 
it  boldly  and  in  a  large  comprehensive 
manner. 

Motion  and  Clause,    by  leave,   with- 
drawn. 

Bill  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE*:   Mr.  Speaker, 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  think  me  un- 
reasonable if  I  move  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill  that  Clause  3  be  struck  out.    I  shall 
also  have  to  object  to  clauses  from  6  to 
12  inclusive,  which  are  connected  with 
Clause  3  in  substance ;  but  the  clause  to 
which  I  now  object  is  the  3rd.     By  that 
clause  the  Poor  Law  Board  is  enabled, 
after  giving  notice  to  the  Guardians,  to 
appoint  what  officers  it  may  think  fit  in 
any  or  each  union  of  this  country,  and  to 
direct  what  salaries  shall  be  paid  to  these 
officers  out  of  the  rates,  thereby  acquiring 
a  power  totally  to  supersede  every  Board 
of  Guardians  in  the  country  with  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  and  the  pay- 
ment of  these  officers  out  of  the  rates, 
which  each  Board  of  Guardians  is  bound 
to  collect.    This,  Sir,  is  a  very  decided 
step  towards  the  establishment  of  a  cen- 
tralized power ;  and  I  further  find  that 
it  is  understood  in  the  House  that  this 
step  is  taken  with  the  immediate  view  of 
appointing  chaplains  of  other  denomina- 
tions than  the  Church  of  England,  and 
among  these  Roman  Catholic  priests  as 
chaplains.    We  have  had  some  discussion 
upon  this  clause,  and  a  division.     This 
clause  is  mixed  up  with   miscellaneous 
clauses  in  this  Bill,  but  taken  in  connec« 
tion  with  the  clauses  from  6  to  12,  inclu- 
sive, it  constitutes  a  separate  portion  of 
the  Bill ;  this  is  understood  and  acknow- 
ledged.   I  wish,  then,  to  show  the  House 
the  sort  of  sense  in. which  these  provisions, 
when  taken  together,  are  understood  by 
the  conductors  of  some  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic papers.    Last  Saturday  there  ap- 
peared an  article  on  the  subject  of  these 
clauses  in  Th$  Weekly  MegUter,  a  well- 
known    Ultramontane    Boman    Catholic 
paper,   and  I  will  take  the    liberty  of 
reading  the  conoludbg  portion  of  that 
article  to  the  House,  in  order  to  warn  the 
House  and  to  warn  the  country  of  the 
sort  of  operations  that  the  conductors  of 
this  newspaper  expect  the  clauses,  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  will  have,  when  the  power 
they  confer  is  enforced  by  the  Poor  Lav 
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Board.  This  is  the  oondiiBion  of  the 
article— 

**  As  the  Bill  has  already  passed  the  House  of 
Lords,  it  will  be  law  in  a  day  or  two,  and  the 
Marylebone,  Panoras,  and  Chelsea  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians will  hare  lost  their  proselytizing  power,  and 
be  compelled  to  carry  the  Poor  I  aw  into  effect,  in 
accordance  with  the  enlightened  and  generous 
Tiews  of  the  Whig  and  Tory  GoTcmments,  and 
of  the  two  great  parties  in  Parliament.  We  pro- 
mise these  low-bred,  discomfited  bigots  that  they 
may  calculate  upon  a  rigid  suryeillance  of  their 
future  conduct,  and  upon  the  adoption  of  energetic 
measures  to  force  them  to  do  their  duty,  howeyer 
■orely  it  may  go  against  their  grain." 

Now.  Sir,  no  one  can  read  this  paragraph, 
which  is  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
tenour  of  the  whole  article,  without  seeing 
that  the  conductors  of  this  newspaper — 
which  is  a  very  influential  Roman  Catho- 
lic organ,  advocating  Ultramontane  prin- 
ciples—consider that  these  clauses  in  the 
Bill  are  virtually  penal  upon  the  Guardians 
of  the  unions  to  which  they  allude— nay, 
more,  virtually  penal  upon  the  Guardians 
of  the  unions  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try. It  is  ohvious,  Sir,  that  a  law  is  not 
less  a  law  because  it  passes  this  House, 
when  there  are  not  above  100  Members 
remaining  in  town  to  attend  our  Sittings 
than  if  it  had  passed  in  a  House  of  500 
If  embers  ;  and  my  conviction  is  that  these 
clauses  would  not  have  passed  unless  the 
House  had  been  in  the  feeble  condition  in 
which  it  is  usually  found  during  the  dog 
days.  These  clauses  will,  nevertheless, 
have  the  force  of  law.  There  were  but 
two  Amendments  made  on  these  clauses. 
Both  of  them  were  made  last  night.  The 
first  Amendment  was  to  this  effect — 
whereas,  the  10th  clause  stood  so  that 
every  adult  pauper,  every  adult  inmate  of 
ft  union-house,  would  be  compelled,  whe- 
ther he  or  she  liked  it,  or  whether  they 
disliked  it,  to  receive  the  visitation  of  a 
minister  of  the  particular  denomination, 
to  which  such  pauper  inmate  was  entered 
on  the  Creed  Eegister,  as  belonging.  The 
House  was  last  night  merciful  enough  to 
decide,  that,  if  after  once  receiving  the 
visitation  of  such  minister  or  priest,  any 
pauper  objected  to  a  renewal  of  the  visita- 
tion, he  should  not  be  compelled  again  to 
submit  to  it.  We  had  a  division  upon 
that  point,  in  which  those  Members,  who 
have  been  the  most  active  promoters  of 
these  clauses  voted  against  this  Amend- 
ment; for  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  C.  P. 
Yilliers)  proposed  an  Amendment  upon 
that  Amendment — whereby  he  would  have 


again  interposed  the  authority  of  the  Poor 
Diw  Board,  that  of  the  central  authority— ^ 
to  control  the  freedom,  the  discretion  given 
in  this  Amendment,  to  the  unhappy  pauper 
as  to  whether  he  would  continue  to  receive 
or  would  decline  the  ministration  of  the 
priest  or  minister  of  the  denomination  to 
which  he  is  under  the  Bill  to  be  regis- 
tered as  belonging.  This  Amendment  was 
rejected,  but  the  Amendment  which  the 
House  has  adopted  goes  only  to  this  — 
There  is  no  power  in  the  man  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  religion  to  which  be  is 
held  to  belong  in  the  Register,  the  entry 
being  made  in  the  first  instance  when  he 
comes  into  the  union-house ;  but  he  may 
object  to  receive  the  ministrations  of  the 
individual  minister  or  priest  after  he  has 
been  once  visited  by  him.  Now,  I  say 
that  this  exception  which  we  introduced 
last  night  in  favour  of  the  religious  free- 
dom of  the  individual,  small  as  it  is,  un* 
mistakeably  proves  the  stringent  character 
of  the  whole  measure.  But  there  was  ano- 
ther Amendment  made  last  night,  and  it 
is  still  more  remarkable.  When  the  title 
of  the  Bill  was  read  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate — and  the  Lord  Advocate  is  al- 
ways held  to  be  the  Minister  for  Scotland 
in  this  House  —  moved,  that  the  title  of 
the  Bill  should  be  altered  so  as  to  mark 
clearly  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  is 
limited  to  England  and  Wales.  As  a  good 
Scotchman,  the  Lord  Advocate  has  taken 
care  to  exclude  his  own  country  from  the 
operation  of  the  measure.  Sir,  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  policy  of  the  Ultra- 
montane party,  in  this  and  every  country, 
where  the  State  is  not  Boman  Catholic,  is 
to  secularize  the  State ;  to  divorce  the  State 
from  all  connection  with  any  religion  as 
its  own.  The  operation  of  these  clauses 
will  be  to  constitute  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
which  is  a  secular  Board,  but  which,  as 
has  been  over  and  over  again  stated  in  the 
course  of  the  debates  on  this  Bill,  is  at 
present  subject  to,  and  acting  under.  Ul- 
tramontane influences — ["  No,  no !"]  —  I 
say  that  has  been  over  and  over  again 
stated,  and  that  no  one  has  denied  it  in 
debate.  The  operation  of  these  clauses  is, 
I  repeat,  to  constitute  that  secular  Board 
the  supreme  judgo  of  the  religion  of  the 
inmates  of  those  workhouses  ;  the  supreme 
judge  of  the  religion  in  which  the  children 
in  those  workhouses  shall  be  brought  up; 
the  sole  arbiter  as  to  which  of  the  various 
religious  denominations  in  this  country 
the  religious  teaching  of  deserted  children 
shall  be  committed.    Take  then.  t\\\^  "^S^^ 
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as  exemplified  by  these  daiUMiy  tad  it  ii 
olear  that  the  central  power  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  is  to  oyer-ride  the  Guardians  of 
every  union  in  the  country  with  respect 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  and  the  al- 
lotment of  salaries  to  those  officers.  A 
Creed  Beg^ster  is  for  the  first  time  estab- 
lished as  a  public  document;  not  as  a 
document  in  the  manner  it  has  hitherto 
existed,  for  the  information  of  the  Guar- 
dians only,  and  for  their  guidance,  but  as 
a  public  document  open  to  the  ministers 
of  eyery  denomination  in  order  that  they 
may  claim  the  inmates  of  those  work- 
houses according  to  the  description  of  their 
religion  in  the  Creed  Begister  as  their  pe- 
culiar property.  I  have  described  the 
Amendment  by  which  there  is  to  be  a 
partial  mitigation  of  this  system  in  the 
case  of  individual  adults;  but  as  the  Bill 
now  stands,  under  the  operation  of  these 
clauses,  when  once  a  man,  or  a  child,  whe- 
ther a  boy  or  a  girl,  is  entered  upon  the 
Begister,  as  belonging  to  a  particular  de* 
nomination,  he  is  the  property,  the  re- 
ligious property  of  the  minister  of  that 
denomination  who  may  undertake  to  visit 
the  workhouse;  the  minister  of  whose 
chapel  is  nearest  the  workhouse  having 
the  preference  in  claiming  or  asserting 
this  property  in  the  pauper  inmates  or 
children  of  his  denomination.  Now,  Sir, 
these  provisions  have  been  proposed  in  two 
Parliaments  and  in  severed  Sessions ;  but 
never  until  this  House  was  in  its  present 
debilitated  condition  have  those  provisions 
received  the  assent  of  the  House.  They 
are  of  a  most  stringent  character,  and  I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  making 
known  to  the  whole  body  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  power  which  these  clauses 
give  to  the  central  authority,  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  over  them.  I  wish  to  inform 
them  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ultramon- 
tane journal,  which  I  have  quoted,  this 
power  is  to  be  exercised  in  tiie  sense  of 
being  a  penal  power.  I  wish  to  inform 
them  of  the  kind  of  regulation  and  coer- 
cion to  which  these  clauses  will  subject 
them.  And  I  wish  to  do  so  particularly 
before  this  present  Parliament  is  dissolved. 
For  if  the  Ultramontane  organ,  to  which 
I  have  referred  is  correct  in  its  assertions, 
there  is  a  coalition  between  the  Leaders  of 
the  two  great  parties  in  this  House  for 
the  purpose  of  thus  crippling,  incapaci- 
tating, and  coercing  the  local  administra- 
tions of  this  country  in  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  religious  teaching,  not 

Mr.  ifiwdi^aU 


only  of  the  tliiUi^  bat  of  the  dhildien  in 
every  union  workhouse  or  union-house 
throughout  this  country.  Sir,  it  is  my 
belief  that  the  allegation  of  proselytism, 
whioh  this  Ultramontane  newspaper  ad- 
duces against  the  Guardians,  is  if  not  al- 
together unfounded,  to  say  the  least  grossly 
exaggerated;  and,  let  it  be  remembered, 
that  this  allegation  comes  from  an  Ultra- 
montane newspaper,  the  organ  of  the  men. 
who  are  themselves  the  most  unscrupulous 
of  proselytisers.  This  allegation  is,  I  be- 
lieve, a  mere  attempt  to  conceal  or  to  ex- 
cuse the  extension  or  this  central  power  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  over  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  in  matters,  which 
enter  more  deeply  into  the  social  condition 
of  the  people  than  any  others.  No  Par* 
liament  has  hitherto  permitted  this  central 
authority  to  reach  to  such  an  extent.  Sir, 
we  are  told  that  we  are  in  the  mids(  of 
a  crisis.  So  we  are.  It  is  said  to  be  a 
crisis  for  the  Lrish  Church.  So  it  may  be. 
But  the  crisis  that  we  are  passing  through 
is,  in  my  opinion,  a  constitutional  crisis. 
The  attempt  is  to  secularize  the  State, 
whilst  its  centnd  power,  as  secular,  is  in- 
creased over  matters  connected  with  re- 
ligion. All  this  tends  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  far  less  free  and  a  much  more 
coercive  system  of  government  than  that 
under  which  we  have  hitherto  lived.  See- 
ing, therefore,  that  the  bearings  of  the 
clauses  are  of  the  most  important  descrip- 
tion, that  they  touch  the  constitutional 
system  of  this  country,  that  they  invade 
tne  great  principle  of  religious  freedom, 
and  the  system  of  local  self-government 
and  local  administration,  I  have  thought 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  my 
duty,  as  there  has  been  no  general  disoua- 
sion  on  the  main  provisions  and  purport 
of  this  Bill,  and  as  these  clauses  form  the 
most  operative  and  characteristic  portion 
of  the  measure  ;  for  these  reasons  I  think 
it  inconsistent  with  my  duty,  to  those  I 
represent,  and  to  the  Guardians  of  the 
poor  generally,  not  to  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  informing  them  of  the  stnngeney 
of  this  measure,  and  of  the  opinion  of  its 
future  operation  which  is  entertained  by 
those  who  have  been  and  are  the  chid 
promoters  of  this  BilL 

Amendment  neffcUived. 

Wmi  patted,  with  Amendments. 
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DISTRICT  CHURCH  TITHES  ACT  AMENI>- 

MENT  BILL— [Bill  246.] 

[Lord9.'\      COMMTETEB. 

Bill  conM$r$d  in  Committee  (aocording 
to  Order). 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ClaoBe  1  (Sect.  9  of  28  ft  29  Tict. 
0.  42  repealed). 

Kb.  WALPOLE  said,  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  divide  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  into  two  clasBes  — 
rectors  and  vicars.  Under  the  Church 
Building  Acts  a  great  variety  of  designa- 
tioDB  had  been  bestowed  upon  different 
bodies  of  the  clergy,  who  were  styled 
inoumbentSi  perpetual  curates,  and  so 
Ibrth.  This  was  found  to  be  a  great  in- 
oonvenience,  which  the  present  Bill  was 
intended  to  remove.  There  was,  however, 
already  in  operation  a  clause  of  an  Act  of 
Barliament  under  which  if  a  portion  of 
file  tithes  were  given  to  an  incumbent  he 
oguld,  with  the  consent  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tioal  Commissioners,  be  declared  a  rector 
or  a  vicar  as  the  case  might  be.  The 
And  clause  of  the  present  measure  fully 
nrovided  for  the  division  of  the  clergy 
mto  the  two  classes  of  rectors  and  vioars, 
and  he  should  therefore  move  the  omission 
of  the  1st  clause. 

Kb.  hone  regarded  this  as  a  most 
extraordinary  attempt  at  legislation.  His 
light  hon.  Friend  who  had  moTcd  the 
ominion  of  the  1st  clause  seemed  particu- 
larly anxious  to  undo  all  that  had  been 
done  by  the  House  of  Lords.  When  the 
Bill  was  introduced  into  that  House  it 
eonsiBted  of  a  single  clause,  which  was  the 
iecond  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  The 
liMt  was  that  a  compromise  was  come  to. 
HiB  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  at  all 
obarly  explained  the  object  of  the  let 
olaose.  Under  the  9th  section  of  the  Act 
of  28  &  29  VicL  a  clergyman  who  pur- 
ohased  even  an  infinitesimal  amount  of 
tithes  might,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Soelesiastical  Commissioners,  become  a 
xeotor.  Indeed,  he  was  credibly  informed 
that  a  case  had  arisen  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  required  to  convert  into  a 
rector  a  perpetual  curate  who  bad  pur- 
chased tithes  which  returned  him  an 
annual  income  of  something  under  2d. 

Mb.  POWELL  said,  he  thought  the 
duty  of  the  House  clearly  was  to  consider 
the  Bill  on  its  merits  with  regard  to  what 
had  been  said  in  ''another  place."    He 


should,  this  being  so.  support  the  Motion 
for  the  omission  of  the  dUuse. 

Motion  negatived. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  ooimdered; 
read  the  third  time,  and  paesed,  with 
Amendments. 

WEST  INDIES  BILL— [Bill  124.] 

{Mr,  Adderley,  Mr,  Sclater-Booth,) 

lobdb'  akendkeztt.    adjoubved  debate. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [27th  July]  pro- 
posed to  be  made  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  The  Lords  to  the  West  Indies  Bill ; 
and  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leaye  out  the  words  ''as  snoh  ooa^jator, 
oontinue  to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at  present 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex,*'  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  "and  exercises  episcopal  functions 
therein,  oontinue  to  reoei?e  out  of  the  Gonsoli- 
dated  Fund  the  annual  payment  of  two  thousand 
pounds  which  has  heen  hitherto  made  to  him  in 
part  by  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend 
of  three  thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before 
recited  Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend  ap- 
propriated to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the  said  Acts  : 
ProTided,  That  during  his  receipt  of  such  annual 
payment  no  payment  shall  be  made  to  him  out  of 
the  Oonsolidated  Fund  in  respect  of  the  Arch- 
deaconry of  Middlesex,'' — (ifr.  Russell  Oumey,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  The  Lords'  Amendment." 

Debate  resumed. 

Me.  AYBTON  said,  he  hoped  the  Be- 
cretary  of  the  Treasury  would  support 
him  in  objecting  to  a  proposal  which,  if 
adopted,  would  form  a  very  bad  precedent. 
The  House  was  asked  to  make  a  new 
grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  by 
way  of  Amendment  to  an  Amendment  of 
the  other  House  without  any  Besolution 
having  been  come  to  on  the  subject  by  the 
House  in  Committee.  The  clause,  if 
amended  as  proposed,  would  giye  to  the 
Bishop  of  Kingston  £800  as  his  own 
salary  and  £1,200  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  as  agent  of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica, 
so  that  the  proposal  actually  suggested 
the  appropriation  of  £1,200  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  The  Act  under  which 
the  payments  were  to  be  made  was  the 
5  &  6  Viot.,  which  empowered  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  devote  such  sums  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  as  she  deemed  necessary  to 
carry  out  any  arrangement  ^hi^V  Ts^^si^ 
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be  come  to  for  the  spiritual  velfiure  of  the 
people  of  Jamaica,  It  appeared  to  be  a 
new  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fnnd 
for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  individuali 
and  such  a  charge  ought  not  to  be  created 
except  in  Committee.  The  proposition 
ought  not,  he  belicTed,  now  to  be  made, 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Lords' 
Amendment,  which  was  a  very  harmless 
one,  would  be  agreed  to.  It  was  harmless 
because  it  could  never  come  into  operation, 
and  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House, 
out  of  compliment  to  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment as  sent  down. 

*Me.  GILPIN  said,  he  hoped  the  time 
would  soon  come,  and  he  should  see  it, 
"when  the  question  of  Bishops'  salaries 
would  occupy  as  little  time  in  that  House 
as  the  payment  of  salaries  to  Dissenting 
ministers  and  of  funds  for  the  erection  of 
.chapels.  With  regard  to  the  question 
now  before  the  House,  he  should  vote 
against  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  for  the  reason  that  if 
it  did  not  actually  create  a  new  charge 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  it  would 
create  a  charge  for  an  additional  life. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  by  the  patent  under  which  his  ap- 
pointment was  made  the  Bishop  of  Kings- 
ton was  not  merely  appointed  coadjutor 
to  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica.  For  his  duties 
as  coadjutor  to  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  he 
received  £1,200  a  year  out  of  the  salary 
of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica,  in  addition  to 
the  sum  of  £400,  foVmerly  £800,  which 
he  received  as  the  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex. 
But  he  was  also  empowered  on  the  death 
of  the  Bishop  of  Jamaica  to  perform  the 
episcopal  duties  of  that  See  until  a  suc- 
cessor had  been  appointed,  consecrated, 
and  had  arrived  in  the  diocese.  The  whole 
object  of  the  Amendment  now  proposed 
was  that  the  Bishop  of  Kingston  should, 
in  such  an  event,  receive  the  same  emolu- 
ments as  were  now  given  to  the  Archdeacon 
of  Middlesex.  He  could  see  no  objection 
to  this  proposal,  and  should  therefore 
support  it. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Russell 
Gurney)  proposed  to  strike  out  part  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment  by  which  a  pe- 
cuniary saving  would  be  effected.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pur- 
posed to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  conveyed  the  intention  of 
the  other  House,  and  to  put  in  something 
entirely  different  in  its  nature,  and  not 
i/r.  Ayrion 


in  any  wuy  oonneeted  with  the  subject  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment;  and  he  desired  to 
know,  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  the  House  to  take  advantage 
of  the  technical  fact  that  an  Amendment 
had  been  made  by  the  other  House  to 
insert  a  fresh  provision  which  could  by 
no  possibility  have  any  connection  wi& 
that  Amendment? 

Mb.  a YTOUN  submitted  that  they  had 
no  power  to  do  what  was  proposed  by  the 
Amendment.  Power  was  given  to  grant 
a  salary  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to 
some  person  holding  a  particular  office  and 
provided  for  under  the  Act  of  Parliament; 
but  was  it  competent  to  them  to  transfer 
the  salary  to  some  totally  different  office  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  A  Question  was  put 
to  me  on  this  point  last  night,  and  I  made 
answer  to  it  that  it  appears  to  me,  so  far 
as  the  privileges  of  the  House  are  con* 
cemed,  the  question  turns  upon  whether 
there  is  any  new  charge  upon  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund,  and  while  the  Bill  proposes 
to  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  £20,000 
this  Amendment  would  relieve  it  of  £1 8,000 
only.  The  question  of  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  is  a  matter  for  the'  consideration  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  McLaren)  has  asked  me  whe- 
ther in  point  of  form  this  Amendment  can 
be  put  ?  The  question  is  whether  it  is  re- 
levant, and  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is 
relevant  to  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  is  not  a  some- 
what complicated  question.  I  adhere  to 
the  substance  of  the  opinion  I  gave  last 
night  that,  as  there  is  no  new  charge  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  therefore  I  think 
it  is  a  matter  more  to  be  decided  by  the 
House  on  its  merits  than  by  any  opinion 
from  the  Chair. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :--AjeB  80;  Noes 
29 :  Majority  1. 

Lords'  Amendment  agreed  to. 


Uonie  adyonmed  at  half  after 

Five  o'clock. 
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that  any  praotioal  inooiiTenienoe  arose  from 
HOUSE    07    LOEBS,  the  present  arrangement 

Wednesday,  July  29,  1868.  rpHE  POST  OFFICE  AND  CIRCULAR  DE- 

LIVERY COMPANIES.— QUESTION. 
MINUTES.]— PuBUo  BiLu^— Third  Reading^ 

loland  ReTonne*  (279);    Election    Petition!  Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  he  would  heg  to 

and   Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  •  (287) ;  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 

Danube   Works  Loan  •  (272) ;    Saint   Mary  ther  the   Treasury  have  yet  decided  in 

Somerset's  Church,  London,  •  (278) ;  Colonial  x*  „^„^  .r  „ii«„:„«.  au^  T>^«f  nm^^  4-^  ^a*^ 

GoTemors  Pensions  Act  Amendment*  (289).  favour  of  aUowmg  the  Post  Office  to  carry 

mnd  passed,  pnnted  matter,  not  exceeding  one  ounce 

in  weight,  for  one  halfpenny ;  and,  whether 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  haying  gone  the  Treasury  will  giro  orders  not  to  take 

through  the  Business  on  the  Paper,  with-  any  further  legal  proceedings   to  impede 

oat  debate —  the  action  of  Circular  Delivery  Companies 

„         „         ,  _       until  after  the  meeting  of  the  new  Parlia- 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five    rnant  ^ 

o'clock,  tm  T--^^w.  a^^a«i.,       ^  CHANCELLOR  of  mn  EXCHE- 

QXJER  said,  in  reply,  that  the  subject  of 
the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion  was  now  under  consideration,  but  no 
decision  had  been  come  to  upon  it  at  pre- 

TTnnsTi'    nv    rn^mrmvrs         sent  in  consequence  of  the  Post  Office  offi- 
HOUSE     OF    COMMOI^S,        ciab  having  had  their  time  so  greatly  taken 

nr  ^     J       r  7   oo   1  aao  ^P  ^^  ^^®  Electric  Telegraphs  JBiU.    He 

Wednesday y  July  39,  1868.  trusted,  however,  that  very  shortly  some 

««««*nm«a-.      T>_       «  nr-.i^  declsiou  upou  tho  polut  would  1)0  arrfved 

"^^^jilZ^^S  ^^-cZl^tnZ  f    With  regard  tTthe  latter  part  of  the 

Bflgolation  •  [22]  ;  Church  Rates  Commuta-    '^^^'  Members  Question,  he  could  only  say 

tion*  [10].  that  a  case  had  been  stated  for  the  opinion 

of  a  Court  of  Law  with  respect  to  the 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before  Four   legality  of  the  operation  of  the  Circular 

of  the  dock*  Delivery  Company,  and  therefore  it  would 

be  unadvisable  to  express  any  opinion  upon 
ARM Y— ORDNANCE  SURVEY  MAPS.       the  subject  at  present. 

QUESTION. 

V     TTA-DTTi^rrr  t-ctxttc      .j   1.           1.1  ARMY-COLONELS    IN    THE    ROYAL 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would  ARTILLERY.— QUESTION. 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  ,.       ^                n  a  ai?T  t3.t3.        -jm     x. 

Why  the  Public  cannot  be  supplied  with  ^^-    »kbjeaot    OASELEE  ^d,    he 

flie  Maps  of  the  Ordnance  Survey,  as  at  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretiu-y  of  S^^ 

fhis  time  no  complete  copies  of  all  the  Maps  ^^f >  Y^f  ^®/  ^*i^^  ^^^^^^^  to  aUow  any 

can  be  procured  in  London  ;   and,  why  ^^  ^®  ^^  Colonels  of  the  Royal  ArtiUery 

■mmgements  are  not  made  by  which  com-  ^^<^  ^^®  ^^^  ^^  their  names  for  retirement, 

Ste  sets  and  portions  of  the  Ordnance  ^®  ^^®  immediate  benefit  by  the  sum 

rvey  publications  can  be  obtained   by  ^^^^  ^^5:^^^^°^Txt^^^^ 

the  PubUc  and  the  Trade  through   the  Sik  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  m  reply. 

Stationery  Office,  under  whose  direction  that  the  matter  was  under  consideration, 

the  Maps  and  publications  of  the  Geological  ^^  °®  **0P®<*  ^o  be  able  m  a  few  days  to 

Ordnance  Survey  are  satisfactorily  issued  ?  inform  the  gallant  officers  interested  m  it 

Sra  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  reply,  °^  ^he  decision  which  had  been  come  to. 
that,  on  account  of  the  bulky  nature  of  the 

maps,  there  might  bo  some  difficulty  in  ARMY— SENIOR  STAFF  OFFICERS  OF 
obtaining  them,  though  he  had  never  him-  PENSIONERS—QUESTION. 
•elf  experienced  the  slightest  difficulty.  Mb.  WYLD  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
He  believed  there  was  no  place  in  England  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any 
where  any  portion  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  consideration  has  been  given  to  the  griev- 
might  not  at  once  be  obtained.  It  was  ances  of  the  Senior  Staff  Officers  of  Pen- 
now  under  consideration  whether  it  would  sioners,  to  which  his  attention  was  called 
be  convenient  to  supply  them  through  the  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament — 
Stationery  Office,  but  he  was  not  aware  namely,   that    the   M»m<^x«iAMTSi>   ^^qXr^ 
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War  Office  15th  March  1842,  promised 
that  their  sitaations  Bhould  he  oonsidered 
aa  '*  Fall  Pay  "  appoiptmeiUs ;  but  qome 
time  after  they  accepted  these  situations 
on  the  faith  of  this  promise  a  regulation 
was  made  that  the  holders  of  them  should 
have  the  inadequate  step  of  Breyet  Major, 
with  the  addition  only  of  two  shillings 
per  day  to  their  pay,  and  that  tMs  limita- 
tion of  advancement  and  the  limitation  of 
their  retiring  allowances  inflicts  a  serious 
injury  upon  the  Senior  Staff  Officers  of 
Pensioners,  many  of  whom  left  their  regi- 
mentSi  and  some  of  them  paid  back  the 
regulated  difference  between  half  and  full 
pay  to  hold  these  appointments  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  is  disposed  to  consider  the  **  Full 
Pay"  appointment  of  the  Senior  Staff 
Officer  of  Pensioners  as  entitling  them  to  a 
gradual  increase  of  rank,  pay,  and  retiring 
allowance  ? 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  could  not  think  the  Senior  Staff 
Officers  of  Pensioners  had  any  cause  of 
complaint,  seeing  that  considerable  advan- 
tages  in  the  way  of  promotion  had  been 
extended  to  them.  The  best  answer  he 
could  give  to  the  hon.  Member  was  to  state 
that  almost  every  day  he  was  receiving 
applications  for  appointments  on  the  Pen- 
sioners' Staff,  which  were  greatly  coveted 
by  military  men.  On  the  other  hand, 
however,  in  consequence  of  the  arrange- 
ments now  in  progress  with  respect  to  tiie 
Army  of  Eeserve,  their  labours  had  greatly 
increased,  and  he  would  take  into  cotisidera- 
tion  how  far  those  additional  labours  en- 
titled them  to  extra  pay. 

ARMT— PREACHING  IN  THE  ARMT. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  KII^NAIBD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War^  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  Military 
General  Order,  said  to  have  been  issued 
by  the  General  Commanding- in-Chief  in 
Canada,  forbidding  Officers  to  preach  to 
or  to  teach  the  men  of  their  Ilegiments, 
and  in  consequence  of  which  two  Officers 
of.  the .  Rifle  Brigade  had  sent  in  papers 
resigning  their  Commissions ;  and,  whether 
he  had  any  objection  to  lay  a  Copy  of  such 
General  Order  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Bib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
unable  to  give  him  longer  Notice  of  his 
Question,  to  tbe  subject  of  which  his 
attention  was  called  for  the  flrst  time  by 
the  hon.  Member's  Notice  yesterday  ;  but 
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even  had  l^e  received  a  longer  notioey  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  him  to 
give  any  definite  answer  with  respect  to  a 
General  Order  said  to  have  been  issued  by 
the  Commander-in-Chief  of  Hel*  Majesty's 
Forces  in  Canada.  He  found  upon  inquiry 
that  in  May  last  a  Letter  was  received  by 
the  Field   Marshal  Commanding-in-Chi^ 
in  this  country  from  Sir  Charles  Windham, 
the  Commander-in-Chief  in  Canada,  bring- 
ing under  his  attention  the  fact  that  cer- 
tain officers  in  the  Rifle  Brigade  #ere 
in  the  habit  of  preaching  in  the  public 
churches,  and  that  complaints  had  beoi 
made   to  the  Commander-in-Chief   with 
respect  to  that  practice,  which  in  some 
instances  had  led  to  what  he  was  going  to 
call  scandals  and  to  considerable  excite- 
ment.   The  Commander-in-Chief  in  Ca- 
nada had  ordered  the  officers  in  question 
to  return  to  their  regimental  quarters  at 
Ottawa*  and  they  were  prohibited  from 
continuing  the  practice  of  preaching  in 
the    churches.     The    practice    appeued, 
however,  to  have  revived,  and  complaints 
were  i^in  made  to  .the  Con^mander-in- 
Chief  in  Canada,  wliich  were  likewise  sent 
home  by  Sir  Charles  Windham,  with  a 
request  that  he  should  be  informed  as  to 
the  course  he  should  take.    By  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Field  Manhai  Commanding- 
in-Chief  a  Letter  of  a  most  temperate  and 
moderate  character  was  written  by  the 
Adjutant  General  in  answer  to  thoee  eom- 
plaints,  which  stated  that  he  had  no  wish 
to  discourage  officers  from  preaching  to 
their  men,  but  strongly  discouraging  the 
practice  of  officers  attempting  to  go  be- 
yond the  fair  limits  of  their  vocation  by 
preaching   in   churches.     He  was    only 
aware  of  the  retirement  of  the  two  officers 
referred  to  from  the  Notice  of  the  hon. 
Member.     Not  long  ago  similar  prohibi- 
tions   were    issued    at    Winchester    and 
Portsmouth,  where  complaints  had  been 
made  of  practices  of  the  same  kind. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASXTRES. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  THOMAS  HUGHES,  who  had 
given  Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  inac- 
curate state  of  the  Standard  of  Weight  and 
Measure,  and  to  the  present  system  of  en* 
forcing  the  law,  whereby  half  the  penal- 
ties are  paid  to  the  informer,  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  so  important  a  question  as  that 
of  the  standards  of  weights  and  measures 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  as  of  course 
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ha  oottld  not  expect  that  the  House  would 
go  into  the  matter  thoronghly.    But  those 
who  were  interested  in  the  question  as 
he  was — for  the  county  of  Surrey  was  un- 
fortunately the  first  in  the  Betoms    of 
penalties  for  the  use  of  inaccurate  weights 
and  measures— had  hoped  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  have  been  able  to  bring  in  a 
measure  this  Session,  and  had  therefore 
put  off  calling  attention  to  this  subject 
earlier.  He  believed  that  the  Goyemment 
were  waiting  for  the  Beport  of  the  Stan- 
dards Commission;  but  as  they  would,  he 
supposed,  have  the  whole  question  under 
their  consideration  in  the  Recess,  there 
were  several  points  which  he  wished  to 
call  their  attention  to.    First,  as  to  the 
present  custom  of  giving  half  the  penalties 
to  the  informer.    Nothing  could  be  worse 
than  such  a  system,  as  would  be  clear  to 
the  House  by  the  case  of  his  own  borough. 
In  Lambeth  there  were  two  Inspectors  of 
weights  and  measures,  one  of  whom  was 
lately  a  common  police-constable,  and  the 
other  in  an  equally  humble  condition  in 
life.  These  oflScers  were  paid  a  fixed  salary 
of  £250  each  with  half  the  penalties  in 
addition ;  and  these  penalties  amounted  in 
the  past  year  to  upwards  of  £1,200,  so 
that  the  salaries  of  these  officers  had  been 
more  than  doubled  by  the  penalties.    It 
was  well  to  pay  such  officers  a  proper 
salary,  but  not  well  to  make  their  salary 
depend  upon  the  amount  of  fines  inflicted. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  tribunals. 
The  present  one  was  eminently  unsatisfac- 
tory.    In  Surrey,  for  instance,  no  regis- 
ter of  convictions  was  kept  by  the  magis- 
trates, so  that  there  could  be  no  recdly 
satisfactory  evidence  as  to  the  degree  of 
guilt  of  any  person  who  was  summoned. 
In  illustration  of  the  way  in  which  this 
branch  of  the  law  was  administered,  he 
might  state  that  in  one  day  at  Islington 
upwards  of  120  cases  were  got  through  in 
four  hours  and  a  half.     On  inquiry  it  was 
found  that  in  nearly  every  case  tne  same 
fine  of  6«.  had  been  infiioted,  and  in  no 
less  than  twenty-six  of  the  cases  the  de- 
fendants had  been  fined,  for  having  weights 
which  were  actually  heavier   than   the 
standards.  Then  as  to  the  standards  them- 
selves.   Before  the  Act  of  1866  the  Board 
of  Trade  standards  had  not  been  verified 
for  forty  years.     By  the  present  law  they 
must  be  verified  once  in  ten  years;  but 
this  was  much  too  seldom.    He  thought 
it  should  be  done  at  least  every  six  years. 
The  secondary  standards,  which  were  in 
constant  use,  were  to  be  verified  once  in  I 


five  years.  But  if  he  was  rightly  informed, 
the  wear  and  tear  of  the  standfards  would 
make  a  difference  of  a  drachm  a  year. 
Surely,  therefore,  the  standards  in  ordinary 
use  should  be  verified  every  year.    The 
method  of  setting  the  standards  right,  too, 
seemed  to  be  very  objectionable.    He  had 
seen  only  yesterday  a  standard  weight  in 
which  the  adjustment  had  been  made  by 
soldering  a  piece  of  lead  roughly  on  to  the 
bottom  of  hie  weight.     Then,  again,  the 
Act  of  1866  empowered  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  to  settle  what  amount  of  variation 
might  be  tolerated  between  the  standards 
at  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  secondary 
standards.   He  did  not  know  whether  any 
scale  of  variation  had  been  fixed  by  Order 
in  Council,  but  if  it  had,  it  ought  to  be 
extended  to   the  variation  between  the 
secondary  standards  and  those  of  trades- 
men.   If  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  give  some  information  as 
to  the  amount  of  variation  which  was 
tolerated  at  present,  it  would  be  interest- 
ing, he  thought,  to  the  House,  and  cer- 
tainly to  himself,  representing  as  he  did 
an  important  trading  constituency  in  the 
south  of  London.    The  same  amount  of 
variation  which  was  at  present  tolerated 
between  the  Board  of  Trade  standard  and 
the  secondary  standards  ought  clearly  to 
be  sanctioned  between  the  secondary  stan- 
dard and  the  weights  and  measures  used 
by  dealers  throughout  the  country.    He 
would  also  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  enforce  the  publication  of  the  names 
of  persons  convicted,  with  the  particulars 
of  their  offence.    In  almost  all  cases  no 
publication  was  made  either  of  the  names 
of  the  persons  convicted  or  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  conviction.    There  was  no 
knowing  whether  weights  were  a  drachm 
or  an  ounce  too  light,  or  whether,  as  in 
some  cases,  they  were  too  heavy.  It  would 
certainly  benefit  the  honest  trader  if,  in 
every  instance,  it  were  obligatory  on  the 
tribunal  imposing  the  penalty  to  publish 
the  circumstances  of  the  case ;  and  some 
system  might  also  be  devised  under  which 
a  mark  should  be  fixed  on  the  shops  of  all 
deliberate  offenders.     If  these  points  were 
attended  to  he  thought  the  Government 
might  easily  frame  a  measure  which  would 
protect  the  public  and  the  honest  trades- 
man.    At  present  the  only  persons  who 
profited  by  the  law  and  tiie  way  it  was 
carried  out  were  the  dishonest  tradesmen. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  consider 
the  question  in  the  Recess. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Thofnaa  Hughes.) 

Mb.  STEPHEN  CAVE  apologized  for 
not  being  prepared  to  answer  the  question 
fully.  Having  been  very  unwell  for  the 
last  two  days,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
attend  the  House,  and  had  in  fact  seen 
the  Notice  for  the  first  time,  only  a  few 
minutes  before.  Part  of  the  question,  more- 
over, properly  belonged  to  the  Home  Office. 
The  law,  with  regard  to  penalties,  had 
been  altered  in  many  respects ;  but  it  had 
been  found  by  experience  that  it  often 
slumbered,  in  consequence  of  there  being 
no  inducement  to  anybody  to  enforce  it. 
What  was  everybody's  business  was  no- 
body's business,  and  the  evil  had  been  felt 
in  regard  to  overcrowding  themselves,  of 
which  so  many  complaints  had  been  heard. 
Those,  however,  who  complained  of  the 
operation  of  the  law  had  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands,  because  if  they  used 
genuine  weights  and  measures  they  would 
not  be  exposed  to  its  operation  at  all.  It 
always  struck  him  as  a  very  remarkable 
circumstance  that  the  poor,  who  were 
chiefly  fleeced  by  the  rascality  of  the  small 
tradesmen,  were  yet  the  very  persons  to 
stand  up  for  these  offenders  against  the 
law  which  would  protect  them  from  their 
misdoing.  As  long  as  such  a  state  of 
feeling  existed,  it  was  hopeless  to  attempt 
to  enforce  the  law.  It  would  be  a  great 
thing,  of  course,  if  the  magistrates  kept  a 
register,  and  if  the  names  of  the  offenders, 
and  the  number  of  their  convictions  were 
published  ;  but  in  the  very  neighbourhood 
where  these  people  lived,  and  where  their 
offences  must  be  well  known,  the  fact  did 
not  deter  poor  persons  from  dealing  with 
them.  The  reason,  no  doubt,  in  many 
cases,  was  that  these  poor  persons  were 
almost  always  in  debt  to  the  shopkeeper, 
and  were  therefore  under  his  hand,  and  a 
very  hard  hand  it  often  proved  to  be. 
He  was  not  quite  able  to  follow  what  had 
been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  about  shop- 
keepers being  convicted  whose  weights 
were  too  heavy,  and  could  only  suppose 
that  the  fine  in  such  cases  was  imposed 
because  the  weights  were  not  properly 
marked  with  the  Government  stamp,  but 
had  been  bought  unstamped  from  some 
private  makers.  The  variations  in  the 
standards  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
referred  was  one  which  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  to  express  in  terms,  and  was 
merely  an  allowance  for  the  effect  of  the 
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atmosphere  npon  the  different  kinds  of 
metal  of  which  these  weights  were  made. 
Re-verification  from  time  to  time  was  un- 
doubtedly advantageous,  but  complaints 
had  been  already  made  both  from  counties 
and  boroughs  of  the  cost  of  this  proceed- 
ing, and  more  frequent  re>venfication 
would,  of  course,  necessitate  an  increase 
of  staff.  No  doubt,  in  centres  of  great 
trade,  like  the  metropolis,  such  adjustment 
would  be  more  often  required  than  in 
other  places.  He  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  practice  to  know 
exactly  what  was  usual  with  regard  to 
soldering,  but  in  the  event  of  a  slight 
addition  being  required  to  a  weight  sold- 
ering would  probably  be  the  cheapest  way 
of  making  it.  He  entirely  conouxred  with 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  desire  which  had 
been  expressed  for  some  sign  to  be  placed 
over  the  shops  of  defaulters.  In  France 
this  was  constantly  done.  When  a  man 
was  convicted  of  using  fialse  weights  he 
was  not  only  fined  for  it,  but  in  addition 
was  obliged  to  have  constructed  at  his 
own  expense  a  kind  of  tablet  giving  the 
fact  of  the  conviction,  the  reason  for  it, 
and  how  much  he  was  fined ;  and  this  he 
was  required  to  expose  in  his  shop  for  a 
certain  number  of  days,  weeks,  or  months, 
and  a  policeman  called  every  day  to  see 
that  it  was  fixed  in  some  conspicuous 
place.  This  might  be  a  proceeding 
too  strong  for  this  country,  but  if  some- 
thing of  a  similar  kind  existed  here, 
in  practice  it  would  no  doubt  prove  veiy 
beneficial.  The  different  points  mentioned 
by  his  hon.  Friend  should  be  carefully 
inquired  into  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Standards  Commission. 

Mb.  Sxbjs^nt  QASELEE  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
(Mr.  T.  Hughes),  considering  the  borongh 
which  he  represented,  had  stated  the  case 
very  fairly.  But  if  1,200  persons  had  been 
convicted  it  was  quite  plain  that  there 
were  12,000  who  deserved  conviction. 
The  law  as  it  stood  now  was  much  too 
lenient  towards  rogues.  He  was  a  director 
of  a  large  company,  which  suffered  every 
day  from  the  rascality  of  the  public 
Hitherto  thev  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
posting  up  tne  names  of  the  persons  by 
whom  they  were  so  defrauded ;  but  it  had 
recently  been  laid  down  that  in  doing  so 
railway  companies  would  be  guilty  of  a 
libel.  As  the  use  of  false  weights  was 
really  a  dreadful  offence  he  thought  it 
would  be  better,  instead  of  marking  the 
shop,  from  which  the  tradesman   might 
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remove,  to  brand  the  man  himself.  A 
practice  existed  of  giving  short  weight  to 
the  poor,  which  was  exceedingly  difficult 
to  detect— namely,  that  of  putting  a  piece 
of  lead,  or  something  heavy,  in  the  scales, 
and  taking  it  out  again  after  the  article 
vas  served.  For  his  part  he  should  wish 
snch  rogues  to  be  branded  with  the  letter 
**  B  "  in  their  forehead. 

Colonel  STKES  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  the 
Continental  system  would  be  introduced 
into  this  contry. 

Motion,  by  leave,  foithdrmon. 
PATENT   OFFICE   INQUIRY. 

MOTION  FOB  PAPSBS. 

ICb.  BENTINGK  said,  he  rose  to  move 
Ibr  a  Copy  of  the  Proceedings  taken  in  the 
oase  of  Mr.  Leonard  Edmunds.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  some  few  years 
ago  the  country  was  startled  by  the  state- 
ment that  certain  irregularities  of  a  serious 
nature  had  occurred  in  the  Patent  Office, 
with  which  Mr.  Edmunds  was  connected. 
A  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  appointed 
bj  Lord  Westbury,  who  was  at  tiiat  time 
Lord  Chancellor,  The  result  was  that 
two  Beports  were  published,  the  last  of 
them  dated  January,  1865.  These  Beports 
j^Bclosed  some  extraordinary  matters — 
matters  which  excited  great  attention  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  through- 
lint  the  country.  The  gravest  charges, 
sach  as  peculation,  embezzlement,  gross 
dishonesty,  wilful  falsification  of  accounts, 
and  many  other  acts  of  a  like  nature  were 
Ironght  against  Mr.  Edmunds,  and  in 
eonneotion  with  the  Suitors'  Eund,  with 
which  he  was  said  to  have  meddled,  he 
iraa  branded  as  a  defaulter.  Not  only 
was  he  driven  from  his  office,  but  he  was 
also  deprived  of  a  pension  which  a  Com- 
miBsion  of  the  House  of  Lords  had  assigned 
to  him  on  account  of  his  resignation  of  his 
appointment  as  reading  clerk  in  that 
j^ose,  and,  thus  broken  down,  he  was 
thrown  upon  society  with  a  tarnished 
lepntation.  But  the  case  did  not  stop 
ttiere.  The  Government  which  was  at 
that  time  in  power,  and  no  doubt  rightly 
esiongh,  believed  that  such  offences  in  a 
public  servant  as  those  which  Mr. Edmunds 
waa  alleged  to  have  committed  could  not 
be  overlooked,  and,  though  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Richmond 
(Sir  Roundell  Palmer)  stated  that  it  was 
not  thought  advisable  to  take  criminal 
gcoeeedings  against  him,  civil  proceedings 


were  instituted,  and  very  properly  so,  to 
recover  the  balance  in  which  he  was 
alleged  to  have  been  deficient.  In  the 
first  instance,  proceedings  were  taken  in 
the  Court  of  Exchequer,  which  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  proper  tribunal,  but  subse- 
quently they  were  shifted  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  the  proceedings  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  were  abandoned.  The  in- 
formation in  the  Court  of  Chancery  was 
not  filed  until  eighteen  months  after  the  Re- 
port had  been  made  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  answer  of  Mr.  Edmunds,  which 
was  not  excepted  to,  and  which,  in  reality, 
constituted  the  evidence  in  the  case,  was 
filed  in  the  month  of  December,  1866. 
It  was  not,  however,  till  three  years  after 
the  last  Report  of  the  Commissioners  had 
been  made  that  the  proceedings  in  the 
case  were  brought  to  maturity.  During 
all  this  time  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  de- 
prived of  his  pension,  and,  though  he  (Mr. 
Bentinck)  did  not  find  fault  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  for  what  had  been 
done,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  a 
great  hardship  had  been  inflicted  upon  Mr. 
Edmunds  by  the  removal  of  the  proceed- 
ings from  the  Court  of  Exchequer  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  by  his  being  sub- 
jected, as  he  had  been,  to  an  expense  of 
no  less  than  £2,000.  When  tlie  informa- 
tion was  heard  every  effort  was  made  by 
the  Government  to  secure  a  hearing  of 
their  case.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  appeared  by  virtue 
of  his  office  to  lead  the  case,  and  with  him 
was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Richmond,  the  leader  of  the 
Chancery  Bar,  and  one  of  the  ablest 
advocates  that  ever  practised  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  Indeed,  in  this  case  it 
might  be  said  that  the  Crown  had  every- 
thing, and  Mr.  Edmunds  next  to  nothing. 
The  case  was  heard  by  Yice  Chancellor 
Giffard — and  an  abler  lawyer  or  a  Judge 
more  endowed  with  good  sound  common 
sense  never  adorned  the  Bench  in  this 
country.  He  would  trouble  the  House 
with  a  portion  of  the  judgment  delivered 
by  Vice  Chancellor  Giffard.  The  Vice 
Chancellor  said — 

*'  In  one  respect  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the 
arguments  and  the  evidence  adduced  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  Edmunds  have  been  successful — that  is  to 
say,  they  have  been  successful  in  clearing  his  cha- 
racter from  all  imputation.  They  have  satisfied 
me  that  his  liability,  whatever  it  may  be,  is  a 
liability  from  mistake — mistake  under  circum- 
stances of  very  considerable  difficulty,  brought 
about  in  some  respects  because  he  could  ixot  ^V 
tain  the  audits  which  \i«  «a)ka^  W  A  >Xi^x^>>^^ 
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1834,  and  subseqaently  in  1852  or  1853,  and 
brought  about  also  by  what  is  a  most  unfortunate 
Aot  of  Parliament,  which  was  passed  with  refer- 
ence to  a  giren  state  of  circumstances,  when,  in 
point  of  fact,  these  oircnmstances  changed  very 
materiallf  afterwards." 

Then  the  learned  Yioe  Chancellor  oon- 
duded  his  judgment  as  follows: — 

<<  Having  made  that  preface,  I  may  add  that 
it  is  not  without  regret  that  I  have  come  to  this 
conclusion  that  in  other  respects  the  arguments 
which  haye  been  adduced  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
fendant are  not  successful.  I  think  there  is  ju- 
risdiction in  this  Court.  I  think  that  the  direc- 
tion asked  with  reference  to  stamps  must  be  given 
in  the  form  which  I  will  presently  state.  I  must 
also  declare  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  make  any 
deduction  whateyer  for  or  in  respect  of  the  parch- 
ment used  in  the  preparation  or  engrossment  of 
any  document  issued  by  him  as  Clerk  of  the  Pa- 
tents, or  from  the  oflBoe  of  Clerk  of  the  Patents, 
or  any  other  deduction  whatsoever,  in  respect  of 
the  preparation  and  engrossment  of  any  such 
document.  It  is  with  regret  that  I  find  myself 
compelled  by  iho  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
to  make  that  last  declaration.  I  repeat,  as  I 
said  at  the  outset,  that  I  think  the  defendant's 
evidence  has  removed  any  imputation  that  can 
be  justly  or  fairly  oast  upon  his  character,  and, 
having  regard  to  all  the  ciroumstamoes,  the  very 
difficult  position  in  which  he  was  placed  and  the 
&ct  of  the  audits  being  rofused,  I  certainly  shall 
not  make  him  pay  any  costs." 

A  more  complete  refutation  of  the  charges 
made  against  Mr.  Edmunds  he  could  not 
conceive.  He  now  desired  to  know,  there- 
fore, what  course  the  Government  proposed 
to  take  in  this  matter.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  after  what  had  occurred  the  case  of 
Mr.  Edmunds  could  not  stop  in  the  posi- 
tion it  now  was,  and  if  he  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  the  next  Parliament  he  should 
certainly  move  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the 
circumstances.  In  any  case  he  trusted  that, 
having  regard  to  the  accusations  which 
were  brought  against  Mr.  Edmunds  and 
the  decision  of  the  Vice  Chancellor,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  exercise 
what  he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  believed  would 
prove  a  wise  discretion,  and  advise  the  Go- 
vernment to  stop  all  Chancery  proceedings 
hereafter,  and  not  subject  Mr.  Edmunds  to 
any  of  those  vexatious  proceedings  from 
which  he  had  already  suffered  so  much. 
There  was  a  point  in  connection  with  the 
decree  of  the  Vice  Chancellor  which  affected 
Mr.  Edmunds  very  materially.  The  decree 
referred  to  points  connected  with  charges 
of  12«.  lOd,  for  engrossments.  The  matter 
he  believed  might  now  be  fairly  referred 
to  arbitration.  Indeed,  this  course  was 
suggested  by  the  late  Attorney  General, 
Sir  John  Bolt,  in  a  letter  dated  the  28rd 
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of  January,  1867,  in  which  he  proposed 
to  refer  the  case  to  a  legal  arhitarator, 
for— 

"  A  full  and  oomplete  investigation  of  the  ao- 
counts,  and  also  Mr.  Edmunds'  claims  against  ths 
Grown  arising  upon  the  accounts ; 

stating  further  that — 

*'  The  Crown  would  not  put  M|.  Edmonds  to 
the  expense  and  delay  of  instituting  a  cross  pro- 
ceeding for  enforcing  his  claims,  but  would  con- 
sent to  the  arbitrator  disposing  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion without  any  such  proceeding." 

Mr.  Edmunds  was  perfectly  willing  that 
that  course  should  be  taken.  It  might 
perhaps  be  objected  that  the  offer  of  arbi- 
tration having  been  once  made  and  refused 
the  matter  was  now  dosed.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  offer  was  refused 
at  the  time  when  Mr.  Edmunds'  character 
had  not  been  cleared,  and  that  if  be  had 
then  accepted  it  he  could  not  have  ob- 
tained that  full  and  complete  vindication 
of  his  conduct  which  he  had  since  done. 
He  should  now  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  simply  ohserving 
that  he  had  endeavoured  in  dealing  with 
the  subject  to  avoid  all  matters  of  a  per- 
sonal nature. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houae,  a  Copy 
of  all  the  Proceedings  and  Evidence  in  the  In- 
formation in  Chancery,  Attorney  General  v. 
Edmunds ;  together  with  the  Papers  relating  to 
the  Patent  Office  Inquiiy."— (ift*.  BentinOt,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL:  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  brought  forward 
this  Motion  having  more  than  once  referred 
to  me,  perhaps  it  may  be  convenient  that 
I  should  say  a  few  words  on  the  part  of 
the  case  in  connection  with  which  that 
reference  has  been  made.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  correctly  read,  as  far  as  my  reooUectioa 
goes,  the  passages  of  the  judgment  of  the 
Yice  Chancellor,  which  he  was  anxious  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  tiie  House  ;  but 
my  hon.  Friend  has  asked  for  Papers  which 
I  think  it  would  be  altogether  out  of  the 
ordinary  course  to  print  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. I  may,  however,  observe  tiiat  in 
those  Papers  no  charge  of  defalcation  w 
fraud  was  made  against  Mr.  Edmunds. 
He  was  charged  simply  with  being  a  debtor 
to  the  Crown ;  and  the  information  aaked 
that  an  account  might  be  taken.  It  was 
a  mere  statement  that  Mr.  Edmonds  had 
held  an  appointment  under  the  Crown* 
and  that,  while  holding  that  appointment, 
he  became  a  debtor  to  the  Crown.  On 
that  information  a  decree  was  suhsequently 
granted.    I  do  not  mean  to  say  anything 
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about  the  other  part  of  the  proceedings 
taken  on  the  advice  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bichmond  (Sir 
Eoundell  Palmer) ;  but  I  believe  there 
were  ample  reasons  why  this  information 
abould  have  been,  as  it  was,  filed  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  instead  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer.  In  the  Court  of  Chancery 
there  is  a  better  machinery  for  the  invcsti- 

S;ation  of  complicated  accounts.  The  in- 
brmation  stated  two  items — one  a  deduc- 
tion made  by  Mr.  £dmunds  for  discount 
upon  stamps,  and  the  other  a  deduction  of 
129.  lOd.  from  the  fees  on  patents,  this 
latter  deduction  being  made  for  each  skin 
of  parchment.  The  issue  was  whether 
Mr.  Edmunds  was  right  in  makiug  those 
deductions  before  paying  the  money  over 
to  the  Crown.  The  Yice  Chancellor  held 
that  he  was  not.  I  am  glad  my  hon. 
Friend  has  read  to  the  House  that  passage 
in  the  judgment  of  bis  Honour  which 
states  that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  a  duty  to 
discharge  under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  it  was  difficult  to  construe,  and  that 
he  erred,  not  through  fraud,  but  through 
a  mistake.  19'ow,  as  far  as  I  understand 
myhon.  Friend,  he  asks  this  question — 
''What  advice  does  the  Attorney  General 
intend  to  give  to  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  the  Papers  which  Mr.  Edmunds 
has  laid  before  the  Government."  I 
admit  that  those  Papers  have  been  laid 
before  me  for  my  advice.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, speaking  irresponsibly,  or  simply  upon 
his  responsibility  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  has  been  good  enough  to  tell  me 
what  advice  I  ought  to  give  to  the  Go- 
Temment ;  but  for  myself  I  can  only  say 
that  the  Papers  are  now  under  my.  consi- 
deration, and  that  my  advice  will  be  given 
in  a  few  days.  The  House  must  see  that 
it  would  be  highly  inconvenient  if  I  were  > 
now  to  state  to  the  House  what  advice  I ! 
shall  give — whether  I  shall  advise  the 
Goremment  in  favour  of  arbitration,  or 
for  having  the  account  taken  through  the 
medium  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  I 
have  taken  the  matter  into  consideration 
Without  any  prejudice,  and  I  hope  I  shall, 
ifitfa  fairness,  advise  the  Government  as 
to  the  best  course  to  adopt,  having  regard 
to  the  public  interests,  and,  I  will  add, 
having  regard  also  to  the  interests  of  Mr. 
BdbutidB. 

•  -  ■  ■ 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Five  o'clock  till  Friday. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  30,  1868. 

THE   NEW  PALACE   OF  JUSTICE. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  pursuance  of  No- 
tice, asked  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
If  the  Commissioners  under  the  Courts  of 
Justice  Buildiug  Act  had  recommended 
any  definite  plan  in  regard  to  the  New 
Fsdace  of  Justice  ?  The  noble  Lord  said, 
no  task  could  bo  more  uugracious  than 
seemiug  to  under-rate  the  exertions  of 
a  Eoyal  Commission,  especially  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Cran  worth),  and  to 
oppose  the  opinion  of  eminent  jurists  who 
anticipate  the  greatest  advantage  from  the 
concentration  of  the  Courts  of  Justice  ; 
but  having  since  1864  differed  from  them 
all,  and  observing  that  but  £36,000  was 
left  for  the  building  of  a  palace,  whilst 
their  Lordships'  House  had  carried  a  clause 
that  all  plans  and  estimates  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  the  beginning  of 
the  work  (which  was  given  up  on  condi- 
tion of  a  certificate  as  to  the  expense  of 
the  site  not  exceeding  £750,000,  and  the 
expense  of  the  building  not  exceeding 
another  £750,000),  he  could  not  but  re- 
mark that  if  the  present  plan  were  carried 
out  more  than  seven  acres  would  be  re- 
quired; whilst  to  accommodate  jurors, 
suitors,  witnesses,  and  the  public  as  they 
could  now  be  accommodated  at  Westmin- 
ster Ilall  and  Guildhall,  no  single  building 
could  bo  sufiicient.  The  approaches  also 
to  Westminster  had  been  improved,  and 
in  a  very  short  time  a  railway  station 
would  be  opened  at  the  very  place  at 
which  Mr.  Canning's  statue  formerly 
stood.  Shortly,  instead  of  merely  think- 
ing they  were  represented,  he  hoped  that 
the  people  would  feel  that  they  were  so,  and 
he  trusted  that  no  contract  would  be  en- 
tered into  without  its  previously  being 
submitted  to  the  new  Tarliumcnt.  He 
wished  that  the  present  unsightly  build- 
ings could  bo  dispensed  with  ;  they  had 
been  condemned  bv  his  noble  llelative  as 
soon  as  they  were  built ;  but  it  had  been 
settled  that  on  £200,000  being  paid  for 
them  they  should  be  given  up  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  it  had  been  suggested 
that  they  might  become  Committee-rooms 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  As  to  the  in- 
crease of  fees  for  fifty  years,  his  noble 
Relative  (who  had  done  everything  in  his 
power  to  diminish  the  cost  oC  l\\\%^NASini^ 
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counting  the  loss  to  his  family  and  him- 
self beforehand),  could  not  have  approved 
of  such  a  method  of  paying  for  buildings, 
though  it  had  the  authority  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  last  year.  He  must 
conclude  joining  in  opinion  with  two  of 
Her  Majesty's  counsel  on  the  Home  Circuit 
that  an  abandonment  of  Westminster  Hall 
and  Quildhall  was  unnecessary,  and  that 
the  evils  attending  concentration  had  not 
been  duly  considered.  He  knew  that  his 
noble  Belative  did  not  approve  of  the 
Courts  sitting  at  Westminster  Hall  and 
Guildhall  at  the  same  time,  but  that  could 
be  avoided.  He  really  believed,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  labour  market,  that  if 
these  Courts  were  begun  they  might  re- 
main unfinished  for  years,  like  the  tower 
of  Cologne  Cathedral,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  wait  until  the  next 
Session  and  not  adopt  any  plan  with  un- 
due  haste 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Lord  without  attempting  to 
enter  into  the  wide  subject  introduced  by 
him.  The  Commissioners  under  the 
Courts  of  Justice  Building  Act  had  not 
as  yet  actually  recommended  any  definite 
plan,  and  therefore  of  course  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  could  not  have  adopted  any 
recommendation.  At  the  same  time  he 
was  bound  to  add  that  the  members  of  the 
Commission — of  which  he  was  one— held 
a  meeting  a  few  days  ago,  at  which  they 
agreed  to  a  draft  letter  to  be  accompanied 
by  sketches  of  certain  floor  plans,  to  be 
approved  of.  That  letter  and  those  plans 
had  not,  however,  as  yet  been  dispatched, 
but  they  were  about  being  so.  That  was 
the  state  of  the  matter  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Commissioners. 

Loan  DENMAN  said,  that  it  was  made 
clear  that  Parliament  would  have  to  ex- 
ceed greatly  the  original  estimates. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morroir,  a  quarter  before 

Two  o'olock. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 

Ftiday,  July  81,  1868. 

MINUTES]— Public  Bills— -Koyai  Aannt^ 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  [81  &  82 
Vict.  c.  86];  Sir  Robert  Napier's  Annuity 
[81  ds  82  VicU  c.  91]  ;  Liquidation  [81  h  82 
Viet,  0.  68] ;  Land  Write  Registration  (Soot* 
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land  [81  A  83  Vict,  c.  64] ;  UniTersity  Elec- 
tions (Voting  Papers)  [81  &  32  Vict,  c.  65]  ; 
Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  [31  d(  32  Vict. 
o.  66] ;  MetropoliUn  Police  Funds  [31  d(  32 
Vict  c.  67] ;  Fairs  (Metropolis)  [31  A  32  Vict. 
0.  106] ;  Libel  (Ireland)  [31  ds  32  Vict.  c.  69]; 
Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  [31  A  32 
rice.  c.  70];  Promissory  Oaths  [31  &  32  Vict. 
c.  72]  ;  County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction) 
[31  A  32  Vict,  0.  71] ;  ReTcnue  0€Elcers  Dis- 
abilities Removal  [31  A  82  Viet.  c.  73] ;  Poor 
Law  and  Medical  Inspectors  (Ireland)  [31 A  32 
Vict.  c.  74] ;  Petit  Juries  (Ireland)  [81  A  82 
Vict.  c.  75]  ;  Admiralty  Suits  [31  A  82  Viet, 
0.  78];  Railway  Companies  [31  A  32  Vld, 
o.  79] ;  DiTorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court 
[31  A  32  Vict.  c.  77];  Contagious  Diseases 
Act  (1866)  Amendment  [31  A  82  Vict,  o.  80] ; 
Army  Chaplains  [31  A  32  Vict.  o.  83] ;  As- 
signees of  Marine  Policies  [81 A  82  Vict,  c,  86]  ; 
County  General  Assessment  (Scotland)  [31 A  82 
Vict.  e.  82] :    Entail  Amendment  (Scotland) 

S81  A  32  Vict.  c.  84] ;  Artisans'  and  Labourers' 
)wellings  [81  A  82  Vict.  o.  1301 ;  Court  of 
JusticUry  ([Scotland)  [81  A  32  Vtct,  o.  95] ; 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  (Scotland) 
[31  d(  82  Vict.  c.  96] ;  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ire- 
Land)  AccounU  Audit  [81  A  82   Via.  o.  97] : 
Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advances  [81  A 82 
Vict,  0.  94] ;  Vaccination  (Ireland)  [31  A  82 
Vict.  0.  87]  ;  Courts  of  Chancery  and  Exebe- 
quer  (Ireland)  Fee  Funds  [31  A  32  Fid.  c.  88] ; 
Tithe    Commutation,    Ac.    Acts    Amendment 
[31  4b  82    Vict,  c.  89]  ;  Public  Departments 
Payments  [31  A  82  Vict.  o.  90]  ;  New  Zealand 
Assembly's  Powers  [81  A  82  Vtct,  o.  92] ;  New 
Zealand  Company  [31  A  82  Pice.  c.  98]  ;  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  dec.  (IreUnd)  [31  A  32    Vtct. 
0.  98];   MilitU  Pay  [81  A  32  Vict.  o.  76] ; 
Hudson's  Bay  Company  [31  A  32  Viet.  c.  105] ; 
Indorsing  of  Warrants  [81  A  82  Via.  c.  107]; 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  [31  A  82  Viet: 
0.    104];    Burials   (Ireland)  [81   A   82  Viet. 
0.  108]  ;  Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition 
[81  A  82  Vict.  c.  109]  ;  Court  of  Session  (Soot- 
land)  [81  A  82  Vict.  0.  100] ;  General  PoUce 
and  ImproTcment  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment 
[31  A  32  Vict.  c.  102] :  Municipal  Elections 
(Scotland)  [81  A  32  Viet.  o.  1081 ;  Marriages 
VaUdity  (Blakedowo)  [31  A  32  Vtcl.c.  118]; 
West  Indies  [81  A  32  Via.  o.  120] ;  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  [81  A  82   Via.  o.  114]; 
Lurceny  and  Embezzlement  [31  A  32   VieL 
0.   116];    Sanitary  Act   (1866)    Amendment 
[81  A  82  Viet.  o.  115] ;  Titles  to  Land  Con- 
solidation (ScotUnd)  [81  A  32    Vict.  e.  101] ; 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amend- 
ment [31  A  32   Vict.  0.  121] ;  Regulation  of 
RaUways  [81  A  82  VicL  o.  119] ;  Expiring 
Laws  Continuance  [81  A  32   Viet,  o.  Ill]; 
Electric  Telegraphs  [31  ds  82   Via,  o.  110]; 
Public  Schools  [31  A  82  Via.  o.  118] ;  District 
Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment  [31  A  82  Vict. 
c.  117];   Poor  Relief  [81  A  82  VicL  o.  122]; 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland)  [81  A  32  Viet, 
c.  128]  ;  Inland  ReTenue[81  A  32  Via.o.  124]: 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
ElecUons  [81  A  82    Via.  c.  125] ;    Danube 
Works  Loan  [81  A  82  Via.  c.  126] ;  Saint 
Mary  Somerset's  Churoh,  London  [31  A  82 
Via.  c.  127];    Colonial  Go?emoni  Pensions 
Act  Amendment  [81  A  82  Via.  c.  128]  ;  Colo- 
nial Shipping  [81  A  82  Pt«l.o.  129]  ;  B^giitn- 
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tion  (Ireland)  [31  ds  82  Vxei.  e.  112] ;  Tnrnpike 
Acts  Continuance  [31  A  32  Viet,  o.  199]; 
Portpatrick  and  Belfast  and  County  Down 
Railway  Companies  [31  ds  32  Vict.  c.  81] ;  Lee 
Riyer  Conservancy  [31  &  32  Vict.  o.  164]; 
Tain  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  [31  dc  32 
Viet,  o,  156];  Poor  Iaw  Board  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  [31  &  32  Viet.  c.  160]; 
Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
[31  A  32  Viet.  c.  156] ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2) 
[31  A  32  Vict,  0.  161]  ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  3) 
[81  &  32  Vict.  c.  157] ;  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  (Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  4) 
[81  A  32  Viet,  o.  168];  Local  Government 
Supplemental  (No.  3)  [31  &  32  Vict,  c.  152] ; 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  6)  [31  & 
82  Viet,  c.  163].    . 


PROROGATION  OF    THE    PARLIAMENT. 

SPEECH  OF  THE  LORDS 

COMMISSIONERS. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  tbie  day  pro- 
rogued by  Commission. 

The  Lords  OoMMissioinsiis  —  namely. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  Lord  Priyt 
Sbal  (The  Earl  of  Malmesbxtry)  ;  The 
DuxB  OF  Beaufort  (Master  of  the  Horse) ; 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies);  and  The  Earl 
OF  Devon  (President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board) — being  in  their  robes,  and  seated 
on  a  Form  between  the  Throne  and  the 
Woolsack ;  and  the  Commons  being  come, 
with  their  Speaker,  the  Boyal  Assent 
was  given  to  several  Bills. 

Then  The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  de- 
Iw&red  the  Speech  of  the  Lords  Comkis- 
noKEBS  as  follows  : — 


*^My  Lords,  and  Ghntkmen, 

''I  AM  happy  to  be  enabled  to  re- 
lease you  from  your  Labours^  and  to 
offer  you  My  Acknowledgments  for 
tlie  Diligence  with  which  you  have 
applied  yourselves  to  your  Parliamen- 
tary Duties. 

"  My  Relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
remain  friendly  and  satisfactory.  I 
have  no  Reason  to  apprehend  that 
Europe  will  be  exposed  to  the  Ca- 
lamity of  War,  and  My  Policy  will 
continue  to  be  directed  to  secure  the 
Blessings  of  Peace. 


{July  31,  1868} 

''I  ANNOUNCiD  to  you  at  the  Be- 
ginning of  this  Session  that  I  had  di- 
rected an  Expedition  to  be  sent  to 
Abyssinia  to  liberate  My  Envoy,  and 
others  of  My  Subjects,  detained  by 
the  Buler  of  that  Country  in  an  un- 
just Captivity. 

''I  FEEL  sure  that  you  will  share 
in  My  Satisfaction  at  the  complete 
Success  which  has  attended  that 
Expedition.  After  a  March  of  400 
Miles,  through  a  difficult  and  unex- 
plored Country,  My  Troops  took  the 
strong  Place  of  Magdala,  freed  the 
Captives,  and  ^vindicated  the  Honour 
of  My  Crown;  and  by  their  imme- 
diate Return,  without  One  Act  of  Op- 
pression or  needless  Violence,  proved 
that  the  Expedition  had  been  under- 
taken only  in  obedience  to  the  Claims 
of  Humanity,  and  in  fulfilment  of 
the  highest  Duties  of  My  Sovereignty. 

''The  Cessation  of  the  long-con« 
tinned  Efforts  to  promote  BebeUion 
in  Ireland  has  for  some  Time  rendered 
unnecessary  the  Exercise  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive of  exceptional  Powers.  I  re- 
joice to  learn  that  no  Person  is  now 
detained  under  the  Provisions  of  the 
Act  for  the  Suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus,  and  that  no  Prisoner  awaits 
Trial  in  Ireland  for  an  Offence  con- 
nected with  the  Fenian  Conspiracy. 


"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
Commons, 

''I  HAVE  to  thank  you  for  the 
liberal  Supplies  which  you  have  voted 
for  the  Public  Service. 


t€ 


My  Lords,  and  Ghntlemen, 

''  I  have  had  much  Satisfaction  in 
giving  My  Assent  to  a  Series  of  Mea- 
sures completing  the  great  Work  of 
the  Amendment  of  i\k&  ^Su^y^^^^s^^^^ 
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tion  of  the  People  in  Parliament^ 
which  has  engaged  your  Attention 
for  Two  Sessions. 

''I  HAYS  seen  with  Satisfaction 
that  the  Time  necessarily  occupied 
by  this  comprehensiye  Subject  has 
not  prevented  you  dealing  with  other 
Questions  of  great  public  Interpst^ 
and  I  have  gladly  given  My  Sanction 
to  Bills  for  ^the  better  Government 
of  Public  Schools,  the  Regulation  of 
Railways^  the  Amendment  of  the 
Law  relating  to  British  Sea  Fisheries, 
and  for  the  Actjuisition  and  Main- 
tenance of  Electric  Telegraphs  by  the 
Postmaster -General:  and  to  several 
important  Measures  having  for  their 
Object  the  Improvement  of  the  Law, 
and  of  the  Civil  and  Criminal  Pro- 
cedures  in  Scotland. 

''Bt  the  Appointment  of  a  Comp- 
troller-in-Chief  in  the  War  Office  a 
considerable  Reform  in  Army  Ad- 
miniatration  has  been  cQinmenced, 
whicbj  by  combining  at  home  and 
abroad  the  various  Departments  of 
Military  Supply  under  One  Autho- 
rity, wUl  conduce  to  greater  Economy 
and  Efficiency  both  ii^  Peace  and 
War. 

''It  is  My  Intention  to  dissolve 
the  present  Parliament  at  the  earliest 
Day  that  will  enable  My  People  to 
reap  the  Benefit  of  the  extended 
System  of  Representation  which  the 
Wisdom  of  Parliament  has  provided 
^or  them.  I  look  with  entire  Con- 
fidence to  their  proving  themselves 
worthy  of  the  high  Privilege  with 
which  they  have  thus  been  invested ; 
and  I  trust  that,  under  the  Blessing 
of  Divine  Providence,  the  Expression 
of  their  Opinion  on  those  great  Ques- 
tions of  puWc  Policy  which  have 
occupied  the  Attention  of  Parliament 


and  remain  undecide^^  n^iy  tend  to 
maintain  unimpaired  that  Civil  and 
Religious  Freedom  which  has  been 
secured  tp  all  My  Subjects  by  the 
Institutions  and  Settlement  of  My 
Realm." 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the 

Parliament  was  read. 

*  After  whioh, 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said— 

My  Lords,  and  Oenthmmt 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  CommissioUt 
under  the  Great  3eal,  to  ^9  an^  other 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedienoe  to 
Her  Commands,  prorogue  this  Parliament 
to  Thursday  the  Eighth  Day  of  October 
next,  to  be  then  here  holden;  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to 
Thursday  the  Eighth  Day  of  OctoiernexL 


^^^^*^^^0m0^^^0^^^m^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Uriday,  July  31,  1868. 

The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of  the 
dock. 

FRANCE,  BELGIUM,  AND  HOLLAND. 

QUXSnON. 

Mb.  OTWAY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affidis, 
Whether  he  has  receiyed  any  information 
as  to  a  projected  offensire  and  defensive 
alliance  between  France,  Belgium,  and 
Holland,  or  of  any  combination  of  those 
powers,  fpr  purposes  hostile  to  Prussia 
and  Germany? 

LoBD  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that  he 
had  yesterday  seen  the  Belgian  Minirter 
upon  the  subject  to  whioh  the  Question 
related;  and  he,  Baron  Dujardin,  was 
authorized  by  his  Government  to  state, 
that  so  far  as  Belgium  is  concerned,  there 
is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the  report 
to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred.  He  understood  no  proposition 
of  the  kind  comprised  in  the  Question  had 
been  made  by  France  or  Selgiun,  «itM 
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offloiaUT  or  nnofflcuU^.    He  had  received  l  Fennethome,  in  his  Beport  of  ttie  24tli 
from  me  Hsgne  a   Bimilar  itatement —  'April   1868,  and  stated  by  him  to  fonn  a 


namel;,  that  the  report  was  nafonnded— 
but  couched  in  more  general  terms. 


METROPOLIS— THE  PARKS. 

ttttESTIOK. 


~  '  himdsome  approach  to  the  Embankment 
I  from  Buckingham  Palace,  the  Park,  and 
I  the  Hone  Quarda,  with  the  Public  Offices 
South  thereof,  and  to  fiimiBh  fine  sites 
available  for  the  erection  of  public  build- 
,.       .  -,  .  ,T^^.T,,T,      . .    ,      ioB^i  o'  f'"'  private  houfles  and  offices,  and 

Mb  ALDEwiiH  LAWMINCE  said,  he  ,  ^j^t  the  aaid  street  passes  whoUy  through 
wished  to  ask  the  First  CommiaBioner  of ,  Crown  property,  the  leases  of  which  have 
Vorks,  Whether,  for  the  oonvemenoe  of  |  ^11  terminated ;  whether  the  Commiasion- 
Forcigners  and  other  Visitors  to  London,  ^  ^f  ^^ods  and  Forests  have  so  deter- 
he  will  cause  at  each  of  the  park  gates  ,  ^in^d  in  consequence  of  the  Metropolitan 
the  name  of  the  gate  to  bo  written  legibly  I  Board  of  Works  having  decided  not  to 

Md  conspicaously  ?       _      _  :  make  the  street  opposito  the  Horse  Guards 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  reply, ,  ^^  ^^  expense  of  the  Metropolis,  but  to 
that  he  was  not  aware  that  any  inoonve-  |  ^ake  a  thoroughfare  to  the  Embankment 
mence  had  arisen  to  foreigners  from  the  ,  through  WhitehaU  Place  :  and,  whether 
lumet  of  the  gates  not  being  painted  npt  [  t^a  Treasury  U  not  of  opinion  that  if  the 
bat  there  would  be  no  objection,  when  |  ug^  ^^^^^  i,o  formed  through  WhitehaU 
the  notioe  boards  required  ro-painting,  to  Yard,  as  designed  by  Mr.  PennethomB,  it 
place  the  names  of  the  different  parks  at  ,  ^^uia   nearly  double  the  present  value 


tbflir  head. 

FOOa  LAW  ASSESSMENT.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  Aujekuan  LA  WHENCE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  Whether  he  will  take  into  his 
oonsiderBtion  the  advisability  of  introduc- 
ing a  measure,  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament,  to  compel  the  single  parishes 
in  the  Metropolis  to  re-assess,  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  parishes  in  unions  have 
been  compelled  to  re-asseBS  under  the 
Union  Assessment  Act,  in  order  that  the 


of  the  Crown  property  through  whioh  it 
passes? 

Mb.  QATHOBNE  HARDY  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Solater- Booth)  had 
left  town,  and  that  he  was  not  able  to 
answer  the  Question  for  him. 

THE   CIRCUITS.— ftUESTION, 
ViscousT  UILTON  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  If  it  is  true  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  intend  to  take  into  considera- 


*_:v  *■        *    ti,       _~      ft  „j  ~      i,„    t'oi  the  necessity  of  holding  Assizes  at 
contributions  to  the  common  fund  may  be  ■     ..    i  '.l-     ix.     a     l\. 

....  .       ......         ..  ■'..■'  some  cenvRnient  tiIbch  within  the  nanth- 


levied  throughout  the  Metropolis  on  a  fair 
and  equal  basis  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICES-BEACH  said, 
in  rmily,  that  it  had  been  his  intention  to 
introduco  a  measure  for  the  uniform  valua- 
tion of    the   metropolis  ;  but    the    same 


some  convenient  place  within  the  South- 
western Division  of  Yorkshire  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNB  HARDY  said,  he 
had  answered  two  days  ago  a  somewhat 
similar  Question  put  to  him  by  the  noble 
Lord.  A  Commission  was  nowtaking  into 
consideration   all  the   circumstances  con- 


that  had  prevented  the  progress  of        ,T-T,C^.-l  ""^T.''^''.^*  "O"" 

nt  moasui^es  which  the  Government  i  °^**^  "^f"  the  discharge  of  judicial  busi- 

^  aess,  and,  pending  the  inquiry  fay  that 

Commission,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 

convenient  to  establish  any  new  Assize 

ViscocBT  MILTON  said,  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gendem&n 
would  consider  the  question  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HABDY  said,  he 
would  defer  the  consideration  of  the  mat- 
ter pending  the  inquiry  by  the  Commis- 


UDportant 

denied  to  see  passed  had  interfered  to 
prevent  him  from  doing  so.  He  hoped  to 
nttroduce  such  a  measure  next  Session. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS. 
QUESTION. 

ICx.  Albbbuak  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
widied  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Tieasarj,  Whether  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  with  the  sanotiou  of 
the  Treasury,  have  abandoned  the  scheme 
of  forming  a  new  wide  street  immediately 
opposite  the  Horse  Guards,  from  White- 
lull,  through  Whitehall  Yard  to  the 
Thunea  Embankment,  as  planned  by  Mr. 


LORD    NAPIER'S    PENSION. 

aiTxaiiov. 

Mb.    darby    GRIFFITH   said,   he 

ironld  beg  to  aak  the  Eint  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury,  Whether  it  would  not  be  a  de- 
sirable and  appropriate  completion  of  the 
proyision  made  by  Parliament  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  title  conferred  on  Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala,  if  a  pension  equivalent  to 
that  already  granted  by  Parliament  was 
made  to  extend  to  Lady  Napier,  in  case  of 
any  unforeseen  contingency  r 

Mr.  DISRA.ELI  said,  in  reply,  that  the 
proyision  that  had  been  made  by  Par- 
liament on  the  recommendation  of  Her 
Majesty  for  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  in 
consideration  of  his  eminent  services,  had 
been  well  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  reference  to  all  die 
circumstances ;  and  therefore  he  could  not 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  matter  would 
again  be  open  to  consideration. 

CASE  OF  MR.  GEORGE  F.  TRAIN. 
QUESTION. 

Ms.  REARDEN    said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  Irish  Government 
has  been  called   to  a  statement  by  Mr. 
George  Prancis  Train's  solicitor,  that  he 
applied  to  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Court  of 
Judge  Miller,  of  Dublin,  for  leave  to  file 
an  affidavit  of  Mr.  Clark  BeU,  the  solicitor, 
who  paid  Mr.  Henry  the  Ebbw  Yale  Com- 
pany's claim,  being  the  debt  for  which 
Mr.  Train  is  now  detained  in  prison,  in 
order  that  Mr.  Train  might  be  in  time  to 
make  application  on  the  29th  instant  to 
Judge  Miller  for  his  discharge,  being  the 
last  day  on  which  Judge  Miller  would  sit 
before  the  end  of  the  loog  vacation  in 
November   next,   and  which  application 
would  be  grounded  on  the  affidavit  then 
presented  to  him ;  but  that  the  Chief  Clerk 
in  the  most  peremptory  manner  refused  to 
receive  the  affidavit  on  the  files  of  the 
Court,  on  the  pretext  that  the  same  was 
not  in  proper  form,  and  not  written  on 
paper  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  the  Court ; 
that  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Clark  Bell  was 
sworn  to  at  Venice,  Italy,  by  Mr.  Train, 
before  the  British  Consul ;   and  whether, 
if  such  statement  be  correct,  the  Irish 
Government  will  recommend  that  the  case 
of  Mr.  Train  be  referred  to  the  Master  of 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland,  in 
order  that   the  facts  and  circumstances 
connected  with  Mr.  Train's  continued  im- 
prisonment may  be  inquired  into,  with  a 
view  to  his  discharge,  should  it  appear 
that  such  imprisonment  is  unjust } 

Thb  Earl  of  MAYO  said,  in  reply, 
that  neither  his  attention  nor  that  of  the 

Mr.  Darhjf  Griffith 


Irish  Government  had  been  called  to  this 
case.  The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware 
that  the  Executive  Government  bad  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  proceedings  of 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  therefore  it  would 
be  highly  improper  were  the  Government 
to  institute  any  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  labouring  under  some 
mistake,  as  he  found  that  the  case  was 
set  down  for  hearing  for  that  day. 


TAXATION    OF    MORTGAGES. 

anssnoN. 

Mil.  Aldebjcan  SALOMONS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether,  with  regard  to  Be- 
nefit Societies,  the  sum  at  which  mort- 
gages would  be  taxable  under  the  Inland 
Revenue  Act  would  be  £200  or  £500  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Act  would  take  away 
the  exemptions  from  taxation  of  loans  by 
Benefit  Societies  to  strangers,  but  the 
exemption  would  be  continued  in  favour 
of  advances  not  exceeding  £500  made  by 
those  Societies  to  their  own  members. 


ARMT— HOUSEnOLD  BRIGADE. 

QFESTIOK. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  would  b^  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  has  made  any  inquiry  into  the  circam- 
stances  to  which  he  had  drawn  his  atten- 
tion the  other  day,  of  the  Household 
Brigade  being  kept  out  in  the  heat  on 
Wormwood  Scrubs  from  eight  in  the 
morning  until  half  past  two  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon,  the  result  being  that  seven 
men  had  to  be  carried  off  the  ground  in 
vans,  and  seven  or  eight  others  had  to  be 
sent  to  the  Hospital  ? 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  had  made  inquiries,  and  that  he 
had  been  unable  to  obtain  any  confirmation 
of  the  rumour. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Otway, 

Sib  JOHN  FAKENGTON  said,  that  the 
stoiy  of  a  number  of  the  household  cavalry 
having  had  to  be  sent  home  in  cabs,  and 
taken  into  the  hospital  after  the  field-day 
at  Wormwood  Scrubs  on  Tuesday  week, 
was,"  so  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  without 
foundation. 

Mb.  OTWAY  :  Well,  I  can  aaaoro  yon 
that  it  is  true. 
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Mr.  NEATE  :  Will  the  right  hon.  (}en-  attention  has  heen  called  to  sereral  caseB 

tieman  state  of  ^rhom  he  made  his  inqui-  of  persons  dying  in  Coldbath  Fields  Prison 

lies?  during  the  period  of  their  inoarceration, 

and  that  the  verdicts  of  the  Coroner's  In- 

ARMT— INSUBORDINATION  AT  THE  quests  were  such  as  to  warrant  further 

WINDSOR  REVIEW—QUESTION.  inquiry;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  in- 

T        T?TmTA     •;!  I,          UK     ♦      1,  Btitutc  au  luquiry  luto  tho  subjcot  ? 

Loan  ELCHO  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask  ^^    GATHORNE    HARDY  said,  in 

tte  Secretary  of  State  for   War,   m  the  ^pj      ^hat  he  had  made  inquiry  for  the 

first  place.  Whether  he  can  state  to  the  parpose  of  ascertaining  the  truth  of  a  state- 

House  what  has  been  the  result  of  the  ^^^^^^  ^hat  several  prisoners  had  died  in 

inquiry  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  ascer-  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  under  circumstances 

taming  whether  any  insubordination  had  ^^^^^  ^ad  induced  the  Coroner's  Juries  to 

been  shown  by  any  of  the  Yolunteers  on  ^^^^^^  verdicts  which  called  for  further 

their  return  from  the  Windsor  Review;  inquiry.     He  was  informed  that  one  ad- 

and  whether,  m  the  event  of  ite  being  ^^^^  ^^rdict  had  been  given,  and  he  in- 

prov^  that  any  insubordination  had  oc-  tended  to  make  further  inquiry  into  the 

onrred,   any    steps  have  been  taken    to  iQ^tter 
strike  out  of  the  Army  the  companies  or 
oompany  which  had  been  guilty  of  such 

insubordination ;  and,  secondly,  whether  it  UNITED  STATES  — ASSASSINATION  OF 

is  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  PRESIDENT   LINCOLN.— RESOLUTION, 

man  during  the  Recess  to  take  steps  to  ^^.^    Spbaker    acquainted  the   House, 

Moertun  whether  the    opinion  held   by  ^hat,  in  pursuance  of  a  Resolution  of  the 

some  that  the  Volunteer  Force  could  not  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America, 

Jj6  kept  up  to  their  present  strength  upon  ^  Volume  containing   the  expressions  of 

tte     present     Parliamentary    Capitation  condolence  and   svmpathy  communicated 

a  *  *T/?«xT  °^.  JxS^mlJPxT      a.      •  to  the  United  Stites  Government  on  the 

Bib   JOHN    PAKINGTON  :    Sir,    in  ^^^^^^  ^f  ^^  Assassination  of  Abraham 

answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  i^j^-^ooi      j^^e  President    of   the    United 

of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  to  stote  that  in  gt^tes    of    America,   and  the  attempted 

consequence  of  information  I  received  in  Assassination  of  William  H.  Seward,  Se- 

r^  to  the  aUeged  insubordinate  conduct  ^^^^^^^  ^^g^^^^^  ^^^  Frederick  W.  Seward, 

of  the  Second  Company  of  the  Fi"t  Ad-  Assistant  Secretary,  on  the  evening  of  the 

minis^tive  Battalion   of  the  Hertford-  14^^^  ^f  April  1865,  has  been  transmitted 

shire  Volunteers  on  the  occasion  m  ques-  ^  ^he  House  of  Commons  as  a  testimonial 

Uon,  I  called  on  the  Commanding  Officer  ^f  ^he  grateful  appreciation  by  the  People 

for  an  explanation  of  the  circumstance.    I  ^f  ^^le  generous  expressions  of  condolence 

am  sorry  to  say  that  the   explanaUon  I  ^^^  sympathy  in  the  late  national  bereave- 

received  was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  and  ^^ut  communicated  by  the  House  of  Com- 

ttat  it  became  nay  painful  duty  to  advise  n^^ns  to  the  Department  of  State  of  the 

that  the  Second  Company   of  the  First  -gnited  States. 

Hertfordshire  should  be  removed  from  the  ^o^  STANLEY  said,  he  rose  to  move 

Army  List.     A  similar  chwge  of  insubor-  ^  Resolution  of  Thanks  from  the  House  to 

dination  on  the  same  day  has  been  made  ^he  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  Ame- 

^pinat  the  Ninth  Essex  Corps;  but,  as  ^ca  for  the  gift  of  a  volume  in  reference 

the  inquiry  has  not  yet  been  completed,  it  to  the  late  President  Lincoln,  and  that  the 

IS  not  in  my  power  to  state  the  course  Resolution  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary 

which  I   shdl  pursue.     With  regard  to  g^^^rd  for  presentetion  to  Congress. 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  I  am  not 

prepared  to  institute  a  formal  inquiry  into  Eesolution  agreed  to, 
the  matter ;  but  I  shall  always  be  open 

to  any  fresh  facts  which  may  be  placed  Retolved,  That  this  House  accepts,  with  much 

before  me.  gratification,  the  Volume  trausmitted  to  them  in 

pursuance  of  the  Reipolution  of  the  Congress  of 

«voAmrr«  »^t  «^»  ,^«    .«,,  t^«  United  States,  and  hereby  directs  that  the 

DEATHS  IN  COLDBATH  FIELDS  PRISON,  .aid  Volume  be  placed  in  the  Library  of  the 

QUESTION.  House ;   and  that  a  copy  of  this  ilesolution  be 

\r      inrrrrTT  A/^TT  m/^T^r.TT.-^T«      .,   ,  forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary  Seward  with  a  request 

MB.  M  t  U  LL  A(*H  rORRENS  said,  he  that  he  will  communicate  the  same  to  the  Congress 

would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States.— (Lord  Stanley.) 

tor  the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
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ITALT— OONSULAR  CHAPLAIN  AT 
NAPLES.— QUESTION. 

llB.  HARDCASTLE  said,  in  the  ab- 
scence  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hubbard), 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Seoretarj  of  State 
for  Eoreign  Affairs,  Whether  the  stipend 
of  the  Bey.  Felham  T.  Maitland,  Consular 
Chaplain  at  Naples,  has  been  withdrairn ; 
and,  if  so,  then  upon  what  grounds,  and 
especially  whether  the  reasons  for  such 
withdrawal  affect  in  any  degree  the  high 
character  Mr.  Maitland  has  always  main- 
tained at  Naples  as  a  Clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  i 

Lord  STANLEY :  Sir,  what  has  hap- 
pened at  Naples  is  this.  Very  acrimonious 
disputes  haying  arisen  amongst  the  Eng- 
lish congregation,  and  the  parties  con- 
cerned having  refused  to  abide  by  the  de- 
cision of  the  Ecclesiastical  authorities  I 
thought  it  was  not  seemly  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ooyemment  should  be  mixed  up 
with  the  affair,  and  I  therefore  felt  it  my 
duty  to  withdraw  the  grant  which  had 
been  made  under  the  Consular  Act.  I  am 
glad,  howeyer,  to  haye  it  in  my  power  to 
state  that  what  has  occurred  does  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  affect  the  personal 
character  of  Mr.  Maitland,  whom  I  haye 
always  heard  spoken  of  in  the  highest 
terms. 

CHINA-.TREATY  OP  TIEN-TSIN. 

QT7ESTI0N. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  was  desirous 
of  learning,  Whether  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has 
had  any  communication  from  the  Envoy  of 
China  with  regard  to  the  Treaty  of  Tien- 
tsin? 

.  LoBD  STANLEY  said,  he  had  received 
no  such  communication.  He  was  not  aware 
when  the  gentleman  referred  to  was  ex- 
pected in  this  country. 


REPEAL  OP  THE  UNION  WITH  IRE- 
LAND.—LEAVE. 

Ms.  REARDEN  moyed  for  leaye  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Act  of  Legislative  Union  betiTe9n  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  establishment  of 
a  Federal  Parliament  and  independent  Le* 
gislature  in  Ireland,  the  separation  of  the 
National  Debts  and  Revenues  of  the  two 
countries,  and  the  responsibility  of  each 
Country  for  its  own  debt  and  its  reduction. 

No  hon.  Member  seconding  the  Motion, 
it  was  not  put  from  the  Chair. 

PROROGATION  OP  THE  PARLUMENT. 
Message  to  attend  The  Loans  Coioos- 

SIONEBS. 

The  House  went :  and  the  Rotal  Abskht 
was  giyen  to  several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  a  Speech  of  The  Lobds 
OoionssioinsBS  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  The  Lobd  Ohait- 

OELLOB. 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said^ 

Mff  Lords,  and  Genilemm, 

By  yirtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission, 
under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to 
Her  Commands,  prorogue  this  Pk^liament 
to  TTiuraday  the  Eighth  Day  of  Octob0r 
next,  to  be  then  here  holden;  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to 
Thufidap  the  Eighth  Day  of  Octoh&r  next. 
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Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  and  the  Thirty-first  Day  of  March 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-eight. 

XI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  to  maite  further 
Provision  for  the  Despatch  of  Business  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery. 

XII.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  Alteration  of  Days 
upon  which,  and  of  Places  at  which,  Fairs  ar6 
now  held  in  IreUmd 

XIII.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Six  million 
Pounds  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Service  of  the  Tear  ending  on  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-nine. 

XIV.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Deser- 
tion, and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army 
and  their  Quarters. 

XV.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

XVI.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Seventeen 
million  Pounds  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  the  Service  of  the  Tear  ending  on  the  Thirty- 
first  Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-nine. 

XVII.  An  Act  to  further  oontinue  and  appro- 
priate the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties. 


PUBIIO  OENEKAL  ACTS— 81  ft  82  Yzoi. 


XYUI.  An  Act  to  gire  forthar  Time  for  making 
certain  Railwaji. 

XIX.  An  Aot  for  declaring  yalid  certain  Orders 
of  Her  Majesty  in  Ooancil  relating  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners  for  Engkuid  and  to 
the  Deans  and  Gliapters  of  certain  Charches. 

XX.  An  Aot  to  enable  Persons  in  Ireland  to 
establish  Legitimacy  and  the  Validity  of  Mar- 
riages, and  the  Right  to  be  deemed  Natural- 
bom  Subjects. 

XXI.  An  Act  to  provide  Compensation  to  Officers 
of  certain  discontinued  Prisons. 
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in  the  County  of  OUntcesUr, 

XXIV.  An  Act  to  provide  for  carrying  out  of 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons. 

XXV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Industrial  Schools 
Act  to  Ireland. 

XXVI.  An  Aot  to  enable  certain  guaranteed 
Indian  Railway  Companies  to  raise  Money  on 
Debenture  Stock. 

XXVII.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  One 
million  six  hundred  thousand  Pounds  by  Ex- 
chequer Bonds  for  the  Service  of  the  Year 
ending  on  the  Thirty-flrst  Day  of  March  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-nine. 

XXVIII.  An  Act  to  grant  certain  Duties  of 
Customs  and  Income  Tax. 

XXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Medical  Practitioners  in  the  Colonies. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Seventh 
and  Eighth  Tears  of  the  Reign  of  Vichria, 
Chapter  Forty-four,  relating  to  the  Formation 
of  gw>ad  Boera  Parishes  in  Scotland,  and  to  re- 
peal the  Act  of  the  Twenty-ninth  and  Thirtieth 
xears  of  the  Reign  of  Victoria,  Chapter  Seventy- 
seven. 

XXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  passed  in  the 
Session  of  Parliament  held  in  Ireland  in  the 
Thirty-ninth  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Miyesty 
King  Oecrge  the  Tliird,  intituled  An  Act  for 
the  better  KegidatUm  of  StocMnrokers, 

XXXII.  An  Act  for  annexing  Conditions  to  the 
Appointment  of  Persons  to  Offices  in  certain 
Schools. 

XXXIII.  An  Act  for  the  Collection  and  Publica- 
tion of  Cotton  Statistics. 

XXXIV.  An  Act  to  alter  some  Provisions  in  the 
existing  Acts  as  to  Registration  of  Writs  in 
certain  Registers  in  SeoUand, 

XXXV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provision  in  "  The 
Duchy  of  ComwaU  Management  Act,  1868/' 
relating  to  permanent  Improvements. 

XXXVI.  An  Act  to  make  perpetual  the  Alkali 
Aot,  1868. 

XXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Documentary  Evidence  in  certain  Cases. 

XXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  Appropriation  of  cer- 
tain unclaimed  Shares  of  Prise  Money  acquired 
by  Soldiers  and  Seamen  in  India. 

XXXIX.  An  Act  to  give  Relief  to  Jurors  who 
may  refuse  or  be  unwilling  from  alleged  con- 
scientious Motives  to  be  sworn  in  Civil  or 
Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland. 

XL.  An  Act  to  amend  (he  Law  relating  to  Parti- 
tion. 


XLI.  An  Act  to  make  Provifion  in  the  Case  of 
Boroughs  ceasing  to  return  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament  respecting  Rights  of  Election 
which  have  been  vested  in  Persons  entitled  to 
vote  for  such  Members. 

XLII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Twenty- 
third  and  Twenty-fourth  Years  of  the  Reign  of 
Her  Majesty,  Chapter  Fifty,  by  abolishing  the 
Rate  imposed  by  the  said  Act  on  all  Occupiers 
of  Premises  within  the  extended  Municipal 
Boundaries  of  the  City  of  Edinbmyh, 

XLIII.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Provisions  of 
The  Thames  Embankment  and  Metropolis  Im- 
provement (Loans)  Act,  1864,  and  for  amend- 
ing the  Powers  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  in  relation  to  Loans  under  that  Act. 

XLIV.  An  Aot  for  &oilitating  the  Acquisition 
and  Enjoyment  of  Sites  for  Buildings  for  Re- 
ligious, Educational,  Literary,  ScientifiCy  and 
other  Charitable  Purposes. 

XLV.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  a  Convention 
between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  concerning  the  Fisheries  in  the  Seas 
adjoining  the  BriHeh  Islands  and  F^rance,  and 
to  amend  the  Laws  reUting  to  British  Sea 
Fisheries. 

XLVI.  An  Act  to  settle  and  describe  the  Limits 
of  certain  Boroughs  and  the  Divisions  of  cer- 
tain Counties  in  England  and  Wales,  in  so  fiw 
as  respects  the  Election  of  Members  to  snre 
in  Parliament. 

XLVIL  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Conseoratlon  of 
Churchyards  Act,  1867." 

XLVIII.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Re- 
presentation of  the  People  in  Scodaand. 

XlIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Representation  of 
the  People  in  Ireland. 

L.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Prisons  in  Scotland  in  so  &r  as 
regards  the  County  of  Lanark  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

LI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Fairs 
]xi  England  axA  Wales. 

LII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  for  punishing  idle 
and  disorderly  Persons,  and  Rogues  and  Vaga- 
bonds, so  fiur  as  reUtes  to  the  Use  of  Instru- 
ments of  Gaming. 

LIII.  An  Act  to  continue  in  force  an  Act  of  the 
Second*  Year  of  King  George  the  Second, 
Chapter  Nineteen,  for  the  better  Regulation 
of  the  Oyster  Fishery  in  the  River  Meanoay. 

LIV.  An  Act  to  render  Judgments  or  Decreets 
obtained  in  certain  Courts  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland  respectively  eflfisctual  in  any 
other  Part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

LV.  An  Aot  to  provide  for  the  Collection  by 
means  of  Stamps  of  Fees  payable  in  the  Su- 
preme and  Inferior  Courts  of  Law  in  Scotland, 
and  in  the  Offices  belonging  thereto ;  and  for 
other  Purposes  relative  thereto. 

LVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  Twenty-flfth  and 
Twenty-sixth  Victoria,  Chapter  Sixty-six,  for 
the  safe  keeping  of  Petroleum. 

LVI  I.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Ap- 
pointment of  Members  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  New  Zealand,  and  to  remove  Doubts  in 
respect  of  past  Appointments. 

LVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registra- 
tion so  for  as  relates  to  the  Year  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-eight,  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  thereto. 

LIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Reformatory  Schools  in  Ireland, 
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LX.  An  Aot  to  make  better  Provfiioii  (bribe 
Hanagement  and  Um  of  tbo  Curragh  of  MiU 
dare, 

LXI.  An  Act  for  remoTing  Doubts  as  to  tbe  Va- 
lidity of  certain  Marriages  between  British  Sub- 
jects in  China  and  elsewbere,  and  for  amendinff 
tbe  Law  relating  to  the  Marriage  of  BriHsk 
Sabjects  in  Foreign  Countries. 

LXII.  An  Aot  to  extend  the  Provisions  of"  Tbe 
Renewable  Leasehold  ConYer8ion(7r«2amf)Aot" 
to  certain  Leasehold  Tenures  in  Ireland. 

LXIII.  An  Aot  to  enable  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Failure  of  the  Bank 
of  ^om&ay  to  examine  Witnesses  on  Oath  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

LXI  V.  An  Aot  to  improve  the  System  of  Regis- 
tration of  Writs  relating  to  Heritable  Property 
in  Scotland. 

LXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Taw  relating  to 
the  Use  of  Voting  Papers  in  Elections  for  the 
Universities. 

LXVL  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  under  an  Act  of  the  Fifteenth  Tear 
of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  to  &oili- 
tate  Arrangements  for  the  Relief  of  Turnpike 
Trusts. 

LXVIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Funds  provided  for  defraying  the  Expenses 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

LXVIII.  An  Act  to  fiicilitate  Liquidation  in  cer- 
tain Cases  of  Bankruptcy  Arrangement  and 
Winding-up. 

LZIX.  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  Law  in  Ireland 
to  tbo  Law  In  England  as  to  Costs  in  Actions  of 
Libel. 

LXX.  An  Act  to  amend  **  The  Railways  {Ireland) 
Act,  1851/'  "  The  Railways  {Ireland)  Aot, 
1860/'  and  "The  Railways  {Ireland,)  Act, 
1864,"  as  to  the  Trial  of  Traverses. 

LXXI.  An  Act  for  conferring  Admiralty  Jurisdic- 
tion on  the  County  Courts. 

LXXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Promissory  Oaths. 

LXXI II.  An  Act  to  relieve  certain  Officers  em- 
ployed in  the  Collection  and  Management  of 
ller  Majesty's  Revenues  from  any  legal  Dis- 
ability to  vote  at  the  Election  of  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament. 

LXXIV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  Poor 
Law  Inspectors  and  Medical  Inspectors  in  /r«- 
land. 

LXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Petit  Juries  in  Ireland, 

LXX  VI.  An  Act  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay, 
Clothing,  and  contingent  and  other  Expenses  of 
the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland;  to  grant  Allowances  in  certain  Cases 
to  Subaltern  Officers,  Adjutants,  Paymasters, 
Quartermasters,  Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeons, 
and  Surgeons  Mates  of  the  Militia  ;  and  to 
authorize  the  Employment  of  the  Non-commis- 
sioned Officers. 

LXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Appeals  from  the  Court  of  Divorce  and  Matri- 
monial Causes  in  England. 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Proceedings  instituted  by  the  Admiralty ;  and 
for  other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Law  re- 
lating to  Railway  Companies. 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Act,  1866. 

LXXXI.  An  Aot  to  authorize  Loans  of  Public 
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Monciy  to  iha  PartpairUik  and  tbo  Belfcui  emd 
County  Down  Railway  Companies,  and  a  Pay- 
ipent  to  the  Portpatrick  Company  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Abandonment  of  the  Communi- 
cation, between  Donaghadee  and  Portpairick. 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Power  of  levying 
the  Assessment  known  as  **  Rogue  Money," 
and  in  lieu  thereof  to  confer  on  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  of  Counties  in  Scotland  the 
Power  of  levying  a  *^  County  General  Assess- 
ment." 

LXXXIII.  An  Aot  to  afford  greater  Facilities  for 
tbe  Ministrations  of  Army  Chaplains. 

LXXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  in  several  Particulars 
the  Law  of  Entail  in  Scotland. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  and  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  the  Service  of  the  Year  ending  the 
Thirty-first  Day  of  March  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  sixty-nine,  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 

LXXXVI.  An  Aot  to  enable  Assignees  of  Marine 
Policies  to  sue  thereon  in  their  own  Names. 

LXXXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
Twenty-sixth  and  Twenty-seventh  Years  of  the 
Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  Chapter  Fifty- 
two,  intituled  An  Act  to  further  extend  and 
make  compulsory  the  Practice  of  Va/^cination  in 
Ireland. 

LXXXVIII.  An  Aot  for  transferring  the  Fee 
and  other  Funds  of  the  Courts  of  Chancery  and 
Exchequer  in  Ireland  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

LXXXIX.  An  Aot  to  alter  certain  Provisions  in 
the  Acts  for  the  Commutation  of  Tithes,  the 
Copyhold  Acts,  and  the  Acts  for  the  Inclosure, 
Exchange,  and  Improvement  of  Land ;  and  to 
make  Provision  towards  defraying  the  Expense 
of  the  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Office. 

XC.  An  Act  to  empower  certain  Public  Depart- 
ments to  pay  otherwise  than  to  Executors  or 
Administrators  small  Sums  due  on  account  of 
Pay  or  Allowances  to  Persons  deceased. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  settle  an  Annuity  upon  Lieu- 
tenant General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B., 
G.C.S.I.,  and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male  of 
bis  Body,  in  consideration  of  his  eminent  Ser- 
vices. 

XCII.  An  Aot  to  declare  the  Powers  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  New  Zealand  to  abolish 
any  Province  in  that  Colony,  or  to  withdraw 
from  any  such  Province  any  Part  of  the  Terri- 
tory thereof. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  respecting  the 
Operation  of  the  New  Zealand  Company's  Act 
of  the  Ninth  and  Tenth  Years  of  Victoria, 
Chapter  Three  hundred  and  eighty-two  (Local 
and  Personal). 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  further  Exten- 
sion of  the  Period  for  Repayment  of  Advances 
made  under  the  Railway  Companies  {Ireland) 
Temporary  Advances  Act,  1866. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  the 
Court  of  Justiciary  and  other  Criminal  Courts 
in  Scotland, 

XCVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  regard 
to  Ecclesiastical  Buildings  and  Glebes  in  Scot' 
land. 

XCV II.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Audit 
of  Accounts  of  District  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland. 

XCVIII.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  the  Pay- 
ment of  Salaries  to  Clerks  of  the  Peace  and 
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Glerkfl  of  the  Crown  in  certain  Boroughs  in 
Ireland, 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Tnmpike  Acta 
in  Oreai  Britain,  to  repeal  certain  other  Turn- 
pike Acts,  and  to  make  further  ProTision  con- 
cerning Turnpike  Roads. 

C.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedure  in  the  Court 
of  SesBion  and  the  Judicial  Arrangemento  in 
the  Superior  Courts  of  Scotland,  and  to  make 
certain  Changes  in  the  other  Courts  thereof. 

CI.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  Statutes  relating 
to  the  Constitution  and  Completion  of  Tithes 
to  Ueritahle  Property  in  Scotland^  and  to  make 
certain  Changes  in  the  Law  of  Scotland  relating 
to  Ueritahle  Rights. 

CI  I.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Qualifications  of  the 
Electors  in  Places  in  Scotland  under  the  **  Ge- 
neral Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act, 
1862,"  or  under  the  Act  Thirteen  and  Fourteen 
Victoria,  Chapter  Thirty-three,  and  to  amend 
the  said  Acts  in  certain  other  respecta. 

cm.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  which  regulates 
the  Burials  of  Persons  in  Ireland  not  belonging 
to  the  Established  Church. 

CIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1861. 

C  V.  An  Act  for  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  accept 
a  Surrender  upon  Terms  of  the  Lands,  Privi- 
leges, and  Rights  of  "  The  GoTcmor  and  Com- 
pany of  Adventurers  of  England  trading  into 
Hudson's  Bay"  and  for  admitting  the  same 
into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

CVI.  An  Act  for  the  Prevention  of  the  holding 
of  unlawful  Fairs  within  the  Limito  of  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  District. 

CVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Indorsing  of  Warrants  in  Scotland,  Ireland, 
and  the  Channel  Islands, 

CVIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  for  the  Elec- 
tion of  the  Magistrates  and  Councils  of  Royal 
and  Parliamentary  Burghs  in  Scotland. 

CIX.  An  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  compulsory 
Church  Rates. 

ex.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Postmaster 
General  to  acquire,  work,  and  maintain  Electric 
Telegraphs. 

CXI.  An  Act  to  continue  various  expiring  Laws. 

CXI  I.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Registration 
in  Ireland. 

CXIII.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  here- 
tofore solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called 
Saint  JcmeS'the-OreaUr  Chapel,  Blakedoum  in 
the  Parish  of  Bagley  in  the  County  of  Wor^ 
coster. 


OXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relaiing  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Eno^emd, 

CXV.  An  Act  to  amend  **  The  Sanitary  Act, 
1866." 

CXVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Larceny  and  Embezslement. 

CXYII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  District  Chnroh 
Tithes  Act,  1865,  and  to  secure  Uniformity  of 
Designation  amongst  Incumbenta  in  certain 
Cases. 

CXVIII.  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for 
the  good  Government  and  Extension  of  oertain 
Public  Schools  in  England, 

CXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Railways. 

CXX.  An  Act.  to  relieve  the  Consolidated  Fund 
from  the  Charge  of  the  Salaries  of  future 
Bishops,  Archdeacons,  Ministers,  and  other 
Persons  in  the  West  Indies, 

CXXI.  An  Aet  to  regulate  the  Sale  of  Poiaona, 
and  alter  and  amend  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1868. 

CXXII.  An  Act  to  make  further  Amendmenta  in 
the  Laws  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Enf^amd 
and  WaUs, 

CXXIII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  Scotland, 

CXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
ihe  Inland  Revenue. 

CXXV.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Laws  relating 
to  Election  Petitions,  and  providing  more  ef- 
fectually for  the  Prevention  of  corrupt  Prac- 
tices at  Parliamentary  Elections. 

CXXVI.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Mi^eaty  the 
Queen  to  carry  into  eflfisct  a  Convention  made 
between  Her  Majesty  and  other  Powers  rela- 
tive to  a  Loan  for  the  Completion  of  Works  for 
the  Improvement  of  the  Navigation  of  the 
Danube. 

CXX VI I.  An  Act  to  prevent  the  Removal  of  the 
Tower  of  the  Church  of  SaixU  Mary  Somerset 
in  the  City  of  London,  and  for  vesting  the  said 
Towe^  and  the  Site  thereof,  and  a  Portion  of 
the  Burial  Ground  attached  to  the  said  Church, 
in  the  Corporation  of  the  said  City. 

CXXVI  II.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  the 
Act  Twenty-eighth  and  Twenty-ninth  Victoria, 
Chapter  One  hundred  and  thirteen,  to  Persons 
who  have  held  the  OfiBce  of  Lord  B\^  Com- 
missioner of  the  loman  Islands, 

CXXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Registration  of  Ships  in  British  Possse- 
sions. 

CXXX.  An  Act  to  provide  better  Dwellings  for 
Artisans  and  Labourers. 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS. 


The  Titles  to  which  the  Letter  P.  ie  prefixed  are  Public  Acts 

of  a  Local  Character. 


i.  A  N  Act  for  f^anting  further  Powers  to  the 
J\.  Burry  Port  cuuL  Owendreath  Valley 
Railway  Company. 

IL  An  Act  to  authorize  a  Diversion  of  the  Line 
and  Alteration  of  the  LeveU  of  the  Devon 
Valley  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

iiL  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for  light- 
ing with  Gas  the  Town  and  Parish  of  LimgK- 
borough  in  the  County  of  Leicester  ;  to  incor- 
porate the  Loughborough  Gas  and  Coke  Com- 
pany ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

It.  An  Act  to  confer  certain  additional  Powers 
upon  the  North  London  Railway  Company. 

T.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Orand  Junction  Water- 
works Company  to  raise  further  Money  ;  to 
acquire  additional  Land ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

tL  An  Act  for  authorizing  a  Deviation  of  the 
Newquay  and  Cornwall  Junction  Railway,  and 
for  extending  the  Time  for  the  Completion  of 
that  Railway ;  and  for  conferring  further  Powers 
on  the  Newquay  and  Comwali  Junction  Rail- 
way Company,  and  on  IVeffry't  Trustees,  with 
reference  to  the  Newquay  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

tU.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  make  Improvements  in  the  Parish  of 
Saint  Mdrylebone  in  the  County  of  Middlesex 
by  forming  a  new  Street  in  lieu  of  Stingo  Lane 
firom  the  MaryUbone  Road  to  Upper  York 
Street, 

fill.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
Subway  under  the  Thames  from  Tower  Hill  to 
the  opposite  Side  of  the  River. 

P.  ix.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Orders  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  The  Oyster  and 
Mussel  Fisheries  Act,  1866,  relating  to  the 
Rivers  Blachwater  (Essex)  and  Ban5>le. 

P,  X.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  Districts  of  Working- 
ton,  Walton-on-ihe-Hill,  West  Derby,  Eton, 
Llanelly,  Oxenhope  and  Stanbury,  and  Keigh- 
ley,  and  for  other  Purposes  relative  to  certain 
Districts  under  the  said  Act. 

P,  xi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "  The  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement {Scotland)  Act.  1862,"  relating  to 
the  Burghs  of  Perth  and  Brechin, 

P,  xii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  the  *'  General  Police  and  Improvement 
(Scotland)  Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  Burgh 
of  Broughty  Ferry. 

zili.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Company  of  Pro- 
Drietors  of  the  Lewes  Waterworks  to  raise  more 
Money ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


xiv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  compul- 
sory Purchase  of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion 
of  the  Buekfastleigh,  Totnes,  and  South  Devon 
Railway. 

XV.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  finding  and  main- 
taining of  One  Chaplain  in  lieu  of  Two  in  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Saviour,  Southwark ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Local  Board  of 
Uealth  for  the  District  of  Loughborough  in  the 
County  of  Leicester  to  construct  and  maintain 
Waterworks  and  supply  Water  within  the  Dis- 
trict ;  to  hold  and  regulate  Fairs  and  Markets ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  the  altering,  widening,  and  re- 
building a  Bridge  across  the  River  Severn  at 
Stourport  in  the  County  of  Worcester,  and  for 
making  further  Provisions  with  respect  to  the 
said  Bridge. 

xviii.  An  Act  for  fiuiilitating  Arrangements  with 
respect  to  the  new  Parish  of  Saint  Luke,  King's 
Cross,  and  other  new  Parishes  and  Districts, 
with  a  view  to  better  Provision  for  the  Cure  of 
Souls  within  the  original  Limits  of  the  Parish 
of  Saint  Pancras  in  the  County  of  Middlesex  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dingwall  and  Skye 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations  of  their 
authorized  Line  of  Railway ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

XX.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Brompton,  Chatham, 
OillinghaMj  and  Rocliester  Waterworks  Com- 
pany to  raise  further  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  the 
Carnarvon  and  Llanberis  Railway  Company, 
and  upon  the  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way Company,  with  respect  to  the  Carnarvon 
and  Llanberis  Railway. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Purchase  by  the 
Corporation  of  Lincoln  of  certain  Common 
Rights,  and  the  Diversion  of  a  Road  in  Can- 
wiek  Common^  and  the  Sale  of  Portions  of  the 
said  Common  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxiii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Hylhc  and 
Sandgate  Gas  and  Coke  Company  (Limited), 
and  defining  the  Limits  of  Supply  of  Gas  by 
them,  and  regulating  their  Capital;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Corporation  of 
the  Borough  of  Leicester  to  execute  Works  for 
Prevention  of  Floods  on  the  River  Soar  and 
other  Waters  within  the  Borough,  and  addi- 
tional Sewerage  and  Drainage  Works,  to  make 
new  Streets  and  Improvements,  to  establish  a 
Vegetable  ^Market,  and  to  make  Arrangements 
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with  the  Visiton  of  the  Leicestershire  and 
Rutland  Lunatic  Asylum,  and  for  establishing 
sanitarjand  other  Regulations  for  the  Borough; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

XZY.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Company  of  Pro- 
prietors of  the  Undertaking  for  recovering  and 
preserving  the  Navigation  of  the  River  J}ee 
to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

xivi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  for  the  Construction  of  the 
Chester  and  West  Cheshire  Junction  Railway. 

zxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  of 
Health  for  the  District  of  Leamington  Priors 
in  the  County  of  Warwick  to  purchase  the 
Property  of  the  Leamington  Royal  Pump  Room 
Company  (Limited)  at  Leamington  Priors ^  and 
to  maintain  a  Pump  Room  and  Baths  and  Pub- 
lic Gardens  and  Pleasure  Grounds  in  Learning' 
ton  Priors  for  the  Use  and  Enjoyment  of  the 
Inhabitants  thereof ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zxviii.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
Parishes,  Townships,  and  Places  of  Slough, 
Upton^cunt'Cfialveg,  Stoke  Poges,  Langley, 
DatcJielt  and  Farnham  Royal,  in  the  County 
of  Buckingham;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Borough  of  PortS' 
mouth  Waterworks  Company  to  make  and  main- 
tain Works  in  connexion  with  their  present 
Waterworks,  and  to  raise  more  Money ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  authorize  "  the  City  of  DuMin 
Steam  Packet  Company  "  to  make  further  Ar- 
rangements for  the  Investment  of  their  Con- 
tingency Fund  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

P.  xxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Inclosnre  of 
certain  Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales. 

xxxii.  An  Act  to  dissolve  and  re- incorporate  the 
Cork  Gas  Consumers  Company,  Limited,  and 
to  provide  for  lighting  the  City  of  Cork  with 
Gas  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Cork  to  make 
a  Diversion  in  the  Line  of  the  Cork,  Blackroek, 
and  Passage  Railway  ;  to  authorize  Agreements 
with  the  Harbour  Commissioners ;  to  define 
and  extend  the  Powers  of  the  Corporation  in 
reference  to  Water  Supply  and  Matters  of  local 
Government ;  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  to  alter 
and  amend  the  existing  Acts  relating  to  the 
Borough ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Supply  of  Water 
to  the  Borough  of  Haverfordwest,  for  facili- 
tating the  Recovery  of  Market  and  other  Tolls 
and  Dues  leviable  in  the  Borough,  for  improving 
the  Recreation  Ground  of  the  Borough ;  ana 
for  other  Purposes. 

zxxv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Famworth  and 
Kearsley  Gas  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxvi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  of  the  Act 
for  appointing  a  Stipendiary  Justice  of  the 
Peace  for  the  Parish  of  Merihyr  Tidvil  and 
adjoining  Places ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
XXX vii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Kniohton^  the 
Central  Wales,  and  the  Central  Wales  Ex- 
tension Railway  Companies  to  take  a  Lease  of 
the  Vale  of  Towy  Railway  jointly  with  the 
IXanelly  Railway  and  Dock  Compa'ny  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes, 
xxxviii.  An  Act  for  vesting  the  s^eral  Under- 
takings of  the  Knighton^  the  Central  WdUi, 


and  the  Central   Wales   Extension   Railway 
Companies  in  the  London  and  North-western 
Railway  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
xxxix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  for  and  for  the  Completion  of 
certain  of  the   Railways  of  the  Glasgow  and 
Soutli-wesiem  Railway  Comjpany ;  and  for  other 
Purposes, 
xl.  An  Aot  for  enabling  the  Brentford  Gaa  Com- 
pany to  raise  additional  Capital ;  to  construct 
new  Works ;  to  vary  and  extend  the  Limits  of 
Supply  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
xli.  An  Aot  to  authorize  the  Burslem  and  TVm- 
stall  Gas  Company  to  raise  further  Capital; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 
xUi.  An  Aot  to  incorporate  the  CUvedon  Gas 
Company,  and  to  make  further  Provision  for 
lighting  with  Gas  the  Parish  of  CUvedon,  and 
certain  Parishes  and  Places  in  the  Neighbour* 
hood  thereof,  in  the  County  of  Somerset. 
xliii.  An  Act  fbr  conferring  additional  Powers  on 
the  Midland  Railway  Company  for  Uie  raising 
of  fiireher  Capital  and  the  Constmotioii  of  new 
Works ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
xliv.  An  Act   fbr   making    and    maintaining  a 
Market  in  the  Parish  of  St.  Mary,  Lambeth, 
in  the  County  of  Surrey. 

xlv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Leeds  New  Gas 
Company  to  raise  further  Money,  and  acquire 
additional  Lands ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

P.  xlvi.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861, 
rehiting  to  Brightiingsea,  Clevedon,  Moreecuidte, 
Mousehole,  Instow,  SaUbumrby'tAe-Sea,  and 
Soutlmort ;  and  for  amending  the  General  Pier 
and  Harbour  Act,  1891. 

P.  xlvii.  An  Aot  for  confirming  certain  Provi- 
sional Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
mider  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861, 
relating  to  Carlingfard  Lough,  Elgin  and  Los- 
siemouth, Oreenoek,  Bunstanton,  Tenbyf  and 
Torquay. 

xlviii.  An  Act  for  dissolving  and  re-ineorporating 
the  Proprietors  of  the  Yeadon  €md  OmseUy 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company;  and  fbr  other 
Purposes. 

xlix.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
Midland  and  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way Companies  for  the  Constmotion  of  Works 
in  connexion  with  their  Ashby  and  Nuneaton 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

1.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  North  and  South 
Western  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Deviation  or  Alteration  in  their  Main  Line 
of  Railway  ;  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  lor 
other  Purposes. 

li.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pnrebase 
of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion  of  the 
Uxbridge  and  Rickmansworih  Railway. 

Hi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pnrehase 
of  Lands,  and  for  the  Completion  of  the  Aetan 
and  Brentford  Railway. 

liii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Constnotion  by  the 
Oreat  Northern  ^Railway  Company  of  a*  new 
Road  in  the  Town  of  Leeds;  and  fbr  other 
Purposes. 

liy.  An  Aot  to  oonflrm  the  Issue  of  Stocks  and 
Shares  of  the  Oreat  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany in  Payment  of  Dividends  to  the  Holders 
of  Stocks  or  Shares  in  the  Company. 

Iv.  An  Act  to  repeal  *'  The  West  RitRng  cmd 
GHmshy  RaUway  (Extension)  Aot»  1665." 
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Ifi.An  Act  to  incorporate  the  THrad  Gu  and 
Water  Company,  Limited,  and  to  make  Provi- 
sions for  the  Supply  of  Gas  and  Water  in  the 
Parish  of  Ystradyfodtvg  in  the  County  of 
Olamorgan  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

lyii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  ProTisions  of  "  The 
Ahxandra  (Newport)  Dock  Act,  1865,"  with 
respect  to  the  borrowing  Powers  of  the  Alex- 
andra (Newport)  Dock  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ifiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Humber  Con- 
servancy Commissioners,  and  to  make  Provi- 
sion for  a  Lease  to  them  of  Foreshores  of  the 
Humber  and  the  Estuary  thereof  between  the 
Confluence  into  the  same  of  the  Rivers  Oute 
and  Trent  and  the  Sea,  and  to  amend  the 
Enactments  relating  to  the  Commissioners ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  for  the  Establishment  of  a  united 
Constabulary  Force  in  and  for  the  University 
and  City  of  Oxford, 

Ix.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Corporation  of  Reading 
to  alter  and  improve  or  rebuild  Caversham 
Bridge  in  the  Counties  of  Berks  and  Oxford  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

lii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Provisions 
of  "  The  Reading  Waterworks  Act,  1861 ;  "  to 
make  further  and  better  Provision  for  supplying 
the  Town  of  Reading  and  the  adjoining  Dis- 
tricts with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

liii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  constructing 
the  Wexford  Branch  and  the  Kingstown  Con" 
neeiing  Branch  of  the  Dublin,  JVicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway  Company ;  to  make  Ar- 
rangements as  to  the  Capital  of  the  Company  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Izili.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Abandonment  of 
certain  Portions  of  the  Railways  authorized  by 
"The  North  British  and  Edinburgh  and  Olas- 
gow  (Bridge  of  Forth)  Railways  Act,  1865 ;" 
also  an  Extension  of  Timo  for  tho  compulsory 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  the  Completion  of  other 
Portions  of  tho  said  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Parposes. 

Izif.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Purchase 
of  Lands  for  and  the  Construction  of  the  Rail- 
ways authorized  by  tho  Lancashire  and  York' 
shire  Railway  {Rippondcn  and  Stainland 
Branches,  dec.)  Act,  1865  ;  to  empower  the 
Lancashire  aiid  Yorkshire  Railway  Company 
to  subscribe  to  the  Hull  Docks ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

IXT.  An  Act  for  further  regulating  the  Capital  of 
the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Company,  and 
for  authorizing  the  Abandonment  of  the  Tiverton 
and  North  Devon  Railway ;  for  extending  the 
Time  for  making  the  Brean  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Izri.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting  cer- 
tain Powers  to  the  Peterborough  Gas  Company. 

Ixrii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Corporation  of 
Chichester  to  remove  the  present  Cattle  Mar- 
ket, and  to  provide  a  new  Cattle  Market ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ixriii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Downpatriek,  Dun* 
drrnn,  and  Newcastle  Railway  Act,  1866. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  completing 
certain  of  the  authorized  Works  of  the  London 
and  South-western  Railway  Company  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Izz.  An  Act  for  altering  and  amending  **  The 
Maryport  Improvement  and  Harbour  Act, 
1866 ;"   for  authorising  now  Works  and  ex- 


tending the  Powers  of  the  TmBteot ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxi.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Under- 
taking of  the  Hfracombe  Railway  Company, 
and  for  the  Dissolution  of  that  Company  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Sunderland  and 
South  Shields  Water  Company  to  extend  their 
Works  and  their  Supply  of  Water,  and  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Potteries  and  ShrewS' 
bury  and  North  Wales  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  substituted  Line  of  Railway,  and  to 
abandon  a  Portion  of  their  authorized  Railway; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  for  dissolving  the  Calverley  Gas 
Company  (Limited)  and  the  Horsforth  Gas 
Company,  and  incorporating  a  Company  for 
supplying  with  Gas  certain  Parts  of  the  Pa- 
rishes of  Calverley,  Guiseley,  and  AddU,  in  the 
West  Riding  of  the  County  of  York. 

Ixxv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Wblborough  in  the  County 
of  Devon  to  acquire  Market  and  Fair  Rights 
and  Tolls,  and  to  establish  and  hold  Markets 
and  Fairs ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Gas  tho 
City  of  Chichester  and  adjoining  Places ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Merthyr 
Tydfil  Gas  Company,  and  to  confer  upon  them 
Powers  and  make  Provisions  for  more  effectu- 
ally supplying  with  Gas  the  Town  of  Merthyr 
Tydfil  and  its  Neighbourhood ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxviii.  An  Aet  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Parishes  of  Topsham,  Clyst  Saint  Oeorge, 
Woodbury f  and  Lympstone,  in  the  Connty  of 
Devon, 

Ixxix.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Pro- 
visions of  "  The  Warrington  Waterworks  Act, 
1855  ;  "  to  extend  the  Limits  of  the  Company 
for  the  Supply  of  Water ;  to  make  further  and 
better  Provision  for  supplying  Warringtott  and 
the  adjoining  Districts  with  Water;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

P.  Ixxx.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  respecting 
the  Use  of  Subways  constructed  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  in  the  Metropolis. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
in  and  for  the  District  of  the  Borough  of  Read- 
ing  to  acquire  the  Undertaking  of  the  Reading 
Waterworks  Company ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

F,  Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Inclosure  of 
certain  Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Report 
of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England 
and  Wales. 

P.  Ixxxiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "The  Drainage  Act,  1861." 

P.  Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  Districts  o{  Southampton, 
Bradford,  Whitchurch  and  Dodington,  Royton, 
Kendal,  and  Sunderland. 

P.  IxxxT.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  under  "  Tho  Local  Government  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  District  of  Tormoham 
(Devonshire). 

P.  Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Government  Act, 
1868,"  rehiting  to  the  DistrioU  of  Malvern, 
Cowpen,  Bristol,  ShegUld^  Margate^  £o^Mit^ 
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and  OtUy;  and  for  other  FarpoMt  reUiive  to 
certain  Uistriets  under  the  Kiid  Act. 

Ixzzrii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  McrUy  Gai 
Company  to  raiBe  further  Monies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Waterfcrd  and 
Limerick  Railway  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxzix.  An  Act  for  enlarging  and  improving  the 
Court-houses  and  Public  Buildings  of  the  City 
of  Glatgow  and  County  of  Lanark,  and  erecting 
additional  Court-houses,  Halls,  and  Buildings ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ze.  An  Act  to  amend  '<  The  Itehen  Floating  Bridge 
Act,  1803  ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zoi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the  Stmr^ 
bridge  Railway  Company  with  respect  to  the 
Branch  Railway  to  Stowrhridge. 

xcii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  and  granting  other 
Powers  to  the  Worthing  Gaslight  and  Coke 
Company. 

zciiii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  for  the  Construction  of  the 
Works  authorized  by  "  The  Clonmel,  Litmort, 
and  Dungarvan  Railway  Act,  1865." 

xoIt.  An  Act  to  authorize  and  incorporate  Com- 
missioners to  supply  with  Gas  the  Town  of 
Dundee  and  Districts  and  Places  adjacent,  and 
to  transfer  to  them  the  Gasworks  of  the  Dundee 
Gaslight  Company  and  the  Dundee  New  Gas- 
light Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xcv.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  RuUiin 
and  Places  adjacent  in  the  County  of  Denbigh, 

zcvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  "The  Commissioners 
for  improving  the  Port  and  Harbour  of  Water- 
ford"  to  construct  a  Dry  Dock  and  Road,  and 
other  Works  connected  therewith  respectively ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcvii.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  Time  for  the 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works 
authorized  by  "  The  Barry  Railway  Act,  1865,*' 
and  '*The  Barry  Railway  (Alteration)  Act, 
1866;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Tramway  from  the 
Somerset  and  Dortet  Railway  at  OlastorUmry  to 
Street  in  the  County  of  Somerset ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

zcix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Teign  Valley 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  a  De- 
viation of  their  authorized  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

0.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  Wy- 
combe Branch  of  the  Oreat  Western  Railway  to 
Oreai  Marlow  in  the  County  of  Buckingfiam  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

cL  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Tottenham  and 
Hampstead  Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise 
further  Monies  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  com- 
pulsory Purchase  of  Lands  for  and  for  the  Com- 
pletion of  the  Abergavenny  and  Monmouth  Rail- 
way. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  granting  Powers  to  the  Pro- 
prietors of  the  Windsor  and  Eton  Waterworks. 

civ.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Corporation  of 
the  Borough  of  Barrow-in-Furness  to  supply 
with  Gas  and  Water  the  Borough  and  adjacent 
Districts ;  to  purchase  the  Undertaking  of  the 
Furness  Gas  and  Water  Company  ;  for  defining 
and  extending  the  Powers  of  the  Corporation  in 
relation  to  the  Improvement  of  the  Borough, 
and  to  Police,  and  other  Matters  of  Local  Go- 
vernment ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


ov.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  CaUdonian  Rail- 
way Company  to  abandon  certain  authorized 
Branches ;  for  extending  the  Periods  limited 
for  the  Acquisition  of  Lands  and  Construction 
of  Works  as  respects  their  Jfutribtrib  Branch ; 
for  raising  additional  Money;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ovi.  An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  for  regulating 
their  Capital,  and  for  authorizing  them  to  erect 
new  Gasworks,  and  to  construct  other  Works 
in  connexion  therewith,  and  to  raise  further 
Monies  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  KingUm  and  Eardidey 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations  of  their 
authorized  Railways  ;  to  abandon  Portions  of 
their  Railways ;  to  revive  and  extend  the  Powers 
of  compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  ;  and  to  use 
a  Portion  of  the  Leominster  and  KingUm  RaiU 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cviii.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the  Me- 
iropolitan  District  Railway  Company. 

cix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Metrcpolitan  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Junction  Line  in  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Sepulchre  in  the  City  of  Lon» 
don  ;  for  giving  ££fect  to  Arrangements  with 
other  Companies ;  for  extending  the  Time 
limited  for  the  Purchase  of  certain  Lands ;  for 
amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ex.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Tovmship 
and  District  of  New  Kilmainham  in  the  Ba- 
rony of  Upper  Cross  and  County  of  Dublin. 

cxi.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Streets  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Embankment  on  the  North 
Side  of  the  Tluimes  ;  for  giving  Effect  to  an 
Arrangement  with  the  SotUh-^astem  Railway 
Company  with  respect  to  the  Pier  at  Hunger^ 
ford,  and  to  an  Arrangement  with  the  Metro- 
poUtan  District  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
amending  some  of  the  Provisions  of  the  Acts 
relating  to  the  Embankment  on  the  South  Side 
of  the  Thames  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Provost,  Magis- 
trates, and  Town  Council  of  the  Royal  Burgh 
of  Dundee  to  construct  a  Sea  Wall  so  as  to 
enclose  a  Portion  of  the  Alvens  of  the  Frith  of 
Tay  opposite  to  the  Burgh,  and  to  form  an 
Esplanade  and  a  Road  or  Street  on  and  within 
such  Sea  Wall ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  repealing  the  Gun  Barrel  Proof 
Act,  1855,  and  for  making  other  Provisions  in 
lieu  thereof;  and  for  altering  the  Constitution 
of  the  Guardians  of  the  Birmingham  Proof 
House ;  and  for  better  ensuring  the  due  Proof 
of  Gun  Barrels ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxiv.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company, 
and  on  the  Lancashire  Union  Railways  Com- 
pany, with  respect  to  certain  Railways  in  Lcm- 
cashire  authorized  to  be  constructed  by  them 
severally  or  jointly. 

cxv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Abandonment  of 
a  Portion  of  the  Undertaking  of  the  LancoMhire 
Union  Railways  Company,  and  for  extending 
the  Time  for  the  Completion  of  other  Portions 
thereof ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxvi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
Wolverhampton  and  WalsaU  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

cxvii.  An  Act  to  separate  for  certain  Purposes 
Portions  of  the  Borough  of  Belfast  frooi  the 
County  of  D9wn^  and  for  other  Porpoms  tt» 
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latingf  to  ibo  ImproTement  i^nd  Regulation  of 
the  Borough. 

oxriii.  An  Act  for  oonferring  additional  Powers 
on  the  London  and  North-western  Railway 
Company  for  the  Construction  of  new  Works, 
and  in  relation  to  their  own  Undertaliing  and 
the  Undertakings  of  other  Companies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

czix.  An  Act  for  transferring  the  Waterworks  of 
the  Dartford  Local  Board  of  Plealth  to  the 
Company  of  Proprietors  of  the  Kent  Water- 
works Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

exx.  An  Act  for  extendiuj?  the  Time  limited  for 
the  compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  authorized 
to  he  taken  hy  the  London,  Blackwall,  and 
Millwall  ExUntion  Railway  Act,  1865,  and 
also  the  Time  limited  for  completing  the  Rail* 
ways  and  Works  under  such  Act ;  for  autho- 
rizing Arrangements  with  other  Companies ; 
and  for  other  Purposes  in  relation  to  the  Lon- 
don and  BlackwcUl  Railway  Company. 

ezxi.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to  the 
Saint  Ives  and  West  ComwaU  Junction  Rail- 
way Company. 

exxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Holywell  Railway 
Company  to  divert  and  relinquish  their  autho- 
rized Railway,  and  to  construct  other  Rail- 
ways in  substitution  thereof;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ozxiii.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Rail- 
ways authorized  by  the  SoiUh-€astem  and 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  {London,  LeweSy 

.    and  Brighton)  Railways  Act,  1866. 

oxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Trustees  of  the 
Clyde  Navigation  to  construct  a  Graving  Dock, 
Quays  or  Wharfs,  and  other  Works  at  the 
Harbour  of  Glasgow,  and  to  borrow  additional 
Money ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

exxT.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Metropolis  Gas  Act, 
1860,  and  to  make  further  Provision  for  regu- 
latiuff  the  Supply  of  Gas  to  the  City  of  London  ; 
and  ror  other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

oxxvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Eastbourne 
Gas  Company,  and  for  conferring  upon  them 
further  Powers  for  the  Supply  of  Gas  to  the 
Town  and  Parish  of  Eastbourne  and  the  Parish 
of  Willingdon  in  the  County  of  Sussex;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

exxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Halifax  to 
eonstruot  new  Works  in  extension  of  their 
Waterworks ;  to  extend  their  Limits  of  Sup- 
ply ;  to  acquire  the  Manufacturers'  Hall  ;  to 
improve  the  Borough  of  Halifax ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

exxviU.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Corporation  of 
the  Borough  of  Portsmouth  to  construct  a  new 
Wharf  or  Quay  in  the  Camber  ;  for  extending 
their  Powers  to  levy  Rates  and  Dues ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

exxix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Local  Board 
for  the  District  of  Saint  Mary  Church  in  the 
County  of  Devon  to  supply  their  District  with 
Gas,  to  erect  a  Town  Hall  and  other  Build- 
ings, and  to  raise  Monies  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

exxx.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Court  of  Re- 
cord for  the  Hundred  of  Salford  in  the  County 
of  Lancaster  and  the  Court  of  Record  for  the 
Trial  of  CivU  Actions  within  the  City  of  Man- 
chester, and  to  constitute  the  said  amalgamated 
Court  the  Court  of  Record  for  the  Hundred  of 
Salford  in  the  County  of  lAineaster,  with  ex* 


tended  Powers,  and  to  regulate  the  Praotioe 
and  Procedure  therein ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oxxxi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  within  which 
the  Staffordshire  Potteries  Waterworks  Com- 
pany may  supply  Water,  and  to  empower  them 
to  construct  additional  Works,  and  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxxil.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  allowed 
for  the  Completion  by  the  Llanelly  Harbour 
and  Burry  Navigation  Commissioners  of  cer- 
tain Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxxiii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  for 
supplying  with  Gas  the  Parish  of  Llangonoyd 
and  other  Places  in  the  County  of  Glamorgan, 

oxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  London,  Brighton, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  abandon 
certain  Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxzxv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  embank  the  River  Thames  between 
the  Royal  Hospital  at  Chelsea  and  Baitersea 
Bridge  in  the  County  of  Middlesex,  and  to 
make  a  Roadway  and  other  Works  connected 
therewith  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Greenock  and 
Ayrshire  Railway  Company  to  make  and  main- 
tain certain  Railways  and  Works  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oxxxrii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the 
Pontypool,  Caerleon,  and  Newport  Railway 
Company. 

oxxxviii.  An  Act  for  improving  and  maintaining 
the  Harbour  of  Aberdeen. 

oxxxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  to  execute  various  Railways 
and  Works,  and  to  abandon  certain  Railways 
and  Works ;  and  to  extend  the  Time  for  the 
oonopulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion 
of  Works  with  reference  to  several  Railways 
and  Works  ;  and  to  amend  in  various  Particu- 
lars the  Acts  relating  to  the  Company  passed 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

0x1.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Mayor,  Alder- 
men, and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Brad- 
ford to  make  and  maintain  additional  Water- 
works, and  for  making  additional  Provision  for 
Improvement  of  the  Borough ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oxli.  An  Act  to  change  the  Name  of  the  JVater' 
ford  and  Kilkenny  Railway  Company ;  to 
confer  upon  them  further  Powers ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxlii.  An  Act  for  suspending  legal  Prooeedlngs 
with  reference  to  the  Brecon  and  Merthyr 
Tyd/U  Junction  Railway  Company;  for  con- 
verting the  Mortgage  and  other  Debts  into 
Debenture  Stock ;  for  authorizing  the  Com* 

I)letion  of  certain  Lines  of  Railway  ;  for  regu* 
ating  the  Capital  and  future  Management  of 
the  Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxliii.  An  Act  for  oonferring  further  Powers  upon 
the  Derby  Waterworks  Company. 

cxliv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Athenry  and  Ennis 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  Arrange- 
ments with  other  Companies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxlv.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on 
the  Great  Western  Railway  Company  for  the 
Construction  of  Works  and  in  relation  to  their 
own  Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxlvi.  An  Act  for  making  the  Aots  oC  P«siS2As&«G^» 
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nlcting  to  ibe  SoolMiMlloAl  Ooiiiliil«toa  Ap- 
plicable to  the  raputad  PariibM  of  Saint 
Jjeonard  and  Saint  Marv  Magdalen  in  the 
Diocoae  of  ChicKuter  ;  and  for  other  Purpotes 
connected  therewith. 

dWii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pnr- 
ofaaae  of  Landa  and  Completion  of  Works  of 
the  Ardmare  Harbour  ;  and  to  oonfor  farther 
Powers  on  the  Ardmore  Harbour  Gompanj. 

oxlTiil.  An  Act  to  make  Alterations  in  the  Deed 
of  Settlement  of  the  N&rwieh  Union  Life  In- 
surance Society  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxliz.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to 
"The  Metropolitan  and  Saint  John's  Weod 
Railway  Company." 

P.  cl.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  ProTisional  Order 
made  by  the  Poor  Law  Board  under  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act,  1867»  with  reference  to 
the  City  of  Sali^ry. 

P,  cli.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
ander  *'  The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863/'  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

P,  olii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  under  **  The  Local  Government  Aot, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  District  of  Twibridge 
WeUi. 

p,  cliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  *<Tlie  Local  Government  Act, 
1858/'  relating  to  the  Districts  of  Barroaate, 
Layton  with  Warhrieh,  Bury,  Lower  Brimnam, 
Hexham,  Tipton,  Oainsborouffh,  Worthing, 
Aberystwith,  Voekermouth,  Bttrnham,  Wednee- 
hvenff  Bwrtdyn-upon'Trent,  Homeey,  and  Kes- 
wick, and  for  other  Purposes  relative  to  certain 
Districts  under  the  said  Act. 

P.  cliv.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  for  the 
Preservation  and  Improvement  of  the  River 
Lee  and  its  Tributaries ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

P,  civ.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  *<The  Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act, 
1867/'  relating  to  the  Burgh  of  Tain, 

P.  dvi.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "  The  Land  Drainage  Act,  1861." 
clvii.  An  Act  to  o  onfirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  "The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863/'  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

P,  civiii.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order 
under  The  Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Act,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same. 

olix.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  Time  and 
Revival  of  Powers  for  the  compulsory  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works  au- 
thorised by  **  The  Fareham  and  Netley  Rail- 
way Act,  1865  ; "  and  for  other  Purposes. 

elx.  An  Act  for  the  better  Ecclesiastical  Regu- 
lation of  the  Parish  of  Saint  Pancras  in  the 
Diocese  of  London  and  the  County  of  Middle- 
sex, 

olxi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Completion  of  the  Mersey 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olxii.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  the  Rail- 
way authorised  by  "  The  Chichester  and  Mid- 
hvTSt  Railway  (Extension)  Act,  1865/' 

clxiii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  on  the 
EoMt  London  Railway  Company  for  the  Exe- 
cution of  Works,  and  otherwise  with  reference 
to  their  Undertaking ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


olziv.  An  A«t  to  .«xt«iid  the  Time  for  ibe  oom- 
pulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of 
Works  authorised  by  several  Acts  relating  to 
the  Oreat  Eastern  Railway ;  and  to  alter 
oerfcain  Powers  of  appointing  Directors. of  the 
Qreat  Eastern  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

clxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Star  Life  As- 
surance Society  to  sue  and  be  sued  in  their 
own  Name ;  and  fi>r  other  Purposes. 

olxvi.  An  Act  to  empower  the  BelfoMt  Central 
Railway  Company  to  construct  new  Railways 
and  Tramways  and  a  Central  Station,  and 
to  abandon  Portions  of  their  authorized  Under- 
taking ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olxvii.  An  Act  for  making  Street  Tramways  in 
Liverpool ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olxviii.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  a 
Market  in  the  Borough  of  Lambeth  in  the 
County  o(  Surrey. 

clxix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  of  the 
Waterloo  and  Whitehall  Railway  Company 
with  respeet  to  a  Portion. of  their  authorised 
Undertaking. 

elxx.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Settlement  of 
the  Claims  of  the  Contractors  and  others 
with  respect  to  the  Construction  of  the  Bishcp 
Stortford  Railway,  and  for  vesting  the  Posses- 
sion  of  that  Railway  in  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company. 

clxxi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  "  The  Weedon  ondDaventry  Railway;" 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxii.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to  the 
Soutl^eastem  Railway  Company. 

clzxiii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  closing  of  the 
Wey  and  Arun  Jtmetion  Canal,  and  the  Sale 
of  the  Site  thereof;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxi V.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Devon  astd 
ComwaU  Railway  Company  to  alter  the  Line 
and  Levels  of  Parts  of  their  Railways ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

clixv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Act  re- 
lating to  the  Towns  Drainage  and  Sewage 
Utiluation  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxvi.  An  Act  to  make  more  effectual  Pro- 
vision for  the  working  of  the  Cork  and  Ktnsale 
Junction  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxvil.  An  Act  for  fusing  all  the  Revenues  of 
the  Cambrian  Railways  Company,  and  settling 
the  Application  thereof;  and  to  confer  Rights 
of  Voting  on  the  Preference  Shareholders  of 
that  Company  ;  and  for  other  Porposei. 

dxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Brisl4il  and 
North  Somerset  Railway  Company  to  deviate 
from  the  authorised  Line  of  their  Railway  at 
Bristol;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxix.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Borrow- 
ing Powers  of  the  Belgravia  Road  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxx.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the 
Cork  and  Macroom  (Direct)  Railway  Company. 

dxxxi.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  the  IsU 
of  Wight  to  connect  Newport  and  Cowes  with 
Sanddwn,  Ryde,  and  Ventnor, 

clxxxii.  An  Act  to  confer  Facilities  on  the  Rath" 
keale  and  Newcastle  Junction  Railway  Com- 
pany for  raising  Funds  under  their  Borrowing 
Powers. 
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1.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Tmstees  and  Ma- 
nagers oi  Alexander  Scotfs  Hospital  at  Huntly 
in  the  Coanty  of  Aberdeen,  and  to  extend  the 
Benefits  thereof. 

2.  An  Act  to  enable  William  Dunn  Gardner 
Esquire,  upon  purchasing  the  rcspectiTO  Re- 
rersions  of  and  in  certain  Leasehold  Estates 
deTised  by  the  Will  of  William  Dunn  Gardner , 
deceased,  to  charge  the  said  Estates  with  the 
Purchase  Money  and  the  Expenses  incident  to 
inoh  Purchase,  and  to  conyey  or  cause  to  be 
eouTeyed  the  same  Estates  by  way  of  Mortgage 
to  secure  the  Payment  of  the  said  Purchase 
Money  and  Expenses,  without  incurring  a 
Forfeiture  of  his  Estate  and  Interest  under 
the  same  Will ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

8.  An  Act  to  enable  Sir  Charles  CcmpUm  WilUam 
Domvile  Baronet  to  borrow  upon  the  Security 
of  his  Entailed  Estates  situate  In  the  County 
of  Dublin,  a  Sum  of  Money  for  the  Repayment 
to  him  of  a  Portion  of  the  Monies  laid  out  by 
him  in  the  Improvement  of  the  said  Estates. 

4.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Trustees  under  an 
Act  passed  in  the  Thirty-ninth  and  Fortieth 
Years  of  Uis  Majesty  King  Oeorge  the  Third, 
§Qt  enabling  the  Duke  of  Richmond  for  the 
Time  being  to  grant  Jointures  as  therein  men- 
tioned, and  for  other  Purposes,  to  sell  certain 
Parts  of  the  Duke  of  Bichmand^s  Settled  Es- 
tates, and  to  inrest  the  Money  to  arise  from 


inoh  Sales  in  the  Purchase  of  other  Estates^ 
to  be  settled  to  the  same  Uses  ;  and  also  to 
raise  a  Sum  of  Thirty  thousand  Pounds  by 
Mortgage  of  the  Settled  Estates,  to  be  invested 
in  the  same  Manner ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

5.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  an  Arrangement 
approved  in  the  Suits  of  "Hamp  t.  Samp*' 
"  Hamp  V.  Robinson,"  and  " Hamp  v.  Bolt" 
now  depending  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery, 
for  the  Purpose  of  oompromising  certain  op- 
posing CUims  to  the  Real  Estates  of  Francis 
Bampt  late  of  Baeton  Villa  in  the  Parish  of 
Bacton  in  the  County  of  Hereford^  Esquire ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

6.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Powers  contained  in 
the  Will  of  the  Right  Honorable  John  SaviU 
Lundey  Savile,  Earl  of  Scarbrough,  deceased, 
and  in  the  "  Savile  Estate  (Leasing)  Act, 
1861,"  with  respect  to  certain  Estates  in  the 
County  of  York,  Part  of  the  Savile  Estates 
devised  by  or  subject  to  the  Trusts  of  the  said 
Will,  and  for  other  Purposes,  and  of  which  the 
Short  Title  is  "Savile  Estate  (Extension  of 
Powers)  Act,  1868." 

7.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  Ward  Jackson's 
Estate  Act,  1853  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

8.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  vesting  and  Manage- 
ment of  certain  Funds  held  in  trust  by  the 
Town  Council  of  Aberdeen;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 


PEIVATE  ACTS, 


NOT  tbhtted. 


9.  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Perry  Green  Gardiner  of 
the  City  of  New  York  in  the  United  States  of 
America, 

10.  An  Act  to  confer  upon  Henry  William 
Ferdinand  Bolckow  all  the  Rights,  Privileges, 


and  Capacities  of  a  natural-bom  Subject  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 
11.  An  Act  to  confer  upon  Christian  AUhusen 
all  the  Rights,  Privileges,  and  Capacities  of  a 
natural-born  Subject  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen. 
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vacated  office  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 
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ABINGER  Lord 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Remoral ,  3R. 
[193]  1078,  1090 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  [193]  1629 

Ahyssinui 
Army,  BaUaio,  Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  June   18, 

[192]  1766 
Army,  Return  of  the.  Observations,  The  Earl  of 

Bllenborough  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Malmes- 

bury ;   short  debate  thereon  June  19,  [193] 

1810 
European  Subaltern  Officers,  Question,  Colonel 

Sykes  ;    Answer,    Sir    Stafford    Northcote 

Nw  26,  [190]  178 
Stores,  Question,   Mr.  Otway ;    Answer,   Sir 

John  Pakington  Dec  2,  [190]  513 

VOL.  CXCIII.  [thibd  sbbies.]  [w»*. 


.^&y«#tma— cent. 

Volunteers,  Bounty  to,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 

Griffith ;    Answer,  Sir   Stafford  Northcote 

Dec  7,  [190]  677 
Water    Supply,   Question,  Lord  John   Hay  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Dee  S,  [190] 

6i0 


Despatclies,  The,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
May  22,  [192]  698 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Stans- 
feld,  Captain  Vivian,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  May  %2,  716 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Layard  ;  Answers,  Kr.  Disraeli,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  Jur\e  15,  1564 

Foreign  Office — Papers  and  Correspondince, 
Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  discussion  thec^or^ 
Dec  5,  [190]  606  \  Q,'QA%\Assu>^^^Ttf5L  ^t*K^\ 


ABT       ABT 
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ABT        ABT 


Aniwen,  Lord  SUntoj,  Sir  Staflbrd  North- 

ooto  Fth  31,  lOOff 
Indian    EtiimaU    of    Coft,    Quettlon,    Mr. 

Fawoett;    Answor,  Sir  Stafford  Northooto 

April  3,  [191]  70s  :  Apnl  33,  1148 
Maidala^  Capture  of.  Question,  Mr.  Layard ; 

Aniwer,  Mr.  Disraeli  April  37,  [191]  1337 
Merchant    Shipt,  Return   of,  Que«tioii,  Mr. 

TouDg;   Answer,  Mr.  Oorry  Nov  39,  [190] 

430 
JlWe  Drivers,  Alleged  Flogging  of.  Question, 

Mr.  Buzton ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote 

April  3,  [191]  834 
Pottage  from.  Question,  Mr.  Butler ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  6,  [190]  1113 

BomUe,    Emloratian    of,   Question,    Colonel 

Sykes  ;    Answer,    Sir    Stafford    Northoote 

Nov  38,  [190]  336 
Routes,  Memorandum  of.  Question,  Earl  Gran- 

Tille  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Nov  35, 

[190]  163 
Telegraphie  iHomiMimeaJlion,    Question,    Mr. 

Crawford;   Answer,  Sir  SUfford  Northoote 

Nov  31,  [190]  106;  Question,  Mr.  Otway; 

Answer,    Sir  Stafford  Northoote   May  33, 

[19a]  718 

Camerm,  Consul,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  31.  [190] 
104  :  Question,  Sir  Harry  Verney  ;  Answer, 
Lord  SUnley  Nov  36, 180 

Envoys,  The — Compensation  to,  Question,  Lord 
Houghton  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  ofMalmesbury 
/Mty  37,  [193]  1814 

Krapf,  Rev,  Mr.,  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Nov  36, 
[190]  180 

Mules,  Purchase  of -^Contract  with  Messrs. 
Weiherell,  Question,  Captain  Vivian;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Nov  33,  [190]  143 
Motion  for  an  Address  {Captain  Vivicm) 
Nov  38,  336;  alter  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  0,  1233 

Presents  from  Etna  Theodore  to  Consul 
Cameron  and  Mr.  Rassam,  Question,  Colonel 
Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Dee  6,  [190]  643 

Queen's  Letter  to  King  Theodore,  Question, 
Mr.  Schreiber  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Nov  36,  [190]  170 

Rassam,  Mr,,  Mission  of,  Ohserrations,  Mr. 
Schreiber ;  short  debate  thereon  Dec  7,  [190] 
678 

Eg^  and  Ahyssima^  Question,  Mr.  Fawcett ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Feb  18,  [190] 

887;   Question,  Mr.  Otway;  Answer,  Lord 

Stanley  Ftf6  31,  1003 
Nemier,  Sir  Robert,  and  Ew^Oovemor  Eyre, 

Question^  Captain  Arohdall  May  33,  [193] 

715 

See  titles— 5uf(p2y—£aie  India,   Troops 
and  Vessels 


Abysiinhn  Etopedition 

LOBDS — 

192]  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Arwty,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  May  36, 
897 ;  June  8,  1331 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  Lieut.-Oen.  Sir  Rehert 
Napier,  O.C.B,,  and  the  Land  and  Sea 
Forces  serving  an  the  Empedition  into  Ahys^ 

193]  sinia  ( The  Lord  Pnvy  Seai)  July  3,  478  ; 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  after  debate 
.  The  T^rd  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House, 
That  he  had  reoeived  a  Letter  from  Lieut.* 
General  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  6.C.B., 
G.C.S.L,  in  return  to  the  Thanks  of  this 
House  and  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  Sd 
Instant,  oommnnioated  to  him  in  obedience 
to  an  Order  of  this  House  of  the  said  3d 
Instant :  The  said  Letter  being  read— Was 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  en- 
tered on  the  Journals  July  30, 1459 

.  Sir  Robert  Napier,  Pension  to,  Message  from 
the  Queen  July  9,  865  [3388] 

.  Message  read  July  10,  973 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, an  Address  agreed  to  Nemine  Contradi^ 
cente 

O0MIC0118— 

192]  Vote   of    Thanks  to   ihe^  Army,  Obsenra. 

I,  Mr, —  - 

935 


tions,  Mr.  DisraeU,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  36, 


Pari.  Papei 
Correspondence,  Papers,  Routes, 

and  Maps [3381]  [3395] 

Names  of  Prisoners    .    .    .  [3963] 

leont. 


193]  VoU  of  Thanks  to  Lieut,'Oen,  Sir  Robert 
Napier,  O.CJB,,  and  the  Land  and  Sea 
Forces  serving  on  the  Expedition  into  Abye^ 
sinia  (Mr,  DisraeU) ;  Resolutions  agreed  to, 
after  short  debate  Juhf  3, 583 

.  Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House,  that  he  had 
reoeiTed  a  Letter  from  Lord  Napier  of  Mag- 
dala, dated  the  18th  day  of  this  insUnt  July, 
acknowledging  the  Thanks  of  this  House  to 
himself  and  other  OfBoers  for  the  success 
attending  the  Abyssinian  Expedition  ;  Letter 
read  July  30, 1485 

.  Sir  Robert  Napier,  Pension  to.  Message  from 
Her  Majesty  July  9,  914 

.  Message  nrom  Her  Migesty  oonsidered  in  Com- 
mittee July  10,  1066 
Resolved,   Nemine    Contradieente,   That   the 
annual  sum  of  Two  Thousand  Pounds  be 

Ssnted  to  Her  Majesty,  out  of  the  Consen- 
ted Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Briuin  and  Ireland,  to  be  settled  upon  lieu- 
tenant General  Sir  Robert  Napier,  G.C.B., 
and  the  next  surviving  Heir  Male  of  his  Body, 
for  the  term  of  their  natural  lives 

.  Lord  Napier's  Pension,  Question,  Blr.  Darby 
Griffith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  DisraeU  July  31, 
1943 

Pari.  Papers- 
Correspondence  and  Papers  [3955 1,  to  VI.] 

Names  of  Prisoner!.    •    .  [3969] 

Routes  and  Plans    •    .    .  [^^4] 

Estimates P.  8,819 

Tote  of  Credit,  1868-9  .    .  360 
Ships  Charters    ....  91 
Trade  with  India      ...  Ill 
Letter  fh>m  General  Mere- 
wether    135 

Condensing  Yessels  ...  174 

Despatches 387 

European  Officers     .    .    .  306, 410 
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(  SESSION   1867-8) 

i9&^i9i — 192 — 193. 


ADD        ADU 


AcLAND,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Devonshire,  JV. 

Agrioultare,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193] 

579 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1837 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  CommiMion,  [192] 

1968 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

cl.  4,  [190]  1420 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  [192]  1648 ;  d.  1, 

Amendt.  1649,  1650  ;  cl.  3, 1658, 1656 ;  el  6, 

1927,  1929,  1930,  1931  ;  cL  12, 1938  ;  d.  15, 

1939  ;  el.  16,  1941 ;  add,  el,  [193]  822 
Soientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  185 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  275,  280,  282 
Tanored's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  235 


Adam,  Mr.  W.  P.»  Olackmannan,  ^c. 

Army — Storehouses  for  the  War  Office,  [193] 

1826 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  677 
Election  Peticious  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1623 
India — Mutiny  Medid,  [i93]  ^05 


Adderley,   Right    Hon.    0.    B.    (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Staffordshire,  N, 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [192]  1408 
British  Guiana — Clergy  Act,  [193]  1819 
Canada — Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison,  [192] 

1698 
Cape  of  Good  Hope — Basuto  Territory,  [190] 

1975;  [192]  114 
Ceylon— Affairs  of,  [190]  2027,  2030  ;   [193] 
1477 
Crops  in,  [192]  1755 

Unauthorized  Publication  of  a   Despatch,' 
[192]  1015 
Ceylon— Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  076,076,978 
Colonial  Bishops,  [192]  HI 
Darling,  Sir  C,  [192]  1398 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  J*75 
Eyre,  Ex-Goremor,  and  his  Expenses,  [192] 

1477 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  [192]  17 
Jamaica — Clergy  Act,  [193]  1820 

Estoblished  Church  in,  [192]  1922, 1923 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  oc..  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1343 
Mauritius — Condition  of,  [192]  713 

Fever  in,  [191]  660, 661  ;  [192]  1856 
New  South  Wales — Treason  Felony  Act,  [192] 

1754 
Nevr  Zealand — Alleged  Cruelties  in,  [193]  1104 
British  Regiments  in,  [190]  1979 
Defence  Corps,  [190]  1890 
Nova  Scotia — British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for   an  Address,   [192] 
1677 
Passenger  Acts,  [191]  1575 
Postal — Communication  with  Malta,  [190]  801, 
1102 
West  India  Mails,  [190]  731 
Queensland — Labourers  from  the  South    Sea 
Islands,  [190]  1590  ;  [191]  1882 ;  [192]  816 ; 
[193]  1366 


Addibubt,  Right  Hon.  C.  B. — eotU, 

Sierra  Leone— Assbtant  Judge  of,  [192]  656  S 

[193]  1818,  1819 
Tortola — Alleged  Submersion  of,  [190]  92 
Vancouver's    Island    and    British     Columbia, 

[193]  1143  ;— Post  OflBce,  1289 
Victoria — Case  of  the  Convict  Millar,  [191] 
1576 
Despatches  from,  [192]  925 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193I  1887, 1888 
West  Indies — Fcclesiastical  Establishments  in 
the,  [190]  1004 
Ilurricane  in  the,  [190]  421 


Adjouri,  Case  of 
Motion  for  "  Copy  of  Papers  and  Corre- 
spondence relative  to  the  absoondinff  of 
Adjouri  from  Manchester,  leaving  large 
debts  owing  to  the  merchants  of  that  city  " 
(Mr.  B€Lxley)  June  30,  [193]  337  ;  after 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 


Admiralty  Monies  and  Accounts 

Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  and  report  (1st)  as  to  the  applica- 
tion of  Monies  voted  by  Parliament  for  the 
use  of  the  Admiralty  ;  and  (2ndly)  as  to  the 
Accounts  of  the  Department,  and  more  espe- 
cially as  to  the  method  in  which  they  should 
be  prepared  for  presentation  to  this  House" 
(Mr,  Seely)  Feb  18,  [190]  890  ;  after  debate. 
Motion  amended,  by  inserting  after  <*  Admi- 
ralty **  words  "  in  the  building,  repairinff,  and 
equipment  of  Her  Majesty's  Ships,'  and 
agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  9,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Mr.  Seely  (Chairman),  Major 
Anson,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Candlish,  Mr. 
Cbilders,  Mr.  Dalglish,  Mr.  Du  Cane,  Mr. 
Dyke,  Sir  Daniel  Gooch,  Sir  John  Hay,  Lord 
Henry  Lennox,  Mr.  Liddell,  Mr.  M'Laren, 
Mr.  Scourfield,  Mr.  Frederick  Stanley,  Mr. 
Stansfeld,  Mr.  Hanbury-Tracy,  and  Mr. 
Weguelin 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  27 

(Pari  P.  No.  469) 

Admirally  Suits  BOX  [a.L.] 

( The  Earl  of  Longford) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1**  June  29  (No.  182) 

Read2»*/t«/y  7 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  9 

Bead  3** /uZy  10 
e.  Read  1°  •  July  13  [BUI  234] 

Read  2«*/M/y  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 

Read3*'»/ii/y  18 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  ife  32  Viet.  0.  78] 


Adulteration   of  Food  or   Drink   Act 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Dixon,  Sir  Joteph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Goldney) 

€.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Dixon)  June  9,  [192] 
1351 ;  bill  ordered 
Read  1»  •  June  10  [BUI  161] 

Read  2o  *  June  23 
BUI  withdrawn  *  July  & 


ADV       AQA        {  a  B  N 


EBAL    INDSX) 
190— 191— igt— 193- 


Abyocatb,    The  Lord    (Right    Hon.   E. 
8.  Gordon),  Thttford 
C»iiong«W  Annaitr  T«.  »«■  AmoDdt.  [191] 

IMl,  1096 
C«pit»l  Pun iihtomit  within  PriioD*.  BR.  [190] 

lUl ;  Comm.  add.  el   [191]  11^3 
Court  of  JmUoiiiT  (Sootland),  Lmtb,  [190] 

Conn  of  SeuloD  (Saotluid),  Lea  re,  [190J 1081, 

1093;  3R.  [191]  ISIS.  I{>S4 
EoctetiMticsl  BuildingB  »Dd  GlibM  (ScotUnd), 

Laaie,  [190]  1386 
Eleotion  Petilioni  »ad  Corrupt  Prkotioei   tt 
EleotioDi,  Coniid.  add.  el.  [1931  1631,  162a 
Land    VriCa    Regislntion    (SoolUnd),    hewn, 
[190)  11183;  Coinm.ei.  l.tiS^llHafl;  ei.  33, 
162S 
Poor  Relief;  Comia.  cl.  10,  [193]  1S79 
RegirtmtloQ  (IreUnd),  Comm.  d.    3*,  [193] 

Iflll 

Regi.[i»tioD  of  Writ.  (SoolUnd),  3E.  [191]  100 

Kopre»etit»tioQ     of     the     People    (SootlMd), 

LcuiTe,ri9a]811  ;  3R.  1361,  1S6S 

191]  Comm.  ISO;    cl.  3,  171,  181,  IBl, 

Amsndt.   811,  813,  860,  8S3  ;   c'     ' 

tl    5,   Ameodt.  856 ;    el.  8,  8S2 

893  ;  el  9,  Amendt.  9S9,9T9  ;  Amandl.9Sl ; 

el.  10,983,991,  993;  el.  13,  IOCS;  d.  IB, 

1008;   tl.  3B,   1009;    el.   61,  ib.  :  el.   3S, 

Amendt.   19SS ;  add.  d.  1331.  13S6,  1236, 

1237, 1338,  1339  ;  el.  E.  1310  ;  el.  0, 1311, 

1313;    Scbedale    A,   1361,   1966;  Coniid. 

add.  cl.  1116,  1117 ;  lordi  Amendta.  [193] 

919 

Sootlknd — QnestiooB,  Ac. 

Agricultural   Ubooron'   Dvatlingi,   [190] 

1387 
BHdge  of  Dnnkeld,  Tolli  od  the,  [iQo]  866, 

886i  [19!"1  1171 
CommitUls,  |";.ii";:Hi9,  370 
Ednc»lioa,  [mo"  ISCI  ;  [ig^SOOS 
EtUblighed  1' i,ur.:li,  [191]  1881 
JodioisI  Sttii-m-s,  [190] 


.,  8SG; 


Jodietftl  Sf. 
Law  Proeed 
LegiaUtlon 
Middle  CUi 
M  In  liter*'  i 

Poor  Law,  [192)  1631 

Eailwaj   Property,    ' 

913 


ai3T 

)o]  7D7 


or,  [193] 


Roads,  [191]  3«T 
'■  Running  hi»  Letlert,"  [193]  1168 
Supreme  CiTil  Ooarti,  Tigo]  037 
Trawling  for  Herringa.  [191]  1883 
Title*  to  Laod  Coneolidation  (Sootland),  Lean, 
[190]  1383 

African  Slave  SVade~"  The  Aberdten 
Act" 
ObaerTBtioni.  Mr.  Layard ;  Replj,  Lord  Stanley 
ifaySS,  [i9i}T18 

Aoak-Elus,  Hon.  L.  G.  F.,  Stltemp  Co. 
EiUbliihed   Chnroh  (IreUsd),   Comm.  [191} 

1360  _       , 

Ireland— Slate  of,  Motion  for  Comnuttee,  [190] 

1616 

BeriitratioD  (Inland),  Comm.  d.  U,  [19s] 


Abitew,  Sir  A..  Wifftonthire 
MetnnwIIUn  Foreign  Cattle  Harksi,   0«mm. 

[193I 103.  168 
RepretenUllonofthe  People  (Sootland),  [191} 

IS :  Comm.  d.  7.  Amendt.  S5T 
Sootland— Poor  Law,[i9)]  1631 
ScB  Fiiheriei,  Lordi  Amendte.  [191]  18S0 
Supply— Honan  of  Parliament,  [191]  SOS 

Agrieuttuml   Zabonr,    Se.  —  Report  of 
Cotnmitiion 
Queation,  Mr.  Fiweett ;  Anawar,  Mr.  Gathonm 
Hard;  J11M  11,  [,191]  1397 

Agrvmlture—  Special  Department  far 
MoTed.  "  That  a  Seleet  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inqnire  into  and  report  upon  the  funoLiona 
of  Tarioua  Government  Offloea  io  br  aa  thay 
■Sect  questioaa  relating  to  Agrienltntw,  with 
a  view  to  provide  for  the  due  conalderation 
of  Buoh  queationa  by  One  Department  ivpOE^ 
■ble  to  FarUunent"(i(r.  .ietomf )  J^  19, 
[191]  S79  ;  aftar  abort  debate.  Motion  with- 

AiSLiB,  Earl  of 

Army— ConveyanMoT  Troopa— Tb*  Wair  OOm 


Education.  3R.  Amendt.  [191]  1305.  1381 
Harbour  and  Ooait  Dafenoea,  [too]  787 
Nova   Sootia— Motion  for  an  Addreai,  [193] 

706 
Poor  Relief;  Comm.  [191]  161 
Repreeentation  of  the  People  ( Sootland),  ComnL 

[193]  363,  361;  SR.SOS 
SalmoQ  Fiiheriea  (Scotland),  3R.  [191]  1699 
Scotland — Poor  Aaaeaamant,  Motloa   for  Ra- 


AxEOTB,  Hr.  E.,  EaiifAX 
Elementary  Eduaation,  3R.  [191]  2600 
India — Survey  of,  [IQS]  DOS 
Spain  and  Pruaiia— Treaty  of  Commoroe,  [191] 
1117 


Alkali  Act,  1863,  Perpetiuti(m  BUI  [b  j.]/ 

( Ths  Dukt  of  /itebmxKf ) 
I.  Preaanted  ;  read  I**  May  11  (No.  B«) 

Moved, "  That  the  BU)  be  now  read  3-  "May  19, 

[191]  609  ;  aftw  abort  debate,  Bill  imA  S* 
Committee*;  Report Jfity S3         (No.  114) 
Read  8'  *  May  M 
e.  Beadl°*/uMl  [HH  ISS] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9°"  (!§■■ 
Stepken  Cave)  Jane  8,  [191]  1»S  ;    after 
■hort  debate,  Bill  read  3* 
Committee*  ;  Report  Jtme  IS 
Conaidered*  June  16 
Bead  3°  *  June  17 
Royal  Aaient  Jmt  36       [31  A  83  Viet.  «.  36] 

ALi.wr,  Mr.  W.  S.,  JfeKcaetleund^-LfW 
Eleotion  Petitioni  and  Corrupt  Praotioet  at 


AHB       ARC 


Ambebley,  Yiscount,  Nottingham 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [193]  431 

Boundarj,  Comm.  [192]  283 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotices  at 
EIection8,Comm.c^5,  [i92]2188;  el,  7,  [193] 
745  :  el.  37,  1174  ;  cl.  45, 1178  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment i  1184  ;  cL  46,  Amendt.  1370  ; 
Consid.  add.  el  1681,  1684 

Libel,  Comm.  eL  1,  [193]  607 

Supply — British  Museum,  [193]  830 

Andover,   The  late  Mernher  for 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  Dec  3,  [190]  696 

AmnssLET,  Hon.  Colonel  H.,  Cavan  Co, 
Army — Royal  Military  College,  [190]  1594 
Army — Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  779 

AxBos^  Hon.  Major  A.  H.  A.,  Lichfield 
Army — Questions,  &e. 

Artillery — Conversion  of  Ouns,  [190]  428 
Floating  Obstruetion  Committee,  [19a]  1222 
Gunnery  Experiments,  [193]  1470 
Musketry   Instructors,  Payment  of,  [193] 

817 
Rockets,  Manufacture  of,  [193]  1476 
Army — Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee. [193]  1065, 1254 
Army— Warlike   Stores,  Res.  [193]  761,  779, 

780 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  94 
Military  Store  Department,  Amendt.  [193] 
959,  961 
Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of,  [191] 

1224 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  [192]  1862 
India — Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1268,  1278,  1280 
Supply— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  285,  291 

Akstbttthes,  Sir  E.,  Fifeehire 

Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 
[193]  1269 
Invalid  Officers  from  India,  [193]  1165 
Travelling  Allowances,  [193]  948 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  cL  5,  [193]  738 ;   eL  14, 
1001 
India — Furlough  Regulations,  [193]  1554 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  [191]  450 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Lords 

Amendts.  [193]  919 
Scotland— Committals,  [193]  369,  870 
Legislation  for,  [192]  245 
MilitU,  [192]  17 

**  Running  his  Letters,"  [193]  1166 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  277 

Abchdall,  Captain  M.  E.,  Fermanagh  Co, 
Army — Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [193]  2184 
Army  Estimates— Full  and    Half-Pay,   [193] 

1280 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1676 
Established   Church    (Irehind),  Comm.  [193] 

1205 
Napier,  Sir  R.,  and  Ex-GoTemor  Eyre,  [192] 

715 


{  SESSION    1867-8) 

i9»— 191— 19a — 193. 

Abotll,  Duke  of 


ABa       ABM 


Boundary,  Comm.  d,  4.  fiQ.^l  508 


[191]  806,  813,819 
ldu( 


a.  d,  4,  ri93^ 
tion  in,  Moti( 


Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 


Education,  2R.  [191]  1314 
Established   Church  (Irehind)  — The  Resolu- 
tions, [191]  1448, 1453 ;  [192]  1921 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  169, 

177,  183,  193 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [193]    1814, 

1824,  1834 
Indi»— Government  of,  [190]  985 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public    Business, 

[193]  572,  588 
Reform  Act,  1867— Ratepaying  Clauses,  [190] 

1550,  1570 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

[193]  1915  ;  Comm.  cL,  27,  Amendt  [103] 

364;  c;.48,  366;    Report,  715  ;   3R.  804; 

Commons  Amendts.  975 
Salmon    Fisheries   (Scotland),  Comm.  [193] 

1915 
University  Elections   (Voting    Papers),   2R. 

[193]  983 
Victoria— Appropriatioa  Act,  [191]  1974, 1976, 

1977 


Abmagh,  Archbishop  of 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [193]  1095, 

1098  ;  Comm.  add,  el.  1362 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  58, 

297 


Abhstboko,  Mr.  Serjeant  B.,  SUgo  Bo, 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  [191]  830 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

623 
Libel,  Comm.  [193]  600  ;el.l,  608 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

0(2(1.  (;!.  [192]  1779 


AltMT 

Army  Estimaiei,  Question,  Captain  Vivian ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  20,  [190] 
992  ;  Jfar  20, 1982  ;  (Question,  Mr.  ChUders; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  2,  [193] 
521 
(See  Supply — Army  Ettimatet) 

Army,  Preaching  in  the,  Question,  Mr.  Kin- 
naird ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jtdy  29, 
[193]  1W8 

ArUlUry 

Artillery  Practice,  Question,  Bfr.  Serjeant 
Gaselee ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Jmy  9, 
[193]  910 — at  Dover,  f-e,,  Question,  Major 
Dickson ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakinffton  July  6, 
719— at  Portimouth,  Question,  Wr,  Serjeant 
Gaselee ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  2, 
517  ;  July  23, 1668 

Chmnery  Experimcntt,  Question,  Migor  Anson ; 
Answer,  Sfir  John  Pakington  June  12,  [193] 
1476 

B^  Ordnance-— Studded  Shot,  Question,  Mr. 
Esmonde  ;    Answer,    Sir  John.  ^^Si^s^^^i^^ 
Biay  28,C.\^i\^\ 


AEM       ARU 


(  GENBEAL    INDEX) 
190—191—198—193. 


ARU       ARU 


ShoehwyneMt  ExperimerUt,  (^ueitionB,  Mr* 
Powell,  General  Danne  ;  Answers,  Sir  John 
Pakington  Mar  17,  [190]  1818;  Obserra- 
tiona,  Mr.  O'Beime  ;  Repl/,  Sir  John  Pa- 
kington ;  short  debate  thereon  July  18,  [193] 
1426 

Shmpnel  SkeU.  The,  Petition  of  H.  N.  S. 
Shrapnel  (The  Earl  of  Cardigan)  Mar  6, 
[190]  1147 

SmaUAmu 
AmmuwiHan,  Storing  of.  Question,  Mr^  Hayter ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington /uZy  13,  [193] 

1106 
BaU    CartridMi    to    Soldiert   in  Barra^ki, 

Question,  Mr.  Hajter ;    Answer,   Sir  John 

Pakington  Jfoy  8,  [191]  2002 
Brteek-Loading  RifUt,  Questions,  Lord  Eloho ; 

Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answers,  Sir  John  Paking- 

ton  Nov  22,  [190]  142 ;  Question,  Sir  Charles 

Russell;  Answer, SirJohnPakingtonlTar 9, 

1226 
Report  on  P<xrl,  P.  l.  [1286] 

Cartridget,  Manufacture  of,  Question,  General 

Dunne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  July  28, 

[193]  1667 
Defective  AmmunUimit  Question,  Mr.  Herbert : 

Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  ITay  21,  [19a] 

604 

Brooke,  Captain,  Caee  of,  Questions,  Mr.  Stao- 
poole,  GapUin  Vivian  ;  Answers,  Sir  John 
Paklngton  June  22,  [193]  1855 ;  Question, 
Captain  Arohdall ;  Answer  Sir  John  Paklng- 
ton June  25, 2134 

Cavalry  Enlist^nent,  Question,  Mr.  Bagwell; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Mar  12,  [190] 
1463 

Cavalry  Regimewlt,  Majort  in.  Question,  Mr. 
Bryan  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Dec  6, 
[190]  648 

Cavalry  Uniforme,  Question,  Sir  George 
Stucley  ;    Answer,    Sir    John    Paklngton 

June  4, [193]  1111 
Civil  Appointments,  Oficert  holding,  Question, 

Mr.  White;    Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton 

April  27,  [191]  1383 
Clothing,  Tendert  for,  Question,  Mr.  C.   Ed- 
wards ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Feb  20, 

[190]  990 
Commiitioni,    Question,   Sir  Thomas  Lloyd; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Mar  27,  [19O 

368 


Conveyance  of  Troopt 

Detention  of  Soldiert*  Baggage,  Question,  Mr. 
Chllders  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton 
Nov  29,  [100]  420 

The  mh  Regiment,  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Collier;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Dee  2, 

j;i9ol611 

War  Offiee  and  India  Ofice,  Question,  The 
Earl  of  Airlle ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Long- 
ford Nov  26,  [190]  174  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Otway,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  Lawrence  Palk  ; 
Answers  Sir  John  Paklngton,  Mr.  Corry 
Nov  28, 337 

Cooking  Apparatus 

Captain  Warrens',  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Mar  26,  [191] 
267 


Afoit^eont, 

Messrs,  Jeakes',  Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Han* 
key;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  ifor  80, 
[191]  468 

Curragh  Camp,  Question,  Lord  Enttaoe  Ceeil ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Nov  26,  [190] 
163 

DaUy  Payment  of  Men,  Question,  Colonel  W. 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  Mar  26, 
[191I263 

Dep6t  BaUaUons,  Oficers  of,  Question,  Colonel 
Frenoh  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  6,  [192]  1180  ;  June  29,  [193]  313 

Distinguished  Service  Majors,  Question,  Sir 
Charles  Russell  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton Feb  14,  [190]  733;  Question,  Captain 
Yiyian;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Fe6 17, 
798 

Distrihutum  of  Troops  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
Question.  Sir  Herrey  Bruoe;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo  July  16,  [193]  1287 

Engineer  Depiartment,  Clerks,  Question,  General 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  ;  diort 
debate  thereon  June  4,  [193]  1124 

ExpencUture,  Question,  Mr.  O'Belne ;  Antwvr, 
Mr.  White  Mar  16,  [190]  1687 

Fortifications 

Questions,  Lord  Eloho,  General  Dunne;  An- 
swers, Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  19,  [190] 
1922  ;  Question,  Colonel  Sykes  ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington  July  27,  [193]  1^17 

Coast  Defences,  Vommiaee  on.  Question,  Mr. 
O'Belrne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
^pr«  28,  [191]  1466 

Dockyards  and  Naval  Arsenals,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Beime  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton 
ifayl2,  ri92]112 

Floating  Obstruction  Committee,  Question, 
Major  Anson  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  8,  [192]  1222 

Fortifications  at  Chatham,  Question,  Colonel 
Sykes;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  9, 
[190]  1221 

Barbour  and  Coast  Defences,  Question,  The 
Earl  of  Airlle  Feb  17,  [190]  787 ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Longford,  792 

"Ifa/to  and  Oibrattar  Shield,"  The,  Questioo, 
General  Dunne ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton 
Nov  26,  [190]  166 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Dee  3,  687 ; 
Feb  14,  729  ;  Mar  12, 1466 

Report  of  Special  Commission    .    [4008] 
Obserfations  of  Col.  Jerrols  .     •  [4008-Q 

Plymouth  Breakwater  Fort,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Beime;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Feb  20,  [190]  990 

Treasury  mnule,  Aug.  16,  1867— iiucW  V 
Expenditure,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  SoUter-Booth  Mar  26,  [191]  260 

Pari.  Papers— 
Aooount  of  Monies  Issued    ....    488 
Instraotions  for  Committee  of  Inquiry  •    809 

Bale's  Rockets,  Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer, 

Sir    John    Pakington  Dec    2,   [190]  614; 

July  13,  [193]  1106 :  Question,  Major  Anson ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  July  20, 1476 
Horse  Guards,   The '— Sentence  of  a  Court 

Martial,  Motion    for    Papers  {Mr,  Darbf/ 

Grifiih)  July  9,  [193]  920 


ARU        ABM 


(SESSION    1867-8} 

19^-X9X"-I99— 193. 


ABM        ABM 


AncT — eota. 

BouhKM  Brigade^  Questions,  Mr.  Neate,  Mr. 
Otway  ;  Answers,  Sir  John  Pakington 
July  81.  [193]  1944 

India^  Invalvd  Offieert  from,  (Question,  Sir 
Robert  Anstruther  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  July  U,  [193]  1165 

India,  Malt  lAquor  for  the  Troopt  in,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M.  T.  Bass,  Mr.  Greene ;  Answers, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  May  11,  [192]  15 

India,  Transport  of  Troopt  to.  Question,  Sir 
Georite  Stuoley ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton Mtne  4.  [192]  1111 

March  of  Troops  from  Alder  shot  to  Sandhurst, 
Questions,  Mr.  Osl)orne,  Mr.  Buxton ;  An- 
swers, Sir  John  Pakington  July  27,  [193] 
1838 ;  Ohseryations,  Sir  John  Pakington 
July  28,  1902 

Medical  Department,  Question,  Mr.  O'Beime  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  27,  [193] 
1821 

MiUtary  Expenditure,  Question,  Captain 
Vivian  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington /m^  9, 
[193]  909 — Increase  of,  Ohseryations,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Replj,  Sir  John 
Pakington  July  9,  948 
190]  Mauritius,  Fever  in  the — Mortality  in  the 
S6th  Regiment,  Question,  Mr.  Whalle/ : 
Answer.  Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  30,  991  ; 

•  Feb    31,    1006 ;    Question,     Mr.    Otway  ; 
Answer,    Sir    John    Pakington    Mar   28, 

191]  87 ;  Jfar   37,    860;    Questions,  Mr.   Bar- 
clay, Mr.  Whalley ;    Answers,   Mr.   Adder- 

•  ley  April  1,  660 ;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley ; 
.    Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  April  28, 1460  ; 

Question,  Colonel  North  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
.  Pakington  May  7,  1888;  Question,  Mr. 
Haryey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
/tifM29,  [i93]802 
Military  Uniforms,  Right  of  Wearina,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  May  22,  [192]  712 

Militia  QuartermasterSj  Question,  Colonel 
Stuart  Knox ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  11,  [192]  1895;  Question,  Colonel 
Kingsoote ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  18, 1756 

Musketry  Inttrueiors,  Payment  of.  Questions, 
Major  Anson,  Lord  Rloho ;  Answers,  Sir  J. 
Pakington  May  25,  [192]  817 

New  Zealand,  British  Repim^nts  in.  Question, 
Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr,  Adderley  Mar  20, 
[190]  1979 — Forces  in,  Observations,  Vis- 
count Enfield ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli ;  short 
debate  thereon  July  8,  [193]  640 

Non-combatant  Officers,  Question,  Captain 
Vivian ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  JtUy  8, 
[193]  608 

Non-Purchcue  Corps  ~  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  28,  [lool  885 

{Pari.  P,  No.  896) 

Non-Purchase  Corps  Retirement,  Question,  Mr. 
Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  22,  [192]  1855 

Ordnance  Select  Committee  Report,  Question, 
Mr.  Hanbory-Tracy ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  Mar  12,  [190]  1456 

Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  Question,  Mr.  Harvey 
Lewis  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  29, 
['93]  1921 


Abut— «Ofi<. 


PensionfTs,  Senior  Staf  Officers  of,  Question, 

p,  Sir  Jc" 
July  29,  [193]  1922 


Mr.  Wyid  ;   Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 


Perth  Barracks,  Question,  Mr.  Bayley  Potter  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Nov  28,  [100] 
829 

Promotion'^Indian  Colonels,  Question,  Captain 
Vivian  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  ifar  19, 
[190]  1887 

Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Quards,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  April  80,  [191]  1579; 
May  7,  1888;  Observations,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  July  9,  [193]  922 

Queen's  Regulations,  1868,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
June  29,  [193]  806 

Reports  of  the  Officers  with  the  Prussian  and 
Austrian  Armies,  Question,  Mr.  Otway ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  9,  [193] 
612 

Royal  Artillery,  Colonels  in  the,  Question,  Mr. 
Serjeant  Gaselee  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton July  29,  [193]  1932 

Roval  Artillery,  ^c.  Retirements,  Question, 
Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Mar  9,  [190]  1214  ;  Question,  General 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington /w/y  27, 
[193]  1821— (PaW.  P.  No.  371) 

Royal  Military  College,  Question,  Colonel 
Annesley ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Mar  18,  [190]  1594 

Shoeing  Borses,  M.  Charlier^s  Method  of, 
Question,  Mr.  St.  Aubyn  ;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Pakington  July  27,  [193]  1817 

Shcmeliffe  Camp,  Question,  Mr.  Vanderbyl; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  June  29,  [193] 

801 
Soldiers,  Employment  of.  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre  ;     Answer,    Sir   John    Pakington 

July  20,  [193]  1488 

Staff  Appointments,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Nov  21,  [190]  106 ;  Mar  9,  1228 

Superannuation  Allowances — Army,  Ordnance, 

Navy,  and  Marines,  Question,  Colonel  North; 

Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  June  25,  [192] 

2188 
The  86tA  Regiment,  Question,  Mr.   Otway  ; 

Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  21,  [193 

1556 

The  Volunteers 

7th  Surrey  Volunteers,  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  27,  [193] 
1828 

Wiml^edon  Meeting — Corporal  Peake,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bazley  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton  July  28,  [193]  1902 

192]  Windsor,  Volunteer  Review  at,  Question, 
Lord  Truro  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmes- 
bury  June  15,  1557 ;  Question,  Lord  Elcho  ; 

.  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  June  15,  1566 ;  Ques- 
193]  tion.  Lord  Elcho  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paking- 

.  ton  June  20,  810 ;  July  9,  911 ;  Question, 
Earl  Spencer ;  Answer,  Lord  Truro  ;  short 

.  debate  thereon  July  10,  988  ;  Question,  Lord 
Elcho ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakin^^  J>)^>)'^^ 

.    1945 
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J^ravdHi^ff  AJUawmeei,  ObMmikntf,  Sir  B. 
Aostnxtlier  My  9,  [193]  948 

JVoopt,  Knapiocki  fvt  the,  QnMtion.  Mr. 
WArner ;    Aoairer,    Sir    Joha    Pakington 

TTor  X)«jMrfm«n( — Army  EtHmaUi,  QiiMtioii, 
Tbe  MarqueM  of  Hartliigton  ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  June  6,  [loa]  1182— Su&or- 
dinaU  0/i^r§,  QuMtion,  Lord  Elobo ;  An- 
swer, Sir  John  PnUngton  Mdy  88, 900 

War  OfUe,  Si&r$h&yM§  far  ike,  Qneition,  Mr. 
Adam  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Paklngton  July  97, 
[193]  1896 

Wiudicr  Ccwabry  Barraeki,  Qaestion,  Colonel 
Leslie ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Juiy  6, 
[193]  718 

Wooluneh  Arsenal --^  Repair  of  Maehinery, 
Qaesiion,  Captain  Paok-Beresferd ;  Answer, 
Sir  John  Pakington  April  98,  [191]  1460 


Army-^Aimtnietraiion  of  the 
Amendt  on  Committee  of  Snpplj  Mojf  8,  To 
leare  ont  from  "  That,"  and  add  '•  in  the 
c^nion  of  this  House,  it  wonld  be  adyan- 
tageons  and  eonvenient  to  snbstitnte  a  sjs- 
tem  <A  weeklj  in  lien  of  dailj  payments  to 
those  non-oommissioned  OiBoers  and  Soldiers 
of  the  Army  whose  preTioos  oondnet  might 
warrant  the  extension  of  this  indnlgenoe" 
(Mr,  Perey  Wyndham),  [191]  9008;  (^nes- 
tion,  <'Tbat  the  words,  Ao.;'''  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  witbdmwn 


Army — Ctmirol  Department 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  16,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That/'  and  tAd  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graoiously  pleased  to  give  direo- 
tions  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Copy  of  the  Draft  Regulations  for  the 
Control  Department  origlnidly  sent  in  by  the 
War  OIBce  to  the  Treasury,  together  with 
any  memoranda  thereupon  by  the  Assistant 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  together 
with  the  reply  thereto  by  the  Controller  in 
Chief"  (Cdonel  Jervia)  July\6,  [193]  1265 ; 
after  debate.  Question,  "That  the  words, 
dto."  put,  and  aneed  to ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Disraeli ;  short  debate  thereon,  1978 

Control  Diriment,  The—Appointment  of  Sir 
Henry  Storke,  Question,  Mr.  Otway ;  An- 
swer, Sir  John  Pakington  Feb  90,  [190]  985  ; 
Questions,    Colonel    Jervis;    Answers,    Sir 

,  John  Pakington  Julu  7,  [193]  810;  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon  ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Longford  ;  short  debate 
thereon  July  15,  1283 


Army^Oontroller-M'  Chief 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  9,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  the  Con- 
troller in  Chief  should  be  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State ;  and  that  the  audit  of  the  War 
Office  accounts  should  be  entirely  independ- 
ent of  the  War  Office"  (Colonel  Jervii\ 
[193]  922;  Question,  "That  the  words, 
&c. ;    after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Army'^Anphffmeii^  ofDieehargfi  SoVierd 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  29,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "it  is  ex< 
pedient  to  employ  in  Government  situationB 
iion-commissioncd  oAoers  and  privates  dis- 
oharged  from  the  Army  with  good  character  " 
(Sir  Charlee  Rusult),  Tigx}  814  ;  Question, 
*<  That  the  words,  dra.  r  ^fir  short  debi^ 
Amendt.  withdrawn 
Employment  of  Old  Sddiere-^crps  of  Com- 
mietumaireif  Qnestion,  Sir  Charles  Russell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  14,  [192] 
946  ;  Question,  Sir  Harry  Vemey ;  Answers, 
Sir  John  Palungton,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  2,  [193]  520 

Arm^  —  Mrtifieaiume  —  JDcdtjfordt  mtd 
Naioal  Areenali 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  hwa  <*That,"  and  add  <*two  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  another  OivO  En- 
gineer should  be  added  to  the  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  queetion  of  the 
Fortifleations  for  tbe  defence  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  of  the  Colonies,  and  that  ar- 
rangements shall  be  made  to  stop,  as  &r  as 
possible,  all  further  outlay  until  that  Com- 
mittee shall  have  reported  to  this  House" 
(Mr,  C^Beume),  [191]  2021 ;  Queetion, «« That 
the  words,  Ac.;"  after  debate,  Amendt, 
withdrawn 

Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "That" 
and  add  "in  the  opinion  of  tbis  House, 
no  ftirther  outlay  on  the  FortiAoations 
for  the  defence  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  of  the  Colonies,  eioept  such  as  may 
be  absolutely  necessary  under  existing  Con- 
tracts, or  to  complete  works  which  cannot 
be  suspended  without  serious  inoonvenienoe, 
ought  to  be  incurred  until  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  recently  appointed  shall  have 
been  laid  before  this  House  "  (Mr.  Ckilden), 
9049  ;  Qnestion,  **  That  the  words,  te.,"  pot ; 
A.  98,  N.  48 ;  M.  45 

Army — India  and  the  Ooloniee 

Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  into 
the  duties  performed  by  the  British  Army  in 
India  and  the  Colonies,  and  alto  how  fer  it 
might  be  desirable  to  employ  certain  portions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Native  Lidian  Army  in 
our  Colonial  and  Military  dependencies,  or 
to  organise  a  feroe  of  Asiatic  Troops  for 
general  service  in  suitable  climates  "  (Ma^or 
Anton)  Mart,  [190]  1907 
And,  on  Mar  19,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Viscount  Cranbome  (Chairman), 
Mi^or  Anson,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  James  Fer- 

Sisson,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr. 
ayter,  Lord  William  Hay,  Colonel  Percy 
Herbert,  Mr.  Laing,  Colonel  North,  Sir  Heniy 
Rawlinson,  Sir  William  Russell,  Sir  Harry 
Yerney,  Captain  Vivian,  and  Migor  Walker 
Report  of  Select  Committee  April  8 

(Pari.  P.  No.  197) 

Armff^  Military  Hdueaiian 
Motion  for  an  Address,  ^  Praying  that  a  Royal 
Commission  composed  of  Military  and  Civilian 
Members  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Military  Education  in  this  Conn- 
ti7,  and  more  especially  into  the  training  of 
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Candidates  for  CommUaioDi  in  the  Armf,  and 
into  the  constitution,  sjstem  of  Education, 
and  discipline  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy 
at  Woolwich,  and  of  the  Royal  Military  Col' 
lege  at  Sandhurst,  as  well  as  into  the  rules 
and  regulations  under  which  Candidates  are 
admitted  into  those  Colleges  "  (  Lord  Evuiace 
Cecil)  May  5,  [191]  1819  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

Amy — Military  jfteserve  Funis 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  origin  of  the  Military  Reserve  Funds, 
t^e  sources  from  which  they  are  derived,  and 
the  objects  to  which  they  are  applied  "  {Lord 
Botham)  Feb  17,  [190]  850 

And,  on  Feb  19,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Lord  Hotham  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Baiter,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Goscben,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington,  Colonel  Hogg, 
Colonel  North,  Major  O'Heilly,  General  Peel, 
Colonel  Edward  Somerset,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
Sir  John  Trollope,  Captain  Vivian,  and  Mr. 
Percy  Wyndhanj 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22 

{Pari.  P,  No.  298) 

Army  of  Reserve 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  our 
Military  Organization,  in  so  far  as  it  relates 
to  the  establishment  of  a  suflQoient  and  eco- 
nomical Army  of  Reserve,  and  the  means  it 
oflTers  of  speedy  and  efficient  expansion  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  war,  more  especially 
for  home  defence"  {Lord  Eleho)  Jung  23, 
[19a]  1942 ;  after  long  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

(Question,  Major  Walker;  Answer,  Sir  John 
Paklngton  May  19,  [192]  612 

Army  Reserve  and  Militia  Reserve,  Question, 
Major  Walker  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
May  19,  [192]  512 

Reserve  Forces — Militia  Regulations,  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answer,  Sir 
John  Pakington  May  5,  [191 J  1787 

Reserved  Forces,   Organization  of.  Question, 
Lord  Truro  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Longford ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  11,  [193]  1350 
Regulations  for  Discipline  and   Payment 
of— (Par/.  P.  No.  321, 322) 

Army— Royal  Qun  Factories 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  {Major  Anson) 
July  10,  [193]  1065 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  15,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  a  Com- 
mittee of  Five  Members  be  appointed  by  the 
Committee  of  Selociion  to  inquire  into  the 
following  allegations  :  —  That  in  1864  the 
Royal  Gun  Factories,  on  being  applied  to 
by  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  for  Esti- 
mates for  cheaper  9-inch  guns  than  those 
that  were  being  made  at  that  time,  sent  in 
erroneous  comparative  Estimates,  on  the 
strength  of  which  the  Ordnance  Select  Com- 
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mittee  decided  in  favour  of  the  gun  proposed 
by  the  Royal  Gun  Factories  ;  that  a  sample 
9-lnch  gun  was  then  made  by  the  Royal 
Gun  Factories,  the  details  of  the  cost  of 
which,  on  being  compared  with  the  details  of 
the  cost  of  similar  guns  manufactured  two 
years  afterwards,  show  great  and  apparently 
ineiplicable  discrepancies ;  and  that  like 
errors  have  been  made  by  the  Royal  Gun 
Factories  with  regard  to  the  comparative 
cost  of  new  wrought-iron  and  converted  guns, 
thereby  entailing  a  heavy  and  unnecessary 
expense  upon  the  country  "  {Major  Anson) 
July  15,  [193]  1254 ;  Question,  **  That  the 
words,  Ac." 

Amendt.  to  add  the  words,  "  That  Sir  John 
Pakington  and  Major  Anson  be  added  to  the 
Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
witnesses,  and  taking  part  in  the  proceedings, 
but  without  the  power  of  voting  '*  (Captain 
Vivian) ;  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That" 
and  add  "a  Committee  of  Seven  Members 
be  appointed,  Ac.*'  {Major  Anson),  1260  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  &o.**  negatived  ; 
words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee  appointed 

And,  on  July  18,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows :  —  Major  Anson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Baggally,  Mr.  Bazley,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr. 
Laird,  Mr.  Samuda,  and  Mr.  Scourfield 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  24 

{Pari  P.  No.  459) 

Army  —  Sale  and    Purchase   of   Com- 
missions 
Moved,  **  That  the  Purchase  and  Sale  of  Mili- 
tary  Commissions   be  discontinued  afler  a 
date  fixed  for  that  purpose  "  {Mr,  Trevelyan) 
May  19,  [192]  514 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ground 
of  complaint  against  the  operation  of  the 
Purchase   System   in    the    Army   would   be 

greatly  diminished,  and  the  efficiency  of  th« 
ervice  improved,  by  the  abolition  of  Pur- 
chase above  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Cavalry 
and  the  Infantry  of  the  Line"  {Captain 
Vivian) ;  Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with« 
drawn 

Army  —  Soldiers*  Orphans  • 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  16,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
direct  that  an  Institution  shall  be  established 
to  receive  and  educate  the  Orphan  Daughters 
of  Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Soldiers  of 
our  Army"  {Colonel  North)  July  16,  [193] 
1261  ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words,  Ac.r 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdravrn 

Army —  Warlike  Stores 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  6,  To 

leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  order 

to  ensure  economy  in  our  Expenditure  on 

Warlike  Stores,  it  if  adyisabl*  to  have  aa 
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annual  Statement  laid  upon  the  Table  of  tbia 
Honie,  ihowing  the  qnantitf  and  ▼aloe  of 
eaoh  deacription  of  Storea  in  the  pofMieion 
of  tlie  Troops,  or  in  the  Anenali  and  Store- 
hooeee,  the  quantity  iianed  and  oonsamed 
daring  eaoh  year,  and  the  replacement  in 
oonaeqacnoe  of  a  change  of  pattern  or  of 
the  ordinary  annual  consumption;  that  in 
order  to  preyent  the  manu&cture  of  War- 
like Stores  becoming  a  mere  monopoly  in 
the  hands  of  the  Gofemment  Establish- 
ments it  is  adrisable  to  purchase  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  articles  required  for  Mili- 
tary purposes  from  the  private  trade ;  and  to 
ensure  accuracy  of  accounts,  economy  of  pro- 
duction, and  fiiir  comparison  of  Goyemment 
with  trade  prices,  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments shall  be  treated  as  private  firms,  the 
Government  purchasing  the  articles  required 
at  remunerative  prices,  to  be  provided  from 
Army  and  other  Votes,  and  the  capital 
charges  of  the  Establishments  (whether  for 
buildings,  plant,  or  working  capital,)  being 
providi^  by  advances  at  interest  made  by  the 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  *'  {Major 
Am&n)  July  ^A  1^3]  leO;  Question,  "That 
thewords,  Ac;  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 


Armff — Wooden  Huts  for  TVoopB 

Motion  for  **  Copy  of  all  Correspondence 
between  Government  and  the  Medical  Men 
or  Officers  in  the  command  of  Regiments 
stationed  at  Aldershot,  Shomoliife  and  Col- 
chester, as  to  the  impolicy  and  hardship 
of  keeping  in  Wooden  Huts,  during  this 
severe  winter,  old  rheumatic  soldiers  from 
hot  climates  and  young  recruits"  {CUontl 
FrmchS  Fth  19,  [190]  982 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to 


Army  Chaplaiiif  Bill  [■*!•.] 

( The  Earl  of  Longford) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  25         (No.  116) 
19a]  Moved,  •'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
JuM  9, 1298 ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2* 
.  Moved,  *'  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee*'  J%fne  11,  1386;  after 
short  debate,  further  Debate  a4Joumed 
•  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion,  <*Tliat  the  House 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  a   Committee" 
June   12,   1465 ;   after  debate,  agreed  to ; 
Committee 
Report  •  July  6  (No.  146) 

Bead3**/u/y7 
e.  Read  V  •  July  8  [Bill  225] 

Read  2»«  July  18 
Committee*;  Report /ic^y 20 
Read  3*  *  July  21 
Royal  Assent  July  31        [31  *  32  Viet.  0.  83] 


Art  Catalogtie^FiiHieaiion  of  the   Um- 
versal 
Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  Mar  9,  [190]  1218 


Artiians'  aaid  Labooren'  Bwellixigi  Bill 

(Mr,  M'CuOoffh  Torrens,  Mr,  Kinnaird, 

Mr.Loeke) 

0.  Orderad  ;  read  1«  *  Aov  20  [BUI  1] 

Moved,   <•  That  the  Bill  be   now  read   9* " 
Mar  11,  [190]  1431  ;  after  short  debato,  BiU 
read  2^ 
191]  Committee    b.f.  April  1,  672 
.  Committee;  Report  A^iri/ 21, 1063  [Bill 88] 
.  Considered  Apnl  29, 1064 ;  after  short  debate. 

Debate  adjourned 
.  Acyoumed  Debate  on  Question  [29th  April], 
"  That  the  Clanse  f  Act  not  to  apply  to  oaaoe 
in  which  freeholder  nas  succeesluUy  institnted 
proceedings  and  carries  out  necessary  repairs) 
{Sir  Franeie  Goldsmid)  be  now  read  2*" 
May  6,  1873 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
and  clanse  withdrawn 
.  Moved,  **  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  »» "  (Mr. 

MCidlagh  Terrene)  May  8,  2060 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  "  BUI  be  "  and  add 
*' re-committed,  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
the  Schedule"  {Mr.  Aytitm) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Question,  '<  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3* 
/.  Read  !••  {The  Lord  Chelmeford)  May  11 
19a]  Moved,  «That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2»" 
May  26,   899;    after    short   debate,    BiU 
read  2»  (No.  93) 

Moved,  '•  That  the  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  "  {LordPertwtan) ;  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  May  29,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows :— Ld.  Privy  Seal,  D.  Somereet,  D. 
Beaufort,   £.  Derby,    £.    Shaftesbury,  £. 
Carnarvon,  E.  Cadogan,  E.  Kimberley,  L. 
Bp.  London,  L.   Sundridge,  L.  Foley,  L. 
Portman,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Westbury,  L. 
Meredyth,  and  L.  Penrhyn 
.  Personal  Explanation  {Lord  Portman)  Maey  28, 
946 
Report  oi  Select  Committee  July  7 

(Pari.  P.  ho.  227-228) 
Committee*  /ii/y9 
Report  July  10,  [193]  984 
Read  3**  J%dy  IS 
Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  *  32  Viti.  o.  130] 

Artwane*  and  Labourere*  DweUinge  [Stamp 

IhUy] 
e.  Resolution  in  (Tommittee  J%dy  16 
Resolution  reported  Jul^  17 

Aahtan^  Stale^hrtdffe,   Btrmingkam^  j*0., 

Rioia  at 
19a]  Question,  Mr.  Iifagulre;   Answer,  Mr.  Q. 
Hardy  May  23,  817 ;  Personal  Ezplanalion, 
.    Mr.  Kewdegate  May  26,  927 ;  Question*  Mr. 
Whalley  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathomo    Hardy 
.    May  29, 1042 ;  Question,  Mr.  WhaUry ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathome  Hardy;  debate thereoa 
.    Ifay  29, 1083 

Ateeeeed  Taepee 
Qneetion,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  20,  [193]  1473 
Appeal  Courte,  Obeervations,    Mr.    Treeby ; 

Reply,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar   20,  [190] 

2060;  Ju^  14,  [193]  1199 
CollecHon  and  Payment  of  Ralee,  Qneation,  Mr. 

H.   B.  Sheridan;  Answer,  The  ChanceUor 

of  the  Exchequer  July  9,  [193]  911 

Ipontm 


ASS        AUS 


(  SESSION    1867-8  ) 
190—191—192—193. 


AUS 


AYR 


AMHiHd  ra«M— cont. 

Colleetion  in  the  South  of  London,  Qaeition, 
Mr.  ThomM  Iluffhes  :  Answer,  Mr.  SoUtor- 
BooihJuiy  17,  [193]  1367 


Assignees  of  DHarine  Policies  Bill 

{Mr.  Candlith,  Sir  C,  aLoghlen^  Mr,  Norwood) 

e.  Ordered  :  remd  l^'  •  May  28  [BiU  147] 

Read2«*/ttfM24 

Committee ;  Report  June  SO,  [193]  410 

Committee  *  {on  re-^omm) ;  Report  July  2 

Considered  •  July  6  [  BUI  208] 

Read  8»  •  July  7 
{.Read  ]••  {TheEarlDe  Orey)Julyn  (No.225) 

Read2»*/tt;y  14 

Committee*;  Report /v/y  16         (No.  260) 

Read  8*»  July  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81     [81  *  32  Vict,  c.  86] 


Attobkby  Gensbal,  The  (Sir  J.  B.  Ears- 
lake),  Andover 
Artixans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,  Consld. 

[191]  1565 
Baokruptoy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [192]  1908 
Bankruptcy  Law,  [190]  336,  988  ;  [191]  268 
^  Bristol  Writ,  [193]  423  ;— Election,  1745 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  2R. 

[190]  1829  ;  Comm.[i92]  170 
Court  of  Chancery  and  County  Courts,  [193] 

1711 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, Comm.  [191]  1108  ;  el.  1,  1201 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,   Comm.  el.  5,  [192]  689 ;  el.  6, 
[193]  741.  742  ;    cl.  7,   744 ;   d.   8,  746  ; 
cM7, 1018;   el.  37.  1174;    el.  43,  1177; 
add.  el.  1442  ;  Consid.  1648, 1676 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2008,  2010 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  127 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1231 
Judicial  Patronage,  [192]  843 
Juries  "  De  Medietate  Linguse,"  [190]  1449 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  665  ;  Comm.  [192]  597  ;  cL  1, 

607  ;  el.  3,  608 
Life  Policies  Assurance,  2R.  [190]  956 
Lottery  Act,  [19a]  390 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [192]  1367 
Patent    OflSce  Inquiry,  Motion    for    Papers, 

[193]  1982 
Payment  of  Rates — The  Compounding  System, 

[190]  1888 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [192]  1511 
Rating  under  the  Representation  of  the  People 

Act,  [190]  167 ;— Personal  Rating,  516,  518 
Registration,  Comm.  el.  20,  [193]  566 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  add.  eU  [193] 

1785,  1789,  1792 
Religious,  Ac.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  [191]  663 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1861 
Small  Pamphlets,  Exemption  of,  from  Security, 

[190]  1974 
Supply — Prosecutions,  [192]  495 
Totoes,  Ac.  Writs,  Leave,  [190]  522 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1919 

Australia — Postal  Communieatton  with 
Question,  Mr.  Cbilders ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater* 
Booth  Juns  12,  [19a]  1472 


Austria,    Comm&reial   TVsaty    u)Uh — Th$ 

Tariff 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  May  21,  [192]  652  ;  Question.  Mr 
Layard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  C.  Egerton  July  2, 

['93]  «1« 

Commercial  Convention — Papers  No.  [4038] 

Treaty  of  Navigation  .    .     ;    .    No.  [4065] 

Atbton,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Tow&r  Hamlets 

Abyssinia— Foreign  OfBoe,  The,  [190]  626 

Army  Estimates,  [190]  1987, 1938 
Land  Forces,  [191]  75 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellinfrs,  Comm. 
el.  6,  [191]  674  ;  el.  28,  678  ;  add.  el.  1064, 
1065 ;  Schedule,  Amendt.  1066 ;  Consid. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1565,  1567, 1569, 
1875  ;  Amendt.  1876, 1877,  1878  ;  8R.  2060 

Bristol  Writ,  [193]  421,  422 

Coal  Mines,  [192]  1082 

Cdmpounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1906 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 
075  ;  Comm.  el.  4. 1418,  1410,  1420 

Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 
1053 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, Comm.  [191]  1107 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  715;  Comm.  [191] 

316,  321  :  el.  1,  [192]  670  ;  el.  5,  600,  602 

193]  el.  6,   Amendt.    738,    740,    741 ;    d.    10, 

.    Amendt.  740 ;   d.  14,  Amendt.  1003,  1000, 

.     1010.  1011,  1012,  1013,  1014 ;  el  17,  1017, 

.     1018. 1010  ;  el.  37,  Amendt.  1173  ;  el.  43, 
.    1177:    el.   45,   1182;   el.  46,  1369;  e2.  47, 

.     Amendt.    1371 ;    el.    54,    1873 ;    add.    cl, 
.    Amendt.  1375,  1386,  1454,   1457;  Consid. 

.     1635  ;  add.  el.  1644.  1675.  1682 

Electric  Telegraphs.  [191]  706  ;  [192]  1231 ; 
2R.  1333.  1564.  1805,  1808  ;  Nomination  of 
Committee,  1978,  1980  ;  Comm.  el.  15, 
Amendt.  [193]  1600, 1601, 1608  ;cl.  24, 1604 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
1419,  1420  ;  Res.  1906,  1907,  1927 

Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 
[192]  1598  ;  Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  1885, 
1888,  1889,  1891  ;  el.  2,  [193]  859 

Governor  General  of  India,  2R.  [loa]  1601 

Honduras — Treaty  of  Guarantee,  [190]  146 

India— Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  430.  2055 

Libel,  2R.  [191]  666  ;  Comm.  d.  3,  [19a]  614 

Libel  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  471 

Local  Taxation,  [190]  1033 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuanoe, 
Comm.  [191]  200  ;  el.  2.  Amendt.  202,  204 ; 
add.  cl.  205  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  326,  327 

Marine  Mutiny,  Comm.  [191]  550 

Metropolis  Gus,  Res.  [190IIO8O 

Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [100]  1270 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
193]  154,  630.   1297,    1298,    1324,  1339,  1341, 

.     1342  ;  Preamble,  1517,    1527,  1528  ;  el.  2, 

.    1536;    el.    3,    1540,    1541,    1748,    1759; 

.    Motion  for  Adjournment,  1763,  1770, 1771, 

.    1772, 1776 

MetropoliUn  Police,  [192]  026 

Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  Amendt.  [193] 
345 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendmackti^ 
Leave,  [190]  107  ;  ^^.V^*^*,  ^woss*..  t^^'V^ 

QQ4 


AYR       AYT 


(OENEBAL    INDEX) 
190— 191— 191 — 193. 


BAB       BAK 


Atbtov,  Mr.  A.  S. — cant. 

Mines,  Aooidents  in,  [192]  1505 

Minei  Asserament,  Gomm.  d.  I,  [193]  850 ; 

Amendt.  852,  853  ;  Oonsid.  1234 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1724,  1746,  1801  ; 

[193]  917 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  9R.  [192] 

1789 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1880 
Parliament —.  Prirate  Bill    Legislation,    Ref. 

[190]  1807 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [19a]  1619 
Postal — India.  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  [190] 
453,  456 
Serrioe  with  the  United  States,  [190]  681, 
666 
PosUl  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2012 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  194 
Public   Sohooln,   Leave,  [190]  634;   2R.  752, 
763,  774.  1072  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 2052 ;  Re-comm.  [191I  1641 ;  W.  3, 
Amendt.  1650,  1650  :  el    6,  Amendt.  1931 ; 
el.  14.    1937;  d.  16.  1989,  1940:    el.  21, 
Amendt.  [193]  814.  815  ;  cM.  d,  825,  827  ; 
Lords  Amendts.  1904 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [19s]  1509 
Registration,  Comm.  el,  29,  [193]  566 ;  add,  el, 

568,  570 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el.  17|  [193] 

1734;  odd.eL  1735 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el.  [19a]  1802 
Supply — British  Embas^  Houses,  [191]  990, 
993 
Burlington  House,  [192]  397,  400 
Glasgow,  UniTcrsity  of,  [192]  401 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  503 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1009, 1010, 1011, 1013 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  279 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in,    ResolatioD,  [191] 

1025,  1466 
Thames  Embankment,  dro.  Amendment,   2R. 

[192]  1219 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1918 


Attouv,  Mr.  E.  Sinclair,  Kirkcaldy 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191!  76 
Military  Store  Department,  [193J  960 
Established   Church    (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

[191]  1902,  1916,  1924;  Instruction,  [19a] 

1185,1196 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [102]  1343 
Nova  Scotia — British   North   American  Con- 
federation,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [19a] 

1637 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  [191]  450 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl.  K,  [193]  1884 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 

Comm.<;{.  4,  [193]  854  ;  el.  10,  985  ;  add.  el. 

1236 
Scotland  —  Burntisland  and  Granton  Ferry, 

[190]  1004 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  232 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  987 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1178 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1920 


Biihff  Farming 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Marlboroogh  July   28,  [193] 
1896 
(See  Metropolis) 

Baonall,  Mr.  C,  Whiibff 
Coble,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [191]  1457 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1869 
Scientific  Instruotion,  Motion  for  a  Gommittet, 
[191]  168 

Baowbll,  Mr.  J.,  Clanmel 
Army — Cavalry  Enlistment,  [190]  1453 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1942 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  121 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  211 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 

tinuance,  2R.  [190J  784  ;  Comm.  937  ;  add. 

el.ib. 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Ocmm.d,  ll,[i9i] 

221  ;  Amendt.  223 
Ireland — Habeas  Corpus  Act,  [191]  1784 
MiliUry  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  [193]  175  ;  [195]  410 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1506 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[190]  1051 ;  Comm.  [19a]  1574  ;  el.  10, 1586; 
I  d.  1779, 1802 ;  Consid.  1895 


^^ 


Baillie,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  J.,  Ihv0me$i^hir$ 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  Emplojneat  of^ 

Res.  [193]  328 
Libel,  Comm.  cZ.  3,  [191]  617 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [19a]  2145 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[19a]  1580 
Representation    of    the     People    (Seotland)^ 

Comm.  eL  4,  [192]  854  ;  el.  8,  866 ;  d,  llf 

995  ;  Amendt.  1004, 1005 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [19a]  1862 

BAUfss,  Mr.  £.,  Leed* 

ChariUble  Institutions,  Rating  of,  [190]  811 ; 

[193]  813 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el.  4,  [190]  1422 
Eduoation— Revised  Code,  [19a]  952 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praeliees  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1446, 1450 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  6,  [193]  1612 
Registration,  2R.  [19a]  1609 ;  Comm.  [193] 

570 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee^ 

[191]  166 
Spain— Religious  Persecution  in,  [193]  1478 

Banboit,  Earl  of 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  393 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[193]  802 

Bank  HolidATS  BQl  Amended  TSOe^        ) 

Bank  Holidajs  and  Bills  of  Bxdiange  x 
BiU  ) 

{Sir  Coknan  (yLoghlen,  Mr.  SUtepooU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Nov  28  [BiU  15] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*  " 
Feb  19,  [190I  941 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU 
read  2«,  and  oommitted  to  a  Ssleot  Com- 


mittes 


C0011I. 


BAN        BAN 


{  SESSldl^    1867-8) 
19^—1^1 — 1^9^-193, 


iRk^        tkt 


Bank  Holidayt  and  Billi  of  Exchange  BiU—^oni. 

And,  on  April  23,  Committee  nominated  m 
follows: — Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  (Chair- 
man), Viscount  Araberley,  Mr.  Bamett,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Freshfleld,  Mr.  Goldnej, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Af r.  Graves,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Mr. 
Lusk,  Mr.  Paul],  Mr.  Pim,  Mr.  Rothschild, 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  and  Mr.  Walde- 
grave- Leslie 

Report  of  Select  Committee  June  22  [Bill  180] 

Committee  *  {on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  26 

Considered  *  June  29 

Read  8°  •  June  30 
/.  Read  !*•  {The  Marquett  ofSaUtbury)  July  2 

Read  2**  July  14  (No.  200) 

Order  fbr  Committee  discharged*  July  21 

Bank  of  Bombay  Bill 

{Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  SirJamet  Feryuisan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  •  June  17  [Bill  178] 

Read  2°  •  June  22 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  29 

Considered  *  June  30 

Read  S«  •  June  30 
/.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Clinton)  July  2  (No.  196) 

Read  2*  *  JtUy  6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read  3**  July  9 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  63] 

Banlraptcy  Bill  [h.l.]  ( The  Lord  Chancellor) 
e.  Question,  Mr.  Moflktt ;  Answer,  The  Attom0f 

General  Feb  20,  [190]  988 
I  Presented  ;  read  !••  Mar  9  (No.  81) 

Read  2*  •  Mar  2^ 
(Question,  Lord  Chelmsford  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Chancellor  April  3,  [191]  802 
Oommittee;  Report;  Bill  re-committed  April2i 

(No.  76) 
Order    for    Oommittee    discharged    May    11, 
[192]  6 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  MoffaU,  Mr,  Crawford,  Mr,  AyrUm, 
Mr,  Charlet  Fonter) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  May  28  [Bill  145] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<»"  {Mr. 
MoffaU)  June  22,  [192]  1908  ;  BUI  read  2* 

Committee* — b.p.  June  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Considered  *  July  1 

Read  8«  •  July  2 
I,  Read  V  {The  Lord  Cranworih)  July  3 
193]  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
July  9,  866  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2* 
.  Committee— B.F.  July  14, 1158      (No.  208) 
.  Committee  July  17, 1363 

Report  •  July  20  (No.  270) 

Read3»*/u/y21 

Royal  Assent  July  31      [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  104] 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal  Bill  [b.l.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  Mar  9  (No.  80) 

Moved,    **That    the  Bill  be    now   read    9*" 

Mar  23,  [191]  1 ;  after  debate.  Bill  read  2* 
Committee ;  Report  April  24, 1217  (No,  74) 
Bill  re^jommitted 
Order  ftr  Oommittee  diMharged  May  11,  [199]  6 , 


Bankruptcy  Law  Am&niment 
Question,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  Answer,  The  Attorne/ 
General  Nov  28,  [190I  336 ;  Observations, 
Mr.  Moflktt ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General 
Mar  26,  [191]  265 

Bahclat,  Mr.  A.  C,  Taunton 

Army  Estimates—Land  Forces,  [191]  93 
Mauritius— Fever  at  the,  [191]  660 

Babino,  Mr,  T.,  Huntingdon 

Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  948 

India — Postal  Communication  with   PenaDg, 

[19a]  1109 
Mexico  —  Diplomatic    Relations    with,  [190] 

1007 
Supply— Post  Oifloe  Packet  Service,  [193] 

837,  846 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement»  [191] 

1176 

Babkrtt,  Mr.  H.,  Wooditoek 
Bank  Holidays,  2R.  [190]  961 
Cattle  from  Africa,  [193]  908 
Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  954 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  add,  cl,  ti93]  826 

BAKBOifr,  Sir  H.  W.,  Waterford  City 
Burials  fireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  [199]  1382 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con* 

tinuance,  2R.  [190]  806 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  [192]  368 
University  of  Dublin,  [192!  1044 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [192]  1670 
Parliament — Divisions  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

386 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl,  10,  [193]  1876 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
690  ;  (Tomm.  cl,  18,  [191]  1690, 1591 

Babbow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Ifbttinyhanuhire,  8, 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of.  Res. 

[191]  1294 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1552 
Italy— Conference,  The  proposed,  [190]  518 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  cl,  [192]  1780 


Babbt,  Mr.  Serjeant  C.  K.,  JDungarvan 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  771 

Libel,  Comm.  d,  1,  [193]  606 

Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  172, 

1981;  [1931418 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]   1956;   Comm.   cl,  18,  [192]    1590; 

cl.  26,  1597 ;  add.  cl.  1768,  1770 ;  Consid. 

add,  cl.  1902  ;  Motion  fbr  Adjournment,  1906 

Babtielot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Suaex,  W, 

Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of. 
Res.  [193]  319 

Army — Soldiers  Orphans,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  1264 

Army  Estimates — Military  Store  Department, 
[193]  960 

Compuliory  Church  Rates  AboUtion,  2R.  [iqftX 
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BuTTiuir,  Colonel  W.  B.—cont. 

Eooluiutioal  CommisiiOD^n — BmmBm  of  Eil- 

pi«.  [191]  701 
EIsotriD  Telegnphi,  Comm.  et.  33,  [193]  1001 
Established  Chorch  (Injlkud),  Comm.  Hotion 

forA^joorDDunt.  [191I  IllSiRn.  1,  14U 
Marriage,  Lav  of,  [190]  88(1 
Mstropolitan  Foreipi  Cattle  Market,  Oomm, 

[193] 1S3 
Portagal— Oommercuil  Treatj  with,  [190]  S31 
Saf  ittratioD,  Comm.  ^'93^  IfBl 
Snppljr— Volunteer  Corpe,  [191]  SOS 

Bam,  Mr.  U.  T.,  Derby 

Aimj — Malt  Liquon  fbr  Troopi  in 


«.['9»] 


Beundariea  of  BoroDgh*,  Motion  (br 

Dittee,  [191]  133 
BounduT,  Comm.  [191]  9S3,  201 
Briitol  Writ,  Amendt.  [193]  121,  BT7 
Eleotioa  Petitloai  and   Cormpt   Praotioai  at 

Eleotioni,  Comni.  add.  el.  [193}  1151,  11S7 
UoeDoei,  Rei.  [191]  lU,  IM 

Batxsom,  Bir  T.,  Drnt'iM 

Gtaditone,  Mr.,  and  the  Eait  WoroMtenblre 

ElMtion,  [191]  1110,1113 
IreUod— PrMb7lei7  oF  Antrim,  [191]  1S81 

BiTB,  Uarqaesa  of 

Compnlsor;  Chureh  Rate*  Abolition,  3EI.  [191} 

1141 
Farliammt — Biuins»  of  the   Houw,  Report, 

[191] see 

Poor  Relief, 
WeUladlM,3B.[i93]Ti 


Bathur8t,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Cirtncntfr 

Armj  Reiem,  Hotion  for  a  CommiuioD. [19a] 


L  indb: 
■191—193. 

Baxlh,  Ur. ! 

Adjoari,  Caae 

Annj— ForUt 

Wimbledoi 

Capital    Pnnl 

1:190]  m 

Cotton  Statial 
Electrio  Tele 

cl.  33,  Ame 

India — Eait 

[193]  11 

Girb,  Sal. 

India — Irriga 

[.93]  833 
Metropolitaa 

Motion  for 
Parliament  — 

menta  Con 


leei 

Po«t   OOhM- 

1SS3 


London  Letter  Carrien,  [191] 


Battle  of  K6nigrai% 

<tueitioD,   Mr.    Otwar  ;    Aniwer,    Sir   Jobn 
Pakingtoa/u^if  10,  [193]  1000 

Baxteb,  Mt.  W.  B.,  MontroM,  ife. 

Eitabllthad  Church  (Ireland},  Comm.   Rei.  1, 

[191]  1008 
Ni>7— Iron  Ballut  in  Dookrardi,  [190]  1319 
:foT»    Sootla— Britiah    North    Amerioan    Oon- 
federalioD,   Motion    for   an   Addreu,  [191] 
1070 
Poetal  Subildiei,  Rei.  [190]  2010 
FoiUl— AmerioaD  Malfi,  [191J  »42 

Treatj  with  the  United  Statai,  [190]  S87, 
16S5;  [191]  2133 
Repreaentation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  [190] 


Seo  ;  Amendt.  8T9,  981,  883,  884,  891, 
cl.  9,  900,  081 ;  el.  10,  988 
Scotland— Bridge  of  Dnnkeld,  Toll!  on   th<, 
[190]  SS0,  880 
JodiDialSjtUni.^.iQi'^lW 
Supply— PabUo  BttM\ttg»,\i9»\«» 
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Beaukont,  Mr.  Wentworth  B.,  Narthum' 
h^land,  8, 
Boundariei  of  Boroogbs,  Comro.  [19a]  ^SS 
Boandary  Commission,  [190]  733 
Eleoiion  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praotioei  at 

Elections,    Comm.    add,    d.   [193]    1400  ; 

Amendt.  ib.  1451,  1452  ;  Consid.  1632, 1635; 

€uid,  a.  1679  ;  Amendt.  1681 
Metropolis— Hyde  Park  Improyements,  [193] 

716 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1872  ;   Comm. 

d.  1,  Amendt.  [193]  848,  852 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193] 

1735  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1791 

BsBCBOFT^  Mr.  Q.  S.,  Leeds 

Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Comm.  eh  8,  [192]  892 

Beke,  Dr,,  Mr,  Bassam,  and  others — see 
title — JEast  India,  Troops  and  Vessels 

Belgium,  Riots  in 
Q[uestion,  Mr.  Grant ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
April  3,  [191]  837 

BiLPEB,  Lord 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  d,  14,  [192] 
415 

Besiinos:,  Mr.  G.  Cavendish,  Whitehaven 

Courts  of   Justice,    New,  [lOo]   732 ;    [193]. 
2130,  2131 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193] 
338 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

Hall,  [19a]  2156 
Dogs,  Stray,  [1 93]  314 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 

2R.  [191]  327 ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1195  ;  eU  1, 

1200 

EsUblisbed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  1379 

Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Amiress, 

[192]  1973 
Ireland — Alleged  Seditious  Speaking,   [190] 

1682 
Metropolis —  Burlington    House    Colonnade, 
[192]  1335 
St.  Mary  Somerset  Church,  [192]  2149 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cL  1,  [190]  411 
Municipal     Corporations     (Metropolis),    2R. 

Amendt.  [192]  1735 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unifersities,  2R.  [i  93] 

448,  454 
Patent  Office  Inquiry,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193] 

1929 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [190]  767 ;  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  2052 ;    Re-comm.  el.  6, 
[192]  1027;  ci.  21.  [193]  814 
Record  Publications,  lies.  [193]  168 
Supply — Burlington  House,  [192]  397,  399 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192J  290 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  393, 

1172 
Palmerston  Monument,  [192]  403 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [192]  305,  311 
Public  Buildings,  [102]  294 
Royal  Palaces,  [191 J  1005,  1009 
SdenoeiMid  Art,  [1^2}  1170,1112 


BaMTXHOX,  Mr.  6.  0.— eoftf. 

Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  229 

United  SUtes— Case  of  the  "  Springbok,"  [190] 

1812 :  J191]  2002 
Library  Committee  of  Philadelphia,  [193]  1901 

Beresfobd,  Gapt.  D.  W.  Pack-,  Carlow  Co. 
Army  Estimates— Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193] 

1280 
Army-— Woolwich  Arsenal,  [191]  1455 
Ireland — Ranger  of  the  Curragb,  [192]  1754 

BEBKSLsr.  Hon.  E.  H.  F.,  Bristol 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  678  ;— Election,  1745 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm,  [191]  302;  Consid.  [193] 

1630 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  d.  Motion  for  Ai^oumment,  [192]  1801, 

1802 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1870 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  FromiBsory  NoteB 

Bill  [h.l.]  {The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde) 
I.  Presented ;  read  I**  April  2  (No.  65) 

Blixe,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Waterford  Oity 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  211 
Ireland — Questions,  dw. 

Dietary  of  County  Prisons,  [190]  1102 

Medical  Officer,  Mountjoy  Convict  Prison, 
[190]  1102 

Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  [191]  468 
Ireland — Dietary  of  Workhouses,   Res.  [193] 

1020, 1024 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 


[193]  1778 
MUit 


itary  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  415 
Parliament^ — Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193] 

1743 
Record  Publications,  Res.  [193]  167 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1786, 

1787 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm  d,  27,  [190]  1276, 1277 ; 

Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1868 
Sea  Fisheries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [192]  2012,  2018, 

2020 

Board  of  Trade 

Compvdsory  Ptlotoffe,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  Mar  27,  To  leaye  out  from  **  That," 
and  add  '*  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  representing  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  measures  ought  to  be 
taken  for  the  early  abolition  of  Compulsory 
Pilotage,  with  due  regard  to  existing  in- 
terests, and  for  requiring  Pilotage  Autho- 
rities to  examine  and  license  all  competent 
persons  applying  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 

?ualifying  to  act  as  pilots "  {Mr,  Candlish), 
191]  361 ;  Question,  •*  That  the  words,  Ao,;'* 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Passenger  Acts — Overloading   of    Passenger 
Steamers,  Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Care  Mar  %1«^^^^v\ 
450— Foreign  TraiuoXlavaxc  Sx«atw5t%,^^^»«' 
t\on, 'fcHr.  Ota.^f»\    Kxa^w.  V«.  K55A«^Vs^ 


SOA 


BOU 


(QSNBEAL    INOVZ) 


90U       BOW 


Board  of  TVcuk'-ooDi 

PrivaU  BiUt-- Board  of  TrwU  Boporti, 
Qneetion,  Mr.  Waldegrave-IiMlie ;  Am  war, 
Mr.  Siephen  Cave  April  d»  [191]  831 

B¥U  of  the  Bead  at  Sea,  (^estion,  Mr.  Hol- 
land ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  April  2, 
[191]  705  ;  June  26,  [19a]  2136 

BoraAM-CABTER,  Mr.  J.,  Wtmtk^tier 

Boandarj,  Comm.  [19a]  278 

Election  Petitiona  and  Gorrapt  PraotioM  at 

ElectionB,  Leaye,  [190]  726;   Oomm.«l.  1, 

[19a]  681  ;    add,  cL  [193]   1448;   Conaid. 

add,  el.  1647.  1684 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [19a]  1809 
Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,    Res. 

[190]  1810 
S  apply— 'Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1002 


Borowhs  aaid  BMiionB  of  Counties^ 

Wk—Afierwardi  V 

Boundiurj  Bill  ) 

{Mr.  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy,  Mr.  Chaneellor 

of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Jatnee  Feryueeon) 

191]  «.  Motion  for  Leaye  (Mr.  Seeretary  Oathome 
Hardy)  Mar  24,  106  ;  Bill  ordered 
Readl«*Jfar26  [Bill  78] 

•  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 

Hard7  April  2,  706 
.  Moyed.  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2«  "  {Mr. 
Oathome  Hardy)  AmrU  20, 1014 
After  short  debate,  Moyed,  '*  That  this  Honse 
do  now  a<yoam"  {Mr.  Serjeant  Cfatelee); 
Motion  withdrawn ;  main  Questiop  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2® 
.  Question,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer.  Mr.  Guthome 

Hardj  May  6,  1786 
19a]  Gommittee~E.r.  May  14,  248 
Committee — B.P.  June  8,  1267 
.Committee  June  U,  1404;  after  long  debate, 

BUI  reported  [Bill  166] 

Considered  *  June  18 
Read3°*  Jim«22 
I.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  23 

Read  2^  •  June  25  (No.  170) 

193]  Committee— B.P.  July  2,  495 
.Committee ;  Report /ufy  6,  710 
Read  3*  *  July  7 
Royal  Assent  July  13   [81  A  32  Viet.  0.  46] 

• 

Boundariei  of  Borougki  — -  Boundary 
Oommission  -—  Aaiitant  Boundary 
CommistionS'^nee  Repreieniatian  of 
the  People  Act,  1B67 

BomurB,  Colonel  J.,  IJveikam 

Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Oomm.  add.  el.  [19a]  1245 

BovvxBiB,  Et.  Hon.  E.  P.,  Ktlmamock,  ^0. 

Army  Estimates — Surveys,  [193]  964 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [19a  J  1397 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Conn- 

cU,  2li.  [191]  327  ;  Comm.  1199 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  717  ;   Comm.  [191] 

313  ;  el.  5,  [19a]  682,  686,  692 ;  Motion  for 

AdjournmeDty  2191,  2196 


BcuysBTBy  Right  Hon.  E.  P.— «09i<. 

193]  722;  d.  6, 742  ;  «{.  10, 759;  el.  14, 1002, 1007, 
.  1008.  1012,  1015  :  cL  15,  1016  ;  et.  17,1018, 
.  1020, 1168.  1170  ;  et.  23,  t5. ;  el.  41,  Amendt. 
.  1175;  add.  el.  1875,  1378;  Amendt.  1382, 
.  1385,  1451,  1452;  Amendt.  1464;  Consid. 
.  1617,  1626,  1648,  1676,  1678.  1683 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [19a]  1807  ;  Nomina- 
tion of  Comm.  Amendt.  1978 
India — Irrigation  Works,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[1031529 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),    Comm. 

el.  23,  ri9a]  1520 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  [191]  573 
Ministerial  Statement — Re-constmction  of  the 
Ministry,  [190]  1 120  ;  [191]  1726 ;  [19a]  634 
Mutiny,  3R.  [191]  571 

Parliament— -Business  of  the  Honse,  [x 9a]  1759 
Parliament— Divisions  of  the  Uoose,  Res.  [193] 

385 
Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,  Res. 

[190]  884.  1811 
Postal- West  India  Mail,  [193]  1669 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  el.  S,  Amendt.  [193] 

857 
Public  Schools,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1905 
Registration,  Leave,  [19a]  1403 ;  Oomm.  add. 

el.  [193]  568 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [19a]  371,  379,  380 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 
1890;   [191]  1885;  Comm.  el  3,  Amendt. 
[19a]    473,    484,    486,    684,    840;    cL   5, 
856 ;  el.  8,  872,  890 ;   d.  0,  Amende.  978, 
080, 981, 982 ;  d.  10, 992  ;  el.  11, 995  ;  eL  6, 
1010 ;  add,  d.  1236 ;  Lords  Amendu.  [193] 
919 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [191]  1582 
Supply — Civil  Serviee  Estimates,  [19a]  1010 

Consular  Establishmenta  Abroad,  [19a]  2172 
West  Indies — Lords  Amendta.  [193]  1887 
Whitountide  Recess,  [19a]  926 

BowBir,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Pemhrokeehire 
Ireland — Royal  Residenee  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [19a]  358 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1869 

BoWf  EngUeh  Porcelain  at 
Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  Mar  19,  [190]  1888 

BowTBB,  Sir  G.,  Dundaik 
Abyssinia — Foreign  Ofliloe,  The,  [190]  624 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  81 
Army — Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  780 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  285 
Brouffham,  Lord,  The  Lata,  [103]  1831 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  [f  Oaj  1381 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1132 
County  CourU  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  2R. 

[190]  1829 
Courta  of  Justice,  New,  [190]  732  ;  [19a]  1050 
Egypt — The  Viceroy  and  the  Societd  d'Agrioole, 

[19a]  1394 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  301 ;   d.  I,  [19a] 

669;  <rf.  37,  [193]  1174,  1175 
Established   Church    (Ireland),    Comm,  [1913 

1422, 1424;  Leave,  [193]  316  ;  Comm.  1195 
Feniaa  Conncts  ^  Miu>ohe«ter,  [190]  118 


BOW        BRI         {  SBSSIO 
190—191- 

BowTxm,  Sir  O. — emt. 

lodia— Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  HeU»lfs,  MotioQ  for 

a  CommittM,  [191}  ISSO 
Inland— S^rit  Lioeaoa  Dntjr,  [190]  431 
Irelasd  —  State  of,  Motion  for  a  CommittM, 

[i(K>]  116T 
Lee  RiTCr  CoDwrrano^,  LeftTe,  [190]  698 
Lioeaoei,  Rei.  [tgilisg 
London   Coal   and   Wine  Dulle*  Continuanoe, 

Comm.  add.  cl.  [191]  905 
Lotlei?  Act,  [i93]3SS 
Hatropolitan  Streeta  Act  (186T)  AmenUment, 

Leave,  [igo]  109  ;   31{.  171  ;  Comm.  el.  1, 

Amendt.  408,413,414  ;  Lords  AmendlB.S82 
Mlniiteriai  StBtement—lle-ooDitTuotion  of  the 


ii.li7,[iqo]  1135;  [iQi]17«;  [i9»]«*l 
ipal    Corporation!    (Metri      "  '     ' 
j  1883 


Monioipal    Corporatioi 


ropotli),   Leare, 


Nat/  Eitimatea— Wagei,  [191]  SI 
Na»T— Greenwioh  Hoapital,  [193]  HOI 
Parliament — Buiineig  of  tbe  Hou«e,[i9i]  188C 
Peerage  (Ireland),  ZIt.  [191]  lfiS4 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  a,  ^193]  1611 
Po«tal— Commnnioalion  with  Malta,  [I9o]80], 

1103,1320 
Priaon  Mioiaten  Act,  Res.  [193]  381 
Promluor;  Oatfaa.Comm.  el.  3,  [193]  854 


Begiatntion  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1488 
Repreientation  of  tbe  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el.  [191]  779,  1T80 
Repreaentation  of  the  People  (Sootlsnd),  Comm. 

[191]  468,  469 
BJoti  at  Aihton,  Slalej bridge,  Ao.  [ipi]  830 
Roman  Catholic  Priaoner),  [tQO]  S*9 
Sentenoei,  KemiasioQ  of,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 

drwa,  [190]  670 
Sopplj—Britiah  Embaiar  ilonaei,  [1911  98T 
Learned  Societiei,  Grant!  to,  [191]  1133 
National  Galierj  Enlargement,  [191]  393, 

394 
Parliament,  Honaei  of,  [191]  303,  310 
Po)t  Offloe  Fooket  Seriiee,  [193]  839,  844 
Royal  Falacea,  [191]  lOlO,  1013 
R«ral  Farha,  .bo.  [192]  300 
Volunteer  Corp.,  [191]  37T 
United  Statei^Tbe  "  Alabama"  CUlma,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addre3a,[i9o]  1183 
Wajs  and  Mean*— The  AhraainJan  EipedltioD, 
Res.  [190]  349 

BsASi,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co. 

Ireland  —  Impriionment  of  UeMre.   SalliTan 

and  Pigott,  [191]  449 
Ireland — ItoTal  Reaidence  in.  Motion  for   an 

Addrree,  [1911  358 
"  OliTer  Twiit,''  Plaj  of,  [191]  834 
Repreientation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Leare, 


rniDCDt,  ISO],  1802,  1804,  1805;  Conaid. 

Brazil,  War  in — Mtdtation 

Qneation,  Mr.  Horaman  ;   Antwer,  Lord  Stao- 
UjJ/oraT,  [J9i]369 

Bbbti,  Sir  H.B.,«w  Solicitor  General,  The 

Bmoht,  Sir  C.  T.,  Orttmeiek 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Purchaae  of  the,  [190]  300 

TOL.  CXCm,  [thibs  8EUI8.J 


N    18  87-8}         BRI        BBI 
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Bbisht,  Ur.  Jacob,  llemeht^tr 
Elementarr  Edooatloo,  3R.  [191]  1993 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 

IS  10 
Harried  Women's  Propertj,  3R.  [191]  1360 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[11)3}  639,  1309 
Parliament,    Motion  for  Aiijoarnment,  [193] 

1787,  1738 
Snpptjr— Unitereitr  of  OlMgow,  [191]  403 

Bkigbt,  Mr.  John,  Birmingham 
Armr — Perth  Barracka,  [190]  330 
Barrett,  The  CooTJot,  [191]  883 
Boundariea  of  Borougha,  Motion  for  ■  Com- 

miaiioD,  [191J  437,  438,  431 
Boundarj,  Comm.  [19J]  383,  281 ;  Preamble, 

1373,  1373;  el.  4,  1409,  1113 
EleetioD  PetitioDi  and   Corrupt  Practioas  at 

ElectiODi,  LeaTe,  [190]  733 
Electrio  Telegrapba,  [191]  1331 
Ealabliahed   Churoh  (Ireland),   Comm.    [191] 

645,  730,  709;  Rea.  1,   1049,  1008,  1033, 

1941  i  311.  [191]  744 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Comniittee,  [190] 

1603, 1643 
Miniiterial  Statement,[i9t]  1780, 1740, 1791 ; 

[191]  820 
NoTa  Sootia — Britieh   North   Ameriean   Con- 
federation, Motion  fiiran  Addren,  [191]  1658. 

1S04 
Poatal  Snbaidiea,  Rei.  [190]  3030 

..RaCepafing  Clatues,  [190]  1893  

RepreaentBtionofthel'eople(Scotland),  Comm. 

tt.  3.  [191]  477.  485 ;  el.  8,  875 ;  el.  9, 96S, 

971,  972,  980  1  Sohedale  A,  1353, 1354,  13» 


SriitoE  Election 

Britlol,  lUprttaitaUan  of,  Qneation,  Mr. 
Neville  -  arenTiUe  ;  Aniwer,  Ur.  Powell 
Mar  37,  [191]  359 

Petition  of  Eleetora  of  tbe  Cttf  of  Brietol 
reierred  to  the  (leaeral  Committee  of  Elec- 
tion ■  Jfay  13,  [191] 175 

And,  on  Junt  IT,  Committee  nominated  ai  fel- 
lowt : — Mr.  Uovee  (Chairman),  Mr.  Baalej, 
Mr.  Goldnef,  Lord  Qeorge  J.  HanDert,  Mr. 
R.  I.  More 

Report  of  the  Committee  "  That  John  William 
Uilea,  eaqnire,  ia  not  dnlj  eleoted  a  Oitiien 
to  terra  in  thl>  preaent  Parliament  for  the 
City  of  BriaCol.  That  tbe  lait  Election  for 
tbe  laid  City  it  a  Toid  Eleetion  " 

HoaM  further  iDformed  (bat  the  Committee  had 
agreed  to  certain  Roaolntiont.  Minutea  cf 
Eridence  to  he  laid  before  tbii  Houee  {Mr. 
fimM}/>m«35,3130 

[Pari.  P.  Not.  873,  372-1) 

Brittol  ffew  Writ 

Ordered,  That  tbe  ETidence  taken  before  the 
Brittol  Election  CommittM  having  been  de- 
Ifrered,  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  iaaue  hit  War. 
rant  for  a  New  Writ  for  the  Oit;  of  Brittol 
nntil  three  daya'  Notioe  of  a  Motion  for  the 
Writ  ahall  hare  expired  {itr.  Bait)  July  13 

HoTed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  iaaue  bli 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  uf  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  new  Writ  lor  the  electing  of  a  Citizen 
to  aervo  in  thii  pretent  Parliament  for  the 
City  of  BrUtol,  ia  Uu  Toon.  <A  JiiimTt'iiiiKBL 
8  X.  ^S*** 
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Bristol 

Miles,  MqiiiM,  whdM  Eleetion  lun  beta  de- 
tormined  toberoid"  {Mr,  NmI)  /wm  BO, 
193]  420 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  from  **  Thttt,"  and  add 
"  the  Writ  for  the  City  of  Bristol  be  not 
issued  till  seyen  days  after  the  eTidenoe 
takea  befbre  the  Seleet  Committee  on 
the  Bristol  Eleotion  Petition  has  been 
printed"  {Mr,  Ba$t)i  Qoestion,  "That  the 
words.  Ac. ; "  Moved,  "  That  the  debate  be 
now  adjoarned  "  (Mr,  Labcudiere) 

Moved,  **That  the  Report  of  the  Bristol  Elec- 
tion Committee  be  read  "  (Ifr.  Ayrton) 

Report  [35th  J  one]  read ;  after  short  debate, 
debate  a^ourned  till  Thursday 
.  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  fbr  the  electing  of  a  Citisen  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  City 
of  Bristol,  in  the  room  of  John  William 
Miles,  esquire,  whoie  Election  has  been  de- 
termined to  be  void  "  {Mr,  NeviUeOrerwillt) 
July  3,  670 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,'*  and  add 
**no  Writ  be  issued  for  the  Citv  of  Bristol 
until  seven  days  after  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Election  Committee  fbr  that  city 
shall  have  been  in  the  hands  of  Members  " 
(Mr,  Batt) ;  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 
.  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  July  10,  1275 ;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Neate ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 
.      General  July  24, 1744 


Britifh  Chtiana 
Clergy  Act  of,  Question,  Mr.  Candlish ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Adderley  July  27,  [193]  1819 

Brituh  MuMum^^lH8t%iuti&ni  of  Seime$ 
and  Art — Adminutratum  of 
Question,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  Nov  25,  [190]  166 
Britith  Muieutn — South  Keminaton  Mu$euin^ 
Observations,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Beresford 
liope;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  27,  [191] 
888 

Accounts— <Parl,  P.  No.  254) 
(See  Supply) 

British  North  Aakorioa — Lah$  Suporior 
and  the  Padfio,  jce. 
Moved,  *'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  pnyio^  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
oapability  for  settlement  and  the  best  means 
pf  settling  Her  Mi^esty's  Territory  lying 
between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacide»  es- 
pecially as  to  the  provision  for  Telufraphic 
and  other  Communioation  through  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  **  {Sir  Harry  Vemey)  Juno  9, 
[192]  1836 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Despatches— (Pari.  P,  No.  [4086] 
(See  title— JVova  Scotia) 


Beoxlst,  Mr.  W.  T>ATtaswKi^  WarwUk* 
Mro^  N. 

Boundary,  Comm.  A,  A,  [191]  142tf 
County  Financial  Boards,  2  R.  [191]  1558 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1807)  AmesdaMit, 

Comm.  cl,  l.[i9o]  412 
Peel  StatM,  The,  Res.  [19a]  2146 
Public  Schools,  R.»-oomm.  si.  16,  [191]  1940 

Brougham,  Lord,  7%$  Zate 
Moved,  *<  That  this  House  do  now  a^jonfn" 
(Mr,  Roclmek)  July  27,  [193]  1820 ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  witJidrawn 

BroQglity  Verry  Protisioiial  Order  Oon- 
flnnatioxi  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Gatkomo 
ffardy,  Sir  Jamec  Feryuscon] 
e.  Bill  ordered*  ipril  21 

Read  !•  •  April  22  [Bill  00] 

^^/^^•jfyril2S 

Committee*;  Report  4prt/ 27 

Read3«*  April  2S 
I.  Read  !••  ( 7%e  Lord  Clinton)  April  80  (K«.  06) 

Read2»*  MayB 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  1 1 

Read  8**  May  12 

Royal  Assent  May  20 

Bbowitx,  Lord  J.  T.,  Majfo  Co, 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt.  [192] 

1881 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  8,  [193]  1584 ;  cl,  18, 1890, 1802 ;  add  d. 

1770, 1780, 1707 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  8,  [19a]  476, 478 

Bbowvlow,  Earl 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  6 

BsvoB,  Bight   Hon.  Lord  £.  A.  G.  B., 

liarlborongh 
Richmond  Green  and  Bydo  Ptek,  [190]  1228 

Bbuce,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  A.,  Morthyr  Tyd/oU 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellmp,  ConsSd. 

[191]  1867 
Boundary,  Comm.  cl,  4,  [19a]  1428, 1440 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [i9if  1080 
County  Financial  Boards,  9R.  [191]  1880 
Education— Revised  Code,  [ros]  082 
Education,  Technical«-Mr.  Whitworth's  En- 
dowment, [191]  600 
Elementary  Education,  Leata,  [190]    1616; 

2R.  [19a]  1088, 1008 
Infoctious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Addnss, 

[191]  2011 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Oomm. 

[193]  1208,  1810 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [19a]  1408 
Mines    Assessment,  2R,  [191]  1868;  Comm. 

<^^  1.  [193]  848.  881,  888 ;  Constd.  1228 
Sale  of  Poisons,  dra.  Comm.  add,  ei.  1193]  1219 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  lor  a  Oommittee, 

[191]  180. 181 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [t9a]  1180,  1148, 
1160, 1161 
Science  and  Art,  [19s]  1 170 
Tanored's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  284 


BBU        BUR         {  S  E  8  8  I  0 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H.,  Oohratne 

Bariali  (Inland),  Gomm.  add.  el  [19a]  1384 
Established  Chareh  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [191]  616 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  810 
Ireland — Troops  in  the  North  of,  ^193]  1887 
Registration  (Ireland),  Oomm.  cl.  34,   [193] 

1510 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]  1937  ;  Comm.  [19a]  1578,  1805 
Sappljr — Noneon forming,  4o.  Ministers,  [19a] 

2168 

Bruce,   Mr.  0.   L.   GuuumQ',  JBlgin   ^ 

Nairnshire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Oomm. 
cl  4,  [19a]  854;  c/.  8,  864;  d.  10,  984; 
cl  11,  996 

BaiTEiry  Mr.  H.,  Carlow  O9. 
Indiar-Bonas  Oommittee,  The,  [191]  861 
Ireland— State  of.   Motion  for  a  Oommittee, 
[190]  1730 

B^jAjf,  Mr.  G.  Ii.i  Kilkenny  Co. 

Army — Majors  in  Cavalry   Regimenia,  [190] 
648 

'^BuhuUna,*'    £xphsion   of  the,    in   the 
Mersey 
Question,  Mr.  Vanoe ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Dee  8,  [190]  518 

BuocLsucH,  Duke  of 
Foreshores,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]   1550, 
1558 


BuciONGFAM  AKD  Chakdos,  Duke  of  (Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [loa]  1893 
Canada— Assassination  of  Mr.  D'Arcy  M'Gee, 

[191]  1109 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1113 
Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [i9al018 
Gambling  in  Hong  Kong  and  Heligoland,  [190] 

528 
Hudson's  Bay  Company,  2R.  [193]  1101 
New  Forest — Doer  RemoTal,  Ac.  Aet,  Motion 

fbr  a  Commission,  [19a]  696 
Newfoundland— Grants  of   Land   on    French 


Coast,  [19a]  706,707 
Nova  Seotia— Motion  for  an  Address,  {^lO; 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  [191 J  1682 


[otion  for  an  Address,  [193]  ^00 


South  Afriea^Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  590 

Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  Motioft    for  an 

Address,  [190]  1108  ;  [191]  1967,  1076,  1977 

West  Indies,  2K.  [193]  784,  799  ;  Comm.  1101 

BxTLLEK,  Sir  £.  M.,  Staffordshire,  If. 
Electors,  Registration  of,  [191]  1458 

Burial  Societies" Frauds  upon 

i^estioo,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;    Answar,  Mr. 
Gatiioriia  Hardy  Mny  26,  [19a]  920 


N    18  67-8)         BUB        Q9]|: 

^193—193. 

Bnrialfl  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Monsell,  Mr,  SuUivan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Nov  25  [Bill  51 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°"  {Mr. 

Momell)  Apnl  22,  [191]  1067 
Amendt.  to  lea?e  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this    day    six    months"    {CoIomI    William 
Stuart) ;  Question, "  That '  now,'  ^. ;"  A.  74, 
N.  51;  M.  28;  BUI  read  2» 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Moved,  **  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  (Mr, 
Monsell)  June  10,  [192]  1878  ;  after  Miort 
debate,  agreed  to ;  Committee— m.p. 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  SO        [Bill  204] 
Considered  *  July  2 
Bead  8»*  July  3 
I  Read  1»*  (The  Earl  0/  Kimberley)  July  6 
193]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»" 
July  13,  1093  ;  Bill  read  2*        f  No.  212) 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ("  Bill  **)  and  insert 
("  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  "  ( The 
Arehbishop  of  Armagh)  \  after  short   de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn;  original  Motion 
agreed  to 
.  Committee  Jvtly  17,  1361 
.  Report  July  20, 1473  (No.  269) 

Read3»* /u/y21 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  2511 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [81  *  82  Vict,  0.  103] 

Burials  {Ireland)  Bill — Mr.  Monsell  and 
the  Bean  of  Cork 
Explanation,  Mr.  Monsell  April  28,  [191]  1454 

BuR&ELL,  Sir  P.,  New  Shoreham 
Foreign  Office  and  their  Agents  Abroad,  [190] 

631 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Oomm. 

cl  3,  [193]  1772 

BuTLEB,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Abyssinia — Postage  from,  [190]  1115 
Customs— Examining  Officers,  \i^i]  2135 

Btttleb- Johnstone,   Mr.  U.   A.,    Canter* 

bury 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  88 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a    Oommittee, 

[190]  1697 

Buxton,  Sir  T.  F.,  King's  Lynn 
Kavy  Estimates — Wages,  [19a]  91 
Slave  Trade— Zansibar,  [191]  1578 
Supply — Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  288 

BuxTOjr,  Mr.  0.,  Surrey,  JS. 
Army — Alleged  Flogging  of  Mule  Drivers  in 
Abyssinia,  [191]  834 
March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sand- 
hurst, [193]  1828 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late,  [193]  1832 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Oomm. 

[191]  1080 
Established    Church  (IreUad^)^  <;^«maDL«  \v^^ 
1470 


BUX       CAN 
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CAN       CAN 


BozToir,  Mr.  0«— 60«»<. 

Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  1999 

Libel,  Comm.  [193]  603 

Metropolis — Wefltminiier  ImproTementt,  [190] 

1977 
SUtitttcal  AbstraoU,  Annoal,  [190]  1977 

Caiilns,  Lord  (see  Chakcsllor,  The  Lord) 

Cajcbbidge,  Duke  of  (Field  Marshal  Com- 

manding-in-Chief) 
Abjttinia — Return  of  the  Army,  [193]  1819 

Vote  of  Thanki,  [193]  483 
Arm  J— Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193] 
99i 
War  OiBee— Department  of  Control,  [193] 
1340 
Marine  Mutinj,  9R.  [191]  683 

Caxots,  Lord 
London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coaat  Railway, 

3R.  [193]  355 
Railway  BiUa— InoreaM  of  Ratet,  [193]  1070 

Campbell,  Lord 

Canning  SUtue,  The,  [193]  1460,  1664 
Crete — Ininrreotion  iu.  Motion  for  an  Addreti, 

[191]  803 
Metropolis — Special  Constables,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [190]  1880 
NoTa    Scotia,    [193]  1749;   Motion    for   an 

Address,  [193]  679,  709 

CixPE&Dowir,  Earl  of 
University  Tests,  [193]  1034 


Canada 

Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison,  Question,  Mr. 

Rearden;   Answer,  Mr.   Addorley  June  17, 

[193]  1698 
UArcyM^Oeet  Mr.,  AtsatHnatioH  of.  Question, 

The  Karl  of  Carnarvon  ;  .Answer,  The  Duke 

of  Buckingham  April  33,  [191]  1108 

Candlish,  Mr.  J.,  Sunderland 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1274 
Artisans'   and   Labourers'   Dwellings,  Comm. 
cl  8,  Amendt.  [191]  675  ;  cl.  11,  ib.  ;  el.  14, 
Amendt.  t6.,  676 ;  Consid.  1567  ;  Schedule, 
1877 
Assignees  of  Marine  Policies,  Comm.  [193]  419 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [193]  433 
Boundary,  3R.[i9i]  1014 
British  Guiana— Clergy  Act,  [193]  1819 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  a,  1,  [192]  1382 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1098 
Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,  Comm. 

cl.  4,  [191]  1060 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1755 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

add.  el.  [190]  1427,  1428 
Election  Petitions   and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.   46,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [193]    1185;    Consid.  add,  d. 
1680;  8R.  1V24 


CurDLum,  Mr.  J.— «oii<. 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  d.  15,  [193I 1603 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Conun.  et    11, 

[191]  322,  333 
Jamaica— Clergy  Act,  [193]  1830 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continnanee, 

Comm.  Amendt.  [191]  196 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [193]  1858 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1343,  1343 ; 

Preamble,  1531 ;  el  3, 1768 
Metropolitan  Smets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  1,  [190]  413 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1869 
NaTy  Estimates— NaTal  Stores,  [193]  1145 
Navy— Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1395 
Naty— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1185 
Parliament — Statue  of  Oliver  CromwelU  [190] 

1450, 1451 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  861,  373, 387 
Poor  Law,  [190]  164 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  10,  [193]  1878 ;  el.  31, 

Amendt.  1881 ;  add.  el  1885 
Poor  Relief  Assessment  Returns,  [193]  1470 
Postal— Cape  Mail,  [193]  933 
Registration,  3R.  [193]  730 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Conam.  cL  13,  [193] 

1733 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Oomm. 

d.  18,  [193]  1594 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

el  8,  [193]  858  ;  Schedule  A,  1354 
Rivers,  Pollution  of,  [190]  1073 
Spain^Case  of  the  *'  Tornado,"  [193]  1830 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  Overseers  of  Sander- 

^^^  [193]  904,  905 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  996 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191')  1000,  1003 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [193]  3168 
Portpatriok  Railway  Company  Compensa- 
tion, [193]  1211 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  840 
Science  and  Art,  [193 J  1171 
Works,  Buildings,  d(c.  [191]  396 
Supply  —  Government  Prisons,    [193]  1106 ; 

Amendt.  1107,  1108 
Supply — Public  Buildings,  Amendt.  [193]  394 

Canongate  Annnity  Tax  Bill 

{Mr.  M'Laren,  Mr.  Dmlop,  Mr.  BaxUr) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Mar  11  [BUI  601 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3" "  (Ifi^. 

MLaren)  April  32,  [191J  1087 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  monthM"  (The  Lord  Advocate); 

after  debate,  Question,  ««That  'now' Ac.;" 

A.  59,  N.  86  ;  M.  37 ;   Division  List,  Ayes 

and  Noes,  1107 
Main  (Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to; 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months 

Caihxrbfbt,  Archbishop  of 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [193]  1385 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [191] 

1123;  Comm.  [193]  600 
Education,  2R.  [191]  1309 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  2089 
Ritual  Commission,  [190]  1880; — Eteports  of 

the,  [193]  333 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  3R.  [193]  878, 

893 
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{  SESSION    1867-8) 
190— 191 — 192 — 193: 


OAJt 


CAA 


Oap^  of  Good  Hope'--  The  Boiuio  Terri- 
tory 

Qnestion,  Mr.  Miller ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderlejr 
Mar  20,  [190]  1975  ;  Question,  Mr.  Cardwell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  May  12,  [19a]  114 

Capital  Pnniflhinent  within  PrisonB  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Oathome  Hardy,  Mr,  WalpoU, 

Mr,  Attorney  Oenerdl) 

190]  e.  Question,    Mr.   Hibbert ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy  Nov  26,  176 
.  Motion  for  Leaye  (ifr.  Oathcme  Hardy)  Feb  20, 
1127 

Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1^       [,Bill  36] 
.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o"  {Mr. 
Oathome  Hardy)  Mar  5,  1 127 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Serjeant  Oaselee) 

On  Question,  "  That  *  now*  Ac. ;"  A.  181,  N. 
25  ;  M.  156  ;  Bill  read  2« 
191]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  *'  That 
Mr.    Speaker    do    now   leave    the    Chair" 
April  2\,  1036 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uouse,  it  is  expedient, 
instead  of  carrying  out  the  punishment  of 
death  within  prisons,  that  Capital  Punish- 
ment should  be  abolished"  {Mr,  Oilpin); 
after  debate,  Question,  "That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  A.  127,  N.  23 ;  M.  104 
.  Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao.,"  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Committee ;  Report,  1055 

Considered  *  April  27 

Read3«>»  April  28 
I,  Read  !*•  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  AprU  80 
.  Moved,  " That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^"  {The 
Duke  of  Richmond)  May  7, 1879 ;  after  short 
debate,  Bill  read  2*  (No.  83) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  8 

llead3*Jlfay  ll,[i92]14 

Amendt.  "  To  provide  that  all  prisoners  who 
might  be  within  the  walls  of  the  prison  at 
the  time  when  an  execution  took  place,  should 
be  present  when  the  punishment  was  in- 
flicted "  (n«  Lord  Ravemworth);  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  negatived  ;  Bill  passed 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Vict,  0.  24] 

Captain  PMs  Electoral  Address 
Question,   Mr.  Neate ;  Answer,  Lord   Henry 
Lennox  JtUy  20,  [193]  1480 

Cardigan,  Earl  of 
Army — Shrapnel  Shell,  [190]  1147 

Cabdwell,  Eight  Hon.  E.,    Oxford  City 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  93 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  281 
Cape  of  Good  Hope— Basuto  Land,  [19a]  114 
Ceylon — Affairs  of,  [190]  2031 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  [19a]  1120 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coqb- 

cil,  [191]  1200 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  c/.  5,  [19a]  2196 ;  el.  46, 

[193]  1369  ;  add.  el.  1378 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  888 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [100]  1238 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac.,  Motion  for 

a  Comminion,  [19a]  I960 


I  Cabdwill,  Right  Hon.  E. — eont. 

Ministerial  Stotement,  [191]  1745,  1799 

Navy  Estimates — Coaat  Guard  Service,  [193] 
541 

Nova  Scotia — British  'North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  rT9a] 
1088 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1680 
Dissolution  of,  [19a]  1076 
Peel  Statue,  The,  [x9a]  2142,  2144 

Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,  Ref. 
[190]  1806 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  el.  [19a]  1905 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  8,  [19a]  885  ;  cl.  9,  970 

West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1887 

Caelisle,  Bishop  of 
Army  Chaplains,  2R.  [19a]  1300 
CompulsoiV    Church     Rates    Abolition,    3R. 

[191]  1141 ;  Comm.  [193]  606 
(consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [19a]  508 
Uniformity  of  Public   Worship,  2R.  [193]  886 

Cabnabyok,  Earl  of 

Abyssinian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks,  [193] 
490 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  26 

Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  fioa]  1392 

Canada — Assassination  of  Mr.  D'Arcy  M*Gee, 
[191]  1108 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [191] 
1127 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  ri9a]  1845 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  2,  23, 
262,  288 

Newfoundland — Grants  of  Land  on  French 
Coast,  [19a]  700 

Nova  Scotia,  [19a]  1749 ;  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  694 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,   Reporti 
[191]  562;  Res.  695 
Construction  of  the  House,  Re-appointment 
of  Commission,  [19a]  510 

Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  9,  [19a]  1623, 1627 

South  Africa,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  587 

Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 
Papers,  [190]  323 

University  Tests,  [loal  1017 

Vagrant»--Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [19a]  95,  100,  102 

Victoria — Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1979 

West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  786,  797 

CABNEaiB,  Hon.  C,  Forfarshire 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 

587 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  [193]  1521 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  [193] 

2134 
Navy—  Ohaj^lains,  [193]  1557 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Ooniid. 

add.  el.  [193]  1445 
Scotland— Law  of  Hypothec,  [190]  1149 


Corrieri  Act,  Oeneral 
Question,  Mr.  Carter ;  AnAw«c^  \&x«  %sk^^&8s«^ 
Q%j%  June  ^,\\^i\%\6\ 
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Cabteb,  Mr.  8.,  Cwmlry 
Eitabliihod  Ohnivh   (Iralsad),  Comm.  [191] 

682 
General  Carriers'  Aot,  [19a]  2131 

Cuitle,  Mr.,  Case  of 
Queition,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  Jtify  97»  [193]  1836 

Oastlbbossb,  Right  Hon.  YiBcount,  £eny 
Co. 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  £»r  a  Committee,  [190] 
1783 

CaUU  Plague 
Africa,  CaUU  from,  Quettion,  Mr.  Bamett ; 
Answer,  Lora  Robert  Montagu  July  9,  [193] 
908 
Autiria,  Rinderpttt  in,  Question,  Mr.  Moflatt ; 

Answer,  Lord  Stanley  July  3,  [193]  609 
CatUe  Plague  Reports,  Questioo,  Mr.  Evans  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ifar  10,  [190] 
1387;  Question,  Mr.  Read;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  AprH  30,  [191]  1576 
Cattlt   Plagy4    CompentaUan,   Quettion,  Mr. 
Read  ;     Answer,     Lord     Robert    Montagu 
July  16.  [103]  1388 
Fairt,  Sale  of  Cattle  at,  Question,  Mr.  Hodg- 
kinson  ;    Answer,    Lord    Robert    Montagu 
Nov  31,  [190]  106 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson  ;    Answer,    Lord    Robert 
190]  Montagu  Nov  38,  336  ;  Observations,  I^rd 
Robert    Montagu  ;     Reply,    Mr.    Horsfall 
igi}  April    33,    1140;   Question,    Mr.    Russell 
Gnmey  ;  Answer,    Lord    Robert    Montagu 
193]  Jfay   11,    18;    Question,    Mr.    Corrance  ; 
Answer,  Lord   Robert    Montagu  May  13, 

•  115;  Questions,   Sir   Robert  Collier;  An- 
swers,   Lord    Robert    Montagu    May    18, 

.  434 ;  Question,  Mr.  Horsfall ;  Answer,  Lord 
.     Robert  Montagu  June  18, 1758 ;  Question, 

Mr.  Norwood  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley ;  abort 
193]  debate  thereon  July  16,  1284 ;  Observations, 

Mr.  Headlam  ;  Reply,  Lord  Robert  Montacu; 

•  short  debate  thereon  July  24, 1749 — Foreign 
Sheep,  Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Lord 

.    Robert  Montagu  July  16, 1287 

Foreian  Cattle  Market,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  June  11,  [193]  1895 

LegitlcUiin,  Question,  Mr.  Read ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  Nov  30,  [190]  92 

Outbreak  in  Berwickshire,  Question,  Mr. 
M*Lagan;  Answer.  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
Nov  39,  [190]  419— /»  Norfolk,  Question, 
Colonel  North ;  Answer,  Lord  iU>bert  Montagu 
Mar  9, 1336 

Outbreak  on  the  ContinetU,  Question,  Mr.  Lid- 
dell  ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  July  34, 


[193]  .1715. 
SM 


iUiwig-BoUtein,  Smallpoa  among  Sheep  in, 
Question,  Colonel  North  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  July  37,  [193]  1838 
Zurich  Veterinary  College,  Question,  Sir  J. 
Clarke  Jervoiae;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  June  18,  [192]  1755 ;  Question,  Sir 
J.  Clarke  Jervoise;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
June  33, 1853 

Pari.  Papers- 
Petitions  and  Memorials    ....     160 
Orders  of  Council  in  foroo    ...    451 


Oatb,  Ri.  Eoa.   S.  (Paynarter  of  Hie 

Forces  and   Vice  President  of    the 
Boafd  of  Trade),  New  Shorekam 

Admiralty  Jurisdiction,  [190]  176 

Alkali  Act  (1863)   Perpetuation,  3R.    [losl 

1396 
Asaigneea  of  Marine  PoUeiee,  Comm.  [ibj] 

419 
Bank  Holidays,  3R.  [190]  944 
Board  of  Trade—Private  Bills,  [191]  831 
Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  [191!  1685, 

1834 
Cattle,  Importation  of,  [192]  115 
Ceylon — Great  Basses  Lighthouse,  [193]  309 
Circular  Delivery  Company  and  the  Commis* 

sionaires,  [193]  1300 
Commerce,  Chambers  of,  [190]  606 

Tribunals  of,  [190]  605 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Juriadlction),  3R. 

[190]  1838  ;  Comm.  [19a]  164 
Deal  Boatmen,  Charges  by,  [190]  1115 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [192]  1564 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1, 

[191]  1604 
Foreshores  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [190]  419 
"Garonne,"  Loss  of  the,  [192]   1043;   [193] 

371 
General  Carriers'  Act,  [19a]  3131 
International  Monetary  Conference,  [190]  601 
Ireland — Daunt's  Rock,  Cork  Harbour,  [190] 
794 
Irish  Ordnance  Map,  Rerision  of  the,  [190] 
1451 
Lee  River  Conservancy,  Leave,  [190]  997 
Mercantile  Marine,  [190]  536 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [19a]  513, 1853 
Merchant  Shipping  Consolidation,  [191]  699 
Merchant  Ships,  Overloading  of,  [193]  373 
Metropolis— Thames  Embankment,  [190]  1686 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 

543 
Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries,  Leave,  [190]  1880 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  [191]  451 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  371 
PaHiament— Private  Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

[190]  879,   1809 ;  —  Stondiag    Order    131 

Repeal,  [191]  143  ;  Explanation,  351,  356 
Railway  Engines,  Fires  from,  [193]  1388 
Railways  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  Leave. 

[190]  1380;  3R.  [191]  1539 
Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  Leave,  [190] 

1000 
Railways  (Guards'  and  Passengers'  Commoiii- 

cation),  3R.  [191]  306 
Rejplation    of   Railways,    3R.   ri9J]    1394  ; 

f  et,  17, 


Comm.  d.  18,  [193]  1738 

add,  el.   1735,  1786;   Consid.   1783,  1787. 


1734; 


1790,  1793 

Ribbons,  Importation  of  Foreign,  [103]  308 
Rule  of  the  Road  at  Sea,  [191]  705 ;  [19a] 

3136 
Scotland  —  Burntisland  and  Granton  Fenr, 

[190]  1004 
Sea,  Collisions  at,  [190]  643 
Sea    Fisheries,   Leave,    [190]  1074;    Comm. 

1271,    1374;    a.  6,  1376;    d.  37,   1377; 

Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1859, 1863,  1869 
South  Eastern,  d(c.  Rsilway,  Lords  Amendts. 

[133]  1349 
Sututical  Abstracts,  Annual,  [190]  1977 
Storm  Warnings,  [190]  145 
Sugar,  Refining  0^  at  Cologne,  £193]  865 


OAT        CBT 
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CBT 


OHA 


Oatb»  Right  Hon.  S.< 

Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193I 1304,  1306 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1000 
Lighthouaes  Abroad,  [191]  1003,  lOOi 
Thames,  NaTigation  of  the  —  Main  Drainage 
Outfall,  [190]  105,  106 
Obstructions  in  the,  [191]  1577 
Trent  Valley  Railway,  Accidents  on  the,  [190] 

783 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  Leaye, 

[190]  1074  ;  8R.  [loa]  204 ;  £193]  1937 
WreckRegisters,  [X90J507,  1687 


Gate,  Mr.  T.,  Barnstaple 

Election   Petitions  and  Oorrupt  ^Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  ei.  5,  Motion  for  Acyonm- 
ment,  [193]  3188 
Electric  Telegraphs,  3R.  [19a]  1318 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 
[190]  468 
West  India  Mail  Packet  Station,  [190]  666 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  3010 
Sale  of  Poisons,  A<u    Comm.  add,  el,  [193] 
1318 


Cayekdish,  Lord  E.,  Sussex,  E. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res,  1, 
[191]  1611 


Caveitdish,  Lord  F.  C,  Tarkskire,  W.  tL.N. 
Elementary  Education,  3R.  [192]  3008 


Cavendish,  Lord  G.  H.,  Ddrhyshirs,  N. 
Mines  Assessment,  3R.  [191]  1869;   Comm. 

<!^'  ^  ['93]  S^l ;  Consid.  1334 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 
3017 


Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  0.,  £sssx,  8. 

Army — Curragh  Camp,  [190]  163 
Army—MiliUry  Education,  Res,  [191]  1819 
Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [190]  797 
Main  Drainage — Inhabitants  of  Barking,  [193] 
954, 1853 
Sewage  Obstructions  In  the   Riyer,  [190] 
1330 
New  Zealand,  Forces  in,  [193]  643 
Poor  Laws — Pauper  Idiots  and  Lunatics,  [190] 

1887 
Weights  and  Measures,  False,  Commission  on, 
[191]  467 

Ceylon 
Afairt  oft  Observations,  Mr.  Gorst;  debate 


thereon  Mar  30,  [190]  3013  ;  Qoestion,  Mr. 

,  Mr. 
1477 


Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  July  30,  [193] 


Condition  of,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 
April  20,  To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
'*  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  Ceylon  and  the  action  of 
its  Government ''  {Kr,  Watkin),  [loi]  971 ; 
after  short  debate,  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Creps  in,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  June  18,  [19a]  17^ 


CejfUm^'-^oni, 

lAghihouse  en  the  Cheat  Basses,  Question,  Mr. 
nanbury-Tracy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave 
Jtme  39,  [193ISO9 

UnauUioriged  PuhHeaHim  of  a  Despaieh, 
Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adder- 
ley  3£ay  39,  [192]  1041 

Papers  relating  to-^Parl.  P.  No.  39) 

Chambbbs,  Mr.  M.,  Devonport 
Army— Clerks  in  the   Engineer  Department, 

[foa]  1135 
Army— Militaty  Education,  Res.  [191]  1886 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191  j  1083 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm.  cl.  , 

[191]  1058  :  el.  i,  1061 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  288,  368,  1049, 

3131 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  389 
Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  8R. 

[191]  1874 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  6,  [193]  743 ;  el,  8, 

747  :  el,  14, 1007;  el,  17,  1019,  1169 ;  (^.36, 

1171 ;  el,  46,  1371 ;  el.  47, 1872;  add.  el. 

1377 ;  Amendt.  1381 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  138 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards  and  x^aval  Yards, 
[193]  560 
Naval  Stores.  [193]  1144,  1147 


Wages,  ri9a]  85 
"  lief,  " 
ions 
Uti 
el,  18,  [192]  1593 


Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  10,  [193]  1879 
Publications,  Registration  of,  [192]  151 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 


]1514 


Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 
[193]  401 

Sale  of  Poisons,  Ao.  Comm.  el,  17,  [193]  1317 

Supply — British  Museum,  [193]  831 
Post  Office.  [193]  833 
PubUc  Buildings,  [192]  394 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  [192]  398,  300 
University  of  London  Buildings,  [192]  895 

Vancouver's  Island  and  British  CoTn]nbia,[i93] 
1142 


Chambebs,  Mr.  T.,  Marylebone 
Artisans'   and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el,  6,  [191]  673  ;  el.  35,  Amendt.  678 
Oab  Fares,  [190]  1398 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  594  ;  el,  1,  605, 606  ;  el.  3, 

611 
Metropolis— Regent's  Parit— The  Ornamental 

Water,  [too]  145 
Poor  Relief  Comm.  el.  8,  [193]  1423 ;  el,  4, 

1605 ;   el,  6,  Amendt.  1607 ;   el.  8,  1614 ; 

d.  10,  1873,   1876,   1878;    el.    11,   1879; 

el,  13, 1881 ;  el,  K,  Amendt.  1883, 1884 


Chan^obllob,  The    Lobd    (Lord  Chblks- 
ford) 
Boundary,  Comm.  el.  4,  [193I5OI,  508 
Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despatch  of  Busi- 
ness) Amendment,  IR.  [190]  1035  , 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, IR.  [i9o]1308 
Parliament — Busineu  of  the  House,  [190]  1099 

Opening  of  the  Session,  [190]  1 
Promissory  Oaths,   IR.  [190]  689;  3R.  SHU 

856,  858 
Sa\e«  of  ^ifKivotA^WKV^  Via 


I 


OSA       OHA        (  a  B  N  E  R  A 

i9»— 191- 
Chavoxllob,  The  Lobb  (Lord  Oaibvb) 

Al^Mioiii,  Armj  of^Vote  of  Thankt,  [193] 

1459 
Armj  Chaplaiu,  Comm.  [193]  1387, 189S 
Bankruptoy  Aot  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  866  ; 

Comm.  1160.  1161  ;  c/.  1,  Amondt.  f6. 
Bankroptoy  Aoti   Repeal,  9R.  [191]  1,  SO, 

808 ;  Comm.  1317,  1918»  1830 ;  Withdnwal 


of  BiU,  [loa]  5 
(Ireland), 
1470 


Barialt  (Ireland).  Report*  d,  4,  [193]  1474, 

Compuliorj  (Thuroh  Rates  Abolition,  SR.  [191] 

1186  ;  Comm.  [193]  687»  601 ;  d,  0.  Amendt. 

600  ;  Report,  e(.  7,  897  ;  el,  8, 901.  902, 908 ; 

8R.1100 
Coanty  Ooarta  (Admiralt/  Jurltdlotioo),  SR. 

[19a]  1553,  1554 
CourU  of  Jastioe.  New,  [193]  106, 1888, 1846, 

1848;  [193]  1985 
Courtf  of  Juitieiary    (Scotland),    8R.   [193] 

1163 
Ecolesiaitieal  Commiedonen  Orden  in  Oounoil, 

3R.  [190]  1677, 1678 
Eocletiattioal  Titlei  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee.  [191]  952 
Election  Petitioni  and  Cormpt  Practioea  at 

Eleotiona,  3R.   [193]    1803,    1807,    1808; 

Comm.  e/.  24.  1894 
Eftablithed  Chnroh(Ireland)'The  Reiolationt, 

[191]  1446  :  [19a]  1749 
•  EfUbhihed  Chnroh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  243, 

262,  288,  289 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [19a]  1831  ; 

[193!  1553 
Ireland — Quarter  Sessions  Coarts,  [190]  1794 
Judgments  Extension,  2R.  [193]  367 
Laroenj  and  Embeulement,  2R.  [193]  1364 
Liqnidation,  2R.  [193]  366 
Lodger's  Property  Proteotioo,  2R.  [193]  977 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Pnblio    Basinets, 

[193]  580 
Ministerial  Stotement,  [191]  1687, 1689 
Parliament— Business  of  Uie  House,  Res.  [191] 
692 
Prorogation  of.  [193]  1937, 1940 
Promissory  Oaths.  Commons  Amendts.  [193] 

1227, 1233 
Public  Schools.  Comm.  e/.  13,  [193]  1655, 1656; 

d,  16, 1669  ;  Report,  1701, 1707 
Reform  Aot,  1867 — Ratepaying  Clauses.  [190] 

1565 
Registration.  2R.  {193]  808 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  d,  5.  Amendt. 

[19a]  7  :  e{.  19,  13 ;  acU.  e/.  420,  421 
ReUgions.d(c.  Buildings  (Sites).  2R.  [19a]  235  ; 

Comm.  d.  2, 1742 
Representation  of  the  People  ( Scotland),  Comm. 

d,  27,  [193]  364  ;  Amendt.  365 ;  Commons 

Amendts.  976 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  RemoTal,  2R. 

[193]  1080,  1089 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on.  [193] 

837 

Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Act  Amend- 
ment, Report.  aM»  el.  [19a]  1630 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland).  Comm.  d,  5,  [193] 238. 
239,  241  ;  Re-comm.  917 

South   Coast   Railways,   Commons    Amendts. 

[193]  1547 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [193]  879 

United  States— The  "  Alabama  "  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  Papers,  [191]  342,  349 


L    INDBX)        OHA       OHA 
-i9»*i93. 

Chihouxob,  The  Lord— eonl. 

University  Elections  (Voting  Papers),  2R.  [193] 

982 
Victoriar— Appropriation  Act.  [191]  1987,  1994, 

2000 
West  Indies.  2R.  [193]  795 

Chakobllob  of  the    EzcHsauEH   (Right 
Hon.  B.  Disraeli).  BuekinghamMrt 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  988,  989 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech.  [190]  72 
British  Museum.  [190]  166 
Compound  Householder.  The.  [190]  730,  796, 

886 
Education.  [190]  741 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practiees  at 


Elections,  LesTC.  [190]  693,  728 

of  the 
690 


RepresentaUon  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 


Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

690  ;  Leave,  842 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  181, 194, 

303 

(see  Disraeli,  Bight  Hon.  B.) 


CHAycBLLOB  of   the    ExCHBaUER    (Right 
Hon.   G.    W.   Hunt),  Norihamptath 

shire,  N, 
Abyssinian  Expedition  —  Expenditure,  [190] 

1684 
Charitable    Institutions  —  Exemption    from 

Rating,  [193]  313 
Coinage— Half-Crowns.  [192]  1850 
Commissions.  Permanent    Expenses  ol^  Res. 

[191]  1294 
Court  of  Chancery— Salaries  and  Expenses, 

[191]  700 
Courts  of  Justice,  New.  [19a]  364 ;  [193]  1665 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections.  C!omm.  d,  5,  [193]  686,  2193. 

2196  ;  d,  6,  [193]  739 ;  d.  8,  746 ;  d.  17, 

1019;  d,  45.  1182.  1183  ;  add,  d.  1452; 

Consid.  1621,  1629, 1634,  1638 
Electric  Telegraphs.  Leare.  [191]  678,  681. 

706 :   [19a]  654.   1231  ;    2R.    1301.    1567. 

1806, 1807, 1809  ;  Nomination  of  Committee, 

Instruction.  1978.  1979.  1980;  [193]  720; 

Comm.  1557,  1585,  1586.  1590;  d,  4. 1598, 

1600 :  d.  15. 1601, 1602,  1603  ;  d,  22, 1604; 

Consid.  1651 
Financial  Statement.  The,  [190]  1892 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland).  2R.  [190]  1227,  1232 
Foreign  Cattle  Market,  [192]  1395 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  [193]  1774.  1775 
Ireland — ^Compulsory  Presentments.  [193]  828 

Railways,  [19J]  1752 ;  [193]  847 
Records,  [193]  717 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  [193]  1200 
Licences.  Res.  [191]  153 
Metropolis — Clerkenwell  Explosion.  [192]  1923 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market.  Comm. 

[193]  1290.  1315.  1317.  1335.  1337;  d,2, 

1532,  1533  ;  d.  3.  1539.  1540,  1541.  1542. 

1672,  1678,  1748.  1756,  1758,  1764.  1766, 

1768.  1769.  1771, 1772. 1773,  1780 
Mortgages.  Taxation  of.  [193]  1944 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House.  [191]  1680 

Diiaolution.  The.  [192]  1129.  1130, 1223 

Public  Petitions  —  Breach  of  Priril^ge, 
[192]  1751 


OHA        OHB 


(SB8SI0N    186  7-8} 

190— r9]<^i93<*-i9a* 


OHB 


CHI 


Cbinokllob  of  the  Ezohiqusb — e<mt, 

Poftpatriok  and  Belfiui,  &o,   Railwaj,  2R. 

[1931781 
PosUl  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2017 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  194 
Post  0£Bce  and  Circular  Delivery  Companj, 

[193]  1922 
Pablio  Accounts,  Res.  [19a]  128 
Public  Health,  ^c. — Department  of,  Res.  [193] 

1195 
Rates,  Collection  and  Payment  of,  [193]  911 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Comm.  el.  8,  [192]  884  ;  cl.  0,  1242,  1248 ; 
Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [193]  919 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 
[192]  1536,  1538  ;  [193]  889  ;  Amendt.  390, 
391 
Stamp  Duty  on   the  Transfer  of   Debenture 

Stock,  [192]  1227 
Supply — British   Embassy  Houses,  [191]  988, 
990,  994,  996 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [190]  1793 ;  [192] 

1010 
Compensation — Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193] 1212 
County  Courts,  [192]  502 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  291 
Government  Prisons,  [192]  1106,  1107 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1002 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  504 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [192]  1174;  Re- 
port, 1605 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Post  Office,  [103]  834 
Prosecutions,  [192]  490,  498 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1011 
Scottish  Universities,  Grants  to,  [192]  1134 
Superannuation,  [igi]  1173 
Supply,  Proceedings  m.  Resolution,  [191]  1029, 

1031,  1464 
Thames   Embankment,  Ao.  Amendment,  2R. 

[192]  1212, 1215 
Valuation  (Ireland),  [192]  2136 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 
1149,   1173,   1190;    Comm.  Res.  1,     1751, 
1770,  1772  ;  Res.  2, 1774 

(see  Hunt,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury) 

Cfharitahle  Imiiiuliom,  Taxation  of 

Question,  Mr.  Baines  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Nov  28,  [190]  331  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4,  [191]  1693  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Baioes ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [193]  313 

Chketham,  Mr.  J.,  Sal/ord 

Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  [192]  1443 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1341 
Turkey  and  Egypt,  Consular  Courts  in,  [193] 

1052 

Chilmsfobd,  Lord  (see  also  Chai^cbllob, 
the  Lord) 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [192] 
89'.',  907  ;  Report,  [193]  984 

Bankmptcy  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  d,  1,  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment,  [193]  1162,  1363 

YOL.  CXCIIL  [mjRD  0EiaEB.]  [mu 


Chslmsvobd,  Lord^'-eont, 

Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [191]  26,  SO^^ 

803 
County  Oourtf  (Admiralty   Jurisdiction).  2R. 

[192J 1554 
Judgments  Extension,  2R.  [193]  367 
Larceny  and  Embezzlement,  2R.  [193]  1364 
Marriage  Laws  Commission,  [193]  1090 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  Res. 

Amendt.  [191]  696 
Religious,  ^.  Buildings  (Sites),  2R.  [192]  235 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  797,  798 

Chich£8T£b,  Earl  of 
PubUc  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1471 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1456^ 

Childbbs,  Mr.  H.  0.  E.,  PonUfraot 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  423  ;— Expendi- 
ture, 1684 
Army^^Questions,  Ac. 

Conveyance  of  Troops— War  Department 

and  India  Office,  [190]  338,  420 
Non-purchase  Corps,  Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [190]  335  ;  [192]  1855 
Retirements  from  the  Royal  Artillery,  Ac. 
[190]  1214 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1269 
Army— Controller  in  Chief,  Res.  [193]  944 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2047 
Army  Estimates  —  Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193] 
1278,  1280 
Land  Forces,  [191]  77,  79  ;  [193]  521 
Surveys,  [193]  962 
Art  Catalogue,  Publication  of  the,  [190]  1219 
Australia — Postal  Communication,  [192]  1472 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  979 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [191]  630 
Commissions,    Permanent  Expenses  of,   Res. 

[191]  1284 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Oomm. 

[192]  170 
Court  of  Chancery  —  Salaries  and  Expenses, 

[191]  700 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2R.  [192]  1524 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  fbr  a  Committee, 

[193]  338 
Diplomatic  Service,  [192]  936,  937 
Election  Petitions   and    Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,  [192]  2181 ;  add,  eh 
[193]  1453  ;  Consid.  1642 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [19a]  1567 ;  2R.   1806 ; 
Nomination  of  Committee,    1980 ;    Comm. 
el.  4,  Amendt.  [193]  1596  ;  cl,  15,  1603 
Fines  and  Fees  (IreUnd),  2R.  [190]  1232 
Oovernment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[192I  1599 
Income  Tax,  Comm.  el,  2,  [190]  521 
Land  Writs  Registration  (SooUand)  Fees,  [191] 

830 ;  Comm.  el,  23,  [192]  1528 
Metropolis— Guardians  of  St.  Luke's  Parish, 
[190I  650 
Hyde  Park—- Ride  in  Rotten  Row,  [193]  372 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Lords  Amendts.  [190]  661 
Middlesex  Registry  Office,  [191]  1146 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1726 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el,  67,  [191]  325 
Navy— Dockyard  Commiatioii,^^\\ti?V^ 

8  y  \«>»^ 


CHI        OHI 


(GlSirBBAL    INDEX) 
190^191— 19a— 193. 
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CHIT 


Childsm,  Mr.  H.  C.  E. — etmt. 

NaTj— Admiralty  Moniei  and  Aeoonnti,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [190]  915 
Navy— DockTardi,  Royal.  Ret.  [190]  SOU 
Nary— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Rei.  ^193]  1138 
NaTy — Wooden   Shipe,   Motion  for  Retami, 

[190] 1958 
NaTy  Efstlmatee,  [191]  147 


Coast  Quard  SerVloe,  [193]  540 
Dockyards  and  Naral  Yards,  [193]  559 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Ao.  [193]  1156 
Medicines,  Ac.  [193]  1155 
Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1038 
NsTsl  Stores,  ^193]  1147 
OiBcers,  Salaries  of,  [193]  587 
Wages,  Amendt  [192]  70,  79,  81,  93 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Dissolution,  The,  [193]  1126,  1129,  1228 
Portpatriek  and  Belfast,  d(c.  Railway,  2R.[i93] 

782 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  468,  471,  472 
Post  Office— Case  of  A.  J.  Dufly,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1298 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [19a]  183 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[19a]  447 
Stamp  Duty  on  the  Transfer  of  Debenture 

Stock,  [193]  1227 
Supply — Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1208 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  989,  991, 

992,  994,  996 
Civil  Serrice  Estimates,  [190]  1798 ;  [193] 

1185 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [193]  1104 
Consular    Establishments    Abroad,    [193] 

2171 
Convict    Establishments   (Colonies),  [193] 

504,  505 
Flax,  CultiTation  of  (Ireland),  [193]  U75 
Gk>Temment    Prisons,  [193]   1105,   1106; 

Report,  1176,  1602,  1609 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1001 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  [191]  1008 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [19^]  1174 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Portpatriek  Railway  Company  Compensa- 
tion, [193]  1211 
Post  Office  Packet  Seryioe,  [193]  845 
Prosecutions,  [193]  495,  496,  499 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1004,  1006 
Scottish  UniTcnities,  Oranto  to,  [193]  1184 
Worka,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  286,  292,  294, 
295 
Supply,  Proceedings  in,  Resolution,  [191]  1080, 

1081 
Valuation  of  Property,  [190]  603 
Ways  and  Means^  Financial  Statement,  [191] 
1182 ;  Comm.  Res.  1,  1767, 1769 

Children,  Ac.  Protection  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Marqueii  Towmhend) 

I  Presented  ;  read  !•  •  Jtme  29         (No.  187) 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  10 

China 
Ambattador  frcm^-^Mr,  BwrUnghame,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sykes  ;  Answer,*  Mr.  E.  0. 
Egerton  Feb  1 7,  [190]  799—  Mr,  J.  Jf  Brawn, 
Question,  Mr.  OsGorne ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
3far  9, 1224 


C%tfia— cont. 

Treaty  0/  Tiet^Uin,  Question,  Mr.  Osbomo ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mao'  6,  [190]  1149 ; 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  Apnl  28,  [191]  1147;  July  SI, 
[193]  1947 

Memorial  respecting — Pari.  P.  [8996] 

ChoUra  in  th$  M^iiUrransmi 
Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jeryoiie ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  April  2,  [191]  708 

Church  of  England 

Church  RaUi  BUU,  Question,  Mr.  Hadfteld ; 

Answer,    I^rd  Stanley  Dee  2,  [190]  506; 

Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 

Hardy  Dee  8, 544 

Cdcnial  Bithope,    Question,   Mr.  Gladstone; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  May  12, 1*193]  111 
Dioeeee  of  Saliihury — Charge  0/  the  Biehop  cf 
Sali^wy,  Petitions  presented  {Lord  Fori' 
man)  Nov  22,  [190]  180 
Feet  on  OrdinatioHi,   Question,  Mr.  Monk  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  27,  [193] 
1822 
Ritual  Commission,  Second  Report 

Pari  P.  [4016] 
Ritual  Commiiium,  BeeommendaHoms  0/  the. 
Question,   Mr.   Monk;    Answer,   Mr.   Ga- 
190]  thome  Hardy  Nov  25, 164 — Second  BepeH^ 
Question,  Obeenrations,  Lord  Taunton  ;  An- 
swer, The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  Jlor  19, 
.     1877 ;  Question,    Mr.  WaldegnTC  -  Lsslie ; 
Answer,   Mr.    Gathome    H^y    Ma^   12, 
193]  112  —  Boyal  Ckmrnistian  —  Legielatwn  on 
the  ReporU,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Shaftea- 
bury;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Halmesbory; 
.    debate  thereon  May  15, 882 
Univer$itiei  and  the  EitaltUihed  Ckurdi,  Po- 
tition   presented  {The  Bithop  of  London) 
Mar  19,  [190]  1872 

See  £itabU$h0d  Church  {IreUmdy^Sauih 
Africa — Cofweemfioii  of  Biehopo 


Church  Bates  Abolition 

{Mr.  Hardeattle,  Mr.  Bainoi,  Mrl  OUpin) 

e.  Orderod ;  read  !••  DeeS  [BiU  21] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  July  21 

Chnrch  Bates  Commutation  Bill 

( J6*.  NowdegaU,  Colonel  Stuart) 

e.  Orderad ;  read  1«  •  JVbv  27  [BiU  10] 

Moved, "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«"  (Mr, 
NewdegaAe)  April  29,  [191]  1585 ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
BiU  withdrawn  •  July  29 

Chnrch  Bates  Begolation  Bill 

{Mr.  Hubbard,  Mr,  Beretford  Hope) 

e.  Ordered  iroaAVDee^  [BUI  22] 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  tmii  2«"  {Sir. 

HMard)  Mar  11,  [190]  1898 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*  uooa 
Wednesday  the  8th  day  of  April  next"  {Mr. 
Bardcattle),  1407;  Question,  «*That  'now,' 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  Mo- 
tion withdrawn ;  2It  deferred 

BiU  withdrawn  •/ifV  29 

(See  Compulsory  Church  Rales  Abolition 
BUI)  4 
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{  SESSION    1867-8} 
190—191 — 192 — 193. 


CLA 


CLE 


Ciroular  Delivery  Company  and  the  Com- 
mmionaires 
Question,   Mr.  Wyld ;    Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  Julif  U,  [193]  1200 

City  of  London  Gas  BiHl'-FerTnerly  > 
Metropolis  Ckts  Bill  f 

{Mr,  Morruon,  Mr,  Loeke,  Mr,  Oorst) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  5  [Bill  491 

MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<'*'  {Mr, 

Morrison)  April  2,  [191]  798;   after  short 

debate,  Bill  read  2° 
Committee*;  Report  i4i>rt7 S  [Bill  85] 

Re-committed  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 

Metropolis  Gas  Bills 
Report  •  May  13  [Bill  1 15  ] 

Committee  {on  re-^omm,)  * — R.T.'May  18 
Committee  (on  re-comm.)  *  ;  Report  May  19 
Considered  *  May  20 
Read  30*  May  21 
I.  Read  !••   {The   Lord   Stanley  of  Alderley) 

May  22  (No.  109) 

Read  2»  •  June  8 

Committee  *  June  25  (No.  168) 

Report  *  June  26 
Read3**/«n«29 
Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  32  Viet,  0.  ozzv.] 

Clancabtt,  Earl  (3f 


EstablUhed  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  230 

t,  el,  14,  [19*] 
412,  416 ;  cL   15,   Amendt.  418 ;  add,   el. 


—'•"""'— ^"—■—  ——————  \--— y»  — 

Regulation  of  Railways,  Report, 


421  ;  3R.  708 

Clanbicabde,  Marquess  of 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railway — Accident  on  the, 

[191] 1879,  1881 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el,  [193]  1362 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Groat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  248, 250 
France— Coasting  Trade  of,  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  980,  981 
Ireland — Quarter  Sessions  Courts,  [190]  1794 
Marriage  Laws  Commission,  [193I  1090 
Nova  Scotia — Motion  for  an   Address,  [193] 

706 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[191]  569;  Res.  693,694 
Parliament  —  Petitions,  Public,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  690 
Railway  Bills— Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1074 
Railways   (IreUnd),  Motion  for  an   Address, 

[190]  1209 
Regulation  of  Railways,  2  R.  [190]  1968;  Comm. 

el.  15,  [192I  9;   d.   19,    Amendt.    12,   13; 

Report,  ada.  d,  i]7 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[193]  800 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,   Comm.  [192] 

1556  ;  3R.  1748 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),   Comm.  el.  5,  [19a] 

237,  239,  242  ;  Re-comm.  916 
South   Eastern  and   London,  Brighton,   and 

South     Coast     Railway     Companies,    2R. 

Amendt.  [19a]  1448,  1462 ;  3R.  [193]  853, 

362 
Tenure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1039,  1108;  2R. 

1432, 1447, 1448 


Clajlendon,  Earl  of 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1162 
EstabUshed  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  [19a]  1741 ; 

2R.  2079 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [19a]  1546 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1468 

Clay,  Mr.  J.,  Kingston-on-Hull 
Gm\e  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1755 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [193]  743 ;  d,  10, 

760;    cl,  45,   1178,   1183;   add.  d.   1454, 

1456 ;  Consid.  1637 
Established    Church    (Ireland),   Comm.    Res. 

[iQi]  1923 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  23, [192]  1529 
Metropohtan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,   Comm. 

[193]  1318 
Parliament— Dissolution  of,  [192]  1081 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  d.  [193] 

1737;  Consid.  1785 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Remoyal,  Comm. 

[192]  1537  ;  [193]  390 
St.  Petersburg,  British  Factory  at,  [193]  1666, 

1824 
Supply — Foreign  Office,  New,  [192]  313 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [19a]  305 
Prosecutions,  [19a]  500 

Clerkenwell  Prison 

Attack  on  the — The  Convict  Barrett,  Question, 
Mr.  Bright;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  25,  [192]  832 

Clerkenwell  Explosion  Compensations,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Neate  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  June  23,  [193I  1923 

Special  Constables,  Motion  for  "  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Special  Constables  who  have  re« 
spectively  enrolled  themselves  in  the  different 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  after  the  explosion 
in  Clerkenwell "  ( The  Lord  Campbell)  Mar  19, 
[190]  1880 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Clerks  of  the  Peace,  ftc.  (Ireland)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  June  25  [Bill  194] 

Read2®»/«/yl 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  2 

Considered  *  July  3 

Read3°»/u/y6 
h  Read  1»  •  ( Jfo  Earl  of  Devon)  July  7  (No.  224) 

Moved,  ''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«" 
July  14,  [193]  1162 ;  after  short  debate. 
Bill  read  2>'  (No.  261) 

Committee  *  July  16 

Report*  July  17 

Read  3»  •  July  23 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  k  32  Vust,  0.  98] 


Clbyelakd,  Dake  of 

East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  861 
London,  Brighton,  Ac.  Railways,  3R.  [193]  862 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[191]  569  ;  Res.  692 
Poor  Relief,  3R.  add,  cl,  [192]  1912 
Railway  Bills— Itiwwjift  ^i  "fijsXwk, '^a'^,  \v^i?i 

1014 


OLE 


COC 


{GBNBRA 
199— 191- 


Clitxlaiid,  Duke  of— -eoM<. 
Regulation  of  lUilwftTi,  Report,  add.  d,  [192] 

419 
Vagranoy— Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 

rMpondence»  [los]  104 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  799 

CuNTON,  Lord  A.  P.,  Newark 
Ireland— State  of.  Motion  for  a  Conmittee, 
Amendt.  [190]  1830 

Cldttoit,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Metropolis— Special  Constables,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  [190]  1883 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1667)  Amendment, 

3R.  [190]  628 
Scotland — County  and  Burgh  Polioe,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [192]  3 
Thames  Embankment,  Ao.  2K.  [192]  1917 
Turnpike  Aots  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  1549 
University  Elections  (Voting  Papers),  9  R.  [193] 

981,  989 

Cltte,  Mr.  G.,  JSerrford  City 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1662 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

762 
Ireland — Irish  Church  Commission,  [190]  1467 ; 

[i?3]  82* 
Med  100- Legal  Inquiries,  [193]  009 

Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2012 

Turnpike  Trusto,  2R.  [192]  1722 

Coal  Fielda  of  Great  Britain 
Question,  Mr.  Henderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome  Hardj  Nov  28,  [190]  382 

Coal  AHneS"-  The  Committee  on 
Question,  Mr.  Greene  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Ayrton  ; 

short  debate  thereon  Mnj/  29,  [192]  1081 
Coal  Mines  RegukUioHt  Question,  Mr.  Neate  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathorue  Hard/  Feb  18,  [190] 

941 

OohUy  Mr.,  Caee  of 
Question,  Mr.  Bi^all ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  AprU  28,  [191]  1467 

CocHBA.N£,  Mr.  A.  D.  E.  W.Baillie,  SoniUm 

Abyssinia — Batta  to  the  Army,  [192]  1766 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  368,  1046 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1248,  1266 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

Hall,  [192]  2168,  2161 
Bstablisbed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  619 
Navy — Greenwich  Hospital,  [192]  719,  1186; 

[193]  1887 
Parliament — Public  Business,  [193]  1421 
Peel  Statue,  The,  [192]  2144 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

[190]  1286;   Comm.  [192]  449;  0^.  3,  486 ; 

el  12, 1006 
«St.  Abbe,"  Surmors  of  the,  [191]  260 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  306 
Turkey — ^Annexation  of  Epirus  and  Thessaly 

to  Greece,  [190]  328 
West  Indies— Hurricane  in  the,  [190]  421 
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CoeiJf,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  F..  EUiare  Op. 

Curragh  of  Kildare,  2R.  [102]  1620 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [191] 

1920;  Comm.  [192]  1196 
Ireland — Alleged   Seditious    Speaking,    [190] 

1681 
Workhouses,  Dietary  in,  [193]  1482 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle   Maiket,  Comm. 

[103]  639 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1074,  1076 


Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1494 
Representation  of  the  People  (treland),  [i 
1904  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  [192]  1908 


90] 


Coinage — Half-  Croums 
Question,  Sir  Frederick   Heygate  ;    Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  22, 

[192J  1849 
Aooount  of,  1868  to  IS^l^Parl,  P.  No.  340) 

C0LCHE8TEB,  Lord 
Boundary,  Report,  [193]  713 
Compulsory  Church  Elates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 
1131 

Cole,  Hon.  J.  Lowry,  Mtntekitten 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el  [193]  1384 

CoT.EBBOOK£,  Sir  T.  E.,  jAinarhehire 
Court  of   Session   (Scotland),    Leave,   [190] 

1090;  2R.  [192]  1690 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  [192] 

1667  ;  Comm.  el  1,  1889 
Governor  General  of  India,  2R.  [192]  1602 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland), 
Leave,  [lOo]  836 
192]  Comm.  e(.  3,  849  ;  el  4,  Amendt.  859,  864, 
.    866 ;  el  6,  Amendt.  866 ;  el  8, 893 ;  d,  9, 977, 
.    978,  979  :  d,  10,  988 ;   d.  12,  1006,  1007  ; 
.     (^.61,1009;  d,  41,  1233;  eOi,  d.  1237; 
.     Schedule  A,  1261, 1264 
Scotland— Judicial  SUtistios,  [190]  988 
Supply — Register  House  (Edinboi^),  Report, 
[192]  1176 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  274 

CoLEBTDGEy  Mr.  J.  D..  Exotor 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [191]  797.  887,  860 
Foreshores  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [190]  419 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  600 
Oxford  and  Cambridge    Universities,  Lsave, 

[190]  926  ;  2R.[I92]  209  ;  [193]  469 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1869 

CoLiJEB,  Sir  B.  P.,  Plymouik 
Army— Conveyance  of  l^oops,  [190]  610 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  483 
Boundary,  Comm.  [i92]'285 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  [192]  424 
Darling.  Sir  C,  [192]  1397 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praetioes  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  707 ;  Comm.  d.  1» 
[192]  662 ;   d.  6,  2192 ;  [193]  728,   733 ; 
cl  6,  748 ;  el  7,  746 ;  el  14,  1001,  1007, 
1014  ;  add.  d,  1386  ;  Consid.  1630 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  1994 
India— Civilian  Judges  (Bombay),  [191]  1460 
Libel,  2R.  [190]  812 ;  [191]  664 ;  Comm.  elS, 
[192]  608, 617 
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CoLLDiB,  Sir  R.  P. — eont. 

Mines   AssessmeDt,    Consid.    Amendt.   [193] 

1220 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1741 
Parliamentarj  Boroughs— Payment  of  Rates, 

[190]  446 
Registration,  Gomm.  add.  el.  [193]  569,  570 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [19a]  382 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  OTers^rs  of  Sun- 
derland, [193]  007 

Colliers  in  the  Wigan  District,  Strike  of 
Question,  Major  Anson ;  Answer,  Sir  James 

Fergusson  JfprtV  24,  [iQi]  1224 
R\Gt9  in  Lancashire  ana  Stafordthire,  Ques- 
tion,  The  Earl  of  Lichfield  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury  April  24,  [191]  1221 

Colliery  Accidents 
Obseryations,  Mr.  Greene  April  28,  [191]  1464 
Moyed,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  Colliery  Aooidenta  "  {Mr.  Oreene) 
May  26,  [19a]  039  ;  afler  short  debate.  House 
oounted  out 

Colliery    Prosecution — Dismissal  of  In- 
spectors*  Summons 
Question,  Mr.  Locke ;   Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  June  15,  [19a]  1558 

Colonial  Governors' FensionB  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr,  Dadson,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

c.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  June  25 

Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  June  26 
Read  1«  •  June  29  [BiU  202] 

Read  2«  •  June  30 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  9 
Read3«»  July  10 

1.  Read  1«*  {The  Duke  of    Buckingham   and 

Chandos)  July  10  (No.  239) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatiyed  July  28 
Reads**  July  29 
Royal  Assent  Vtt/y  31    [31  <b  32  Viei.o.  198] 

Colonial  Shipping  Bill 

{Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  Adderley) 
C.  Resolution  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  reported ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  July  14  [Bill  336] 
Read  2°^  July  U 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 
ReadS^*  July  IS 

2.  Read  1»»   {The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 

Chandot)  July  20  (No.  274) 

Read  2*  •  July  21 
Committee*  July  2S 
Report*  July2i 
Read  3**  JtOy  28 
Royal  Assent  July  31   [31  di  32  Viet,  0.  129] 

C0LON8AT,  Lord 
Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland),  2R.  [190] 
1147 

CoLviLLE,  Lord 

ReguUtion  of  Railways,  Report,  d.  14,  [192] 
413, 415 


Oommeree,  Ckambere  of —  Companies  dot 

1867 
Question,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster;  Answer,  Mr.  S. 
CaTe  Dec  5,  [190]  606 

CommercBt  Tribunals  of 
Question,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  ;  Answer,  Mr.  S. 
Cave  Dee  5,  [190]  605 

Commissionaires,  Corps  of^-'Employmenlt 
in  Civil  Departments 

Question,  Sir  Charles  Russell;   Answer,  Mr. 
Solater-Booth  May  14,  [19a]  246 

Commissions,  Permanent  JSxpenses  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '4n  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  expenses  of  the 
Copyhold,  Inolosure,  and  Tithe  Commission, 
Inolosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  and  Charity 
Commission,  ought  not  to  be  borne  by  the 
public"  {Mr.  Ooldney),  [191]  1280;  aftmr 
debate.  Question,  '*  That  the  words,  &o.;" 
A.  104,  N.  105;  M.  1 ;  Question,  '*That 
those  words  be  there  added;"  A.  106,  N. 
105 ;  M.  1 ;  words  added ;  main  Queition, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Companies  Amendment  Act,  1867 
Question,  Mr.  Grayes ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  Dee  5,  [190]  605 

Compnlsory  Church  Bates  Abolition  BUI 

(Mr,  Oladttone,  Sir  G.  Orey,  Sir  R.  Palmer) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1°  •  Nov  28  [Bill  13] 

190]  Moved,  "That   the  Bill  be  now  read    9^" 
{Mr.  Oladstone)  Feb  19,  957  :    after  long 
debate.  Bill  read  2'* 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  11,  1415     [Bill  59] 
.  Considered  Mar  17,  1830 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  to  vote  upon  any  ques- 
tion as  to  making  any  such  voluntary  rate, 
or"  {Mr.  UenUy) ;  af£er  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  die."  agreed  to 
.  Question,  Mr.  Walpole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 

Mar  20,  1983 
.  Re-comm.  in  respect  of  Amendments  to  be 
proposed  to  Clauses  A  and  C  Mcar  20,  2053 
Report  Mar  20  [Bill  72] 

191]  Question,   Mr.   Newdegat#  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  Mar  23,  39 
.  3R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  23,  101 
.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3®"  {Mr, 
OhdiUme)  Mar  94, 206 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  '*  That  this  House 
do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr.  Newdegate)  put,  and 
negatived  ;  Question  again  proposed 
Moved,  '*  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Mr.  Schreiber) ;  A.  28,  N.  131 ;  M.  103 
After  further  short  debate,  original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  B^ 
I  Read  1*  •  ( 7%<;  Earl  Russell)  Mar  26  (No.  55} 
Moved,    "That    the  Bill  be    now    read  9*'' 
ApHl  23,  1108  ;  after  debate,  BUI  read  3* 

.  Statement  {Earl  RusseU)  April  24, 1217 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 

into  a  Committee  on  the  said  BiU  "  April  30« 

1570 
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CamjmUcry  Chur^  BaUt  Abolition  Bt2I— «ont. 

After  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;   Bill 

referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  May  I,  Committee  nominated  at 
followi : — Ld.  Chanoellor,  L.  Abp.  Tork, 
lid.  Privy  Seal,  D.  Somenei,  D.  Rich- 
mond, D.  Backingham  and  Chandoi,  £. 
Sbaftesburj,  £.  Carnarvon,  E.  Romnej, 
£.  Beanohamp,  C.  Raisell,  E.  Kimberley, 
V.  Hali&x,  L.  Bp.  London,  L.  Bp.  Oxford, 
L.  Bp.  Carlisle,  L.  Delamere,  L.  Stanley  of 
Alderley,  and  L.  Westburj 
Report  of  Select  Committee  June  13 

{Pari,  P,  No.  143) 
Bill  at  amended  (No.  144) 

193]  Mored,  "That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee"  July  3, 594  ;  after 
short  debate,  Committee 
•  Report  July  0,  896  (No.  311 ) 

.  Read  3*  July  IS,  1098 
Moved,  That  the   Bill  do  pass ;    after  short 
debate,  on  Question  ?  resolved  in  the  afllr- 
mative ;  Bill  passed 
c.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  34, 1773 ;  after 
short    debate,   Lords    Amendts.   amed    to 
[Special  Entry] ;  I«ords  Amendts.  (No.  333) 
I.  RoyiU  Assent  July  31    [31  A  33  Vict.  c.  109] 

CoKOLLT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal  Co, 
Ireland— State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1733 
Ministerial    SUtement,  [191]    1713;    Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1717|  1719 

Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees 
Question,  Mr.  Monk;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Apnl  37,  [191]  1333 

Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  Bill  [u.i'O 

( The  Lord  Bithop  of  Oxford^ 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Feb  17  (No.  16) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*"  May  19, 

[193]  507  :  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  3* 
Committee  ;  Report  May  36,897   (No.  134) 
Read3»»  J/ay38 
Commons  Amendts.  (No.  147) 

0.  Read  1»  •  June  4  [BiU  153] 
Read3<>*  /Mne8 

Committee* ;  Report  June  10 

Considered  *  June  1 1 

KfiAdaP^Junel2 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  di  33  Viet,  c.  47] 

Consolidated  Account — Charges  on  the 
Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Sdater-Booth  Mar  9,  [190]  1331 

ConsoUdated  Fund  (£2,000,000)  BiU 

(Jfr.  Dodson,  Mr,  ChanceUor  of  the  Exdiequ^r, 

Mr.  Bunt) 

e.  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Means  [Nov  38] 
ported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»*  Nov  39 
Read  2°  •  Nov  30 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Dec  3 
Read  8«»  Dec  3 

1,  Read  l^^  (The  Earl  of  Derby)  Dee  3 
Read  3«  * ;  Committee  negatived  Dee  5 
Read  3»  •  Dec  G 
Royal  Assent  Dee  7  [31  Fi0t.0. 1] 


CON       CON 


Idated  Fond  (£362,308,  lOe.  9d.) 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  ChameeUor  of  the  Exdkequer^ 

Mr.  Sclater^Booth) 

e.  Resolation  in  Ways  and  Means  [Mar  17]  re- 
ported ;  BiU  ordered ;  read  1**  *  Mar  18 

Reads**  Mar  19 

Committee*;  Report  JUar  30 

Read3<»*  Mar2S 
I.  Read  l^^{The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  24 

Read  3*  •  ifor  36 

Coounittoe*;  Report  Jfor  37 

Read3>^*irar38 

Royal  Assent  Mar  80  [31  VieL  e.  10] 

Consolidated  Fond  (£6,000,000)  Bm 

(Air.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Emt^equer^ 

Mr^  Selater^Booth 

e,  Resolntion  in  Ways  and  Means  [Mar  33]  re- 
ported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1«*  Mar  34 

Read  3*  •  Mar  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  36 

Read3«*ifor37 
/.  Read  I*  •  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  30 

Read  3** ;  Committee  negatived  Mar  81 

Read  3«  •  JjirU  3 

Royal  AiM»nt  April  3  [31  Viet.  0.  13] 


Coniolidated  Fond  (£17,000,000)  BiU 

{Mr,  Dodson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  EMhequer^ 

Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

c.  Resolation  in  Ways  and  Means  [May  15] 
ported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1«*  May  18 

Read3«*  Jfay  19 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  30 

Read3«*ifay  31 
I.  Read  \^*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  33 

Read  3*  * ;  Committee  negatived  May  25 

Read3**  J/ay  36 

Royal  Assent  May  39  [31  Vict.  0. 16] 


Consolidated  Fond  (Appropriation)  Bill 

(Mr,  Dodson,  Mr.  ChmceUor  of  the  Saeheguer, 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1^*  July  17 

Read3»*/u/yl8 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  30 

Read  30*  July  21 
I.  Readl^*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  21 

Read  3«  •  Ju/y  33 

Committee* :  Report  July  34 

Read  3'  •  July  38 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  di  33  Via,  0. 85] 


Comralar  Karriages  BiU 

{Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathome  Bardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  »  June  34  [BiU  188] 

Read  3«  *  June  35 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  36 

Considered  *  June  39 

Read  3^*  June  SO 
I.  Read  !*•  (The Lord  CUnton)  July  2 

Read  3*  •  July  9  (No.  198) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  10 

Read3«*/u/y  14 

Royal  AsM&t  July  16    [31  A  33  Viol,  c,  61J 


CON        COR         [  S  S  8  S  I  0 
190-191- 

Contagiaui  Diteaui  Act,  1866 

190]  QueitioD,  Lord  Euatua  CeoU  ;  Aniirer,  Sir 

JahD  Pakington  Feb  IT,  797  ;  QiiMtion,  Mr. 

Waldegrais-Leilie ;    Aniwar,   Lord     Robert 

,      Montagu   Mar    10,   1286;    Quealion,    Major 

DickioD  1  ADiwsr,  Sir  J.  Pakiuglon  Mar  17, 

.     1S13 ;    QaeitioD,   Sir  J.   CUrke  Jerroite ; 

Aoswar,    Lord   Robert    Montagu  Mar  IS, 

,     1689  :  QaestiOD,  Viwount  LlITord  ;  Anawer, 

Tho    Uuke   or  Marlborough;    abort   debate 

I9l]therean  ifnt/   IS,    32i ;    Qaeation,    Sir   J. 

Clarke    JerroiM;    Aaiwer,    Mr.   Gatboros 

.     HardjMiy  18,139 

MoTed,  "TbataSeleot  Committee  be  appointed 

to  considitr  tbe  Contagioas  Dueuet  A  at, 

1866;"  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  00   May    le.  Committee    Qominalvd    aa 

folioiTS :— D.   Somenet,  D.  CleTelaad,   E, 

DoTon,  E.  Do  Grsf,  V.  Lifford,  V,  Templs- 

l««D,  L.  Silcheater,   L.  CUndeboje,  and  L. 

Penrbjpn 

Report  of  Select  CoititDittee  Jfiiy  33 

{Pari.  P.  »o.  n») 

ContBgions  Diseaaes  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(5tr  John  PaMngUm,  Lord  Btary  Lfimtx) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  ■  Jme  3S  [BiU  193] 

Read  2°  •  June  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jidy  6 

Read  3"  •  Jtdy  7 
I.  Read  V{TU  Earl  of  Lmgford)  My  B 

Read  2- *  July  IS  (No.  239) 

Committee'  ;  Report /u/y  IT 

Read  3>  ■  July  30 

RtyjtX  ABHut  Jidy  31     [31  A  33  Ftff.  o.  80] 

Contagioiu  Diieasea  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [hl] 

(7%«  Marqueti  Totatuhend) 
I.  FrenDted ;  read  I"  Jtme  39         (No.  ISS) 
Bill  withdrawn  ■  July  10 

Coolie  Emigration 
Qaeation,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forater  ;   Anawer,  Lord 
Staule;  June  26,  [191]  3133 

Cork,  Earl  of 

E*UbU)bed  Church  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  68 
Sea  Fiiberiea,  3R.  [191]  166 

Coronation  Oath 

Mored,  That  an  hanble  Addreaa  be  praiented 

to  Her  Majeatj  for  a  Copj  of  tbe  Oatb  taken 

bj  Eler  M^eit;  at  Her  Coronation :  Agreed 

Ui{TheLi>TdIUdaddU)Jvlt,\l,[iqi\\lia 

Copiea  of— <i*aH.  P.  181,  191.1) 

Corpantioii  of  London  Bill 

(Mr,  mU,  Mr.  ThomoM  Bughei,  Mr.  Tattdine, 
Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Layard) 
€.  Ordered  •  May  5 

Read  1°*  and  referred  to  tbe  Eiamtnen  of 
retition*  for  PriTate  BilJi  [Bill  IDS] 


N    1  867-8  1        OCR        COT 
-191- 193- 

I  Ojbbahcb,  Vt.  F.  B.,  Suffiilk,  S. 
Addrcei  in  Anawer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  91 


Eleetiooa,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  \Hb,  1119  ' 

Coaaid.  1633;  3 R.  1730 
Irelaod— State  oF,  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190]  U77 
Local  Cbargea  on  Real  Propert;,  Reg.  [191] 

Looal  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  fiQil 
1183,  1198  "■ 

*  Hatropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[■933  611 

Miaei   Aneument,  3R.  [191]  18T0;    Comm. 
el.  1,  [193]  660 

Regiitration,  Comm.  el.  6,  [193]  S6S 

Turnpike  Truati,  3R.  [i9)J  1T18 


CoKBT,  Bight  Hon.  H.  T.  L.  (Firrt  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty),  Tyrone  Co. 
Abjulnian   Expedition — Retnm  of  Mercbant 

Sbipi,  [190]  ISO 
Admiralty  Moniea  and  Aeoounti,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [190]  903,  907,  938 
Armr — ConTefanee  of  Troopi — War  Oepart- 

maot  and  India  Office,  [190]  3ST 
India — Telegraphic  Communication,  [191]  11B9 
Maguire,  CouTict,  Caae  of,  [190]  107 
Marine  Mutinr,  aR.  [191]  99 
NaTf — Queitiona,  he. 

Dookfardi,  Iron  Ballast  in,  [190]  1330 

F.  G.  Captain)'  ReaerTed  Liat,  [191I  1333 

Flogging  on  hoard  the  "  FaTonrite,"  [i9l]8T 

"Glatton"iind"Hotapur."The,  [i9i]6«S 

Greenwich  Ho»pi»l,  [191]  1181,  118C 

IroE-ohid  Fleet,  [191J  33 

NsTal  Chap1aina,[i9o]SSe 

NaTal  Commiaaiona,  [190]  1680 

Nanl  OoorM  Martial,  [190]  1333 

Retired  Offlcera,  [igi]  1S98 

Sheathing   Iron    Venela    (Captain   Ronx), 

[190]  330 
Training  Ship  "  Cbiobeater,"  [190]  313 
Ifarr— Itorat  Dockjarda,  Re*.  [190]  3086 
MaT7 — W«>den    Sbipa,   Motion    for   Retomi, 

[190]  1038 
NaTy  Eatimatei — Men  and  Bojt,  U«i[  1038, 
1939 
Wagaa.  [iqi]  10,  81,  Tfl,  70,  87 
Poatal— Balllai,  Bermuda,   and   St.   Tbomaa 

Maila,Rea.[[9ole31 
Waft  and  Heani,  Comm.  Rea.  1,  [191]  1700, 
1T63 


Cotton  BtatlsticB  Bill 

(Jfr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Milnfr  Qihion,  Mr.  BorffiUl, 

Mr.  Watiin,  Mr.  CheeUiam) 
i.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  April  ST  [Bill  98] 

Read  SSBller  abort  debate  May  6,  [191]  1871 
Committee*;  Report  Jfiiy  18 
Conaiderad*  May  18 
Read  3°*  Mav  18 
I.  Ke»i  1^' (Tie MarqueMo/Saliebiiry)  May  It 
MoTcd,    "That    tbe  Bill   be    now  read   3*" 

ifay  23,[i9j]T09 
After  ihort    debate,    Amendt.  to   lea«e    out 
("  now ")and  iiuert  ("  tbia De-i  Su.lA«sB!toi'\ 


cot       CO0 


(OBKBftAL    INDBX) 


COU       OOtJ 


Cctum  SioHiHdi  JOt-^ont. 

On  Quwtlon,  That  (««noir'*)  *o.;  Gonl.  19, 
Not-Cont.  6 ;  M.  7 ;  List  of  Cent,  and  Not- 
Oont.  710 ;  Bill  read  9*  (No.  lOf) 

Oommittee  JUby  26,  916  (No.  126) 

Report*  May  28  (No.  138) 

Read  8**  JuneS 

Royal  Auent  June  25       [81  di  82  FtlM.  e.  99] 

County  and  Burgh  Police  [Scotland) 
Moved,  '*  That  a  Seleot  (Committee  be  aopointed 

to  inquire  into  the  C^antj  and  Bargh  Polioo 

Syitems  of  Sootland'*  {l%e  Earl  of  Minto) 

May  11,  [19a]  1 ;  after  abort  debate,  Motion 

agreed  to 
And,  on  May  18,  Committee  nominated  aa 

foUowi:  —  £.  Donoatter,    £.    Morton,    E. 

Lauderdale,    E.    Airlie,    E.    Strange,    E. 

Minto,    E.    Morlej,    E.    Camperdown,   E. 

Innet,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Elphinttone,L.  Panmnre, 

L.  Ozenfoord,  L.  Lyyeden,  L.  Penrbjn,  and 

L.  Coloniaj 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  May  22 

(Par/.  P.  No.  112) 

Caun^  court.  (AdmirltTJ^i-dictian) 

{Mr.  Norwood,  Mr,  Htadlam,  Mr,  Candliih) 

0.  (Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  Nov  26,  [190]  176 

Ordered ;  read  1»  ^ jPei  18  [BUI  33] 

Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  V  {jfr, 
Norwood)  Mar  17, 1828  ;  after  short  debate, 
Bill  read  2« 

Committee* ;  Report  April  24 

Order  for  Committee  (on  r^comm,)  read; 
Moved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair"  ifoy  12, [19a]  161 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '^That,"  and  add 
**  this  HoQse  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr, 
Oorst^ ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  <'  That 
the  words,  dio  ;  "  put,  and  agreed  to ;  main 
(Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  AoJ*  agreed  to 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  12         [Bill  04] 

Considered*  May  19 

Read  8<»  *  May  20 

1.  Read  l^^  {The  Earl  Granville)  May  22 
Mored,   "That   the   BiU   be   now  read  2»" 

June  16,  1563;    after  short   debate.    Bill 
read  2«  (No.  108) 

Committee  *  July  6 

Report  •/uZv  7  (Ko.  219) 

Read  8**/tUy9 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  di  32  Vict.  0.  71] 

County  Fixiancial  Boards  (No.  1)  BiU 

{Sir  William  GaUwey,  Mr,  Hartley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  Mar  6,  [190]  1206  [Bill  61] 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  1 

County  Financial  Boards  (No.  3)  BiU 

(16-.  Wyld,  Mr,  UodgUneon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  6  [BiU  621 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* ''  {Mr, 

Wyld)  April  29,  [191]  1642 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That/'  and  add  **  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  present  mode  of  oonduoting  the  Financial 
Arrangements  of  the  Counties  in  England 
and  Wales,  and  whether  any  alteration  ought 


County  FinanMl  Bomrie  {No.  2)  J^tg    emt. 

to  be  made  either  in  the  persons  by  whom 
or  the  manner  in  which  such  arranrementa 
are  now  conducted  "  ( The  Judge  Advocate^ 
1668;  after  short  debate.  Question,  "That 
the  words,  4e. ;  **  A.  46,  N.  164;  M.  108; 
words  added 

Question,  Sir  William  Gallwey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Ghithome  Hardy  May  4,  [191]  1694 

And,  on  May  11,  Committee  nominated  aa 
follows :  — Colonel  Wilson  Patten  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Bruce,  Lord  Edward  Cavendiab, 
Mr.  Clive,  Mr.  Dent,  Admiral  Dnnoombo, 
Sir  William  Gallwey,  Mr.  Heneage,  Lord 
Uenley»  Mr.  Henniker- Major,  Mr.  Hibbert^ 
Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Mr.  Kavanagfa,  Mr. 
Kendal!,  Mr.  Neville-OrenTiUe,  Mr.  Read. 
Mr.  Soourfleld,  and  Mr.  Wyld 

Report  <xf  Seleot  Committee  July  13 

(Pari.  P.  No.  421) 

County  Oeneral  Assessment  (Scotland) 

Bill  ( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Jcanee  Fergueeon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  rmd  1«  •  AprU  2  [Bill  84] 

Read  2»  •  May  29 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  16       [BiU  172] 

Re-oonun  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3«  *  June  29 
/.  Read  l^^*  {TheljordCUnton)  June 30  (No.  190) 

Read2**  July  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read  3**  July  9 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet.  0. 82] 

Court  of  Appeal  Chaneery  (Despatch  of 
Business)  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  St.  Leonardt) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  Feb  24, 
[190]  1038  (No.  20) 

Read2**  Jfar6 
Committee  * :  Report  Mat  10 
Read3>*  ifor  12 

0.  Read  1«*  Mar  18  [Bill  68] 
Read  2<»*  if  or  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  24 
Reads***  ifor 26 

1,  Royal  Assent  Mar  80  [81  VteL  o.  12] 

Court  of  Chaneery  and  County  Court* 
Question,  Mr.  Hardoastle ;   Answer,  The  At* 
tomey  Qeneral  July  24,  [193]  1711 

Court  of   Chaneery^Salariee   and    &- 
pensoi 
Question,  Mr.  Childen ;    Answer,  The  CHian- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  April  2,  [191]  700 

Conrt  of  Justiciary  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy,  Mr.  Attorney  General) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (TAtf  Lord  Advocate)  FA  %i, 
[190]  1094 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  !•  [Bill  46] 
Read2«*  June\2 

Ck>mmittee* :  Report  June  16       [BUI  174] 
Committee  *  {on  re^comm,) ;  Report  July  6 
Considered*  July  7 
Read  3**  July  8 


oou      oou 


{SBSSIOK   1867-8} 

190— If  I— ifa— 193. 


OOU 


OOW 


Court  ofJtuHciary  {Scotland)  BiU'^oni, 

I  Read  !••  {The  Lord  Chaneeilar)  July  9 
MoTed,    <<That  the  Bill    be  now  read    2*" 
July  U,  [193I 1163  ;  Bill  read  2*  (No.  232) 
Committee*  July  16 
Report  •  July  17 
Bead  3*  *  July  20 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  h  32  VxcU  0.  93] 

Court  of  Session  (ScoUaad)  Bill 

( Th$  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oaihome 

Hardy,  Mr.  Attorney  General) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  ( T?ie  Lord  Advocate)  Feb  24, 


[190]  1081 
ill  ord 


Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1«   [Bill  46] 
Moved,   <<  That  the    Bill    be    now    road   2°" 

June  12,  [192]  1516 ;    after  short  debate, 

BUI  read  2^ 
Committee* ;  Report  June  13        [Bill  173] 
Committee  *  (ofi  re-comm.) ;  Report  Julv  7 
Committee*  (on  re-comm,);  Report  July  10 
Read  3"  •  July  13  [Bill  214] 

I  Read  1»  •  ( 7%<?  Lord  Chancellor)  July  13 
Read  2**  July  16  (No.  246) 

Committee  *  July  20 

Report  •  July  21  (No.  276) 

Read3«*  July  23 
Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  &  32  Vict,  0. 100] 

Court  of  Session  (Scotland)  ^Salaries'] 
0.  Resolution  in  Committee  June  30 
Resolntion  reported  July  1 


Courts  of  ChaacerY  and  Exchequer  (Ire- 
land) Fee  Funds  Bill      {Mr.  Sckuer^ 

Booth,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Etuhequer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"  •  May  28  [BUI  146] 

Read2o*/t«n<!8 

Committee  • — r.p.  June  11 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  12 

Considered  *  June  18 

Read  3«  *  June  22 
/.  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Clinton)  June  23  (No.  171) 

Read  2»*  July  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Bead  d«  *  July  23 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  h  32  Viet,  0.  88] 


Courts  of  Justice,  The  New 

190]  Question,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Nov  29,  417;  Questions,  Mr. 
Bentinck,    Sir   George  Bowyer  ;    Answers, 

.  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  14,  732  ;  Observations, 
Lord  Denman  ;     Reply,  The  Lord   Chan- 

19a]  cellor  May  12,  106  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Aldernuin  Lawrence ;  short  debate  thereon 
May  14,  287  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Denman  ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
short  debate  thereon  May  16, 362  ;  Question, 
Mr.     Pease;     Answer,    Mr.    Sclater-Booth 

.  May  21,  663;  Observations,  Mr.  BaiUie 
Cochrane;  Reply,  Mr.  Cowper;  short  de- 
bate thereon  May  29,  1046 

'93]  Appointment  of  Architects,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  JuTie  29,  To  leave  out  from 
"That,"  and  add  *'a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  Uie  recent  appoint- 

TOIf  GZCIU.  [zHZBD  sjEBOto.]  [c(n4. 


Courts  of  Justice,  The  A<fu^— oont. 

ment  of  Architects  for  the  New  Public 
BoildingB  in  the  Metropolis  "  (Mr,  Ooldsmid), 
324  ;  after  debate.  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  &o, ; "  A.  90,  N.  46  ;  M.  46 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  July  16, 1281 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ;  Answer,  The  Chan« 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  23,  1666  ; 
Question,  Lord  Denman  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  A^y  30,  1934 

92]  National  Gallery,  Question,  Viscount 
Hardinge ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury 
May  12,  93 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Goldsmid,  Mr. 
Bouverie  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
June  11,  1396;  Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave- 
Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  16, 
1663 ;  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  short  debate 
thereon  June  19,  1834  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Bentinck,  Mr.  Layard,  Mr.  M.  Chambers; 
Answers,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth^  Lord  John 
Manners  June  26,  2130 

Pari.  Papers- 
Papers    No.  339 

Memorial  relating  to      .    •     .  No.  381 


Conrts  of  Law  (Scotland)  [Fees,  Ac]  Bill 

(36*.  Dodson,  The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  Oraham 

Montgomery) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  3^  28 

Resolution  reported ;  Bill  ordered  *  May  29 

Read  l^*  June  8  [BUI  168] 

Read  20* /utM  16 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  25 

Read3^*/un«29 
L  Read  1» •  (The  Lord  Clinton)  June  30 

Read  2*  •  July  6  (No.  189) 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  7 

Read  3*  *  July  9 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  <b  32  Viet.  0.  66] 

Coventry  Election  Petition 
On  Mar  10,  Committee  nominated  on  Petition 
presented  July  31,  1867,  as  follows  : — 
Sir  Philip  Grey  Egerton  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Gorrance,  Mr.  Greenall,  Mr.  Hodgson,  and 
Mr.  Pollard- Urquhart 
House  informed,  that  the  Committee  had  deter- 
mined. That  Henry  Mather  Jackson,  esquire, 
is  not  duly  elected  a  Citizen  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  City  of  Coventry. 
That  the  last  Election  for  the  said  City  is  a 
void  Election.  And  the  said  Determina- 
tions were  ordered  to  be  entered  in  the 
Journals  of  this  House.  House  further  in- 
formed that  the  Committee  had  agreed  to 
certain  Resolutions  Mar  16,  [191]  1679 
Minutes  of  Efidence— (Par/.  P,  No.  166) 


CowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NeweastU'Upon'Tyne 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1340, 1341 ; 
cl,  3,  1770,  1778 

CowpEE,  Earl 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Houte.  Ba%«^s^ 
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CowpM,  ■Right  Hon.  W.  F.,  Etrtford 
CatTf  ot  3a»%\ot,  New,  [tgj]  3(17.  1049 
Eitabliihed  Cbaroh  (Iralaod],  Oomm.  Rm.  I, 

C191] 1801 
London  Cail   and  Wine  Dntiai  OoDtina>DO«, 

Comm.«i.a,[i9i]20a 
Ustropolii— BarllnfrtaDHoDie,[i9i]401 

Qjda  Park— Ride  in RottBnRoir,[t93] 371 
Pu'liament,  llouaei  of— Frateoei,  [193]  813 
Induralian  oF  DeoBfing  Stona,  [193]  llOS 
Supply— BnrlingUiTi  Hodh,  [19]]  39S 
Publia  Offioei  Sit«.  [191]  391 
nniTonity  of  London  Bnildingl,  [191]  39S 

Ckahbobss,    Bight   Hon.  ViBcoant,  (See 
also  Sausbitst,  Marquees  of]  Stam- 
ford 
Compalior;  Cburoh  Rats ■  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

DOS 
Eut   India,  Troopi  and   Veueli  [Abruiniao 

Expedilion;).  Rei.  [190]  366,  iOi 
Etfotion  Pocitioni  and   Corrupt  Praotloei   at 

Eleoliona,  Leave.  [190]  Til 
E«Ubliih«d  Charob    (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

033, TOS 
India— Sicdh  Railwar,  [190]  1981 

STitemi  of  GoTernment,  [191]  434 
FarlUmtnt  —  Houw  of  Commoni'   Arrang*- 

menti,  Motion  (or  a  Committee,  [190]  984 
Fartiament  —  Prirate   Bill   Legiatatlon,   Rei. 

[190] ISOl 
Tanered-i  Chftritr,  3R.  [191]  230,  331 

Cranwoeth,  Lord 
Bankropto;  Act  Amendment,  3R.  [193]  BOO  ; 

Comm.  1160:  cl.  1, 1163,  1364 
Bankrupter  Aoti  Repeal,  Comm.  [191]  1318 
Bnriali{  Ireland),  Report,  <{.  4,  [i9J]14T4 
Capital  PunlibmeDt  within  Priaons,  3R.  [191] 
1879 


Cbiuvdkd,  Mr.  E.  K.  J.,  Ayr,  Sfo. 
BoDodariei  of  Borouihi,  Comm.  [191]  1011 
Oanongato  Anouitf  Tax,  3R.  [191]  1ID6 
Court  of  Seiaion  {Scotland),  3Et.  [191]  1034 
Eleotion  Petilioni  and   Cormpt   Praotfcei  at 
Eleotiona,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjoarnment, 


lb  ridge  Regi»- 
tration,  C190]  1076 
Land   Writ!   Regiatration  (Sootland),   Comm. 

a.  l,fi9«]lS36 
Llbal.  Comm.  tl.  1,  [191]  6Q«,  607  ;  et.  8,  SIT 
Publloatloni,  RFgiatration  of,rt9«]  IfilB 
Repreaeniation  oftbs  People  (SootliDd).  Leare, 
[190]  846 :  3R.  1S63  ;  [191]  839,  300S 
191]  Comm.  el.    3,   Amendt.   840,  641;   el.   4, 
Amendt.  8S4,  806;  el.   5,  867:  cl.  9,  081  ; 
tl.  10,  983,  083  :  Amendt.  OSS,  991  ;  d.  II, 
606:    ci.    19,  1008  :    el.    16,   Amendt.  ib.  ; 
el.  6,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  lOlO;  f(.  41, 
1334;   add.    cl.   1339,    1336,    1337,    1346: 
.     SohsduteA,13fiS:  Conaid.  iuJ<'.eM416,  1446 
Sootland — Education,  [190]  1091 
Sea  Fiaheriei,  Lorda  Amandta.  [191]  1863 
Supplj — Rtgiatar  Iluuae  (Edinburgh),  Report, 
['9"] 1176 
UniTenU;  of  GU«gQw,\.v^tVU3 


loe 

Artiiani'  ani 
Sohedole,  [ 
Election  Pet 
Eleotioni,  1 
Eleetrie  Telei 
India  ~Fi  nan 
India  — Telaj 

Inland  BftTen 

LoodoQ  Coal 

[190337 

Metropolitan 

Preamble, 
for  Adjoun 
Metropolitan 
Miniitarial  SI 
Poilal  — EaiL 
Poalal  Serrio 
Sugar,  ReBni 
Supply— Poal 


Criminal  Lm 

Baa.  Jami, 

Lnik ;  Ant 

ti93] 1713 

Ca*at,  Mr., 
MUI ;  Ao«1 
[193]  1838 

CJerienuwU 

tlon,  Mr.  : 

of  tbe  Eiol 

(See;! 

C\ark«taiitli  . 
Queation. 
Hanlj  Ayi 
Bright  ; 
May  36,  [1 

(ToUio^A  Fit 
Mr.  M'Cu: 
Uardr  /uZi 

CommAioZf 
Anitmthei 
Juno  30,  [1 

DeviMti  Oail 
Mr.  Gathoi 

Faatientanhi 
Mr.  Efkj 
AprU  38.  [ 
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Mar  13,  [i< 
Ltominiltr  J 

Tajilor  :    . 

/una  30,  [1 
MiUlarf  Pri 
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CUS        DEO 


Criminai  Xati;— oont. 

Milktry  The  Convict  ( Victoria),  Qaestion,  Mr. 

Hurst;    Answer,   Mr.    Adderley  April  80, 

[191]  1576 
Portland  Convict  Prison,  Question,   Captain 

Vivian  ;      Answer,    Mr.    Gathome    Hardj 

Nov  26,  [190]  179 
Roman    Catholic   Prisonert  —  TothiU  Fields 

Bouse  of  Correction,  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Ma- 

guire  Dec  3,  [190]  547  ;  short  debate  thereon 
Sentences,  Remission  0/— -See  that  title 
(See  Ireland) 

CaossLEY,  Sir  F.,  Yorkshire,  W.E. — li. 
Boundary,  Gomm.  [193]  278  ;  Preamble,  1280  ; 
Schedule,  1443 

CnrraghofEildareBill   (The Earl o/Mdj/o, 

Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  21  rBill  184] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  {The 
Earl  of  Mayo)  June  IB,  [193]  1620 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned "  {Lord  Otho FitzOeraid) ; 
Motion  withdrawn 

Bill  read  2*',  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  House  and  Five  bj  the  Com« 
mittee  of  Selection 

Committee  nominated  as  follows : — The  Earl  of 
Mayo  (Chairman),  Sir  Robert  Anstruther, 
Mr.  W.  Cogan,  General  Dunne,  Lord  Otho 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  Sir 
John  Neeld,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Lord 
Proby,  Mr.  Stopford,  Colonel  Stuart  (Car- 
diff), and  Mr.  Sturt  (Dorset) 

Report  of  Select  Committee  June  25  [Bill  102] 

Committee  ^  {on  re^omm.) ;  Report  June  20 

Read  8»  •  June  30 
I.  Read  l^^  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  2 

Read  2**/tt/y0  (No.  105) 

Report  •/u/y  10 

Committee** ;  Report  July  18 

Read  3^  *  July  14 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  A  82  Vict,  0.  60] 

Customs 

Appointments  in  the  Customs,  ^c,  Question, 

Mr.  A.  Russell  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathome 

Hardy  July  16,  [193]  1286 
Qerks  in  the  Customs  Department,  Question, 

Mr.  0'  Beirne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater> Booth 

/un0  20,  [193]  308 
Coble,  J/r.,  Case  of,  Question,  Mr.  Bagnall ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  April  28,  [191] 

1457 
Customs    Ofieers,    Orievanees   qf~^Report  of 

Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Graves ;  Answer, 

Mr.   Solater-Booth  April  28,  [191]  1455  ; 

J«/y  18,[i93]1426 
Examining    C^ficers,    Question,    Mr.  Butler ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25,  [193] 

2135 
Extra  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  22,  ^192] 

718 ;    Observations,   Mr.    H.   B.  Sheridan ; 

Reply,   Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July   17,    [193] 

1407 
Outdoor  Ofiieers  of,  Question,  Mr.  Locke ;  An- 
•     swer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  May  10,  [193]  518 
(See  Ireland) 


CnstomB  and  Income  Tax  Bill 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
c.  Ordered  •  May  6 

Read  10  •  Jlfay  8  [Bill  108] 

Read  2o*  May  U 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  18 

Read8*>*  May  14 
I  Read  1»»  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  15 

Read  2*** ;  Committee  negatived  May  18 

Read  8«*  May  10  (No.  100) 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [81  Vict.  0.  28] 

Dalolish,  Mr.  E.,  Glasgow 

Navy^Royal  Dockyards,  Kes.[i9o]  2044 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  3,  [192]  480,  518  :  cl.  5,  857  ;  cl,  8,  888. 

804:  cl,  0,   068,  078;  Schedule  A,   1252; 

Consid.  add,  el.  1446 
Supply — University  of  Glasgow,  [193]  401 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1766 

Dalhottsie,  Earl  of 

Scotland— County  and  Burgh  Police,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [193]  8 

Danube  Works  Loan  Bill 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  SclaJter»Booth) 

0.  Resolution  in  Committee  July  0 
Resolution  reported ;   Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  * 

/tttylO  [BUI  227] 

Read  2«  •  July  13 
Committee** ;  Report  July  17 
Read  8°  •  /ti/y  18 

1.  Read  1*  •  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  20 
Read  2*  •  July  27  ( No.  272) 
Committee  *  :  Report  July  28 

Read  8***  /M/y20 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  ds  32  Vict.  0.  126] 

Dayenpobt-Bsomlet  Me  Bboxley 
Dawson,  Mr.  E.  Peel,  Londonderry  Co. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  605 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  217 
Ireland — Small  Debts  Recovery,  [190]  1670 
Representation  of  the   People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]  1052  ;  Comm.  cl.  18,  [193]  1505 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [193] 

2167 

Deal  Boatmen — Charges  by  the 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk ;   Answer,  Mr 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  5,  [190]  1115 

De  Gret  and  Ripon,  Earl 

Army  Chaplains,  2R.  [193]  1200  ;  Comm.  1467 
Army — Questions,  dso. 

Organisation  of  the  Reserved  Forces,  [193] 

1857 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  006 
War  Office — Department  of  Control,  [193] 
1238 
Explosive  Materials  in  War,  [193]  1664 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  687 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse,  Report, 

[191]  567 
Public   Schools,  Comm.  cl.  18,  [193]  1656  ; 

Report,  1704 
Ritual,  Report  of  the  Commission  on,  [193I 

338,340 


DBG        DEB       (GENERA 

190— 191- 

Db  Qhbt,  Hon.  T.,  Norfolk,  W. 

MetropolitAn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1840  ;  W.  3, 1767 

De  La  Pokb,  Mr.  E.,  Water/ord  Co. 
Inland— State  of,   Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[190]  1730 

DncBTOH,  Earl  of 
AbjHinUn  Expedition,  Ree.  [190]  500 
Crete — Iniurreotion  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  818 
Masallan— Blockade  of,  [193]  18A9, 1801 

Djenisok,  Bight  Hon.  J.  E.,  9H  Spsaxib, 
The 

DsmiAK,  Lord 
Compaliory  Choroh  Bates  Abolition,  Report, 

<<.  7,  [193]  898 
Courts  of  Jastioe,  New,  [192]  106  ;  [193]  1984, 

1985 
Pnblio  Schools,  Report,  [193]  1709 
Registration  (Ireland),  8R.  [193]  1900 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  42,  [193]  865 
Uniformitx  of  Pnblic  Worship,  3R.  [193]  896 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  799 

DiancAN,  Hon.  G.,  Tiverton 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,   Comm. 

c/.  8,  [191]  1057;  el,  4,  1061 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  862 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  1,  [193]  657;  Motion 

lor  Adjournment,  658,  607,  680,  682  ;  d.  5, 

2178,  2192,  2198;  cL  7,  [193 J  745  ;  d,  10, 

750 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1496 
Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  956 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1872 
Mines   Assessment,  3R.  [191]    1868 ;  Consid. 

[193]  1228 
Public  Schools,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1907 
Registration,  2R.  [193]  1616 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  OTorseers  of  San- 

derland,  [193]  908 
Supply — ^Burlington  House,  [193]  899 

Dent,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Scarlorough 

Compulsory   Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

d.  5,  [1903  1428,  1424 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[1933  152;  Preamble,  1518 
Supply — Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  272 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [1913281 

DxBBT,  t    Earl    of   (First    Lord  of    the 
Treasury) 
Abyssinia— Expedition  to.  Res.  [1903  578,  594 
Papers,  [1903  15^  157 
t  Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  490 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  85,  42, 
47 


t  Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [1933  509 

t  Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [1933 


L    INDBX)        AER       DIL 

-i9»— T93< 

Dbbbt,  Earl  ot—cont, 

f  Compulsory  Chureh  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 
1124 ;  Comm.  [193]  600, 602  ;  8R.  1098 
Crete— Insurrection  in,  [190]  814 
fEstabliihed  Church   (Ireland)— The   Resola- 

tions,  [1911  1808.  1425.  1484,  1487, 1446 
f  EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [1933  2091, 
2106,  2116 ;  [193]  177. 295,  296 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [1903  598 
Ireland — Processions,  Address  for  Papers,  [190] 

581 
ItaJy-^The  Roman  Question,  [1903  600,  601 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment^ 
Report,  add.  d,  [1903  575,  578 
f  Ministerial    Explanaiion  —  Pnblio    Bnaineaiv 
[193]  584 
Parliament — Adjournment  for  the  Recess,  [190] 
527 
t  Public  Schools,  2R.  [1933 1461 

Totnes,  Ac.  Write,  2R.  {1903  578 
t  Uniformity  of  Pnblio  Worship,  2R.,  Prerioaa 

Question,  [£933  894 
t  University   Elections    (Voting   Papen)*    SR. 

[1933  981 
t  Whitsuntide  Recess    State  of  Poblio  Afbirs, 
[1933  1082 

Ds  K06,  Lord 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [1903  588 

DiroKy  Earl  of  ( f  Chancellor  of  the  Dachy 
of  Lancaster,  ajtertoards  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  the  Poor  Law  Board) 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland).  2R.  [1933  1162 
Poor  Relief,    2R.   [1913  188;    Comm.  457; 
d.  5,  Amendt.  [1923  947  ;  d.  22,  948 ;  d.  9, 
1622,  1628,  1626 ;  Report,  1748,  1744;  8B. 
add.d,  1911 
Poor,  Relief  of  the,  Address  for  a  Commintoa, 
[1923 1464 
f  Public  Schools,  Comm.  d,  18,  [1933  1658 
t  Reform  Act,  1867— >Ratepaying  (jlauses,  [190] 
1588 
Scotland— Motion  for  a  Pih^,  [1923  920 
Scotland  —  Poor  Assessment,  Motion  for  Re- 
turns, [1Q13  882 
f  Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmariee,  Motion  for 
Papers,  [190]  815,  827 
Vagrancy-r- Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Coire- 
spondenoe,  [192]  97 

Devonshikii,  Duke  of 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  d.  14,  [1923  8  ; 

d.  15,  ib. ;    d,  16,  Amendt.  9,  10 ;   d.  23, 

Amendt.  18 
Unirersity  Tests,  [1923  1020 

DioKsoVi  Major  A.  G.,  J)over 

Army — /Lrtillery  Practice  at  DoTer,  [193]  719 

Contagious  Diseases  Aet,  [190]  1818 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 
[1923  168 

DiLLWYv,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swanua 

Art  Catalogue,  Publication  of  the,  [190]  1218 
Boundary  Commission,  [1Q03  1218 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Coram*  [191] 


918 


1857 

Libel,  Comm.  [1923  608 
MUitiamen,  FamiUes  of,  [19a]  1475 


I^^^Wvt 


DIL 


DIS 
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DIB         BIS 


Dnxwnr,  Mr.  L,  L. — cent. 

Parliament — Public  Business,  [193]  1419 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  116,  134,  186 
Supply — Chapter   House,   Westminster,  [192] 
396 
Nonconforming,  4c.  Ministers,  [19a]  2168 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1008 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1162,  1169 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [193]  400 
UniTerslty  of  Glasgow,  [193]  401 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  277 

DiMSDAXEy  Mr.  R.y  Hertford 

India  —  Retirement  of  Field  Offleers  of  the 
Indian  Army,  [191]  830 

Diplomatic  Service —  Votes  for 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  all 
sums  required  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
Diplomatic  Service  ought  to  be  annually  voted 
by  Parliament,  and  that  Estimates  of  all  such 
sums  ought  to  be  submitted  in  a  form  that 
will  admit  of  their  effectual  supervision  and 
control  by  this  House"  {Mr.  Labouehere^ 
May  26,  [192]  927 ;  after  short  debate,  A.  76, 
N.72;  M. 4 

PiSBAELi,  Eight  Hon.  B.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer :  afterwards  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Buokinghamshire 

Chakcbllob  of  the  Exohequeb. 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  988,  989 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  72 
British  Museum,  [190]  166 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  730,  796, 

886 
Education,  [190]  741 
Election    Petitions  and  Corrupt   Praotioef  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  693,  728 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Ei9<>] 

690 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

690  ;  Leave,  842 
Supply— Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  181, 194, 

303 

F1B8T  LoBD  of  the  Tbeasubt. 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  [191]  1337 
Despatches,  The,  [192]  1565 
Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  522 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1273,  1274 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  432 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  255,  275,  278,  279  ; 

Preamble,  1283,  1287, 1293,  1444 
Boundary  Commission,    [191]    146 ;    Report, 

[192]  1181  :— Amended  Plans,  1230 
British  Museum,  [191]  398 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  Late,  [193]  1833 
Charitable  Institutions,  Taxation  of,  [191]  1693 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [191]  830 
Compound  Householder,  The,  [191]  1785 
Corrupt   Practices  at  Elections,  [19a]  1040 ; 

[193]  620 
Derby  Day — Adjournment,  [192]  925 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  [192]  1866 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of^  Addreis  to  Her  Majesty, 

f 191]  1334 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of,  Attemptsd  AstftSilnation 

0^  [19a]  1130 


DisRABU,  Right  Hon.  B.— «(m<. 

Ejeotments  Suspension  (Ireland),  [193]  519 
Eleotion  Petitiens  and  Corrupt  JPractices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [190]  1141 ;   Comm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [191]  321,  702  ;  el.  1,  [192] 

677.  678,  682  ;  el.  5,  692,  2188,  2192,  2197 
193]  787;  el.  10,  757,  759,  760,  915,  917; 
.  cl,  14,  Amendt.  1001,  1002,  1003,  1007, 
.  1008, 1012  ;  cl  17, 1019, 1020  ;  el,  26,  1171; 
.  el  45,  1184;  el  46,  1371;  el  47,  1373; 
.  el  54. 1374  ;  add,  d,  1375, 1376, 1382,  1387, 
.  1444,  1457  ;  Consid.  1615, 1617,  1634, 1636, 
.  1647,  1649,  1650,  1675, 1686;  3R.  1717 
Established  Church  (Ireland) — The  Resolutions, 

[191]  33,  35 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  603, 

797,893,920,931,1418,1420,1462;  Res.  1, 

1667,  1679 ;  Res.  3, 1901, 1929,  1936,  1940, 

1941, 1946  ;  [192]  512  ;  2R.  787,  801,  1043 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  Prosecution  of,  [192]  838, 

1334, 1335,  1471 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1233 
Gladstone,  Mr.,  and  the  East  Worcestershire 

Eleotion,  [192]  1110, 1117, 1118 
Hardwicke,  ISarl  of,  and  the  Cambridge  Regis- 

tratioti,  [190]  1976 
Ireland — Questions,  Ao. 

Cullen,  Cardinal,  [192]  16 
Railways,  [192]  712 
Royal  Irish  Aeademy,  [193]  1201 
University  of  Dublin,  [192]  1044 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [19a]  359 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1771 
Ireland — University    Education,  [193]  1042  ; 

Res.  [193]  1064 
Member  for  Thetford^Titles  of  Dignity,  [191] 

832 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  Comm. 

[193]  154,  1308,   1327,   1330,   1331,   1339, 

1340 ;   Preamble,  1515,  1516 ;  el  3,  1537, 

1772 
Ministerial  Statement — Re-construction  of  the 

Ministry,  [190]  1116  ;  [i9i]826,1694,  1711, 

1742,  1745,  1746,  1793,  1794,  1814, 1819  ; 

[192]  619;  [193]  915,  917 
Music,  Royal  Academy  of,  [192]  1753 
Napier,  Sir  R.,  Message  from  the  Queen, [193] 

915  ;  Res.  1066  ;— Pension  to,  1943 
Navy  Estimates — Dockyards  and  Naval  Tardi, 

[193]  fioo 

Greenwiob  Hospital,  Ao,  [193]  1156 
New  Zealand — Forces  in,  [193]  643 
Parliament — Questions,  dre. 

Adjournment,  Motion  for,  [193]  1738 
Arrangement  of  Business,  [ipi]  264 
Dissolution  of.  [192]  1065,  1076 
Easter  Vacation,  [190]  1892 ;  [191]  826 
General  Eleotion,  [192]  925 
Progress  of  Business,  [192]  494 
Parliament'^Divisions  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

386 
Parliament— Public  Business,  [192]  1130  ;  Res. 
1567,  1570,  1571,  1758 ,  1760, 1761 ;  [193] 
1420 
Parliament— Rules  of  the  House,  Res.  [192] 

1080 
Prinoess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  Queen,  [193] 

913 
Registration  of  Electors,  [191]  1458 
B^tration   (Ireland),  Comm.   [193I   1498  \ 
sL  84»  1002, 16W 
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DiimAxu,  Right  Hon.  B^—eont. 
Regiitratlon— SmAllTenemenU  Act,  [102]  1228 
Repreientafcion  of  the  People  (IreUna),  [190] 

1109,   1892;    Coram.   [193]  1581;   ct.  10, 

1586, 1697,  1782  ;  add.  cl,  1801, 1802, 1804  ; 

CoDflid.  add.  el.  1902.  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [190] 

1890;  [191]  829,  1885,  2005 
19a]  18,  19,  848 ;  Oomm.  451  ;  d.  8,  Motion  for 
.  Adjournment,  484,  513,  619  ;  c2.  8, 867,  889, 
.  890,  892,  893,  894,  895,  955 ;  cl.  9,  960, 
.  972  ;  cl  11,  997 ;  cl.  20, 1009  ;  cl.  6, 1010  ; 
.  add.  el.  1246,  1249,  1567 
ReTenue  Offloen  Diiabilities  Removal,  [19a] 

1565 
Roman  OathoHo  Oath,  [191]  1582 
Speech  at  Merchant  Tajlon'  Hall,  [19a]  2158 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  OTeraeert  of  Snnder- 

l«Dd.  [193]  905,  906 

Snpplj — Establishments  of  Chin*,  Japan,  and 
Siam,  [193]  669 
Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193]  1213 
Honsehold  of  Lord  Lieotenant,  [193]  1207 
Misoell&neoos  Expenses,  [19a]  1174 
Portpatriok  Railwaj  Companj,  [193]  1211 
Post  Offlce  Packet  Serrice,  [193 J  836 
Report,  [193]  1368 

Salaries  of  GoTemors  of  Colonies,  [193]  675 
UniTcrsity  of  Glasgow,  [19a]  402 

Snpplj,    Proceedings   in,    Resolution,    [191] 
1032 

Windsor,  Volunteer  ReTiew  at,  [19a]  1566 

Whiteuntide  Reoess,  [19a]  927 

Difltriet  Ghnrch  Tithes  Act  Amendment 

Bill  [H.L.]    ( The  Lord  Biihop  ej  Oxford) 

I.  Presented ;  read  !*•  Jviy  9  (No.  236) 

Read2**  /tJy  18 

Committee  July  14,  [193]  1163 

Report*  JvXy  16 

Read  3*  •  July  VI 
e.  Read  T  •  jjy  20 

Read  2«  •  /ti/y  28 

Committee* — ^b.p.  Jtdy  24 

Committee ;    Report ;    Considered ;    read   d*' 
/u/y28, 1917 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  A  82  Viet.  c.  117} 


(No.  251) 
[BiU  246] 


Divorce  and  Xatrimonial  Causes  Conrt 
Bill 

(Jtfr.  C.  F&rtter,  Mr.  ffeadlam,  Mr.  Kartlake) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Mar  6  [BiU  501 

MoTed, "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2o  "  (Mr. 
C.  Foriter)  May  6,  [191]  1873  ;  tdUr  short 
debftte,  BiU  read  2« 

Committee*;  Report i£iy  18 

Re-comm.  • ;  Report  May  22         [BiU  119] 

Read  3«  *  Ifay  25 
I  Read  \^*  {The  Lord  Weetbury)  May  26] 

Read  2^*  July  14  (No.  123) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  16 

Reads**  July  11 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Via.  0.  77] 

Ddlon,  Mr.  0.,  Birmingham 
Adulteration  of  Food  or  Drink  Act  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  [192]  1351 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1909, 1912 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  SR.  [193]  17I6 

\conL 


Dxzov,  Mr.  0. — eorit. 

Elementary  Education,  2R.  [19a]  1989,  1999 
Registration,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  566 
R^ulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  cl.  18,  Amendt. 

ft  93]  1733 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  165 

Doenmentary  Svidence  Bill 

(i$iV  Jamee  Feryuston,  Mr.  Secretary  0.  Bcardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^**  Apnl  27  [BiU  97] 

Read  2«  •  Jj^W;  30 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  7 

Read  8»*ifay  8 
I.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Clinton)  May  11  (No.  99) 

Read  2*  •  ifay  22 

Committee  *  May  26 

Report*  Jlfay28 

Read  3*  *ifay  29 

Royal  Assent  June  25    [31  A  32  Viet.  c.  37] 

DoDBOK,  Mr.  J.  G.  (Chairman  of  the  Com« 

mittee  of  Ways  and  Means),  Suuex,  E. 

Boundai7,  Comm.  Preamble,  [193]  1275 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.   d.   1,  [19a]  658,  682  ; 

cL  14,  [193]  1014;  el.  17, 1168, 1169 ;  add. 

d.  1452  ;  Consid.  add.  cl.  1681 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

1400 ;  Ret.  1908. 1918, 1924, 1995, 1981 
Libel,  Comm.  cL  8,  [19a]  614 
Metropolitan    Foreign    Cattle    Market,   [192] 
1180 ;  Comm.  d.  2,  [193]  1532;  d.  3, 1764, 
1766 
Nary  Estimates— Wages,  [i9a^  83 
*  Parliament  —  Private    Bill   Legislation,   Res. 
[190]  862,  884,  1808,  1810. 1811 
Standing  Order  No.  131  Repeal,  [191]  139 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  3,  [193]  1424 ;  cl  10, 

1875 
Registration,  2R.  [193]  1617 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
d.  26,  [19a]  1597 ;  add.  el  1771, 1777, 1801, 
1802 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  8,  [192]  858,  860,  875,  884,  885  ;  ci.  9, 
959,  971,  981  ;  d.  II,  1005 ;  add.  cL  1245, 
1247, 1250 
Supply — ^British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  984 
Foreign  OlBce,  New,  [192]  313 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [19a]  393 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1007, 1009, 1013 

Dogs,  Stray 
Question,  Mr.  Bentinok ;  Answer,  BIr.  Gathome 
Hardy  June  29,  [193]  314 

Drainage  and  ImproYement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  Bill       • 

{Mr.  Sunt,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 

e.  Oidered  ;  read  !•  •  Nov  22  [BiU  4] 

Read2»*  iVov  25 

Committee*;  Report  JVov  26 

Read3«*  Abv  27 
/.  Read  1»*  {The  Duke  of  Riehmnd)  Nov  28 

Read  2*  •  i>«e  4  (No.  8) 

Committee*;  Report />de 5 

Read  3**  DecZ 

Royal  Asaent  i>0e  7  [31  Ficl.e.d] 


DBA        DUO         (BBSS  10 

190*191- 

Drainage  and  ImproYement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Bixah,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  25  [Bill  195] 

Read  ^  *  June  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  2P  ^  July  2 
I.  Read  !••  ( The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  8 

Read  2«*  July  13  (No.  207) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  14 

Read  3**  July  16 

Rojal  Assent  July  81  [31  A  82  Viet,  o.  151] 


Drainage  and  Improyement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (Bo.  3)  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  10  [BUI  229] 

Read  2°  *  July  13 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  14 

Read  3**  •  July  16 
I,  Read  l^^  {The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  16 

Read  2»  •  July  23  (No.  255) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  24 

Read3»*  July  27 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  ds  32  Fiet.  o.  157] 

Drainage   and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Supplemental  (Bo.  4)  Bill 

{Mr.  Selater-Booth,  The  Earl  of  Mayo) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  T*  July  14  [BiU  235] 

Read  2o  *  July  15 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 

Read  3°  •  July  18 
/.  Read  1* **  {The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  20 

Read  2«  •  July  24  (No.  273) 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  27 

Read  3«  *  July  28 

Rojal  Assent  July  31  [31  <fe  32  Viet.  o.  158] 

Drainage  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 

Bill   {Sir  J,  Feryusson,  Mr,  See,  Q,  Bardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  June  11  [Bill  169] 

Read2''*/ttn«12 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  15 

Read3°*/un«  16 
I  Read  1»»  (TA«  I^oni  Clinton)  June  18 

Read  2»*  June  29  (No.  158) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3^*  July  2 

Rojal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  32  Vict,  o.  83] 

Dt7  Cake,    Mr.  C.  (Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty), JSesex,  N, 

Navy— Coaling  H.M.  Ships,  [193]  1481 
Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  13VI6 

Navy  Estimates — Naval  Stores,  [193]  1147 
New  Works,  Ac.  [193]  1155 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  537 

Duchy  of  Cornwall  Amendment  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lard  Portman) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  !•*  May  11  (No.  04) 

Read2»«ifay  14 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  10       (No.  107) 
RMdd**Jfay22 


N    18  67.8)        DUO        DUN 
-191—193. 

Duchy  of  ComwaU  Amendment  BiU  [h.l.]— oont. 

c.  Read  I''*  May  22  [Bill  136] 

Read  20  •  Ifoy  28 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  29 
Re-comm.*  ;  Report  June  11 
Considered*  June  12 
Read  30  *Jun«  15 
Royal  Assent  June  25     [31  A  32  Viet.  0.  85] 

Dudley — Income  Tax  in 
Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan;    Answer,  Mr« 
Hant  Nov  26,  [190]  176 

Duff,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant,  Hlgin^  dfe, 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speeoh  at  Merchant  Taylors' 

Hall,  [192]  2150 
India — Bombay,  Educational  Seryioe  in,  [193] 
426 
East  India  Revenue  Acoounti,  Comm.  [193] 
1861 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UniTersities,  2R.  [193] 

428 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [192]  883  ;  cl,  10,  900  ;  add,  cl.  1250 
Scotland— Middle  Class  Schools,  [193]  644 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [192]  1482 
Turkey— Vice  Consul  at  Crete,  [190]  1116 

Dottf,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffehire 
Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [190]  1270 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
Preamble,  [193]  1521, 1524 

DuFFEBiN,  Lord 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [103]  87 
Ireland — Church  Commission,  [193]  072 
Ireland — Processions,  Address  for  Papers,  [190] 
528 

DuircoMBE,  Hon.  Yioe- Admiral  A.»  Twrh"^ 
ehire,  E.R. 
High  Sheriff  for  the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 

Dt7inx>p,  Mr.  A.  C.  S.  M.,  Qreenooh 
PosUl  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2014 

DumfE,  Major-GFen.  F.  P.,  QueeriB  Co. 
Army — Questions,  ko. 

Artillery  Officers,  Retirement  of,  [193]  1821 
Cartridges,  Manufiicture  of,  [193]  1667 
Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Department,  [192] 

1124 
FortiacAtions,  [190]  1031,  1935 
Gibraltar  Shield,  The,  [190]  164 
Shoeburyness  Experiments,  [190]  1814 
Army — Controller-in-Cbief,  Res.  [193]  027 
Army — Discharged   Soldiers,  Employment  of. 

Res.  [193]  321 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 

[193] 967  ^ 
Full  and  Half  Pay.  [193]  1278 
Land  Forces,  [191]  71 
Military  Store  Department,  [193]  960 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [193]  965 
Surveys,  [193]  962.  964 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a.  C^Ta3S£L^^v^'^>\v^'i^ 
196S 
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Dvwra,  lligor-G«nend  F.  P.* 

FinM  mad  FeM  (Ireland),  9R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1328 
IralaDd— QoMtioos,  Ao. 

Dotj  on  Spirit  Lto«i«M,  [191]  88 

Pott  Offloe,  [f  9al  1569 

(^een'i  Plate,  The.  [103]  1484 
IrelaBd<-Reoord  PoblioatioBa,  Ret.  [193}  106 
Metropoliun  Foreign  Cattle  Blarket,  Comm. 

[193]  1776 
Regittration  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  34,   [193] 

1503,  1507 
Regitti7  of  Deedt  Offlce  (Ireland),  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [190]  1077, 1078 
Repretentatiott  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[19a]  1576 ;  el.  8, 1684 ;  0I.  18, 1588 ;  eL  90, 

1596 
Repreaentaiion  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[192]  466 
Sea  Fi8hertet,Leaf^.  [190]  1077;  [19a]  987; 

Lordt  AmendU.  1861,  1868 
Sopplj— Home  Oflloe,  [193]  1209 

lloosebold  of  the  Lonl  Lieutenanti  [193] 

1808 
Science  and  Art,  [19a]  1166 

Jhirham  Co%nUy  CaurU 

Qaettion,  Mr.  Uendenon  ;  Antwer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Bootb  May  25,  [19a]  816 

Dtib,  Mr.  W.  Hart,  ^ew^,  W. 

Addrett  in  Antwer  to  the  Speech,  fi  90]  51 
Ettablithed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
1354 

Bati  India  Cifril  Sertiee 

Moved,  '<  That  thit  Uoote,  whlltt  cordially  ap- 
proving of  the  ayttem  of  open  competition 
for  appointmentt  in  the  Eatt  India  Civil 
Service,  it  of  opinion  that  the  people  of  India 
have  not  a  fair  chance  of  competing  for  thete 
appointmentt  at  long  at  the  examinationt 
are  held  nowhere  but  in  London ;  thit  Hoate 
would  therefore  deem  it  detirable  that,  timul- 
taneoutly  with  the  examination  in  London, 
the  tame  examination  thould  be  held  in  Cal- 
cutta, Bombaj  and  Ifadraa"  (Mr.  FaweeU) 
May  5,  [191]  1838 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  open  competition," 
and  add  "at  regardt  the  appointment  of 
untried  yonng  men  to  the  Eatt  India  Civil 
Service,  it  of  opinion  that  nativet  of  India 
who  have  proved  in  the  Uncovenanted  Ser- 
vice or  otherwite  their  tuperior  fltnett  for 
tituationt  at  pretent  held  exclutlvely  by 
Membert  in  the  Covenanted  Service  thould 
be  appointed  to  them  withoat  undergoing 
a  competing  examination  "  {Mr.  TVevelyan) ; 
Qaettion,  "  That  the  wordt,  Ac." 

After  thort  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with« 
drawn 


JEast  India  Eswnus  AewnmU 

CoDtidered  in  Committee  July  37,  [193]  1837 ; 
after  long  debate,  Reeolved,  That  it  appeart 
by  the  Accountt  laid  before  thit  Houte  that 
the  total  Revenue  of  India  for  the  year  ending 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1867  waa  £43,132,433 ; 
the  total  of  the  direct  olaima  and  demands 
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upon  the  Raveftue,  indnding  ehargei  of  ooU 
lection  and  oOet  of  Salt  and  Opium,  waa 
£7,637,537 ;  the  chargea  in  India,  including 
Interest  on  Debt,  and  Public  Workt  ordinary, 
were  £39,848,640  ;  the  value  of  Storet  tup- 
plied  from  England,  wat  £873,363 ;  the 
chargea  in  England  were  £5,540,345 ;  the 
Onaranteed  Interett  on  the  Capital  of  Rail- 
way and  other  Companiet,  in  India  and  in 
England,  deducting  net  Trat&c  Receipts,  wat 
£731,049.  making  a  total  charge  for  the 
same  year  of  £44,639,034 ;  and  there  wai 
an  excett  of  Expenditure  over  Income  in 
that  year  amounting  to  £3,617,491 
Finance  and  Revenue  Aoconnta — (Pari  P, 
No.  370) 


Eatt  India,  Troops  and  VeueU 

Contidered  in  Committee 

Moved, "  That,  Uer  Migetty  having  directed 
a  Military  Expedition  to  be  detpatcltod  againtt 
Abytiinia,  conritting  mainly  of  Troops  both 
European  and  Native  at  present  maintained 
out  of  the  Revenues  of  India,  the  ordinary 
Pay  of  tuch  Troops  at  well  at  the  ordinary 
Chai^gea  of  any  Vestelt  belonging  to  the 
Government  of  India  that  mi^  be  employed 
in  the  Expedition,  which  would  have  been 
charged  upon  the  Revenoet  of  India  if  such 
Troopt  or  Vettelt  had  remained  in  that 
Country  or  Seat  adjacent,  shall  continue  to 
be  so  chargeable ;  provided,  that  if  it  shall 
become  necessary  to  replace  the  Troops  or 
Vessels  so  withdrawn  by  other  European  or 
Native  Forces  or  Vessels,  the  Expenses  of 
raiaing,  maintaining,  and  providing  sueh 
Forces  or  Vessels  s£ll  be  repaid  out  of  any 
Monies  which  may  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  Purooses  of  the  said  Expedition  " 
{Sir  Siaford  Northeoie)  Nov  28,  [190]  859 ; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  198, 
N.  33  ;  M.  175  ;  Resolution  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to  Mv  99, 
450,  to  be  communicated  to  the  Lorda,  and 
their  concurrence  desired  thereto 

LOBDS^ 

The  said  Message  oonununloated  Ike  9,  [190] 
447 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  concur,  Ac." 
Dee  5,  578  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to,  and  a  Message  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons to  acquaint  them  herewith 

ifi*.  Layardf  Mr,  Baaam,  and  Dr.  Beke — The 
Recent  Debate,  Explanation,  Mr.  Newdegate 
Nov  29,  [190]  431  i  Explanation,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  Dec  3,  660  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Newde- 

Site,  Mr.  Layard ;   Antwers,  Lord  Stanley 
ec  6,  649 

Carretpondenee  between  Dr,  Beke  and  cthen 
and  the  Foreign  Ofice,  Motion  for  Papers 
{Mr,  Layard)  Dee  6,  [190]  668 

Amendt.  to  add  certain  words  (Mr,  NewdeyaU), 
671 ;  Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added";  put,  and  negatived;  after  further 
short  debate,  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Personal  Explaaation  (Ifi'.  Newdegett) 
Dc€7,m 
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East  London  Mnsemn  Site  Bill 

(Lord  Robert  AfoiUagu,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr. 

Af/rton,  Mr.  Butler) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Nov  25  [Bill  7] 

Read  2°**  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee Nov  29 
Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — Lord  Robert 
Montagu    (Chairman),    Mr.    Ayrton,     Mr. 
Butler,  Mr.  LanjoDi  Mr.  Layanl,  and  Lord 
John  Manners 
Committee  ^  ;  Report  Nov  30 
Reads**  JV<n/30 
?.  Read  !••  {The  Lord  President)  Dee  2  (No.  2) 
190]  Moved,  "  That  the  Standing  Orders  relative 
to  Private  Bills  be  dispensed  with,  in  order 
that  this  Bill  be  now  read  2»  "  Dee  4,  574  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Stand- 
ing Orders  dispensed  with  ;  Bill  read  2* 
.  Explanation,  Lord  Redesdale  Dee  6,  636 
.  Committee  Feb  17,  703 
.  Report  Feb  18,  859  (No.  12) 

Read3**i''e6  20 
Royal  Assent  Feb  28  [81  Viet,  c.  8] 


JBast  Woreeaterthire  Eleotion — M%\  Olad- 
atone*  8  Letter 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone /un0  4,  [192]  1110;  Observations, 
Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  ;  debate 
thereon,  1112 

Eaton,  Mr.  H.  "W.,   Coventry 

Foreign  Ribbons,  Importation  of,  [193]  808 

Ebxjbt,  Lord 

Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1473 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [19a] 
335 


EccleBiastical  Buildings  and  Olebes  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

(The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr,  Secretary  Oathome 
Hardy,  Sir  Oraham  Montgomery) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  *  Mar  9  [Bill  58] 

Read  2'' •  April  20 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  4 

Committee  ^  {on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  July  6 

Considered  •  July  7  [Bill  150] 

Read  3»  •  Jufy  8  ^ 

I,  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Chancellor)  July  9 

Read  2*  •  July  14  ( No.  238) 

Committee**  July  16 

Report* /uZy  17 

Read  3*  •  July  20 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [81  &  82  Vict,  0,  96] 


EecUiicuHcal  Commxaionert  Btff— oont. 

I  Read  l*^  {The  Lord Pretident)  July  7 

Moved,    "That   the   Bill    be  now  read  2*" 
July  18,  [1Q3I  1091 ;  Bill  read  2»  (No.  221) 
Committee  *  July  16 

Report  •  July  17  (No.  259) 

Reads** /M/y20 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [81  A  82  Vict,  0.  114] 


JSeelesiostieal  Commissioners  —  States  of 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster 

Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mowbray 

D^cO,  [i9o]64l 
Benefice  of  Kilpee,  Bereford,  Question,  Colonel 

Barttelot;  Answer,  Mr.  Mowbray  April  2, 

[191]  701 


Ecclesiastical  CommissionerB  Orders  in 

Council  Bill  [h.l.]  ( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

190]  I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Mar  9,  1208  (No.  88) 
Read  2»*  Mar  12 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  18 
.  Read  3%  after  short  debate  Mar  16,  1677 
e.  Read  lo  •  Mar  18  [Bill  69] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ua- 
thorne  Hardy  Mar  20,  1983 
191]  Read  2^  after  short  debate  Jlfar  26,  827 
•  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker   do    now  leave    the   Chair "  {Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy)  April  23,  1 194 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr, 
Bentinck) ;  Question,  '*  That  the  words,  io,  ;** 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao,"  put, 

and  agreed  to 
Committee ;  Report  April  23 
Read  3°  *  April  24 
Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viet,  0.  19] 


Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill 

{Mr.  MaeEvoy,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Leader) 

190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  MacEvoy)  Feb  20, 
992 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  1°       [Bill  87] 
•  Question,  Mr.  Sohreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.   Mac- 
Evoy Mar  16,  1686  ;  Juna  5  [192]  1181 
19a]  Moved,  "  That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
June  16,  1696 
After  short  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  debate 
be  now  adjourned "  ( Colonel  William  Stuart) ; 
A.  142,  N.  85  ;  M.  57 ;  Debate  adjourned 
.  Question,  Mr.  MacEvoy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

June  22,  1856 
.Bill  withdrawn  June  28, 1982 


Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Oathorne  Hardy,  Mr.  Mowbray, 

Sir  James  Feryusson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  June  11  [Bill  168] 

Read  2°  •  June  18 
Committee  ^  ;  Report  June  29 
Considered  ^  July  3 
Read3'»»/«</y  6 

VOL.  CXdll  [tbtet)  bekob.]  [com.    \ 


Eeelesiastieal  Titles  in  Cheat  Britain  and 

Ireland 
Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  any  Law  or 
Laws  as  to  the  Assumption  of  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and 
whether  any  and  what  AlleT%X\wv  iSMs\\^\ift 
made  theT«\i\''    {JE/xxX  Sla-oKope^  Mat  «lft^ 

4  /L  ^^^ 
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Eedenatiieal  TWe$  in  Oreai  Britain  and  Jre- 
lantT^tont, 

And,  on  Mar  30,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  ^-Ld.  Cli^ncellor,  Ld.  Abp:  Tork, 
Ld.  Prirjr  Seal,  D.  Somerset,  E.  Stanhope, 
£.  Carnarron,  E.  Harrowby,  E.  Qranville, 
E.  Russell,  L.  Bp.  lx>ndon,  L!  Bp.  Oxford, 
L.  Redesdale,  L.  Colchester,  L.  Somerhill, 
•nd  L.  Lyreden 
Report  of  Select  Committee  (Pari  P.  No.  66) 
Report  of  Select  Committee  of  House  of  Com- 
mons (No.  44) 

Siinhurgh,  Sis  Royal  Highneu  the  Duke 

of — Attempted  Astasnnation 
Lords — 

ResolTod,  after  short  debate, "  That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Migesty,  to 
conrey  to  Her  Majesty  the  expression  of  the 
sorrow  and  indignation  with  which  this  House 
has  learned  the  atrocious  Attempt  to  assassi- 
nate His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh while  on  a  Visit  to  llerKxyesty's  loyal 
Australian  Colonies,  and  of  their  heartfelt 
Congratulations  to  Her  Majesty  on  his  Pre- 
servation from  mortal  Injury  ;  and  to  assure 
Her  Majesty  of  the  Sympathy  of  this  House 
in  Her  Majesty's  present  Anxiety,  and  of  their 
earnest  Hope  for  the  speedy  Recovery  of  His 
Royal  Highness  "  ( Th«  Sari  of  Malme$hwry) 
April  27,  [igi^ilZOi 

The  Queen's  Answer  reported  May  1,  1682 

CoMifoirs — 
Resolved,  after  short  debate,  **  That  an  humble 

Address  be  presenteki  to  Her  Majesty,  dso." 

{Mr.  Disraeli)  April  27,  [191]  1834 
Hec  Majesty's  Answer  reported  May  4,  [iQi] 

1604 
Question,  Mr.  Verner;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

/un«8,[i93]12S0 

Education 
Moved  to  Resolve,  *<  1.  That  in  the  Opinion  of 
this  House  the  Education  of  the  Working 
Classes  in  England  and  Wales  ought  to  be 
extended  and  improved  :  Every  Child  has  a 
moral  Right  to  the  Blesaings  of  Education, 
and  it  is  the  Doty  of  the  State  to  guard  and 
maintain  that  KIght.  In  the  Opinion  of  this 
House  the  Diffusion  of  Knowledge' ought  not 
to  be  hindered  by  Religious  DilTerenoes; 
nor  should  the  early  Employment  ot  the 
Young  in  LAbour  be  allowed  to  deprive  them 
of  Education  :  2.  That  it  is  the  Opinion  of 
this  House  that  Parliament  and  Government 
should  aid  in  the  Eduoatfon  of  the  Middle 
Classes  by  providing  ibr  the  better  Adminis- 
tration of  Charitable  Endowments :  8.  That 
it  is  the  Opinion  of  this  House  thattlife  Uni« 
versities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  may  be 
made  nlbre  useful  to  the  Nation  by  the  Re« 
moval  of  Restrictions,  and  by  the  better  Dis- 
tribution of  their  large  Revenues  for  Purposes 
of  Instruction  in  connection  with  the  said 
Universities :  4.  That  the  Appointment  of 
a  Minister  of  Education  by  the  Crown,  with 
ti  Seat  in  the  Cabinet,  would,  in  the  Opinion 
Of  th!s  House,  be  conducive  to  the  Public 
Benefit"  (Earl  Ruttell)  Dee  2,  [190]  493; 
after  debate,  Question  put ;  resolved  in  the 
negative 


£lc2iieaftdfi— eont. 


Question,  Observations,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
JPVft  14,  [190]  734 :  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exohequer,  741 

AH  Catalogue-^PuMieation  ef  the  Univereal, 
Question,  Mr.  Dfltwyn  :  Answer;  L6rd  Robert 
MooUgu  Mar  9,  [190]  12t8 

Britith  Mui€um— South  Kentington  Mueeum^ 
Observations,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli  Moor  27,  [191]  888 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education — Repcrtttf 
1868— Por^  P.  No.  [4051],  Question,  Mr. 
Powell  :  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
/t«^y3,[i93]«0S 

Endowed  Oramnuw  Sehooii,  Question,  Lord 
Taunton ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Marlborough 
Jray5,[x9[]1782 

Pane  Univertal  EMbOicn,  18^7— Pwehaeee 
far  Sehooli  of  Seienee  and  Art,  Qoeetion, 
Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
Nov  26,  [190]  167 

PaymenU,  Question,  Mr.  Bayley  Pottor;  An- 
swer, Lord  Robert  Montagu  Mar  27,  [191] 
866 

Revised  Code,  The,  Questions,  Mr.  Bruee,  Mr. 
Baines;  Answers,  Lord  Robert  Montagu 
May  28,  [192]  962 

Revised  Code -Pari.  P.  No.  [8982] 

Sehoole  Inquiry   Commission,  Question,    Mr. 

Beach  ;    Answer,    Lord    Robert    Montagu 

June  26,  [193]  102 ;  Question,  W.  £.  Forster ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  July  17,  1366 

Report  and  Papers,  Vols.  I.  to  X. 

Seiewtific  Instruction,  Moved,  "  That  a  Seleot 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
provisions  for  giving  instroetion  in  theore- 
tioal  and  appli«d  Science  to  the  Industrial 
Classes"  {Mr,  Samuetson)  Mar  24,"  [191] 
160 ;  after  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
And,  on  JIfar  27,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Samuelson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Aoland,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr.  Bagnall,  Mr. 
Bazley,  Mr.  Beecroft,  Mr.  Henry  Austin 
Bruce,  Lord  Frederic  Cavendish,  Mr.  Dixon, 
Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  liiomas 
Hughes,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Mr.  William 
Lowther,  Mr.  M* Lagan,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
tagu, Mr.  Edmund  Potter,  Mr.  Powell,  and 
Mr.  Read 

Report  of  SeleOt  Committee  July  16— (Pari  P. 
No.  432) 

Report {Pari.  P.  No.  137) 

ScienHfie  Instruetiofi  in  Foreign  Countries, 
Questions,  Mr.  Samuelson,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster;  Answers,  Lord  Robert  Moatagu 
June  16,  [193]  1660 

Technical  Education,  Question,  Mr.  Samuel- 
son :  Answer,  Lord  Robert  Monta|ni  Afar  17, 
[190]  1812—7^  Whiiworth  Sdkohrships, 
Question,  Mr.  Bruce ;  Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  April  2,  [191]  699 ;  Observations, 
Earl  Granville ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough April  3,  820 

Pari.  Papers — 

Minute No.  194,  194-1 

Report  of  Imperial  Commisaion  [3967] 
Abstract  of  Evidence    .     .     .    [3967-1] 
Circulars  and  Replies     .     .     .     [4086] 
(See  Arm^^MHittoy  Education) 
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JSdueatian^^coni, 

Scotland 

Education  Bill,  Question,  Admiral  Elnkine ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  8,  L'9'] 
2001 
LegulcUion  on  (Scotland),  Question,  Mr.  Crau- 
nird ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  13, 
[190]  1501 
Middle  Clatt  Schools,  Observations,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff;  Reply,  The  Lord  Advocate  ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  July  3,  [193]  644 
Pari.  Papers — 
Education   Commission,    Third   Report, 
Vols.  Land  XL  No.^[40in 
Science  and  Art,  15th  Report,  No.  [4049] 
Ireland 
National  Education,  34th  Re- 
port     No.  [4026] 

Education  Bill  [h.l.]    ( The  Lord  President) 

h  Presented;    after   debate,  read    1*  Mar   24, 

[191]  105  (No.  53) 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill    be  now  read  2» " 

April  21, 1305 
Ameiidt.  to  leave  out('*  now,")  and  insert  ('*  this 

Day  Three  Months  ")  ( The  Earl  of  Airlie)  ; 

after    debate,     Amendt.    withdrawn  ;     Bill 

read  2» 
Bill  withdrawn,  aflter  short  debate  May  18, 

[192]  405 

Edwakbs,  Sir  H.,  Beverley 

Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1810 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Gomm. 

[193]  459 
Supply — Government  Prisons,  [192]  1107 

Edwards,  Mr.  C,  Windsor 
Army^-Tenders  for  Clothing,  [190]  990 

Edwaeds,  Mr.  H.,    Weymouth 
Navy—Coaling  H.M.  Ships,  [193]  1481 

EosRTON  OP  TlTTOK,  Lord 

Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [192]  919 

EoERTON,  Hon.  A.  E.,  Lancashire^  8. 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  431 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  ri93] 
1053 


EoERTON,  Mr.  E.  C.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Macclesfield 
Austria — ^Treaty  of  Commerce  with,  [193J  515 
Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  [192]  1443 
China— Ambassador  from,  [190J  800 

Egypt 

Law  Courts,  Question,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Jwie  15,  [191]  1559 

Slave  Trade  in,  Question,  The  Duke  qf  St. 
Albans ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Blalmesbury 
Ifay  15,  [192]  330 

Sues,  Quarantine  at,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
GriflHh ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  June  9,  [192] 
1334 ;  Qnettion,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoise ;  Au- 
•wflTi  Lord  Stanley  June  11, 1395 

iconk 


^ypt^^ooni. 

The  Viceroy  and  the  Societh  D*Agricole,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  George  Bowyer ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  11,  [192]  1394 

Viceroy,  Claims  on  the.  Question,  Mr.  Freville- 
Surtees ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  May  26, 
[192]  924 

lyectments  Suspension  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Kennedy,  Mr,  Serjeant  Armstrong) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  April  29         [Bill  100] 
Question,  Mr.  Kennedy ;   Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 

Jf«^y2,[i93]519 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July  8 

Elcho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 
Army — Questions,  dsc. 

Breech-Loading  Rifles,  [190]  142 
Musketry  Instructors,   Payment  of,  [192] 

817 
Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193]  1437 
Subordinate  Officers  in  the  War  Department, 

[192]  950.  951 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [192]  1506  ; 
[193]  310,  911,  1945 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1266,  1271.  1272 
Army — ControlIer-in-Chief,  Res.  £103]  934 
Army— Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of. 

Res.  [193]  318 
Army— Fortifications,  [190]  1922, 1936  ;  Res. 

[191]  2042,  2049 
Army— Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  1260 
Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  565,  575 
Army — Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  780 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 
[193I  966.  968 
Land  Forces,  [191]  67.  97 
Surveys,  [193]  968,  964 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1942,  1970 
Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  [190]  651 
Coal  Mines.  [192]  1083 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1. 

[191]  1643.  1649;  2K.  [192]  779 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1342 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Lords  Amendts.  [190]  660,  661 
Mutiny,  Consid.  Amendt.  [191]  557 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [192]  1058,  1060 
Fuel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [192]  2138,  2144,  2147 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

c/.  8,  [192]  881  ;  c^.  11,  1003 
Sale  of  Poisons,  ^.,  Comm.  el.  16^  ['93] 
1216;  cl.  n,ib.,  1216,  1217;  cuid,  cl  ib., 
1218,1219 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  273,  281,  282 
Works,  Buildings,  dtc.  [191]  287 

Election  Petitions  and  Cbrmpt  Kaddees 
at  Elections  Bill 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 

190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer)  Feb  1 3.  6\»3 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1®      [Bill  21\ 
.  Moved.   •*  That  the   BvW  Vwi  wti^   t^Ws.  n?"^ 

(^Mr.   DUvaelV^   Max  t»,  \\W\  ^\^vx  ^'cstN. 
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Election  PeHHom   and    Corrupt  PracticeM  at 
JEleetiont  BUl-^oont, 
Committee*  ;  Report ifar  16  [Bill  63] 

191]  Order  for  Committee  (on  re-comm,)  read ; 
Moved,  '*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  "ifor  26,  296 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  from  "  That/'  and  add 
«thi8  House,  while  earnestly  desiring  to 
provide  the  best  tribunal  for  the  trial  of 
Controverted  Elections,  to  reduce  the  cost 
of  such  trials,  and  to  ensure  the  detection 
and  punishment  of  bribery  and  corruption,  is 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  any  measure  which 
aims  at  the  destruction  of  its  ancient  right 
and  privilege  to  hold  in  its  own  hands  the 
power  of  determining  who  are  its  Members, 
a  right  which  the  House  has  asserted  and 
exercised  to  its  great  advantage  for  several 
hundred  years,  and  upon  the  possession  of 
which  the  dignity  and  independence  of  this 
House  and  the  constitutional  freedom  of  the 
electors  greatly  depend"  (Mr,  Alexander 
Mitchell) ;  after  long  debate,  Question, 
*'  That  the  words,  Ao"  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
main  Question,  *'  Tliat  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac," 
put,  and  agreed  to 
.  Committee — r.p.,  321 

.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill;   Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  April  2,  702 

19a]  Committee  May  21,  657;  after  long  debate 

— B.P. 

.  Question,  Mr.  Sohreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  29,  1040 

;  Committee— R.P.  June  25,  2172 

193]  Question,  Mr.  Darby  GrifBth  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  July  2,  520 

.  Committee — b.p.  July  6, 722 

.  Mtnieterial  Statement,  Mr.    Disraeli  ;    short 
debate  thereon  July  9,  915 

.  Committee — B.P.  Judy  10,  1001 
.  Committee — r.p.  July  14,  1166 
•  Committee— R.P.  July  17*  1369 
.  Committee  ;  Report  July  18,  1439 
.  Considered  as  amended  July  22,  1615 ;    after 
long  debate,  further  Consideration  deferred 

.  Further    Proceeding    on     Consideration,    as 
amended,  resumed  July  23, 1675  [Bill  243] 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«  "  (Mr. 
DitraeU)  July  24,  1715 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now  read  3<^,"  and  add 
**  re-committcd  in  respect  of  a  clause  provid- 
ing for  returning  officers'  expenses  out  of 
rates  "  {Mr,  Faweett) ;  after  short  debate, 
Question,"  That  the  words,  dsc. ;"  A.  102, 
N.  91  ;  M.  11 ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Bill  read  3» 

l.  Read  i^*  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  24 
.  Moved,    *'That    the    Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
July  27,  1793  ;  after  debate,  BUI  read  2» 

.  Committee  ;  Report  July  28,  1889  (No.  287) 
Read  3«  *  July  29 
Royal  Assent /u/y  31  [31  A  32  Viet,  0.  125] 


Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetia* 

at  Eleetione  [Salaries,  ^c] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Mar  30 


Election  Petitions,  Trial  of 

Question,  Mr.  KnatohbnU-Hugessen  ;  Answer. 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  14, 
[190]  728 

Electric  Telegraphs  Bill 

(Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr,  Stepk4n 

Cave,  Mr,  Selater^Booth) 

191]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  ChanceUor  of  ike 
Exchequer)  April  1,  678 
After  debate.  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  [Bill  82] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;   Answer,   The   Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exohequer  AprU  2,  706 
19a]  Question,  Mr.  Graves ;  Answer,  The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  21,  654 

.  Questions,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Bright ;  Anavera, 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exohequer  June  8, 
1231 

.  Moved,    «That  the  BUI   be  now  read  9»*' 

June  9,  1301 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That "  and  add 

"the  question  of  the  expediency  of  pur- 

i         chasing  the  Telegraphs  by  the  State  be  re- 

I         ferred  to  a  Select  Committee  "  (Mr.  Leeman); 

Question,  ''That  the  words,  Ao. ;"    after 

long  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

.  Question,  Mr.  Leeman ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  June  16,  1631 

.  Debate  resumed  June  IS,  1805 
After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  (Afr.  Maguire)  negatired ; 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Graham,  Sir 
Frederick  Heygate,  Mr.  Leeman,  Major 
Cornwall  Legh.  Colonel  Loyd  Lindaay,  Mr. 
Norwood,  Mr.  Potter  (Carlisle),  Mr.  Sand- 
ford,  and  Mr.  Charles  Turner  ;  July  1, 
Colonel  John  W.  Fane  added.  Major  Cornwall 
Legh  disch. 

.  Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Electric  Telegraphs  Bill  to 
inquire  : — 1.  Whether  it  is  desirable  that  the 
transmission  of  messages  for  the  public 
should  become  a  legal  monopoly  in  the  Poet 
Office ;  2.  Whether  it  should  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  make 
special  agreements  for  the  transmission  of 
messages  or  news  at  reduced  rates  ;  3.  What 
securities  should  be  taken  for  insuring  the 
secrecy  of  messages  transmitted  through  the 
Post  Office ;  4.  What  arrangements  should  be 
made  for  the  working  of  submarine  cables  to 
foreign  countries ;  and,  5.  To  hear  soeb 
Telegraph  and  Railway  Companies  and  Pro- 
prietors as  shall  by  petition,  on  or  before  the 
26th  instant,  have  prayed  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  counsel  or  agents  against 
such  of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  aflbct  their  particular  intereots  I " 
(Mr.  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer)  June  93, 
1978 
Amendt.  in  last  paragraph,  to  leave  oat  '*  such 
of  the  matters  referred  to  the  Committee  as 
affect  their  particular  interests,*'  and  insert 
"the  Preamble  and  CUiusea  of  the  Bill" 
(Mr,  Bouverie) ;  after  short  debate,  Qaei- 
tion,  "  That  the  words,  Ac,"  pat,  and  agreed 
to ;  main  Qaestion  pnt,  and  agreed  to 
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^eetrie  TeUgrapht  Bill— cent.  j 

193]  Qi]«stlon,  ColoDel   French  :    Aniwar,  The  | 

CbanoellDroFthe  Eichcqaer /uly  6,  730 

Special  Report  of  Seleec  CominictM  My   16 


Report  •  Jidy  It 

.  Order  for    Commil 

Mr.   Speaker 


R  leare  the  Chair 


[Mr. 


After  debate,  dominittee  ;  Report  [Bill  339] 
.  Considered /u2ti  22,  lUl 
Read  3°  ■  Jaly  33 
I.   Read  !••  [  Tli«  Dttke  of  M-mtrota)  Jtdy  23 
.  MoTed,   "Thftt  the   Bill   be    do*  rend    9>" 
July  24, 1693  ;  after  ihort  debate.  Bill  read  S*- 
.  CDininitceei  Report,  after  abort  debate  July  37, 

1813  (No.  389) 

.  MoTed,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3" " 
/uly  28, 18S5 
Bill  n ad  3*:  on  Queition,  "That  the  Bill  do 
pan  t"  MoTed,  to  innrt  in  Clante  8,  lino  3S, 
after  ("  Companj'")  ^"  anj  Sum  n  voted 
baring  been  approied  of  a*  fair  tj  Cbe 
Arbitrator  herein-afler  named  ")  (  Tkt  Lord 
lUdeicbxte)  ;  after  ihort  debate,  Amendt. 
negallTed ;  Bill  paued 
RojibI  Aeaeot  Jvly  31  [81  4  33  Fief.  o.  110] 

EUctric  TtUgraplu — Pwehatt  of  (Aa 

Queation,    Sir    Cbarlea    Bright  ;    Anawer,  Mr. 
Hunt  Feb  17,  [19a]  800 
Correapondeooe  (^Parl.  P.  No.  303) 

Elementar7  Edncatioii  Bill 

(Mr.BtnryAuUln  BruM,  Mr.  JFiUiitm  Ediecrrd 

FoTtler,  Mr.  Algertion  BgerUm) 
t.  HotioQ  for  Leave  [Mr.  Bnite)  Mar  17,  [190] 

isie 

Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1*  [BUI  84] 
Moved,  "  Tbat  the  Order  for  the  Seoond  EUad- 

ing  be  ditcbarged "  (ifr.  BruM)  June  33. 

[191]  1 983 
After    long  debate,   Order    dieoharged  1 

withdrawD 

Ellembobovqh,  Earl  of 

Abjuinian  Eipedilion— Deipatebee,Tbe,[i9i] 


.  I{i90]  I0«8 
Ineoma  Tax,  SR.  [i9o]593 
Fart i anient— Bun aeu   of  tbe  £ 

[i9i]fies 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  4S7, 101 

Eluce,  Ur.  E.,  St.  Andrewt,  IfC. 

Repreientntion  of  the  People  (Sootland),  3R, 
[190]  1209;  Comm.  d.  8,  [191]  ITS,  800  : 
cl.  8,  89)  ;  Motion  for  Adjournoicnt,  SOS  ; 
d,  S,  978  ;  a.  IS,  Ameadt.  1008  ;  add.  el. 
12SS  :  SohednleA,  13fil 


Endowed  Schools  BiU  [h.i,.] 

(The  Lord  Prenient) 
I.  Pretented  :  read  I**  May  13  (No.  98) 

Read  3>*  May  18 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  IS 

Read  3"  May  35 
f.  Read  1°"  May  28  [BiU  US] 

Read  3°  •  Jane  4 

Committee*;  Report /un«  8 

Read  3°  •  /utk  9 

Rojal  Anent /une  3ft    [31  A  33  Fief.  e.  S3] 

ExnsLD,  ViaDODiit,  Middhtix 
Lat'TDier't  Cfaarit<r,  Edmonton,  [191]  953 
London  Coal   and  Wine  Dutjea  Contiananoe, 

3R.  [190]  lUl 
Metropolie— Eiat  London,  Diatreaa  In,  [190] 

eu 

Metropolia — Lambetb  Workhoiua,' Motion  &r 

Pipere,  [190]  3049 
Metri.polilan  Potice,  [190]  1004 

Surgeon-in-Chiefor,  [193]  311 
Metropolitan  Police  Fundi,  3a.  \\^3]  S4B 
New  Zealnnd— Foroea  in.  [193]  640 
Pubtia  Sohoota,  2K.  [190]  769 ;  Motion  fbr  a 
Select   Committee,  9053 ;  Re-oomm.  ol.  14, 
[191]  1339 
Sanitary  Improvemenli,  Ralei  for,  [191]  3ffB 
Special  and  Common  Juriea,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [190]  934 
Tnrkej— Bailwayi,  [193]  718 

Entail  Anwndmont  (SeotUnd)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advoeate,  Sir  Jamei  FerputMn,  Ur. 

Secretary  QatKorne  Sardy) 
a.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  3  [BUI  88] 

Read  2°  •  MayiO 

Committee  ■  1  Report  May  38        [BiU  110] 

RO'Comm.  *  ;   Report  June  33 

Conaidered  "  June  3B 

Read  3°*Jun«36 


ElT,  Bishop  of 
Umreraltj  TeaU,  [191]  lOSl 


Committee*  Jii/y  14 

Report ■Juljr  IS  (No.  950) 

RaadS**/u/y  17 

lUtjtH  Awnit  Jtdy  31    [81  A  83  Fict  c.  31] 

EEeKiXB,  Vico-Admiral  J.  B.,  Stirlingihire 

"Garonne,"  Lou  of  the,  [191]  1013  ;  [193I37O 
Uauritiua— The  86th Regimeiit,[i9i]  1161 
Nbtj     ISstimalei  —  Coait     Gnard     Servioe, 
Amendt.  [193]  639 
Snlariea  of  OtBoera.  [1113]  S37 
Nova  Sootia — Briliah   North  American    Oon- 
federalion.  Motion  for  an  Addreai,  [191]  1094 
Sootland— Eduoation,  [191]  3001 

Ebhokdb,  Mr.  J.,  Wattrford  Co, 
Armj— RiSed  Ordnanee — Stndded  Shot,  [191 

9SI 
Eleotion  Petitiona  and   Compt  Practloea  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  6,  [191]  3193  ;  Motio  a 

for  Adjournment,  219S 
Ubel,  Comm.  el.  8,  [191]  612 
Military  at  Eleotioni  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  417 
Parliament — Diviaioai  of  the  bouaa,  BMyst^ 

[193]  S80 

1  \jMrt> 


BSM 


BST 
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EST        BST 


EmoHDi,  Mr.  J. — e&nt. 

Reg:istration  (Ireland).   Comm.  [193]    U8d  ; 

cJ.  34. 1503 
Repreuntntion  of  Ibe  People  (Ireland),  9R. 

[191]   1968;    Goniid.  [193]  1898;  add.  el. 

1901 


Eiiahlished  Church  {Ireland) 

CoMXOIfB — 

191]  T^otioe  of  Reaolntioni,    Observationi,    Mr. 
Gladstone ;  Replj,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  23,  83 

.  Notice  of  Amendment  {Ixird  Stanley)  Mar  27» 
856 

Aeti  read  : — 
.  Moved,  **  That  this  House  will  immediately  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
said  AoU  "  {Mr.  Gladstone)  Mar  30,  469 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  House,"  and  add 

'*  while  admitting  that  considerable  modifi- 
oations  in  the  Temporalities  of  the  United 
Church  in  Ireland  may,  after  the  pending 
inquiry,  appear  to  be  expedient,  is  of  opinion 
that  any  proposition  tending  to  the  disestab- 
lishment or  disendowment  of  that  Church 
ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  decision  of  a 
new  Parliament"  (Lord  Stanley)  Mar  30, 
490;  Question,  '*That  the  words,  Ac.;*' 
after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

•  Debate  resumed  Mar  31,  575  ;  after  long  de- 

bate. Debate  further  adjourned 

.  The  Approaehing  Divition,  Questions,  Mr. 
Torke,  Viscount  Cranbome  ;  Answers,  Lord 
Stanley,  Mr.  Speaker  April  2,  706 

.  Maynooth  Orant,  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  ^jt?ri/  2,  708 ;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Whalley  April  3,  836 

.  Debate  resumed  April  2,  709  ;   after  long  de- 
bate, Debate  further  adjoamed 


.    Regium  Donum,  Question,  Mr.  Vance ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  3,  835 

,  Debate  resumed  April  3,  837  ;  after  long  de- 

bate,  Question  put;  A.  330,  N.  270  ;  M.60  ; 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  941 

Main  Question  put ;   A.  328,  N.  272 ;  M.  56  ; 

Acts  considered  in  Committee — Committee 

— B.P. 

.Acts  considered  in  Committee  April  27, 1338 
Question  ajrain  proposed,  "  That  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  should 
oease  to  exist  as  an  Establishment,  due  re- 
gard being  had  to  all  personal  interests  and 
to  all  individual  rights  of  property"  {Mir, 
Gladstone) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  first  word  *<  That," 
and  add  *'  so  lonff  as  the  Union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  continues  to  exist, 
it  is  just  and  consistent  that  the  principle  of 
the  Established  Churob  should  be  maintained 
in  Ireland,  and  its  endowment  on  a  scale 
suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  population  " 
{Sir  Frederick  Heygate) ;  Queetion,  *'  That 
the  words,  Ac.;"  uter  long  debate,  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 

.  Question,  Mr.  Vemer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
April  28,  1462 

•  Aeta  considered  in  Committee  April  28,  1466 
Question  again  proposed ;   after  long  debate, 
Oommittee'->B.r. 


Ettablithed  Church  (/reZand )—cont. 

191]  Oa£h  of  Roman  Catholic  Memherif  Moved, 
"That  the  Oath  Ukeo  by  Roman  Catholic 
Members  previous  to  the  alteration  of  the 
Oatli  on  the  30th  of  April,  1866,  be  read  by 
the  Clerk  at  the  Table"  {Mr.  FreviUe- 
SurUet)  April  30,  1582;  after  short  do- 
bate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 

.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  AprU  30,  158S 
Question  again  proposed;   after  long  debate, 

Amendt.  withdrawn:    main  Question   put; 

Comm.  divided;   A.  380,  N.   265,  M.  05; 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noei,  1675 
Committee— B.P. 

.  Moved,  '*  That  the  House,  at  rising,  do  adjourn 
till  Mondj^  next"  {Mr.  DieraUi),  1679; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

.   Minitterial  SiaUmemt  —  Defeat  of  the   Oih 
vemmeni  on  the  Irith  CHureh  Reeoltitums, 
Observations,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4, 1694  ;  de- 
bate thereon 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.   ConoUy) ;    after  long  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

.  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  IMsraeli 
May  5, 1 787 

Moved,  <*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Oladetone)',  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

.  Meeting  at  St,  James* t  ffaUf  Qaeation,  Mr. 
Vomer  May  7, 1886 

.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  May  7, 1886 
(2. )  Moved, "  That,  subject  to  the  foregoing  con- 
siderations, it  is  expedient  to  prevent  the 
creation  of  new  personal  interests  by  the  ex- 
ercise of  any  public  patronage,  and  to  oonflne 
the  operations  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners of  Ireland  to  objects  of  immediate 
necessity,  or  such  as  involve  individual  rights, 
pending  the  final  decision  of  Parliament*' 
{Mr.  Gladstone) ;  after  short  debate,  Qaes- 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to 
.  (3.)  Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  l>e  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  to  pray  thst, 
with  a  view  to  preventing,  by  legislation 
during  the  present  Session,  the  creation  of 
new  personal  interests  through  the  exercise 
of  any  public  patronage,  Her  Majesty  would 
be  gracionsly  pleased  to  place  at  the  disposal 
of  Parliament,  Her  interest  in  the  temporali- 
ties of  the  Archbishoprics,  Bishoprics,  and 
other  Ecclesiastical  Dignities  and  Benefices 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  custody  thereof"  {Mr. 
Gladstone)^  1898  ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agrded  to 

.  Grant  to  Maynooth  —  The  Regitem  Donum, 
Moved,  *'  That  when  the  Anglican  Churob  in 
Ireland  is  disestablished  and  disendowed,  it  is 
right  and  necessary  that  the  Grant  to  May- 
nooth and  the  Regium  Donam  be  discon- 
tinued ;  and  that  no  part  of  the  seoularixed 
funds  of  the  Anglican  Church,  or  any  State 
funds  whatever,  be  applied  in  nnj  way,  or 
under  any  form,  to  the  endowment  or  fur- 
therance of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland,  or  to  the  establishment  or  main- 
tenance of  Roman  Catholic  denominational 
schools  or  collegee"  {Mr.  Sinclair  Ay^om), 
1902 


■1 ' 


{SES-SION    l««7-8) 


EibMUhtd  Chunh  (Ireland) — ooat. 

191]  Aft«r  debate,  Amondt.  to  Imtb  out  from  tb« 
first  irord  "  Tbst,"  and  kdd  "whan  IsnaU- 
tive  effpct  gh>U  have  been  given  to  the  Fint 
Bfiolution  of  Ihii  Comrailtee  roipeoting  the 
EatabUghed  Churoh  of  Ireland,  it  li  right 
and  neceuarj  tbat  the  QranC  to  MafDooth 
and  tba  Regiam  PoDum  be  diHontiouad " 
(ifr.  WliiOtread).  1823 :  after  tbort  debate, 
QueiCion,  "That  the  worda,  Ac.;"  Comm. 
iiided;  A.  8S,  N.  199     "' 


.fto. 


"  That  the   1 


ivgiolncive  effect  Ao.i"'ba  added  ifiy  7, 1S3S 
,  Amendt.  proposed  lo  aaid  proposed  Amendt. 
bf  adding  the  worda  "  doe  regard  heing 
had  to  all  peraanol  intereaU"  [Mr.  GtaMone), 
1936 ;  after  short  debate,  Queilion,  "  That 
thoas  words  be  tbete  added,"  put,  and  agreed 

.  Amendt.  proposed  to  the  said  propoied  Amendt. 
as  amended,  bf  adding  the  words,  "  And  that 
DO  part  of  Che  Endowment!  of  the  Anglican 
Church  be  applied  to  the  Endowment  it  the 
JDatiiuIions  of  other  religioua  eommuuiona  " 
(Jfr.  Oreem).  1831 

Qneition,  "That  those  worda  be  added,  &0.1" 
after  atiort  debate,  Moied  to  report  Progreas 
{Mr,  Wlialleii) ;  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Qusi- 
tionput,  A.9T,  N.  132  ;  M.  35 

Queation,  "  That  the  words  'when  legialative 
effect.' *o,i"   put,  and  ngrei'd  to 

4.  Reialved,  That  when  legislative  effect  shall 
have  been  given  to  Che  First  Kesolulion  of 
thia  Committee,  reaped ing  the  Establiahed 
Church  of  Ireland,  it  i<  right  and  DMeasarj 
that  the  Grant  to  Majnootb  and  Che  Bcglum 
Donuoi  be  diicontinuad,  due  regard  being  had. 
to  all  peraonnl  intereata 
.  Moved,  "  That  tho  Chairman  report  the  Re- 
solutions  to  tbe  House"  {Mr,  GladtUmt), 
1911  ;  after  abort  debate,  Eesolutiooi  re- 
ported and  agreed  I 
.  BoaolTed,  ■'  That  an  humble  Addreia  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Uajestf,  humblj  to  praj  that, 
with   a   view   to   preventing,  bj   legislation 


anj  public  patronage.  Her 
loioualy  plen     '  " 


Dugh  theeieraii 
r  Majeitf  would  be 
gracioatt;  pl?nerd  to  place  at  the  diipneal  of 
ParliamrnC,  Her  interest  in  the  temporHliiiea 
of  the  Arohbiihoprlca,  Biihoprics,  and  other 
Eccleaiailical  Dignities  and  Benefices  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  the  custody  thereof "  (ifr. 
Gladitone]  May  T,  1S49 
Her  MajestjF's  Be  ply  to  the  Addrets  of  May  T 
ifay  13,  [191]  113 

191]  7^0  ResD'ufionl,  Notice  (TAs  Earl  of  Derby) 

April  3T,   1303  :    Queation,    Tbs   Earl    of 

.    Derby  ;  Anawer,  Earl  Kusiell  AprQ  38, 1439 

MiniiUrial  Slalemail — Dt/tai  0/  lie  Omitrti- 

mtnt  in  the   Ccmninu,   Obtervaliona,  The 

.    Earl  of  Malmesbury  May  i,    leSS  ;    abort 

debate  thereon 


Established  Clmroli  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Gladttont,  Sir  George  Grey.  Mr.  La%Dien) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  briDg  in  a 

Bill  to  prevent,  for  1  limited  time,  new  ap- 

pointmenti  in  the  Chureli  of  IraWd,  uid 

[Milt 


Eilabliihed  ChmA  (JrtlMd)  BUt—cont. 

[91]  to  restrain,  for  tbe  lame  period,  in  oertain 
reapeeta,  the  proceedings  of  tbe  Eccleaiaatieal 
ConimiaaiDDsra  for  Ireland  "  {Mr.  Qiaditone) 
May  13,  333  ;  Objected  to,  on  point  of  Form 
(Jfr.  NeiBchgaU) ;  and  not  proceeded  with 

.  Qneition,  Colonel  Stuart  Edoi;  Aniwer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  14,  SIT 

.  Motion  again  made  May  14, 8U 
Moved,  "  That  the  DeUte  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Calantl  Stuart  Knox);  niter  abort  debate, 
Queiticn  negatived ;  al^r  further  short  de- 
bate, main  Queilion  put ;  Bill  ordered 

.  Moved,  "That  tbia  Hoaae  do  now  adjourn" 
{Mr.  Veraer),  333  ;  alter  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion wilhdniwn 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  1°  "  (Mr. 
Oladitam)  May  14,  833  ;  after  short  debate. 
Bill  read  f  [Bill  117] 

.  Personal  ExplanatiOD,  Colonel  Stuart  Knox 
May  16, 841 

,  Queation.  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  19,  BU 

.Question,  Mr.  MaoEvoy;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Jfay  3  L ,  657 

.  Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3°  "  (Mr. 
Gladitone)  May  32,  720 

.  Amendl.  to  leave  oat  "now,"  and  add  " nwin 
this  day  an  month*  "  {Mr.  Secretary  Qa- 
thame  Bcardy);  Queition,  "That  'now,' 
dto. ;"  after  long  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  313,  N.  3sa ;  M.  «1 ;  Uiviaion  U«C  Ayes 
and  Noea,  800  ;  main  Question  put ;  SlU 
read  2° 

.Question,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Aoswar, Mr. Disraeli 
if  ay  20,  1043 

.Question.  Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton:  An- 
swer, Hr.  Gladstone  June  6,  1161 

.  Order  for  Committee  read  June  5,  IIBS 

.  Moved,  "  That  it  bean  Instruction  tolhe  Cem- 
miltee,  Chat  they  have  power  to  provide  in 
the  aaid  Bill,  that  the  tenure  of  every  office 
OonnecCed  with  the  College  of  Maynoolh  be 
subject  to  like  eonditiona  with  those  Co  which 
official  tenures  connected  with  Che  Ealab- 
lished  Church  in  Ireland  will  be  snbjeot 
after  Che  passing  of  this  AoC,  and  Chat  no 
money  shall  be  payable  under  Che  Aat  8 
and  9  Vic.  c.  26,  to  the  TrusCees  of  tlu 
College  of  Maynooth  for  or  for  the  use  m 
any  senior  scadenc  or  other  atadenC  to  be 
admitted  after  tho  pasaing  oftbis  Aot  "  (ifr. 
Sinclair  Aytaun),  1 1  S3 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  Bill,  that "  and 
add  "every  person  who  shall  be  appointed 
to  any  ofl^ce  in  Che  College  of  Majnoocb, 
aftiT  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  tbs 
•aid  office  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  Partis- 
ment"  {Coi<met  GreviUt  -  KugenI) ;  after 
shore  debate,  Questiou,  "  Tbat  lbs  words, 
<tc. :"  A.  109,  N.  185:  M.Te 

.  Queatlon  proposed,  "That  the  words  'every 
person  who  shall  be  appointed  to  any  offloe 
in  the  College  of  Maynootb,  alter  tbs  pus- 
ing  of  this  Act,  shall  hold  tba  said  offloo 
subject  to  the  pieuura  of  FsLcliaxamA.;  '^fc 
adM,"  1192 


EST       BTA 
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EHMitML  Ckmreh  (Jr$kmd)  St?^— «ont. 

193]  A  mend  t.  proposed  totho  laidpropoiedAmendt. 
by  inierting  after  the  word  *'  Maynootb  "  the 
wordi,  "  And  Ukewiae  every  i*reabyterian 
Miniater  bereafter  to  be  appointed  to  rcoeive 
a  ebare  of  tbe  Kegtom  Donam"  {Sir  Oeorye 
Ortv),  1197;  QoeatioQ,  "Thatthoie  words 
be  there  ineerted/'  pat,  and  agreed  to 
Qnettion,  *<  That  the  words  'every  person  who 
shall  be  appointed  to  any  offlee  in  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth,  and  likewise  every  Pres- 
byterian Minister  hereafter  to  be  appointed 
to  receive  a  share  of  the  Regiom  Donnm, 
after  the  passing  of  this  Aot,  shall  hold  the 
said  offioe  snbjeot  to  the  pleasure  of  Parlia- 
ment,' be  added  to  the  words  '  Bill,  that'  in 
the  original  Question/'  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  pot,  and 
agreed  to 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair*' 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  {Mr, 
Ngwdegate) ;  after  short  debate.  Question, 


'*  That  the  words,  Ao.,"  pot,  and  agreed  to  ; 

Mr. 
put,  and  agreed  to 


main  Question,  **That 


Speaker,  Ao.," 

.  Committee  ;  Report  June  6, 1211 
•  Considered  June  12, 1629 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  8"* "  (Mr. 
Oladetone)  June  16,  1697;  after  short  de- 
bate. Bill  read  S^ 

.  {.  Moved,  «'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  U " 
{The  Earl  of  Clarendon)  June  18, 1741  ;afUr 
short  debate,  BiU  read  1>  (No.  157) 

.  Notion  of  Motion,  The  Lord  Chancellor /imm  18, 
1749 

.  Question,  Lord  Penrhyn ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury  June  28,  1909 

.  Petition  of  Clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
presented.  Lord  Lyttelton  June  28,  1917; 
short  debate  thereon 

.  Moved,  «*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* "  {Earl 
OranvUU)  June  24,  2028 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("now")    and    insert 
("  this  Day  Six  Months")  (  The  Earl  Grey) ; 
after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 

193]  Adjourned  debate  resumed  June  26, 2  ;  after 
#     long  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

.  Adjourned  debate  resumed  June  29,  169 
.  After  long  debate,  on  Question.  That  (*<  now  ") 
Ac. ;  Cont.  97,  Not-Cont.  192  ;  M.  95  ;  re- 
solved in  the  negative  ;  BiU  to  be  read  2* 
on  this  Day  Six  Months ;  List  of  Cont.  and 
Not-Cont,  298 


Etwall  and  Bepton  Corporation 

Question,  Mr.  Henley ;    Answer,  Lord  Robert 
MonUgu  Mar  9,  [190]  1228 

Eyans,  Mr.  T.  W.,  DerhyMre,  5. 

Cattle  Plagiie  Returns,  [190]  1287 
Payment  of  Rates — The  Compounding  System, 
[190]  1888  ;  Res.  1918 


Etrbblxt,  Yiiootiiit 

Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  510 
New  Forest — Deer  Removal,  Ac.  Aot,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [193]  694 

BwABT,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfriee,  ipe. 
Murder  Law  Amendment,  [190]  989 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  Leave, 
[190]  1072  ;  2R.  [192]  176,  209 

Ewmo,  Mr.  H.  E.  Cbum-  PauUy 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1088 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2K,.  [191]  1091 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  2B.  [193]  1828 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Sootlaod),  Comm. 

el,  1,  [193]  1526 
Represenution  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add,  el,  [19a]  1804  ;  Consid.  add,  el  1899 
Repreeentation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

^190]  1259  ;  Comm.  d,  8,  [192]  467  ;  Sobo- 

lale  A,  1254  ;  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  919 


s; 


Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,600,000)  BiU 

{Mr,  Dodeon,  Mr.  Chaneeller  of  the  Ewd^equer, 

Mr,  Hunt) 

e.  Resolutions  in  Ways  and  Means  [Maj  4  4  8] 
reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1*^  *  May  1 1 

Read  2«*  May  12  [BiU  112] 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  13 

Read8<>*  May  14 
l  Read  1»*  {TKe  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  15 

Read  2«*  ;  Committee  negatived  May  18 

Read8»*  May  19 

Royal  Assent  May  28  [81  Vict.  c.  27] 

ExoHBaiTXB,    Chaitcsllok    of    the,    994 
Chakcellob  of  the  Exchbquxb 

EzxTBB,  Marqaess  of  (Captain  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen at  Arms) 
Army— Organisation  of  tbe  Raserred  Foroes, 

[193I 1858 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  (^7 

Expatriation^  I/aw  of 
Observations,  Mr.  W.  £.  Fortter  Afar  20,  [190] 
1984 ;  debate  thereon 


Expiring  Laws  Continnanoe 

(Mr,  Sciater-Booth,  Mr,  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered :  read  l^"*  Jtdy  16  [Bill  241] 

Read  20  •/u/y  17 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  20 

Read8°*  Ju/y  22 
/.  Read  \^^{The  Lord  CKnton)  July  28 

Read  2»  •  July  24  (No.  280) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  27 

Read8**/tt2y28 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  4  82  Viet,  o.  Ill] 

JSxploeive  MateriaU  m  War — The  Butiian 

Circular 
Qoestion,  The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  ;   Ansiror, 
The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  July  28,  [193] 
1661 


XXT  FAI         I  S  E  S  S  I  0 
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Governmpntg  rrgarding  Eitradil ion,  with  k  I 
vieiT  lo  the  adoption  of  *  more  permanent  I 
and  unirorm  polio;  on  the  aubject"  {Mr.  I 
X-Cutlagh  Torrent)  Mar  19,  [190]  lOSl 

And,  on  Mar  37,  Comnnttee  Dominated  u 
fotlO'i:— Mr.  BoDvcrie  (ChtirmanX  Mr. 
Ihomui  Baring.  Mr.  Baxtor,  Sir  Robert 
Collior,  Mr.  IHdvnrd  Egerton,  Mr.  Willinm 
Edoard  Fonler.  Sir  Fmncil  Goldemid,  Mr. 
Gonl,  Mr.  Gravet,  Mr.  'Ltjtzi,  Mr.  Mill, 
Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  Sohreiber,  Mr.  Solioltor 
General,  Mr.  StAnifeld,  Mr.  M-Callngh  Ter- 
rene, Mr.  Walpole,  and  Mr.  Percj  Wyndham 

Beport  of  Seleot  Commiltee  Jtdy  0 

{Pati.  P.  No.  8S1) 

Etxtk,  Mr.  K.,    Windior 

Eleoiion  Petition*  and   Corrupt  Pnetiom  »t 

Eleolions,  Comm.  add.  d.  [193]  ISSS 
Ireland  —  Murder  of   Mr.   Ifeathentonhangh, 

[.9i]HS» 
Enighit  oF  Windur,  Motion  for  on  Addreu, 

[191]  mSi  [.93]Slfl 
Kavj— Naral  Chaplain),  [igo]  fiSB  ;  [igj]  424 

Eyre,  Ex-Oovemor,  Froteeution  of 
Act  of  Indemnity,  Question,  Colonel  B.  Knox  1 

Answer,  Mr.  Ui.raeli  June  13,  [iga]  ItTO 
Exptntei  —  Dtipatek,     Queelion,    Mr,   P.    A. 

TsjW;    AoKwer,    Mr.    AdderUy  June    13, 

[191]  14TT 
Jamaica    Commiltee,  The,  Q.iiestioni,   Colonel 

Siunrt    Knox,  Colonel   Jor'ie :  Rep);,  Mr, 
192}  Speaker  May  22,   117:   Queelion,  Colonel 

Jeriis ;  Antwer,  Mr.  Disraeli;  short  debate 
.    thereon    May    29,    830  ;     Questions,     Mr. 

Lamont,  Colonel  Brownlow  Knox  ;  Answers. 
.     Mr.   Disraeli  June  9,  l334~Peliffan /or 

Ite-Appoialmenl  of.  Question,  Mr.  Grenfell  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Lamont :  sliort  debate  Ibereon 
.    Jane  23.  1850 
Letter  of  Lord  Carnarron  (Pari.  P.  No.  309} 

Fairs  Bill 

(Mr.  Diliuiyn,  Mr,  Eratty  Fi'uion,  Mr.Denma.n) 
t.  OrderoH  ;  read  1""  May  19  [Bill  138] 

R*>ad  3="  ■  May  38 

Committoo  *  ;  Report  Jane  8 

Read  3°  ■  jHn«  10 
i.  Rend  l*»(r/i«£aWiV(?iVi()/uiielI 

Head  3'-y«fM2»  (No.  141) 

Commitloe  •  ;  Report  Jtdy  1 

Read3'*/Wji9 

Rojal  Assent  Juiy  13    [31  A  32  Vitl.  a,  01] 

Fairs  (Ireland)  Bill   ( Tht  Earl  af  Mayo, 

Mr.  Allnmey  Ocneral  for  Ireland) 
e.  Motion  for  Leare  ( TU  Earl  0/  Mayo)  Mar  B, 
[.90]  IHS 

Billo.dpr«d;  readl»»  [Bill  *e] 

Read  2="  Mar  13 

Committee*;   Report  Jfar  IT 

Considered  '  War  13 

Rrad  3°"  Jfar  19 
t.  RvAil"-*  [The  Lord  ainton)  Mar  inC^o.i.'J) 

Rend  2'  *  Mar  24 

Commitlee";  Report  Marit 

Read  3*"  Mar  37 

Ito]>al  Assent  J/ai' 30  [31   I^i'st.  0.111      1 

TOL.  CXCm.  [thibs  ubibl] 


N    18$7-8}         FAI         FEK 
-i$>— 193. 

[Fairs    (Ketropolis)    BUI 

(Sir  Jaatet  Fergattim,   Mr.    S*er«lary 
Oatticrne   Sards') 
«.  Ordentd  ;  n-ad  l"*  June  30  [Bill  20S] 

Head  3°  •  July  3 

";  Report /»Iy  9 
WuO 

lite  Lord  CHnton)  July  T 
'uly  13  (No.  933) 

Committee*;  Report  July  H 
ftmi^'JiilylS 
Rojal  Asnnt  Juiy  31  [31  A  33  Viet.  0. 100] 

PiMK,  Colonel  J.  W.,  Oxfyrdthirt 
Armj   Reserre,   Motion    for   a    Commltslon, 

[191]  19T0 


Resd3""JlJuO 

1  l-*(_7% 
Read  3'*/u2<f  13 


.  Read  I' 


1118 
Water  Supplj,  [190]  887,  889 
Agricultural  Labour,  [192]  1397 
Arm;  —  Shoeburyneas.  Eiperimenti  at,  [193] 

1439 
Artiiaas'  and  Labourers'  Dwallingl,  8R.  [191] 

!0fl1 
EleotioD  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Frsotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  tl,    1,   [191]  BSO  :  d.  5, 

3192.2107;  d.  10,  [193]  758:  el.  45,  1178; 

cl.  46,  13TI  ;  add,  el.  1443, 1401, 14S3, 1454  ; 

Coniid.  1620,    1029,    1634  :    add.  el,    1678, 

1S80,  1681,  lase  ;  3R.  Amendl.  I7IS 
Elementarj  Education,  2R.  [191]  1997 
Establiibed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [191] 

1913,  1925 
Fenian  Con v lots  at  Manehesler,  [190]  US 
India— East  India  OItU  Service,  Bfli.   [191] 

1838,  ISJSI,  18S0 
India — East  India,  Troopa  and  Tesaela  (AbjJ- 

iinian  lixpedition).  Rei.  [190]  380 
India— Sjstemi  of  GoTernment.  [191]  423 
Ireland  ^  Roman    Catbolie    UniTersitf ,  [190] 

Has 

Ireland— UniTeraitf   Education,  [191]   lOlS; 

Res.  8.  1054,  1064 
Parliament— l>oblie  Business,  [193]  1420 
Public  Sohools,  Re-«omm.  el.  3,  [191]  16.^5 
Representation  or  tbe  People  (Ireland).  Comm. 

ei.  3,  [191]  1704;  add.et.  1TT7,  1T90 
Representation     of    the     People     (Scotland), 

Consid.orfJ.  c{.  [193]  144S 
Sopplj-  AbjiiinlsD  Expedition,  [  190]  305 
Prvsecutlone,  Amendl.  [193]  495,  499 
Ro7«l  l'nliuies,[i9i]  1006;  Amendt.  1007, 
10U9,  1010 
Wars  and  Means— Finanoial  Statoment,  [191] 

use 

Fenianiim 

Alleged  Bribe  lo  a  Fenian,  Question,  Sir 
Kiedericli  llejgnte  ;  Answer,  'I'be  Earl  of 
Ma;o  Jun;  S.  [191]  1220 

Clerkenviell  Priton,  AUaeh  on.  Question.  Ur. 
Hnrre;  1.ewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gnttiorne  Hard; 
Mar  S,  [190]  l3iS— 77i«  Convict  Barrett, 
Question.  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Uardf  Mayib,{iQ2]  839 

Fenian  Pritoner;  Warren  and  CoHeVa,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill  ;    AtLS1l<n,T'<CM'^u\ 

Of  Maio  JvLt  'A-,\yi^^aB!lk 
4  -ft  \pn». 


IBM        FIR         {aSHBRA.L    INDE2 

Fenianitm—eont.  iPnxOERUJ),  I 

Maguir*.  Coit  0/  th*  Cmtn'ct,  QoMtiao,  Mr.        IreUnd-Polh 

Watkin;  Aniner,  Mr.  Corry  JVm  21,  [190]         MotiDj^  Comr 

itandietUr,   Convirti    at.    Obwrmliont,    Mr. 

Maguira  iVsir  21.  [190]  US  :  ricbala  th«n»n 
Melropolit  —  Special    Conttable*.    Motinn    far 

"  Helurn  of  the  Number  of  Special  ConiU- 

blri  vho  hace  respectiTclj   enrolled    tham- 

•elie*  in  the  different  Pariahea  of  tha  Metro. 

polia  after   Iha    Eiploaion  in   Clerkanwell " 

I  The  Lord  Catnfbctt)  Mar  19,  [19a]  ISdO; 

Motion  agreed  to 


FiATEB,  Ur.  J 

Eleftinn    Peli 

Local  Charge 

1S1 
Helropolitan 

ct.  8.  [19.1] 
Supptj— Burl 


FEBaiisBON,    Sir  J.    CUnder    Secretary  of 

StHte  for   the    Home    DepRrtmeot), 

At/r$hirt 
Arllian*'  and   Laboarert'   Dvalliogi,   Comm. 

oi.  37.  [191]  «'T:  3*^-2091 
Collier*    in   (hs    Wlgan    DUlriet,  Strik*  of, 

[191]  1234 
Eaiabliihed    Chunih    (IraUud),    Comm.    ElM. 

[191]  IDIO,  1931 
Land    Writa    KegiilralloD  (SoolUnd),  Comm. 

el.  I.  [191]  ie28 
Hetropobian  I'olioe  Fundi,  3R.  [193]  3S1 
Mrlropolitan   Sireeta  Act  (lEST)  Amendment, 

Comm.  add.  <(.  [19a]  41S  ;   Lorda  Amendii. 

6S3 
Municipal    Oorporationi  (Metropolii),  LeaTO, 

[191]  1863;  21t.lT9i]1739 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [191]  1610 
Rrpresenialion     of    tbe     People     (Soolland), 

Leave,    [190]    837  ;     SR.    1257  ;      Comm. 

d.    3,  [191]   478,   483.  492  ;    el.    4,    86B  ; 

el.  B.  857  :   el.  8,  8B5  :    el.  9,  B79  ;    cl.   10, 

983  iC^  I2.\00i;  add  cl.  1243  ;  SoheduleA, 

1201.  1203 :  Conaid.  add.  el.  1446 
Sanitary  Improvemenla,  Rnlei  lor,  [191]  3A9 
Supply  —  Government   Pritone,   [tj)!]   1106, 

1107;  Report,  1179 
Tunipike  Trtiali,  3R.  [191]  1733 


[.913  1»1 

Fine  Art!  Copyriglit  Coiuiolidation  Knd 
Amendment  Bin  fa  ^] 

(  Tim  Lard  JFetlbarj) 
I,  Prcwntod  ;  read  1>*  /u»  13  (No.  US) 

Fiaei  and  7eei  (Irel«ad)  BUI 

(JM-.    Hnnl,   Mr.   Chanetllor  of  Iht   Srefie^ua-) 
0.  Ordered;  read  !'•  Feb  IS  [Bill  34] 

HoTed,   "-rbat    the   Bill   be  now  read  S> " 

Mar  9,  [190]  1327 
Amendt.  lo  leare  out  "  nov,"  nod  add  "  upon 
thit   day   ail   moniha  "  iOenend  Dimmt) ; 
aller  ehort  debate.  Qoealioa.  "Tkafnoir,' 
Ac,,"  put.  Bod  negatiTed  ;  Bill  put  off  for 


FiMUT.  iSx.  A.  8.,  ArpplUhirt 

lailo- European  Telegnpb,  [190]  S30  | 

I 

JiVa  Proieetion  ] 

Quesrion,   Mr.    M-Lajfln  ;    Antwer,    Mr.   O. 

Hard  J  Mat  \6,  \\tfi'\  I6ft1  I 


Vagnnoy, 


FOUAIIBB,  ICt 
Rcgietntion, 


FoBBTCE,  Mr, 

Me(rop"lilan 
[19311303 

[I9i]  466  ; 
Sootlaad— A{ 

[190]  y 

Law  of  U 

Forvgii  Offit 

<toe*tioD,   N) 

BUnley  Dt 

Foreign  Ofie 

190]  Qatation. 
Stanley  B 


Fornhore*  c 

l^aeftion.  Mi 


1814 
Forahertt,  '. 
be  preeent 
Ber  Majc 
order  that 
tike  Comn 

Binted   F 
ght  lo  I 

the  Ciiiie 
Henry  U 
H.R.A.5. 
pp.  161  " 
0/  Buedet 
i'bort  dab* 


Foreihorti — eont. 

Then.  Motinn  for  in  Addrtu  for  "  SUtmnMt 
of  hU  Legal  rrooeedingi  which  boTo  b*«i 
initiiutpd  bj  Ihs  La«  tMetn  >t  tbelr  Id- 
itKDce  in  tha  Njtmo  of  iha  Crown,  or  in  the 
Behnlf  of  Unr  Hajeil;,  wiih  mapect  to  the 
ftlleged  Tills  olsimsd  b]>  tha  Crown  to  ths 
Bed  or  Shore!  of  the  Sem  or  the  ForeahorM 
or  Beda  of  Nairigible  Rirera  againit  Cor- 
pornlo  Bodin  or  PriTiite  Indirido*!*  from 
Ihe  lit  Dnj  ot  Janonrj,  1813,  to  the  preMnt 
Time"  [and  other  Panioiiinn]  (  »«  Duke 
of  Baecleuch)  \  Motion  withdrawn 
Bed  of  iht  Sea,  ^c.  Motion  for  an  Addrea* 
for  "SunemeDU  of  all  legal  I'rfMwedinga 
tnititated  bj  the  Law  Offlocn  or  othorwita 
on  Behalf  of  the  Croffn,  with  teepMt  to  the 
Title  of  tiie  Crown  to  the  Bed  or  Shore*  of 
the  Sea  or  tha  Bed>  or  Shorea  of  Tidal 
navigable  Rivei'i  againit  Corpante  Bodisa 
or  Pri»te  Indiridoali,  from  the  9lit  Day  of 
Juljr,  18«3,  ap  to  the  Slat  Deoember,  ISeS  " 
[and  other  Partiaiilan]  {Tkt  Duit  of  RieK- 
mond),  ISB2  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Pari.  P.  (I..)     ....    No.  381 
Memonrndom   ....     Ho.  13T 

FoHSTEK,  Mr.  C,  WaUait 
Compounding  fiir  Ralea,  Eea.  [190]  1904 
Divorce  and    Matriroonial    Cauiaa  Court,  iR. 

[191} 1873 
Parliament— PDblia  Petitiona— Breuih  of  Pri- 

Titrge,  [igi]  ITSO 
Farlmnieiit— Private     BiU    Ugiilatioo,    Rea. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  883 
Parliameolarj  Uorongba — Pajmeat  of  Ratea, 

[190]  437 
Poor  Law— Walaail  Worlihaaae,  [190}  631 
Tortola— Alleged  Submenlon  of,  [190]  92 

FoBSTEB,  Ur.  W.  E.,  Bradford 

Aualrift — Commenual  Treatj  with,  [191]  flS3, 

603 
Beundarj,  Comm.  [191]  3TS 
Brialol  Writ,  [193]  133 
Carriago  of  Pa<«ela  bf  Railwa;,  [191]  1333, 

133i 
Commeroe,  Tribunala  of,  [190]  SOS  ; — Chambera 

of,  S06 
Coolie  Emigration,  [19a]  3133 
Conntv  KinaDcifll  bo«rda,  3R.  [191]  1'"^ 
Education,  [190]  734  I 

Eltrctiun    Petiiiona  and  Corrupt  Fnotioe*  at 

ElMiion*.  Coniid.  fiaj]  laSS,  1U38,  1S39, 

lS33.ie3a 
Elemeniarjr  Education,  3R.  [igi]  3010 
Eatabhahed  Church  (Ircliind};  3ii.  [191]  T83 
EipMriatiOD,  Law  of.  [190]  1883,  30U9  ;  [19J] 

I:£8U 
Jamaica— EatablUhed  Chnreb  in,  [loil  1933, 

19a3 
Libel,  Comm.  tt.  1,  [191]  SOB  ;  cl.  3,  «11,  ei« 
Mv[ro|>Dliian   Foreign   <.'a(ilo  Harltel,   Comm. 

Praanibie,  [193]  1^33,  lA3t 
Parliuinent,  Uioaoluiiun  of,  [191]  1093, 1071 
Poor  Iteliet,  Cuinm.  ef.  3,  [193]  1133,  1129 
Puhlio  Solioola,  Ka-comm.  (191]  I6rt;    d.  3, 

1«A3,  ISM;  (2.  30,  {193]  818  1  aM.  et  827 
ttaeensland— Poljineiian  Labourera,[i93]  1380, 

1306 
Scbool  Jn<]uirj  Committee,  [193]  1368 
Soiantifla   iuatrictioB  in    t'oreifo    Coanliiea, 

[191]  iseo 


t  SESSION    1807-8)         ton        t^k 
i^d— t$i— i^— (^. 

Foftnii,  Mr.  W.  B.— cant. 
Supply— Eduoatlnn,  Public,  [191]  IISO,  1161 
United  Slate*— The  "  Alabama''  Clnima,  Mo- 

tiun  for  an  A(I<lrr»,  [190]  1 IT8,  1 181 
Workahop  Regulation  Act,  £193]  317 


FosTEsn 


91fi 


i,  Enrl 

Bud  Laboorara'  Dwellinga,  3R.  [191] 

Friendly  Sooictiea,  Comm.  [tfl]  307 
Monetary    Conferpnce    [{'■■'i*}.    AJdreaa     for 

Papers,  [1913107 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl.  S,  [191]  1836 :  Report, 

1744 
Public  Sohoola,  Comm. ct.  I3.[i93]  16SS 
Railway  Bill*— iDoreaaa  of  Ra(«,  EUa.  [193] 

10T6, lOcB 
Regulation  of  Railwaya,  Report,  tl.  14,  [1913 

ilfi 
South  Coaat  Railwayi,  3R.  [191]  1461  j  8R. 

["93]  347 
V^ranoy—Guildlbrd  Union — Mo^on  for  CotV 

reapondenoo,  [191]  lUl 


FoBTEccuE,    Bight   Hon.   CbicbMter  S., 

Lovth  Co. 
Habraa  Corpui  SmpenaloD  (Ireland)  Act  Con< 

tinnanoe,  3K.  [igoJSOS  « 

Induairial    fiohuoia  flraland),   Oomm.  cl.   11, 

[191] 333 
Ireland— Irtah  Chureh  Comminion,  [193]  324 
Ireland  —  Slate  of,  Motion   for  a  Committee, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [19a]  ISIS,  IS9S 
Lake  Superior  anil  the  Pacifio.  Ac  ,  Hotiou  for 

aComm)ailon,[i9i]  13<7,  1340 
Military  at  Eleciiona,  311.  [191]  1081,  1083 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uaivenillei,  3R.  [193] 

Priion  Miniatera  Aot,  Rea.[i93]  880 
RegiBtnition,  Leave,  [19*]  1404 

"    ■land),    Con  -       - 

/.  31,  1503. 
Repreaenlation  of  tha  People  {It^'ind),  [190] 

■"■"       '948;  3K.rJ9i]  1910i[i9i] 

I67S:  el.ll.   1988;  cl.  3, 


1567  ;  Comm. 
Amendt.  1184 
17M,  1804 


.91]  1910;  I 
»,  1988  ; 

add.  et.  1768,  1771,  1789, 


JF)ranee 
Arrett*  of  BnjlUhtnen  in,  Qoeatlon,  Mr.  Darbj 
OritBihiAnawsr,  Lord  Stanley  AW  S9,[i90J 

lao 

CoMtinf  Tradt  ^,  Addrea*  for  Cepie*  of  any 
CorreiponriancH  that  may  havo  taken  plaoe 
between  the  Foreign  OtBce  and  Her  Ma- 
jealy'a  Ambaaudor  nt  I'aria,  and  of  any 
Ccnimunicniiona  Irnm  BHiiih  bhipownen,  in  - 
relerrnca  to  the  F.irluaion  of  Briliah  Vr^aaela 
from  the  CoaMing  Trade  of  France,  and  to 
the  eiiiling  Trraiiea  between  France  and 
Spain  or  any  oilier  Country  roliiting  to  that 
Trade  (  The  itarqueiio/Cianiicarde)  July  10, 
[193]  OBD ;  alter  ahart  debate.  Motion  wiib- 


Farit  OnivgricU Etchibition.ietT,  Purl.  PiV"* 

Penona  Emuloi*^ ^^i-\%v 

W.e^otUW       ....      .Nda.-V.'^^.H-^ 


FBB 


FRI 


{GENERAL    INDEX ) 
190— 191— 19a— i^. 


OIL        GAS 


Fbxkch,  Rt.  Hon.  Colonel  F.,  So$eomm<m 
Co. 

Armv — OflBeers  in  command  of  Depdts,  [19a] 

11*80:  [193]  3»3 
Army — Woo<ien  Huts  for  Troops,  Motion  for  an 

AddreM,  [190]  983 
Electric  TelegrAphs,  [193]  720 
Grand  Jury  Cen  (Ireland),  SR.  [191]  313 
HabPM  Corpus  Sospenaion  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 

tinoance,  2 R.  [190]  803 
Ireland— Auditor  of    Grand  Jorj  Aooounta, 
[19a]  1460 
Oompultory  Preeentmenta,  [193]  827 
Ireland — Uiver  Shannon,  Motion  for  a  Commit- 
tee [190]  994  ;  [191]  857 ;— Suko  Nets  on 
the,  467 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[19a]  1976 
MiiiiitieriAl    Statement — Resignation    of   the 

Enrl  of  Derby.  [190]  1098 
Parliament — Conference  Room,  [191]  11^8 

Point  of  Order,  [19a]  15 
Parliament — House  ofCommons  Arrangements, 

Motion  for  a  pommittee,  [190]  984 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  1563 
Post  OflBce— Case  of  A.  J.  Dufl^,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1298 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

1893  ;  Leave,  Moliou  for  Adjournment,  1946; 

3R.  [191]  1951  :  Comm.  [19a]  1580  ;  d.  18, 

■  1590, 1597 ;  add.  cl,  1777, 1791 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8.  [19a]  863,  874  ;  c/.  10,  990 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  3R.  [19a]  3019 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [19a]  1483 
Sunday  Trading,  3R.  [191]  1085 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  993, 
995 
Burlington  House,  [19a]  398 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[193]  669 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1001 
Household  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  [193]  1306, 

1207 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [19a]  300 
Post  Office,  [193]  833 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1013 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [19a]  400 
Supply  —  Proceedings  in,    Resolution,    [191] 
1033 


Frs8hfi£Ld,  Mr.  0.  K.,  J)over 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[19a]  166 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1208,  1299,  1301,  1341  ;  el.  3,  1770, 

1771, 1772 
Sunday  Trading,  3R.[i9i]  1084,  1085 


Friendly  Societies  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Lich/Uld) 
L  Presented  ;  read  !*•  Mar  17  (No.  43) 

After  short  debate,  2R.  deferred  May  1>  [191] 

1685 
Moved,    •*  That    the    Bill  be  now  read  3* " 
May   5,    1775  ;    after    short   debate,   Bill 
read  2» 
Committee  May  19,  [193]  506;   after  short 
debate,  Bill  withdrawn 


Gaixwbt.  Sir  W-  P.,  Thirsk 

County  Financial  Boards  (No.  1),  Leave,  [190] 

120G:  2R.  [191]  1556,  1C94 
Metropolis-  Tark  Lane,  [19a]  2138 
Supply — Enrolled  Pensioners,  ^.  [191]  384 
Salaries  of  Oovernors  of  Colonies,  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  [193]  675 

Galwat,  Yisconnt,  Retford  {^Mt) 
Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [19a]  1435 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praotioea  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1634 
Esublished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1060 
Married  Women's  Property,  3R.  [19a]  1373 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[19311342:  Preamble,  1526 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [19a]  1619 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  4,  [103]  1605 
Registration,  Comm.  add.  c^  [193]  569 
Representation  of  the  People  (lix^Mui),  Comm. 

el.  18,  [19a]  1589, 1591 

•' Garonne"  Lou  of  the 
Question,  Admiral  Erskine;  Answer,  Mr.  S« 
Cave  May  39,  [19a]  1043  :  [193]  370 

{Pari.  P.  No.  408) 

Oartsr  King  at  Ann$ 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk;   Answer*  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  Mar  33,  [191]  39 

Gaselee,  Mr.  Serjeant  S.,  Portsmouth 

Army — Artillery,  Colonels  in  the,  [193]  1933 
Artillery  Practice  at  Portsmouth,  [193]  517» 
519,910,  1668 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2034,  3038 
Army  Estimates — Surreys,  [193]  963 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'   Dwellings,   Comm.' 

el.  6.  [X91]  673 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [19a]  483 
Boundary,  [191]  146  ;  3  R.  Motion  for  Adjoam- 

ment,  1014  ;  Comm.  [191]  375  ;  Preamble, 

1261 
Bristol  Election,  [193]  1375 
Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,    Leafe, 

[190]  996  :  3a.  Amendt.  1131 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  982 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [190] 

981  :  Comm.  cl.  4.  1418  ;  cl  6,  1425 
County  Financial  Boards,  3R.  [191]  1557, 1558, 

1559 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  LeaTe,  [190]  1087 
Disfranchised  Boroughs — Totnes.  Ac.  [190]  486 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt   Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  311 ;  d.   1,  [192] 

661  :   c/.  5,  3193,  3197 

193]  738 ;  d.  6,  743  ;  el.  8.  746  ;  d    10.  753  ; 

.     el.    14,   1005;  cl.    17,  1018;   d.  45,  1178; 

.    add.  el.  1442, 1452  ;  Consid.  1618, 1637, 1643; 

.    add.  d.  1649,  1675,  1677,  1688 

Established    Church   (Ireland),  Comm.    Res. 

[19T]  1907 
Feninn  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  1 19 
Libel,  Comm.  d.  1,  [19a]  608 ;  e\.  3,  613 
Metropolitan   Korelgrf  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

d.  3,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193I  1541 
Napier'Sy  Sir  R.,  Annuity,  Comm.  [193]  1235 


OAS 


GIB 


(  SB  SSION    1867-8} 
190 — 191 — 19a — 193. 


GIB 


OLA 


Gasblix,  Mr.  Serjeant  S.'^eant, 

Navy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  SerTioe,  [193] 
642 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [  1 93]  539 
Navy — Flogging  on   Board  the  "  FaYOurite," 

[191]  36 
Parliament  —  Private   Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

[190]  884,  1809 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  cL  14,  [19a]  1938 ; 

el  16.  Amendt.  1939,  1941 
Registration,  Comm.  culd,  cl.  [193]  668 
Representation  of  the  People  (ireland),  Comm. 

add.  c/.[i9a]  1770,  1771 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScotlandX  3R. 
[190]  1268  :  Comm.  el.  9,  [19a]  974  ;  el  10, 
990  ;c?.  ll,1002;arf(£.c/.  1247 
Sale  of  Poisons,  Ac.  Comm.  add,  cl  [193]  1219, 

1220 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  989, 
997 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  [192]  2172 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [19a]  313 
Foreign  Office,  New,  [192]  313 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Prosecutions,   [192]  497;  Motion  for  Ad- 

jjurnment,  601 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1007,  1009,  1018 
Weights  and  Measures,  [193]  1928 


Gavin,  Major  G.,  Limerick  City 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add,  el  [190]  938 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Act  Amendment  Bill 

(The  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  James  Fergusson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«>  •  July  I  [Bill  206] 

Read  2°  •  July  6 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  10         [Bill  226] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  July  14 

Considered  *./u2v  16 

Read  3**^  July  16 
/.  Read  !»•  ( rA«  Lord  Clinton)  July  17 

Read  2»  •  July  2 1  (No.  267) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  23 

Read3**  JM/y24 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  A  32  Viel  0.  102] 

Gibson,  Eight  Hon.  T.  M.,  Athton-under 
Lyne 
Army  —  Control     Department,    Motion    for 

Papers.  [193]  1274 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1286 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Leave,  [191]  682 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  668 

Metropoliinn  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  2R.  [190] 
690;  [192]  1177,  1178,  1179,  1180;  Ret. 
1468.  1469 
193]  Comm.  Amendt.  138, 139, 164.  1299,    1304, 
.    1317.  1337,  1340.  1343  ;  el  2,  Amendt.  1629, 
.     1632,  1633;  el   3,  1637,    1639,    1640,1672, 
.     1673,1750,1768,1764,  1771 
Parliament  — Adjournment,  Motion  for,  [193] 
1738,  1741,  1742 
Business  of  the  House,  [192]  1769 
Dissolution  of,  [192]  1063 
Parliament — Private    Bill    Legislation,    Ret. 

Amendt.  [190]  1800 
PiloUge,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  381,889, 884 


Gibson,  Right  bon.  T.  M.— tfon/. 

Publioations,  Registration  of,  [192]  1612 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Stoleybridgp,  d(c.  [192]  826 
Sea  Fisheries,  Coram.  [190]  1269, 1273 ;  Lords 

Amendts.  [192]  1867,  1863 
Weights  and  Measures  ( Metric  System),  2R. 

[192]  208 

Gilpin,  Colonel  R.  T.,  Bedfordshire 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [191]  68 


Gilpin,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Boundary,  Comm.  d.  4,  [192]  1440 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1136  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  [191]  1033 
Church  Rates,  [190]  644 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

967 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1623 
Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1366 
Eyre,  Ez-Govemor,  Prosecution  of,  [192]  837, 

838 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1297, 1304 
Now  Zealand — Forces  in,  [193]  642 
Oaths  Commission,  [190]  800 
Postal — St.  Thomas,  Island  of,  [190]  608 
West  India  Mail  Packet  SUtion,  [190]  666; 
[192]  816 
Postal — Halifax,  Bermuda,  and  St.    Thomas 

Mails,  Kes.  [190]  633 
Regulation  of  Unilways,  Comm.  el,  13,  [193] 

1734  ;  Consid.  1788 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl,  3,  [192]  489 
Sheep,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1287 
Slave  Trade  Papers,  [190]  1687 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1919 


Gladstoite,  Eight  Hon.  W.  £.,  Lanca- 
shire, 8, 

Abyssinian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks,  [193] 
626 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  66,  68 

Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of, 
Res.  [193]  319 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Commit- 
tee, [192]  429 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  248,  279,  284  ;  Pr«« 
amble,  1286 

Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1834 

Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1762 

Church  Rates  Regulation,  2  R.  [190]  1411,1419, 
1414 

Colonial  Bishops.  [192]  111 

Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of,  Res. 
[191]  1291 

Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1920 

Compulsory  Church  Kates  Abolition,  2 R.  [190] 
967  :  Comm.  el  3,  1416  ;  cl  4,  Amendt.  i6., 
1421  :  el  6,  1422;  Amendt.  1424,  1426; 
cl  7,  Amendt.  1426  ;  add,  el  143U,  1983  : 
[191]  40  ;  3R.  101 ;  Lords  Amendts.  [193] 
1773 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  370  ;  Motioa 
for  a  Committee,  Ci9S\3'^^ 


OLA.       GLA 


(GEKEBAL    INBBX) 


6LA       QOL 


OtADtToiri,  Right  hon.  W.  Z,~^€<mt, 

J>itnieti*s,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merohant  Taylors' 

Hall,  [192]  S158,  2161 
East  Intha,  Troops  and  Vesaels    (Abystiniaii 

Eipedition),  Res.  [190]  390,  403 
East  Woroestershire  Election,  [192]  1110, 1112, 

1118 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Council, 

[190]  1983 
Edinborirh,  Duke  of,  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

[191]  1336 
Election    Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Klections,    Leave,  [190]  719;    2R.   1143; 

Comm.e^  1,  [192]  677;  d  5, 2193  ;  [195]  735 ; 

el,  26.1171  ;   d.  5i,  1374;   add.  el.  1379. 

1384,   1447,   1451,  1454;    Consid.  ^dd,  el. 

1691 
Electric  Telegraphs,  8R.  [192]  1330  ;   Comm. 

[193]  1583,  1585,  1586 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Notice  of  Reso* 

lotions,  [190]  1974 
191]  32,  35.  356  ;  Comm.  470,  500,  709,  750, 
.    797,  924,  1364,  1379,    1418,  1423,    1403: 
.    Res.  1,  1650,   1660,  1679;    Res.  S,  1886; 
.    Ret.  3,  1898,  1901,  1914,  1916 ;   Amendt. 
.    1925,  1930,  1932,  1933,  1936  ;  Motion  for 
.    Adjournment,  IMl,  1944  ;  Reply  to  Address, 
.    [192]  114 
192]  Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  Leave,  232, 247, 
.    314,  315,  316,  317,  320  ;  I R.  323,  341,  511 ; 
.    2R.  720,  741,   706,    1043,    1185  ;    Comm. 
.     1189,  1193, 1211 ;  Consid.  1531 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  126 
Ireland — Presbytery  of  Antrim,  [191]  1581 

Regium  Donom,  The,  [191]  835 
Ireland^  Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [192]  361 
IreUnd — State  of.   Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1396,  1740 
Irish  Churoh,  The,  [192]  657 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cf.  23.[i92]  1529 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  157 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]    155,    619,   1301,   1303,    1330,  1331, 

1338;   Preamble,  1524,  1525;   el.  8,   1768 
Ministerial    Statement  —  Resignation   of   the 

Earl  of  Derby,  [190]  1098  ;— Re-construc- 
tion of  the  Ministry,  1100 ;  [191]  827,  1706. 

1707,  1708,  1745;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

1787,1818,  1810;  [193]  917 
Navy  Estimates—Wages,  [192]  86 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Easiness,  [191] 
263,264,  1679.  1680 
Business  of  the  Uouse,  [192]  1569 
Dissolution  of,  [192]  1008,  1073 
Progress  of  Business,  [192]  494 
Public  Business,  [193]  1420 
Parliament — Private    Bill    Legislation,    Res. 

[190]  1808 
Parliament — Rules  of  the  House,  Res.  [192] 

1079 
Parliamentary  Boroughs— Payment  of  Rates, 

[190]  441 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  R,  [193]  1883 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  Queen,  [193] 

914 
Pubiio  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  135 
Public   Schools,  2R.  [190]  762  ;    Re-eomm. 

el.  16,  [192]  1941 
Registriition,  Leave,  [192]  1402 
Registration    (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  32,  [193] 

1498, 1499  ;  el.  34, 1506 

[eofif. 


Gladstoxx,  Right  hon,  W.  E.— «on(. 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [T90I 
1201 ;  Leave,  1951 ;  Coram,  cl.  18,  [192] 
15U3  ;  add  el.  1787,  1789,  1797  ;  Consid. 
add.  d.  1899,  1906 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland).  [191] 
2004 :  Comm.  [192]  455 ;  ci.  8,  865,  873, 
890.  955;  el.  9,  961  ;  d.  11,  998;  d.  E, 
1240  ;  el.  0, 1243 ;  add.  el.  1247 

Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 
[193]  394 

Roman  CathoKo  Oath,  [191]  1582 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2 K.  [190]  1851 

Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  295,299 
Prosecutions,  [19a]  497 
Report,  [192]  1606 

S apply  —  Proeeediogs  in.  Resolution,  [191] 
1465 

Turnpike  Acts  ContiooaBoe,  Comm.  [193]  969 

United  SUtes— The  "  Alabama  "  Claims,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [190]  1198 

Ways  and  Means — The  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
Res.  [190]  344,  358  ,'^Financial  Statement, 
[191]  1166,  1169,  1173,  1190;  Oomm. 
Res.  1, 1746, 1753, 1772 


Qladstoks,  Mr.  W.  H.,  ChM9i$r  CUy 
Ireland — State  of.   Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[190]  1725 

Gloucbstkb  and  Beistol,  Bishop  of 
Army  Chaplains.  2 R.jri92]  1299  ;  Comm.  1386 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.[i93] 
1099 

OoDDAiLD,  Mr.  A,  L.,  Crieklade 
Metropolis — Park  l4ine,  [19a]  2137 
Parish  Mortuaries,  [193]  516 

Ooddard,  8.  A.,  Petition  of 
Observations,  Mr.  U.  B.  Sheridan  Juify  16» 
[193]  1250 

GoLDNBT,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 

Artisans'  and    Labourer/  Dwellings,  Comm. 

a.  6, [191]  672, 1064  ;  add.el.  1006  ;  Consid. 

d.i,  Amendt.  1876 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  260 
Commissions,   Permanent    Expenses  of,  Bm. 

[191]  1280, 1295 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1915 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboUuon,  Cosun* 

d.  5.  [190}  1424  ;  add.  d.  1427,  1428 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  Estates  of, 

[190]  641 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  726  ;  Comm.  d.  6, 

[193]  741  ;  el.  14.  lOul  ;  .Amendt.  1014 
Married  Women's  Property,  2K.  [192]  1359 
Metropolis— Iron  Gates  in  Devonshire  Plaos, 

Ac.  [192]  'i43 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1120 
Public  Schools,  Leave,  [190J  6;»4  :   Re^comm. 

d.  3,  [192]  1658,  1655  ;  cl.  20,  [193]  813 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comffl. 
/  add.  el.  [192]  1235  1  Schedule  A.  1252 
Stamper,  Case  of,  and  the  Overseers  of  Son- 

derland,  [193]  907 

[e9tU. 


m 

\ 


60L        GOR         (SESSION    186  7*8)         GOR        GOT 


GOLDNVT,  Mr/G.— «Ml. 

Sopply  -  Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [19a] 
396 
Foreign  OflBoe,  New,  [192]  313 
Government  Prisons,  [192]  1106 
Land  Uejtistry  OflBce.  [192]  1104 
Mission  House. Teberan,[i9i]  909 
New  I'alace,  Westminster,  [192]  396 
Prosecutions,  [192]  501 
Public  Offices  Site,  [192]  391 
Royal  Palaces.  [191]  1005,  1013 

Supply  —  Proceedings  in,  Resolution,  [191] 
1032,  1466 

Turkey — Maintenance  of  tbo  Ottoman  fimpire, 
[190]  643 

Turnpike  Acts  Continoanoe,  Comm.  [193]  970 

Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Addrese,  [191] 
'       3015 

Turnpike  Trusts,  3R.  [192]  1735 

GoLBSKTD,  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 

Artisans*  and  I^ibourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 
c/.  6.  [191]  674  ;  el,  27,  676  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment. 1063.  1061 ;  add,  cL  1U65, 1006  ; 
Consid.  add,  el.  1564 

Boundary.  Comm.  [192]  375 

Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[191]  1286 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  704;  Comm.  tff.  14, 
[193]  1008;   cL  17,  1017;   add,  cl,  1439. 

1457 
Libel,  Comm.  el.  1,  [192]  605 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [192I  385 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1863 

O0LD6MID,  Mr.  J.iEontton 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1366 ;   Motion 

for  a  Committee.  [193]  334,  342 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  (;Z.  48,  Amendt.  [193]  1373; 

add.  el.  1376 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  599 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1819 
Postal— Brindisi  Route,  [192]  1561 
Representation  of  tbe  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cM0,[i92]  1765 
Represenuciun  of  tbe  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  8,  [192]  896 
Wellington,  Duke  of,  Monument  to  the,  [192] 

512 

GO&DON,  Right    iioD.  £.  S,,  »&€  ASYOOATB, 

The  Lord 


QoBE,  ICr.  W.  R.  OjtMSBT-,  Zeitrim  Co, 

Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  [192]  1883 
Ireland^Eel  Weir  at  Roosky,  [193]  1669 

Q0B8T,  Mr.  J.  £.,  Cambridge  Bo, 

Boundary.  Comm.  Preamble,  [192]  1257,  1361 
Capital   Punishment    within   Prisons,   Comm. 

c/.  4,  [191]  1069 
Ceylon— Affairs  of,  [190]  2031 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Coofmittee, 

[1913978;  [193]  1477 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

Amendt.  [192]  166 


60MT,  Mr.  J.  £.— «ofil. 

Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices   at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  46,  [193]  1369;  add, 

cl.  1380 
Established  Church  (Ireland). Con\ro.  [191!  1340 
New  Zealand — Alleged  Cruelties  in,  [193]  1103 

British  Regiments  in,  [190]  1979 
Nova  Scotia — British  North    American   Con* 

federation.  Motion  for  an  Address,  [192J  1693 
Petroleum.  Comm.  [192]  1619 
Registration  of  Voters,  18(t8.  [192]  1223 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

Schedule  A.  [192]  1353,  1254 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metrio  System),  9R. 

[192]  198 

(}08CHSK.  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

586 
Army-— Fortifications,  Res.  £191]  3054 
Artisans'   and    labourers*   Dwellings,   Comm. 

Schedule,  [191]  1066;  Consid.  1668;  Sche- 
dule, 1877 
Bank  Ilolidays,  2R.  [190]  047 
Bankruptcy  Law,  [190]  336 
CUrtoti  and  Bedminster  Workhouse  Infirmaries, 

[190]  165 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses  of,   Rei. 

[191]  1295 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1914 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  [190]  640 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1320  ;  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  1980  ;  Comm.  [193]  1568 
Established    Church  (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 

509,  603 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  3059 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1011 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  199  ;  el.  3,  304  ;  add,  cl.  305; 

Consid.  add.  cl.  327 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  ld4.  631.  636,  1339  ;  Preamble,  1529  ; 

d.  3,  1538,  1540,   Idil,  1748,  1756,  1763, 

1770, 1771 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (18Q7)  Amendment, 

Comm.e/.  1.  [190]  414  ;  Lords  Amendts.'663 
Parliament.  Dissolution  of,  [192]  lOUO 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  of  Rates, 
[190]  444 
Personal  Rating,  [190]  516 
Postal— Service  with  the  United  States^  ['90] 

685 
Publio  Schools.  [190]  1983  ;  Re-comm.  [192] 

1639  ;   d.  3,  165IS;  el.  14,  1934 
Thnmes   Embankment,  Ao.   Amendment,  3R. 

[192]  1214 
Ways  and  Meant,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1758 

OoYemment  of  India  Act  Amendment 

Bill    {Sir  S.  Northcote,  Sir  J.  Fergu$$on) 

191]  6.  Motion  for  \j/e9.y^  {Sir  Staff ord  Northeote) 
Ajml  23,  1301 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^  [Bill  91] 

192]  Question,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke ;  Answer 
Sir  SUflford  Northcore  June  15,  1667 
.Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2» " 
Jwu  15,  1598  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill 
read  20 
.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
S|ieaker  do  now  leave  tbe  Chair"  June  22^ 
1870 ;  after  short  debate^  CQinss^>XA»—^s« 

\5«rsX* 


GOT        OBA 


(OENBRAL    IITDEZ) 

190— 191— 19a— •i93< 


GRA       GBA 


Ow^mmmii  of  India  Ael  Ametuhm^nt  BtU-'^oni, 

i93lCommiite« — r.p.  July  8.  858 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  Oi*der  of  the  Day  to  go  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill  be  ditohnrged  "  {Sir 
Staford  NwlheoU)  JtUy  S7»  1870 
After  short  debate,  Order   diioharfed  ;    Bill 
withdrawn 


OoTernor  General  of  India  Bill 

{Sir  Staford  Nonhede,  Sir  James  Ferguuon) 

€,  Ordered  ;  mull«  •  Ajtril  33  [Bill  931 

Movod»  "That   the    Bill    be   now  n*«d   3"" 
JwM  Iff.  [191]  1601 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
read  3^ 
Bill  withdrawn  •/Mfy  37 


•t 


GowxR,  Lord  R.  S.  Lirxsoir-,  SutherhfU^ 

Representation  of  the  People  (Sootlaod),  Comm. 
d,  11,  [192]  994 

GowRB,  Hon.  £.  E.  Lktssok-,  Bodmin 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1080, 1590  ; 

d.  Iff,  1603 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1790 


Gbaham.  Mr.  W.y  Oloigow 

India — Telegraphic  Communioation,  Motion  for 

Papers.  [193]  165 
PoeUl — Communication  with  the  United  States 
—The  Cuoard  Contract.  [190]  838 
Indtn,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res.  [190] 
475 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  LeaTO, 
[190]  841  ;    3R.   1355;   Comm.  ef.  9,  [192] 
956  ;  Amendt.  959  ;  d.  6,  1010,  1331 
Sunday  Trading,  3R.  Amendt.  [191]  1085 


»  

Gbanabd,  Earl  of 
EtUbllshed  Charoh  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  337 

Grand  Jniy  Cobs  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  StacpooU,  Mr,  Corhally,  The  QConor  Don) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Nov  38  [Bill  14] 

Moved.  "  That  the   Bill    be    now  read  V* " 

Mar  35,  [191]  309 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months  "  (  The  Earl  0/  Mayo) ; 

after  debate,  Question,  '*  That  *  now,'  Ac.  ;** 

A.  57,  N.  70  ;  M.  13  ;  words  added  ;  3R.put 

off  for  six  months 


Grand  Jury  Prosentmmts  {Ireland) 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  several  loiws  under  which  monies  are 
now  raised  by  Grand  Jury  Presentments  in 
Ireland,  and  into  tho  nature  and  incidence  of 
all  charges  levied  under  such  Presentments, 
with  tlie  view  of  ascertaining  what  altera- 
tions might  beneficially  be  made  in  these 
Laws"  (77i«  QConor  Don)  Mar  17,  [190] 
1880 


Oramd  Jury  PrtHtdmenU  (irsZoMf  >— «ont. 

And,  on  MoBT  30,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :— The  0*Conor  Don  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Blake,  Lord  John  Browne,  ColoAel 
Cooper,  Mr.  Dawson,  General  Donne,  Co- 
lonel Forde,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescoe,  Mr. 
Gregory,  Mr.  Herbert,  Mr.  Kendall.  Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hogessen,  Sir  Charles  I^nyon, 
Mr.  Leader,  Mr.  Magnire,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo,  and  Sir  Colman  0'lx>ghlen  ;  April  1, 
Lord  John  Browne  diseh.,  Colonel  French 
added 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Grand 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members  {Mr.  Vanee)  Mar  83,  [191]  101  ; 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Granf 
Jury  Presentments  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members "  {Mr.  Vanee)  Mar  35, 388 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  6 

{Pari,  P.  No.  898) 


GnAVT,  Mr.  A.,  KiddirmimUr 

Belginm— Riots  in,  [191]  887 

Gbiktilli,  Earl 

Abyssinia— Papers,  [190]  153,  157 

Army — Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,   [193] 

997 
Boundary,  Comm.  cZ.  4,  [193]  499 ;  Report,  714 
Burials  (Ireland),  8R.  [193]  1097 
Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [19a]  918 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  8R. 

[1911]  1553 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  348 
Education,  IR.  [191]  139,  187:  3R.  1331 

Witbdnwal  of  Bill,  [193]  407 
Education,    Technical  —  Whitworth   Scholar* 

ships,  [191]  830 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland) — ^The  Resolutions, 

[191] 1434, 1443,  1446 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  [192]  1930  ;  3R. 

3083,   3056,  3073,  3117  ;  [193]  389,  390, 

895,396 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [19a]  1831 
London,  Brighton,^.  Railways, 3R.  [193]  861 
Ministerial     Explanation  —  Public    Business, 

[193]  883 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

693,  694 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  33,  [19a] 948;  d,%, 

1637 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  d,  13.  [193]  1657 ; 

Report,  1701,  1706 
Railway  Bills— Inorease  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1073 
Reform  Aot,  1867— Ratepaying  Oaoses,  [190] 

1588 
Registration  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1710 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Report,  d,  14,  [191] 

416 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  8R. 

[193]  868 
Revenue  Officers    Disabilities    Removal,  9B. 

[193I 1088 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  [192] 

1554, 1555  ;  Report.  1630 ;  8R.  1747 
West  Indies,  8R.  [193]  796 
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Orates,  Mr.  8.  ^.,  Liparj^qol 

Artifans'  and  Labourers'  D.wellingfj  0<umn. 

el,  14,  [191]  670 ;  el  37,  676 ;  eL  36,  678 
Companies  Amendment  Act,  [190]  605 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

add,  el.  [193]  171 
CnstomR.  Offloert,  GrioFaooes  of,  [191]  1550  ; 

[193]  U26 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [193]  654  ;  2R.  1314 
Merchant  Shipping  Consolidaiion,.[i9;]  699 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1603 
Nary— Iron-dad  Fleet,  Ees.  [193]  lliil 
Nayy— Royal  Dockyards,  Het.[i9o]  203^  2046 
Navy  Estimatoi — Coast  Guard  Senrice,  [193] 
541 
Naral  Stores,  [193]  U45 
New  Wocks,  ^c.  [193]  1155, 
Salaries  of  OfiBcers,  [193]  538 
Steam  Machinery,  [193]  1154 
Wages,  [192]  83 
Passenger  Acts,  [191]  1574 
Pilotage,  Compulsoiy^.Res.  [191]  386 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [i 90]* 2020 
Postal— West  India  Hails,  [191]  1222;  [1931519 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland^,  Comm. 

add,  el,  [192]  1246 
Rerenue  Officers  Dis^ilitiet  RemoTal,  Comm. 

[193]  401 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2018 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191-]  1000,  1001 
Weights  and  Keasures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

[192]  179 


G}^T9,Sir  J.,  Kilksnny  Bo. 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193]  1881 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1592 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  757 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  214 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  Motion  for  Ajdjoumment, 
[191]  101 
Ireland—Questions,  dm. 

Irish  Church  Commission,  [193]  323,  324 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1276 
O'Hanlon,  Michael,  Case  of,  [193]  1280 
Roman   Catholic  UniTerti^,  [192]   1472, 

1474 ;  [193]  313 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  431,  484 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 

of,  [191J  445,  446 
Tenure  of  Land,  [193]  1418 
Measor,  C.  P.,  Case  of,  [193]  1714 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  417 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R. 
[191]  1960 ;  add.  el,  [192]  1803 ;  Consid. 
1897  ;  add,  el.  1900 
Supply — Nonconforming,  dec.  Ministers,  [192] 
2168 
Treasury,  [193]  1201 
University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  402 
Woods,  Forests,  dec.  [193]  1209 


Gbat,  Colonel  W.,  Jfolton 

Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  d,  1,  Motion  for 
A4ionrnmeint,  [193]  851 

YOL.  OXCIIL   [thibd  ssbies.] 


Gbebhe,  Mr.  K,  Bury  8t,  JSdmunda 
Army — Malt  Liquor  for  the  Troops  in  India, 

[I92]16 
Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el,  6,  [191]  674  ;  Consid.  1568 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1074 
Coal  Mines,  [192]  1081,  1082,  1083 
Colliery  Accidents,  [191]  1464 ;  Motion  for  a 

Commission,  [192]  939 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1991 
Established    Church  (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

Ajnendt.  [191]  1931,  1940 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  159 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192] 

1492 
Metropolis  Gas,  2R.  [191]  798 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192I 1505 
Supply—Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  999 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1182 

Gbeoobt,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oaiway  Co. 
British  Museum,  [191]  388,  405 
Capital  Punishment  within  Priioni,  Comm. 

[191]  1041 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[19s]  329 
Crete— Insurrection. in,  Motion,  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1236 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  993 
Fines  and  Fees  (IreUnd),  2R.  [190]  1280 
India — Furloughs,  [xox]  1576 
Ireland — Questions,  «o. 
Cattle  Plague,  [loi]  1784 
Deaths  from  Small  Pox,  [191]  178i 
Leasehold  Property,  [190]  14^2 
Rjdl ways,  [192]  1752 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [190]  1452;  [193] 

1200 
Wilson,  Rev.  Mr.,  Explanation,  [191]  264 
*  Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[19031703 
Juries  '<  De  Medietate  Linguae,"  [190]  1449 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [193]  1283 
Peel  Stotue,  The,  Res.  [192]  2149 
Public  Departments,  Concentration  of,  [193] 

1105 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[102]  1577 ;  el.  18,  Amendt,  1588,   1591  ; 
add,  el,  1775,  1796 ;  Motion  for  Adjoum- 
ment»  1902 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [192] 

1866, 1869 
Supply — Science  and  Art,  [192]  1164  ;  Amendt. 
1171 

Gbbntbzx,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Stoke-upon-Tyent 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  553 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  [192]  1850 

Gbsyille-Nugent,  Colonel  F.   S.,  Lang" 
ford  Co, 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  992 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  881 
EstabUshed  Church  (Ireland),  Leave,  [102]  321 ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  1187, 1193;  add,  el.  1211 
Ireland — Military  Stores  and  Barracks,  [193] 

312 
Parliament — Members'  Seats    in  this  House, 

[191]  697 

4  c  ^5«^* 
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OnrxLUi-NvoiirT,  Oolonel  F.  S.- 

Poor  Raliof,  Oomm.  d,  B,  [193]  U22 
Rogiitntkion  (IreUuid),  Comm.   [193]    1480; 

a.  Si,  1508 
ReproMnUtioii  of  the  People   (Ireland),  2R. 

[191]   1907  :   Comm.  [192]  1680 ;   el  18, 

1095 :  d,  10,  1787 
Soppljr-^Foreign  Oflloe,  New,  Motioa  for  Ad« 

jonniment,  [192]  818 

Gbit,  Earl 
Army  ChapUinf,  Comm.  [192]  1887 
Bankmptoy  Acts  Repeal,  Comm.  [191]  1920 
Compnliory  Cbaroh  tUtet  Abolition,  2  R.  [191] 

1182 
Crete— Inrarreoiion  in.  Motion  for  an  Addreia, 

[191]  819 
Eecleaiaatioal  Titles  in  Great  BriUin  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  251 
EsUbUahed  Choroh  (Ireland),  IR.  [192]  I7il  : 

2R.  Amendt.  2048,  2056,  2117 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 

tinuanoe,  2R.  [190]  1060 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  686, 687 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [191]  1687,  1688 
PUte,  RiTor,  HostiUties  in  the,  [191]  456 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  464 ;  d,  22,  Amendt. 

[192]  948 ;  d.  9, 1625 
Reform  Aot,  1867— Ratepaying  Clauses,  [190] 

1586 
Regulation    of  Railways,    2R.   [190]    1964; 

Comm.  d.  15,  [192]  9  ;  d,  17,  Amendt.  11 ; 

d.  19,  18 ;    Report,  d.  14,  Amendt.  414, 

415  :  add.  d.  419 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  289 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1460 ;   8R. 

[193]  861 
Victoria — Appropriation  Aot,  [191]  1995 

Gbvt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Morpeth 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2052 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [102]  429 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  262,  288,  284 
East  Woroestershire  Eleotion,  [192]  1122, 1128 
Eleotion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.   d,    1,   [192]  679,  682; 

d.  5,  2187 
Established    Church    (IreUuid),   Comm.   Res. 

[191]  1918, 1984;  Amendt.  [192]  1196 
Irelano  —  Roman  Catholic  UnlTersity,  [192] 

714,  715 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  851 
Police,  Metropolitan,  Surgeon-in- Chief  of,  [193] 

811 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

d.  18,  [192]  1593 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  9,  [192]  978,  982 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [192]  1482 


Gkitptth,  Mr.  C.  Darbj,  J)gvize$ 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  426,  988 
Bounty  to  Volunteers,  [190]  677 
Layard,  Mr.,  Mr.  Rassam,  Ac.  [190]  550, 

679 
Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1813 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report, 

[190393 
Andofer,  Late  Member  for,  [190]  535 

IC9IU. 
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Qbitfitb,  Mr.  C.  Darby— Mitf. 

Army— MUitary  Prisons,  [191]  88 

Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193]  1426 
Army — Horse  Guards,  The,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  920 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  282,  286 
Boundary  Commission,  [191]  146;— Assistant 

Commissioners,  [192]  1335 


I.  d,  1,  [192] 
ithin   Prison 


1889 


Bristol  Writ,  [103]  677 

Burials  (Ireland),  Coi 

Capital  Punishment   within   Prisons,    LeaTO, 

[190]  995;  Comm.  d,  3,  [191]  1055, 1057: 

d,  4,  1059,  1061 ;  d,  6, 1062 
Compulsory  Chnroh  Rates  Abolition,  Oomm. 

atU.  d.  [190]  1429,  U80 
Corrupt  Praotioes  at  Eleotions,  [193]  520 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1557 
Crete— Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  1268 
Diplomatic  Serrioe,  Res.  [192]  938 
Eleotion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  726;  Comm.dL  5, 

[193]  737;  tfl.  10,  759;  d.  17,  1019,  1020, 

1169 ;  d.  46,  1870,  1371 ;  add,  d.  1380, 

1387,  1442,  1447 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conmi.  Res.  8, 

[loi]  1900, 1926,  1937 
Established  Chnroh   (Ireland),   Oomm.  [192] 

1187 
Franoe— Arrests  of  Englishmen,  [100]  150 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  809 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [190]  476  ;  Comm.  d.  3, 521 
Ireland— Cardinal  Cullen,  [192]  16,  17 

Party  Processions,  [190]  1592 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [toi]  99 
Member  for  Thetford— Titles  of  Dignity,  [191] 

831 
Metropolis— Burlington  House,  [192]  1184 

Hackney    Carriages     Lamps    Regulation, 
[190]  510 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  154 
MinUterial  Statement,  [191]  1729, 1818 
Mutiny,  [100]  1815,  1826;   2R.  [191]  238; 

Comm.  cC.  32,  Amendt.  825 
Napier's,  Lord,  Pension,  [193]  1942 
Navy  Estimates — Salaries  of  OiBcers,  [193] 

538 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [192]  1761 
Debates  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [191]  1786 
Public  Business,  [193]  1421 
Parliament — Forms  of  the  House,  [192]  719 ; 

Res.  1077,  1078,  1079, 1080 
Parliamentaiy  Boroughs  —  Payment  of  Bates, 

1*190]  443 
PiiTilege— Prodootion  of  Public  Dooomsots, 

[190]  666 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [190]   769;    Re^KMnm; 

rx92]  1648 ;  d.  3,  1654  ;  oT.  5, 1925  ;  d,  16, 

1940  ;  d.  20,  [193]  814 ;  add.  d.  819 
Ratepayiog  Clauses,  [190]  1893 
Regulation  of  Rail  wayLConsid.  [193]  1780 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUodX  2R. 

[190]  1260;   Comm.  [192]  458;   odtf.  d, 

1246 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2018 
Servia — National  Assembly  of,  [192]  2135 
Spain—'*  Queen  Victoria,"  The,  [190J  641, 1002 
Sues—Quarantine  at,  [192]  1334 
Supply — Prosecutions,  [192]  501 

Salaries  of  OoTcmors  of  Colonies,  [193]  675 
Volonteer  Corps,  [191]  269, 284 
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GsiVFiTH,  Mr.  0.  Darby — eanU 

Totnes,  Ac.  Write,  3R.  [190]  546 

Ways  and  Means — Abyssinian  Expedition,  The, 

Res.  [190]  857 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [loi] 

1189 
Ways  and  Means — Comm.  Res.  2,   Amendt. 

[191]  1773 
Ways  and  Means — Income  Tax,  Res.  [190]  ii9 

Gbosvenob,  Hon.  Capt.  R.  W.,  Wettmitutsr 
Established   Ghnrch  (Irehmd),  Comm.  [191] 
1350 

Gbote,  Mr.  T.  F.,   Wiltshire,  8. 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  1854 

Qunorass,  Sir  A.,  Dublin  City 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 
add.  cL  [192]  1901 

GuRNBY,  Bt.  Hon.  Bossell,  Southampton 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [19a]  430 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  271,  285  ;  d.  4,  1417, 
1440  ;  add.  el,  1441 ;  Schedule,  1443 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
cl.  3,  [191]  1057 

Cattle — Importation  of  Foreign,  [192]  18 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  708 ;  Comm.  el,  8, 
[193]  747  ;  el,  10,  751 ;  el,  17,  1018  ;  d,  45, 
1184;  cL  46,  1370;  cl,  47,  1372;  add.  el. 
1386 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1341 

West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [193] 
1886 

Sdheas  Corpus  Suspension  Aets,  Sfo, 
(Ireland) 
MoTed,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Return  of  the  number  of  times  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  has  been  suspended  in  Ireland 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Union  ;  the 
number  of  Arms  Acts,  Whiteboy  and  other 
Acts  of  repression  in  Ireland  passed  since  the 
said  Act  of  Union  ;  the  number  of  Persons 
sentenced  to  death,  transportation,  and  im- 
prisonment in  each  year  for  political  oflfenoes ; 
and  a  Statement  of  the  Acts  under  which 
each  person  has  been  so  sentenoed'*  {Mr. 
Rearden)  Mar  19,  [190]  1939 ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  nogatived 

Habeas  Ck>rpii8  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act 
Continnance  Bill 

(The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome 

Hardy t  Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral) 

190]^.  Motion   for  Leaye   {The  Earl  of  Mayo) 
Feb  14,  775 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1<»     [Bill  28] 
.Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read    2*>^ 
Feb  17,  802  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2« 
.  Committee ;  Report  Feb  18,  932 
.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9^  "  (Mr,  Q. 
Bardy)  Feb  19,  982 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU 
Mad  80 


N   186  7-8}        HAB        HAM 
-192—193. 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Continf 
uanee  BiU^eont. 

I  Read  ^•{The  EaH  ofMUmesbury)  Feb  20 
•  Moved,  "That   the  Bill    be    now  read  2*" 
Feb  24, 1053;  after  debate.  Bill  read  2*  (No.  18) 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  25 
Read3»»F<f6  27 
Royal  Assent  Feb  28  [31  Viet.  c.  7] 


Hadfteld,  Mr.  0.,  Sheffield 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1081 

Capital  Punishment  within    Prisons,    Leave, 

[190]  996 
Charitable  Institutions,  Taxation  of,  [191]  1693 
Church  Rates,  [190]  506 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  el,  [193]  1386 
Ireland — Regium  Donum,  [192]  345 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1296,  1809, 

1331 
Middlesex  Registry  Office,  [191]  1147 
Oaths,  Report  of  Commissioners  on,  [190]  833 
Registration    (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]   1495  ; 

el,  32,  1500 
Religious,  Ac.  Building  (Sites),  2R.[i9i]  662 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 

Amendt.  [190]  1234,  1264 
Scotland — Bridge  of  Dunkeld,  Tolls  on  the, 

[190]  886 
Supply—  Nonconforming,4c.  Ministers,  Amendt. 

[192]  2166,  2168 


Halifax,  Yiscount 
Boundary,  Comm.  d,  4,  [193]  504 
Compulsory  Church   Rates  Abolition,   Comm. 

[193]  606 
Cotton  Statistics,  2R.  Amendt.  [192]  710 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1451,  1453 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

691,  695 
Public  Offices,  The  New,  [191]  104 
Railways   Regulation  —  The  Parcels    Clause, 

[191]  1425 


HAMiLToir,   Eight  Hon.   Lord  C.   (Vice 
Chamberl^n     of    the    Household), 

Tyror^  Co, 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ref.  1, 

[191]  1614 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  215 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  931 ; 

Comm.  [191]  219 
Ireland — Sute  of.  Motion  for   a  Committee, 

[190]  1620 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1789 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2017 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1086 


Hahilton,  Yiscount,  Donegal  Co. 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  886 
Metropolis — Park   Lane  Improyements,  [192] 

244 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  34,  [193! 

1509 
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[aioltow,  Lord  C.  J.,  Zowdomfatty  City 

EsUblithed    Churah  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

767;  [192]  1184 
Repreientatioo  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

a,  18,  [19a]  1695 


HAHiLToir,  Mr.  £.  W.  T.,  Saltshury 
Compoand  Hoaieholder,  The,  [190]  705,  796, 
797 


Hakkbt,  Mr.  T.,  PsUrhorough 

Army— Cooking  ApparatuB,  [191JI  !I57,  468 
Compttltory  Ghuroh  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

a<2i.  ^.[190]  1427 
Consolidated  Aooount,  Chai^^  on  the,  [190] 

1221 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  el.  [193]  1387,  1450 
Finaneial  Statement,  The,  [190]  1892 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

d,  1,  [192]  1888  ;  el,  2,  [193]  859,  862 
Ireland — Koyal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [1923357 
Metropolis— New  Palace  Yard,  [190]  1150 
Ornamental  Water  in  the  ftegent's  Park, 

[193] 307 
Thames  Embankment,  [190]  1686 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  4,  [193]  1607 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [192]  122 
Registration  —  Small  Tenements  Act,  [192] 

1228 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  311 
Tanored*s  Charity,  2R.  [191]  232 
Water  Supply  Commission,  [190]  1685 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  2,  [191]  1774 
Ways  and  Meant— Abyitinian  Expemtioo,  The, 

Res.  [190]  355 


Hakmsb,  Sir  J.,  Flinty  Ae, 
Parliamenfti—  Private  Bill  Legislation,  [19O 
353,  356 


Habbcastle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Bury  St.  .Edmunds 
Boundary,  Comm.  Schedule,  Amendt.    [192] 

1443 
Church  Rates  Regulation,  2R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1407,  1408 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2ll.  [190] 

973 ;  Re-comm.  el,  C.  Amendt.  2054 
Court  of  Chancery  and  County  Courts,  [193] 

1711 
Italy— Consular  Chaplain    at  Naples,    [193] 

1947 
River  Thames  —  Obstructions  in  the,  [191] 

1577 
Saxony — ^Diplomatic  Relations  with,  [190]  519 
Supply — University  of  Glasgow,  [192]  402 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2021 


EAEDDrox,  Viscount 
Army — Organisation  of  the  Reserved  Forces, 


[19311354 
oil 


Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  997 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  685 
Metropolis— National  Gallery,  New,  [192]  93 

Stataei  in  Westminster  Ball,  [193]  978 


Haebwicxb,  Earl  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,'[i9o1  iS4 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2k.  [191] 

1140 
Established  Church  (Ireland  >— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1449 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con* 

tinoanoe,  2R.  [190]  1059 

Habdt,  Eight  Hon.  Gatfaoitee  (Secretary 

of  State  i<fr  the  Home  Department), 

Oxford  UhivertUy 
Agricultural  Labour,  [192]  1397 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192]  589 
Artisans*  and  Labourers'  Dwelilags,  Comm. 

el,  6,  [191]  673  ;  el,  8,  675 
Austin,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1673 
Barrett,  The  Convict,  [191]  1579  ;  [192]  834 
Bell,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1718 
Boroughs  and  Divisions  df  Ckmiitieib,  Leave, 

[191]  196 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  fbr  a  Com* 

mittee,  [192]  428,  429  ;  Amendt.  430,  431, 

433,  434 
Boundary,  [191]  706  ;  2R.  1014, 1786  ;  Comm. 

[192]  262,  280,  283,  284  ;  Preamble,  1274 
Boundary  Commissidn,[i9o]733, 1218;  Report, 

1397; — Assistant  Coteimisslooers,  [192]  1936 
Burial  Societies,  Frauds  upon,  [192]  921 
Cab  Fkires,  [190]  1398 
Capital  Punishment  irithin  Prisons,  [^190]  176 ; 

Leave,  995  ;  2R.  1127;  Oomm.  d.  3,  [191] 

1057 ;  a,  4,  1069.  1060  ;  el,  6,  1062 
Castle,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [193]  1826 
Church  Rates,  [190]  544 
Cirouito  of  the  County  of  York,  [193]  1823, 

1942 
Coal  Fields  5f  Oteitt  ^fltain,  [^90]  332 
Coal  Mines,  Regulation  of,  [190]  941 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  Deaths  in,  [193]  1946 
Colliery  Prosecution,  [192]  1558 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1919 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

977 
County  Finaneial  Boards,  2R.  [^91]  1948, 1558, 

1559,  1694 
Customs,  Appointments  in  the,  [193]  1^86 
Devizes  Gaol,  [191]  1455 
Dogs.  Stray,  [193]  314 
Dunstable  Road,  [192]  1396 
Ecclesiastical  Oommissionen  OrdMi  !n  Coun- 
cil, [190]  1983;   211.  O91]  327;  Comm. 

1194, 1200 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [196]  993  ;  2R. 

[102]  1696 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Prsctiees  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  2173  ;  iL  46, 

[193]  1370  ;  add,  el  Amendt.  1382.   1449 ; 

Consid.  1618,  1638,  1650  ;  add.  el  Ml  i 

3R.  1730 
Elementary  Education,  Leare,  [190]  IB26 
Established  Cbnroh  (Irehmd),  Comm.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  [191]  556, 575, 850, 1398; 

Res.  2,  1894 
EsUbUshed  Churah  (Ireland),  •2R;   AiMudt. 

[192]  729,  748, 749  ;  Comm.  1194 
Fenian  Convicts  at  ManolMSter,  [190]  122 
Fenianism  —  Attack  on  Clerkenwell    Prison, 

[190]  1215 
Fire  Proteotion,  [190]  1687 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Irelaitd)  Aot  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add.eL  [190]  939 ;  3R.  062 


HAR        EAR 


190^191—199 — 193. 


BAR        £lAR 


HiBDT,  Right  Hon.  6. — eoni. 

High  Sheriff  for  the  Eaat  Riding  of  YorkBhire, 

[193]  515,  609 
Immoral  Publications  and  Plays,  [191]  835 ; 

[1923512,  1569 
Imprisonment  for  Costs  on  a  Dismissed  Charge, 


[193]  1558 
Infe 


feotious  Diseases,  [102]  425 
Ireland — Rojal  Irish  Jfnstitnte,  [193]  121  i 
Ireland— iState  of.  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190] 1532,  1537,  1540 
Judicial  Business  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [192] 

953 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[i92]19Y6;  [C93]516 
Lectures  on  Religion,  [192]  340 
Leominster  Magistrates,  [193]  304 
Maguire,  Convict,  Case  or,  [^90]  107 
Blain  Drainage— Inhabitants  of  Barking,  [192] 

954,  1853 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [190!]  510 ;  [192] 

1758 
Measor,.  C.  P.,  Case  of,  [193]  1714 
Medico-Legal  Inquiries,  [193]  609 
Metropolis — Baby  Farming  in  the,  [190]  1449 
Deptford  Creek  Out&lls,  [191]  357 
Hackney  Carriages  Lamps  Regulation,  [190] 
510 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  [193]  1942 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  843 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,   [190]   107,  112  ;  2R.  170 ;  Comm. 

cl  1,  407,  409,  412,   414 ;  add.  d.  416 ; 

Lords  Amendts.  667,663,664 
Middlesex  H^stry  Office,  [191]  1147 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1608 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  eh  1,  [193]  849  ; 

Consid.  1223 
Ministerial  Statement,  [192]  646 
Murder  Law  Amendment,  [190]  989 
Navy  Estimates — Medicines,  Ac.  [ig^  1156 
Newspaper  Offices,  Hours  of  Labour  in,  [190] 

652 
Oaths,  Report  of  Commissioners  on,  [196]  333, 

800 
"  Oliver  Twist,"  Play  of,  [191]  835 
Oxford  and   Cambridge   Universities,   Leave, 

[190]  927  ;  2R.  [193]  465,  467 
Parliament  —  Adjournment,  Motion  ibr,  [193] 
1737,  1741, 1742 
Dissolution  of,  [192]  1076 
Patents  of  Queen's  Counsel  and  of  Preoedenoo, 

[193]  807 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1664 
Police,  Metropolitan,  [190]  1006 ;  [192!  926, 

954,  1222,  1854 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [190]  1072 
Poor  Law — Bethnal  Ureen  Workhouse,  [190] 
1464 

Vagrancy,  [190]  1460 
Poor  Rate  Assessment,  [193]  999 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl,  3,  [193]  1422 ;  d.  4, 

1606  ;  cl.  10, 1876 
Portland  Convict  Prison,  [190]  179 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  877 

Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  [193]  66S ;  cl.  2, 
866  ;  el.  8,  858 

Registration,  Leave,  [192]  1398 ;  2R.  1617  ; 
Comm.  [193]  662 ;  add.  el.  667,  600,  670, 
671 ;  3R.  721 

Registration  Lifts,  [192]  1477 

B«gl>thition  of  Voten,  1868,  [igi^HSZ 


Hisnr,  Right  Hon.  G.^e&nt. 

Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Addivss, 

[190]  564 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  8,  [192]  884;   Amendt.  885,  890,  891, 

892 ;   el.  9,  980,  981 ;   el.   10,  982 ;  cL  0, 

1242  ;  Lords  Amendts.  [103]  1067 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  die.  [192]  822, 

1042,  1092 
Ritual  Commission,  Recommendations  of  the, 

[190]  164 
Ritual  Question,  The,  [192]  112 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  648,  660 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  211.  [190]  1867f 

1^69 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Sol  way,  [190]  427 
Schools  Inquiry  Commission,  [193]  1867 
Scotland— Public  Roads,  [190]  181 
Sewage  Obstructions  in  the  River,  [190]  1220  ; 

— Disintegration  of,  [1^3]  808 
Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  LioeDoetyTi^]  831 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  o^  [191]  702 ; 

[102]  1480,  1483 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191^  1086 
Supply  —  Convict  Establishments  (Colonies), 
[102]  505 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Slam, 

[193]  660 
Grovernment  Prisons,  [19a]  1107 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Law  Charges,  £192]  495 
Metropolitan  PoUoe,  [192]  603,  604 
Police  Courts,  [192]  603 
Surrey  Constabulary,  Dismissal  of  an  Inspector 

ofthe.[i9i]671 
Turnpike  Acts  CoDtinnanoe,  Comm.  [193]  971 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [191]  834,  1462  ;  Motion  for 

an -Address,  2018 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [192]  956  ;  2R.  l727,  1729 
Water  Supply  Como^ssion,  [190]  1686 
Weights  and  Measures,  False,  Commisalon  On, 

[iQi]  467 
Workshop  Regulation  Act,  [193]  617 


Kabby,  Mr.  J.,  DaiHmduth 

'Established  Church  ClreUnd),  Cotnm.  Km.  [  ioi  1 

1919 
Mixiisterlal  Statement,  [192]  637 
Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [192]  2l49 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootUuid),  Conun. 

ci.  8,  [19a]  874 ;  ^^.'9,  971 


Harbowby,  Earl  of 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [190]  694 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1844 
Education,  IR.  [191]  137;  2R.  1813 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotiocn  at 

Elections,  2R.  [^193]  1811 
EstablTshod  Church  (Lreland)--The  Resolutions, 

[1901463 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  96 
FHendly  Societies,  2R.  [191]  1780 
Ministerial   Explanation  —  Public    Bosiness. 
^[193]  587 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Report, 

[190  «70  *^ 
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HAiLTnreTOir,  Bight    Hon.  MarquesB  of, 
Lancashire,  JT. 
Army — Military  Expenditure,  Increase  of,  [193] 
948 
Mieoellaneoas  Services,  [193]  966 
Reserye  Forces,  [191]  1787 


War  Department,  [102]  1182 

r-in-Obief, 
080 


Army — OontroUer- 


Res.  [193]  030, 


Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  778 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  61 
Established  Choroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[i^i]  1604,  1514 
Mnttny,  Gonsid.  [iQi]  568 
Supply — ^EnroUed  Pensioners,  Ac.  [191]  984, 

985 
Ways  and  Means,  Oomm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1765 

Habtbt,  Mr.  B.  J.  H.,  ThdMd 
Representation  of  the  People  (^Scotland),  Comm. 
el,  8,  [19a]  866 

Hat,  Lord  J.,  Bipon 
Abyssinia— Water  Supply,  [190]  540 
Turkey — Epirus  and  Thessaly,  [190]  519 
United  SUtes— Iron-olads,  [192]  655 

Hat,  Lord  W.  IC.,  Taunton 
Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  1928 
Ooremment  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

[192]    1870,   1891;   Amendt.  1892;    el  3, 

Amendt.  [193]  858,  869 
India— KupurthuUa,  Raja  of.  [193]  1104 
Sysiems  of  Government  in,  [191]  405 
India— Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Case  of,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  [191]  1273 
India — Telegraphic   Communication  with   the 

East,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  155 

Eat,  Bear  Admiral  Sir  J.  G.  D.  (Lord  of 

the  Admiralty),  Stamford 
Army— Fortiacations,  Res.  [191]  2028,  2088, 

2085 
Established    Church   (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1428;  Res.  1,  1628 
Navy- "  AchiUes  "    and    "  MinoUur,"   [193] 
1477 
Captains  on  the  ReserTed  List,  [193]  521 
NaTy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Senrice,  [193] 
640, 548 
Miscellaneous  Serfioes,  [193]  1156 
Salaries  of  OfBcers,  [193]  587 
Wages,  [19a]  76,  85,  86,  90 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
d,  11,  [193]  1005 

Hattbb,  Mr.  A.  I).,  W$IU 

Army — Ammunition,  Storing  of,  [193]  1106 

Ball  Cartridges,  [191]  2002 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  771 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Clommission,  [192] 

1968 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  el,  [193]  1688 
Judicial  Patronage,  [192]  848,  845 
Navy— Training  Ship  "  Chichester,"  [190]  542 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

5. 10,  [19a]  1767 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  8,  [193]  862 ;  add.  el,  1245 


Headlam,  Bight  Hon.  T.  E.,  IfewcoitU' 
upon'iyne 


Causes  Court,  2  EL 

[191]  1874 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt'  PracUees  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  5,  [192]  689  ;  Consid. 

[193]  1617  ;  add,  el.  1681, 1685, 1687 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [192]  1358 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Mtfket,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  158,  688; 

Preamble,  1515  ;  el  3,  1761 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d,  22,  [191]  828 
Nayy— Coal  for  the,  [191]  1575 
Parliament  —  House  of  Commons'  Arrange- 
ments, [190]  509  ;   Motion  for  a  Committee, 

988.  984  ;  [193]  1000 
Religious,  Ac.  Bmldings  (Sites),  2R.  [191]  668 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  8,  [192]  498 
Spain — "  Mermaid,*'  Destruction  of  the,  [190] 

828 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1018 

Heathoots,  SirW.,  Oxford  Untpersitf/ 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1598 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unireraities,  2R.  [192] 

228 

HEin>VB60ir,  Mr.  J.,  Durham  City 
Coal  Fields  of  Great  Britain,  [190]  ^^ 
Durham  County  Courts,  [192]  816 
Blines  Asseasmenti  Comm.  eL  1,  [193]  849 

Hbklst,  Lord,  Northampton 

Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1915 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191I  1647 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl  14,  [193]  1010 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  of  Bakeit 

[190]  488 
Registration  Lists,  [192]  1477 
Supply— Education,  Fublic,  [192]  1141 
Tancred's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  283 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  slu  Address,  [191] 

2014 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1720 

Henlet,  Bight  Hon.  J.  W.,  Oxfordihin 
Army— Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193I 

1489 
Artisans'  and    Labourers*  DwelUngs,  Goon. 

d.  6,  [IQ[]  672 ;  el  27,  676  ;  Consid.  1669 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1081  ;   Comm. 

el  1,  [192]  1382 
Compounding  for  Rates,  [190]  1911 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition.  2R.  [190] 

964 ;  Comm.  d,  1, 1415  ;  el  4, 1416,  1418 ; 

el  6,  1423;    el  8,  1427;  add,  el  1430; 

Consid.  Amendt.  1830  ;  3R.  [191]  206 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1651 
Election  PeUtions  and  Corrupt  Prsctioes  st 

Elections,  Leare,  [190]  714 ;  Comm.  (191] 

319 ;  el  5,  [192]  692 ;  [193]  732 ;  cl  17. 

1018;  el  41,  1175  ;   el  46,  1183;  d.  47, 

1372  ;    add,  d,   1380,  1441,   1461,   1464 

Consid.  1630 ;  add.  d.  1687 ;  3R.  1727 
BlMtrio  Telegraphs,  Cooin.  d,  22,  [193]  lo64 
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HsvLir,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.— ^onf. 

ElemenUry  Edttoation,  2R.  [19a]  2008 
Established  Charoh  (IreUnd),  Comm.  [191]  716 
Etwall  and  Repton  Corporation,  [190]  1223 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1231 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  670 ;  Comm.  cL3»  [192]  616 
Metropolitan   Foreign  Cattle  Market,   Comm. 

[193]  153,  625, 1337, 1338 ;  Preamble,  1517  ; 

el  2,  1535  ;  el.  3,  1543,  1762 
Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation,  Res.  [190] 

1805 
Parliamentary  Boroughs — Payment  of  Rates, 

[190]  440,  442 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  3,  [193]  1425  ;  Consid. 

1911 
Publio  Schools,  Re-comm.  cl,  20,  [193]  813 ; 

add,  el,  821 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el,  17>  [193] 

1734 ;  Consid.  1784 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland^  Comm, 

[192]  1572 ;  add,  d.  1786 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1863 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  182 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1726 


HJENiasEB-MAJOB,  HoD.  J.  M.,  Suffolk,  £1, 
Lucifer  Matches,  Careless  use  of,  [193]  654 
Metropolitan    Foreign    Cattle    Market,  [193] 
1773 

Heebert,     Bight    Hon.    Major   General 
Percy  E.   (Treasurer  of  the  House- 
hold), Shropshire,  5, 
Army — Defectiye  Anmiunitlon,  [192]  654 
Army^Discharged   Soldiers,  Employment  of, 

Ro»-  [£93]  320 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2038 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1835 
Army — Sale   and    Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192I  555,  564 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  780 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [191I  84,  02 
Navy  Estimates— Wages,  [192]  84,  86, 88 

Hbbbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerrp  Co. 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions,  Res. 

[102]  547 
Bstablisbed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [191] 

1940 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  fbr  a  Committee, 

[190]  1627 

Hetgate,  Sir  F.  W.,  Londonderry  Co. 

Coinage^ — Half-Crowns,  [192]  1849 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1685 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 

[191]  1345  :  Res.  1,  1675  ;  Res.  2R.  1807 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  753; 

3R.  1697 
Ireland — Bribe,  Alleged,  to  a  Fenian,  [192] 
1229 
County  Gaols,  [190]  332 
Party  Processions  Act,  [192]  814, 1229 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [192]  356 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

Amondt.  [190]  1923 


N    18  67-8)       HET        HOQ 
-191— 193. 

HsTGATi,  Sir  F.  W.— 0O1K. 

IreUnd  — UniTersity   Education,   Res.   [193] 
1064 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[192]  1574  ;  Consid.  add,  el.  1903,  1907 

Supply— Nonconforming,  Ao.  Ministers,  [102! 
2168  »  L  V  J 

Hbtgatb,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Stamford 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1630 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  add,  el.  [193]  823 
Registration   (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  34,   [193] 

1505,  1511  '    L  y;)j 

Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204, 1206 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 

Artisans'  and    Labourers'  Dwellings,  Comm. 

el.  28,  Amendt.  [191]  677,  678 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  428 
Boundary,  [191]  1786 ;  Comm.  [192]  258;  d,  4, 

Amendt.  1405, 1439 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  [190]  176 ; 

Leave,  996  ;  2R.  1139 ;  Comm.  cl.  3,  [loxl 

1056;  c/.  4,  1059,  1061 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

cl  4,  [190]  1419 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl  5,  [192]  691,  2181 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  ft  Oil 

1939  ^  *• 

Mhies  Assessment,  Comm.  el  1,  [193]  850 
Ministerial  Statement,  [192]  639 
Parliament— Dissolution  of,  [192]  1057 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1615  ;  Comm.  add,  el 

[193]  568 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el  18,  [192]  1594 
Representation  of  the  People  (ScotUmd),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [192]  848 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1850, 

1870  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1871 
Supply— Police  Courts,  [192]  503 
Prosecutions,  [192]  500 

HoDGKiNsoN,  Mr.  G.,  Newark-upon-  Trent 
Cattle  Plague,  [190]  105 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

d,  4,  [190]  1420 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el  3,  [192]  847 

Hooo,  Colonel  J.  M.,  Bath 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  60 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  3R.  [191] 

2061 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1501 
Government  of  India,  Comm.  el  2,  [193]  861 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1028 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuanoe, 

Comm.  [191]  200 ;  d,  2,  202,  204 
Metropolis  —  Park  Lane  Improvements,  [192] 

244;  [193]  1711 
Metropolis  Subways,  2R.  [190]  1279 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.ri92l 

1738 

Poor  Mkf,  Comsuci,  1<^>^\^^\^*\V 


Bpifa     wm,    { 


HoLLAHB,  Hr.  E.,  Ev0tham 


ColUtiooB  Afc  8m,  [190]  e42 
^l0  oC  the  Bflftd'  ai  S«ft,  [tpi}  470 ;  [199] 
2136 


Queition,  Mr.  AjTton  ;  Aniwar,  Lord  9tAnle|r 
N<nt  29,  [190]  146 

2&My  Kong  tmd^  BMig^Umd^-^GniMinf  in 
Qaaftion,  Lord  Taantoo  ;  Amwor^  The  Duke  of 
BuolUnghMn  Ihc  3,  [190]  523- 

Agreement- P«r{.  P,  No.  [8987] 

Hops,  Mr.  A.    J.  Beresfoid,    Cambridge 
Uhiveriitff 


Britiih  Masenm,_[i9x]  896 

jufatioD, 
1408 


Church   Ratea.  Kegi 


an.  [199]  U07, 


Oompnlforj  Church  Ratee  AhoU^ipUf  Comm. 

d,  ff,  [190]  1428 
Oourto  of  Juftioe,  The  Ifpw,  [199]  417 ;  [19a] 

Election  Petitions  i^d  Corrupt  PrMtioep  »t 


367 ;  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [195]  334 


'9pJ 


Blections,  Comm.  d.  I,  [19a]  674  ;  e?,  10, 

[193]  759;  add.  el  1441,  143^;   Coniifl. 

1630, 1639 ;  add.  el.  1680  ;  3B.  I72i 
Estahliihed  Church  (IreUnd),   Comm.  [19^] 

832 
India— Church  Seryioei,  [193]  1473 
Metropolis  ^Burlington  House,  [19a]  1183 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Unirersitiesy  2R.  £193] 

432 
Peel  Status  The,  Res>  [19a]  2141 
Public  SohooUi  R^'oomm.  el,  6,  [19a]  1929  > 

a.  14,  1935 ;  d.  21,  [193]  817 
Representatiouof  the  People.(  Scotland),  Comm. 

[19a]  467  ;  d.  7,  858 ;  0/.  8,  860,  896;  d.  9, 

964 ;  el.  0,  1241 
Supply — Fstablishments  of  China,  Japan,  and 
Slam,  [193]  671 
Science  and  Art,  [191]  1163 
Tancred'B  Charjtjr,  2R.  [xoi]  224 
*  Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

Amendt.  [19a]  186 ;  Gomm.  [193]  426 


HoBSFALLy  Mr.  T.  B,y  Limipool 
Boundary,  Comm.  cL  4,  Amendt*  [i^a]  1439 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Juiisdlction),  Comm. 

[Ji9a]  170 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [19a]  1800 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conmi.  [191]  748, 

750 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of,  [191]  1149; 

[19a]  1758 
Petroleum,  Comm.  [X9a]  1619 
PUotage,  Compulsory,  [191]  378 
Railways,  Royal  Commission  on,  [193]  1 15 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1607 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Serfioe,  [193]  837 


HoBfiMAN,  Bight  Son.  E.,  Stroud 

.  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  75 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  280 
Braxil— War  in,  [191]  359 
Established  Church    (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
1393,1398,  1400;  Res.  1931 


[0O»I. 


HoaaiCAjr,  Right  hon.  E^— coiU. 

Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
Motion  for  A^iodnimentv  [190]  160^,  1459, 
1436, 1^7, 1540^  1776 
MinisUpial  Stetement,  [191}  a29|  1807 
Registrstion.  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [193]  1494* 
Repreeeqtation  of  the  People  (SooUand),  Connn. 

d.  9,  [19a]  973  \d.\U  996 
Supply  —  Abyssinian  Expedition,  ['19^  221, 
225,  220 
Post  Oflloe  Packet  Serrioe,  [193]  840, 844 


HoiHAK,  Lordf  Yorkshire,  S.E, 

Army — ^Dischai^ged*  iSoldiers,  Employxpwt  o^ 
Res.  ri93]  322 

Army— Royal  Gun  Factory,  Mo^iim  for  a.  Com- 
mittee, [193]  1259 

Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  277 

Parliament — DiTisions  of  ^e  House,  Res.  [193] 
385 

Parliament— Prirate  Bfll  Legislation,  Res.[;t9o] 
883;  Amendt.  1797,  1811 ;— Standing  Order 
131  Repeal,  [191]  145 

Railways,  Res,  [190]  1886 

Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solway,  [190]  427 


HoueHipK,  Lord- 
Abyssinii^-^EnToys,  The,  [193]  1814 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  29,  42 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2&.  [191] 

1879 
Established  Church  (Ireland).  2a.  [1931220 
Newfoundland  —  Grants  of  land  on  Frendh 

Coast,  [i9a1 696,  707 
Public   Schools,   Comm.  d.  13,  [193]  1054; 

Report,  1703 
Railway  BOls— borease  of  Bates,  Ree.  [193] 

1076 
South  Afirica,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  592< 
Union  Woriihouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [i  90]  326 
University  Tests,  [19a]  1010 


Sours  of  Labour  Regulation  Aet^Ifows- 
paper  Offioee 
(Question,  Mr.  Lanjron ;  AnsiMx;  Mr.  Gatfaotne 
Hardf  Dec  6,  [190]  652 


Hudson  Bay  Oompany*§  Terriiorias 

Question,  S^  Charles  Lanyon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  Jlay  11,  [19a]  17 

Hndflon'8  Ba^  Company  BOl  l^-^l 

{Tkc  Duke  of  Budeingkam  amd  Chandes) 
/.  Presented  ;  read.  1*  *  July  10  (lio.  244) 

Moved,  «That  the  BUI   be   now  read  2*" 
July  13,  [193]  1101 ;.  BUI  road  2* 

Ckimmittee*;  Report /ii^f  14 

Read3**./M/y  16 
0.  Read.  l'*^Jidy  13  [BiU  243] 

Read2°*/u4yl8 

Committee  *— b.p.  J^i2i^ 

Committee*;  Report Ju/y. 22* 

Conaiderad  *  July  23 

Read8«*/tf/y23 

Royttl  AjMent  Jul^  31  [31  *  32  Fi^Co^lOft] 
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HowABD,    Eight    Hon.    Lord.  E.  G.  F.,  I  Hunt,  Mr.  G.  W.— con*. 


Arundel 
Lottery  Aot,  [19a]  887 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  6,  [193]  1609  ;  el,  10, 

1872, 1876,  1877  ;  cl.  12,  1880  ;  d.  E,  1883 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  S75 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 

[192]  450  ;  add.  cl.  1250 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Ao.  [19a]  1086 

Howes,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Boundary,  Oomm.  d.  4,  Ameodt.  [19a]  1441 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  677,  1744 

Hxtbbabd,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Buckingham 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191IIO82,  1088 
Church  Bates  Regulation,  2 R.  [190]  1308, 1414 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2H.  [190] 

974 ;  Comm.  cl.   3,  Amendt.   1416 ;  el.  4, 

1418  ;  Amendt.   1420,   1422  ;  cl.  7,  1426  ; 

d.  9,  Amendt.  1427 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  [192]  1094 
Immoral  Publications  and  Plays,  [192]  1558 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [19a] 

1494 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities,  2R.  [19a] 

230 
Ways  and  Means^Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1179 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2R. 

[19a]  201 

Hudson  Bay  Company'i  Territories 

Question,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  ifay  11,  [19a]  17 

Hudson's  Bay  Company  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  0/  Buckingham  and  Chandos) 

L  Presented  ;  read  l^^July  10  (No.  244) 

Moved,  "That   the  Bill    be    now  read  2>" 
July  13,  [193]  1101  ;   BUI  read  2» 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  14 

Read3»»^«*/y  16 
e.  Read  1«  •  July  16  [BiU  240] 

Read  2°  •  July  18 

Committee  • — b.p.  July  21 

Committee*;  Report  JuZy  22 

Considered  *  July  28 

Read  3»*JWy  23 

Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  d;  32  Viet.  0, 105] 

HuGHBS,  Mr.  T.,  Lambeth 

Assessed  Taxes,  Collection  of,  [193]  1367 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 


Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1646 

of,  M< 
[190]  1503 


Irehind  —  State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 


Metropolis — Lambeth  Workhouse,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  2049 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  [190]  1112 
Sale  ot  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1865 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1084 
Weights  and  Measures,  [193]  1924 

Hunt,  Mr.  G.  W.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  afterwards  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  Northamptonshire,  JV. 

Abyssinia  —  Presents  from  King  Theodore, 
[190]  643 

Charitable  Institutions,  Rating  of,  [190]  332 

VOL.  CZCIII.  [thibd  sxBHES.]   [eont. 


Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  [190]  417,  732 
Eleotrio  Telegraphy,  Porohasa  of  the,  [190] 

801 
Income  Tax,  2R.  [190]  477  ;  Comm.  el,  2, 

521  ;  c^.  3,  522;  3R.  546 
Income  Tax  in  Dudley,  [190]  177 
Inland  Revenue,  Report  on,  [190]  729 
Ireland — Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  488 
Ireland — Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [190]  1078 
Ireland — Shannon  River,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [190]  994 
Post  Office — Questions,  ^. 
American  Mails,  [190]  604 
Churchward,  Mr.,  [190]  1072 
Communication  with  the  United  States — 
The  Cunard   Contract,  [190]  834,  418, 
683,  686, 987 
Postage  Rates  to  India,  [190]  167 
St.  Thomas,  Island  of,  [190]  509 
West  India  Mail  Packet  Station,  [190]  666 
Post  Office— Halifax,  Bermuda,  and  St.  Thomas 

Mails,  Res.  [190]  632 
Post  Office — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails, 

Res.  [190]  450,  469,472 
Probate  Duty,  [190]  648,  729 
Public   Departments  (Extra    Receipts),    2R. 

[190]  692 
Valuation  of  Property,  [190]  602 
Ways  and  Means — The  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
Res.  [190]  339,  348 

(aee  also  Chai^cellob  of  the  Exchbqubr) 

HxTBST,  Mr.  R.  H.,  Horsham 

Poor  Relief)  Comm.  d.  13,  [193]  1881 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  8,  [19a]  1656 
Victoria — Case  of  the  Convict  Millar,  [191] 
1576 

HiTTT,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.,  Gateshead 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1382 
Railway  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Accounts, 

Leave,  [190]  1280  ;  2R.  [191]  1585 
Railways,  Revision  of,  [191]  35 
Rating  under  the  Representation  of  the  People 

Act,  [190]  167 ;— Personal  Rating,  518 

Htltoit,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  12 

Inclosnre  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  •  ifar  13  ;  read  VMar  20  [BiU  73] 

Read  20  •  Mar  2S 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  26 

Read  8«  •  Mar  31 
I.  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Clinton)  Mar  31  (No. 61) 

Read  2*  •  April  2 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Aftril  8 

Read  3»»  April  23 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viel,  c.  31] 

Indosure  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergwson,  Mr.  SelaUr-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  June  10  [Bill  162] 

Read  20*  June  15 
Committee* ;  Report  June  16 
Read3»»  JwM\X 

4I> 
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190^191— '199 — 193, 


IND         IND 


JncU)9ur4  (No,  9)  Bill— eoni. 

I.  |(ead  I'*  (The Lord  Clinton)  Jtsns  18 
Rend  2'*  Jun4  29  (No.  109) 

Gommtttea  *  ;  Report  Juns  80 
Read  3*  •  July  2 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [SI  ^  82  Viet.  0.  82] 

Incoma  Tax  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodion,  Mr»  Chaneeltoir  &f  the  E»eh€^uer, 

Mr,  Hunt) 

190]  c.  Resolution  in  Ways  and  Means  [No?ember 
28]  reported  Nov  29,  448  [Bill  18] 

After  short  debate.  Bill  ordered ;  read  l^ 
.  Moyed.  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2"**'  Nov  30, 

476  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2" 
190]  Committee  ;  Report  D<c  2,  621 
.  Bill  read  3«,  after  short  debate  Vfc  8,  485 
I  Road  1*  •  ( The  Earl  of  Derby)  Dee  3 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  Dee  6, 
898  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* ;  Com- 
niittee  negatived 
.Bill  read  3%  after  short  debate  J>ec  0,  636 
Royal  Assent  Dec  7  [81  Viet.  0.  9] 

Income  Tax  Commmum»r$ 

Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  The 
Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  98,  [193] 
1774 

India 

Abyttinian   Expedition — Ecut  India,  Troopt 

and  Vetteli — Resolution  in  Committee — See 

title — East  India,  Troopi  and  VetseU 
Ancient  Monument*,  Question^  Mr.    Layard ; 

Answer,   Sir    Stafford   Northoote   May   12, 

[192]  114 
Architectural  Remctine  in,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Layard ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Dee  6,  [190] 

881 

Army 

Army  in  India  and  the  Cotoniee,  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  **  to  inquire  into  the  duties 
performed  by  the  British  Army  in  India  and 
the  Colonies,  and  also  how  far  It  might  be 
desirable  to  employ  certain  portions  pf  Her 
Majesty's  Native  Indian  Army  in  our  Colo- 
nial and  Military  dependencies,  or  to  organize 
a  force  of  Asiatic  Troops  for  general  service 
In  suitable  climates  "  ( jfo/or  Anton)  Mar  8, 
[190]  1207 

And,  on  Mar  19,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : —  Viscount  Cranborne  (Chairman), 
Major  Anson,  Mr.  (/hilders,  Sir  James 
Fergusson,  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr. 
Hayter,  Lord  William  Hay,  Colonel  Percy 
Herbert,  Mr.  Lainfr,  Colonel  North,  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson,  Sir  William  Russell,  Sir  llarry 
Vemey,  Captain  Vivian,  and  Major  Walker 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  3 

{Pari.  P.  No.  197) 

Banda  and  Kirwee  Prize  Money,  Question, 
Mr.  Koville-Grenville ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote  Feb  21,  [190]  1008 

Bonut  Committee,  The — Ofieere  of  the  Late 
Company's  Army,  Question,  Mr.  Bruen  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Mar  26, 
[191]  261 

Church  Serviceefor  Soldiers  in,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Reilly  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote 
Mar  26.  [191]  262 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Kinnaird, 

[eoni. 


Imsu —  Army— «wil. 

Mr.  Beresfbrd  Hope ;  AniF^rs*  Sir  Sttiflbrd 
NQrt))eote  Juns  12,  [192].  1474;  Question, 
Mr.  O'Reilly;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northeota 
June  18, 1767  ;  June  29,  \i93]  806 
Field  Ojfieen  of  ike  Indian  Army,  Retiremieni 
of.  Question,  Mr.  Dimsdale ;  Answer,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote  April  S,  [191]  830 

Furlough  ReauJatUme,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford   Northoote  April  80, 

[191]  1676 ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  July  21,  [193] 

1664 
India,   Invalid  Ofieert  from.   Question,   Sir 

Robert    Anstruther  ;     Answer,    Sir   John 

Pakington  July  14,  [193]  1186 

India,  Malt  Liquort  for  the  JVoopt  in,  Quea- 
tions,  Mr.  M.  T.  Bass,  Mr.  Greene  ;  Answers^ 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  May  II,  [192]  16 

Indian  Coloneli,  Promotion  of.  Question,  Cap- 
tain Vivian;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington 
Mar  19,  [190]  1887 

Indian  Service  Medals,  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  •ru2y27«[i93] 

Mutiny  Medal,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Adam ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Northoote  June  29,  [193] 
806 

Troops,  TVansport  of,  Questton.  Sir  Geor^ 
Stuoley ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  June  4, 
[193]  1111 

Bombay,  Bank  of.  Question,  Mr.  ^Oe  Nlool ; 
190]  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Feb  20, 987 ; 
«     Mar  18,  1681 ;  Question,  Sir  Henrj  Rawlin- 
son ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Mar  24^ 
191]  147 ;  Question,  Mr.  Dyee  NiOol ;  Answer,  Sir 
.    Staflbrd  Northoote  Mar  27,  4S8:   debate 
thereon  ;  Questions,  Lord  William  Uay ;  Aa» 
.    swers,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  April  24, 1928; 
Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd 
Northoote  May  8,  2066  —  Bengal  Aaeney^ 
Questions,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Dyoe  Niool; 
Answers,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  June  12, 
[19a]  1471 

Correspondenoe — (Pari.  P,  No.  188) 

Bombay — Civilian  Judges,  Qnestion,  Sir  JLobert 
Collier ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoot* 
ul;>rt7  28,  [191]  1460 

Bombay — Educational  Servioe,  Question,  Mr. 
Grant  Duff ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote 
May  18,  [19a]  428 

Bombay — Governor  of,  Question,  Mr.  Otway ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Dee  8,  [190] 
662 

Bombay— -Municipal  Commissioners,  Report  ef 
the.  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Sir 
StaiTbrd  Northoote  June  16,  [192]  1764 

Contract  Lqw — Reports  ^f  Indian  Law  Com" 
missioners^  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Mar  24,  [191]  147 

(Pari,  P.  No.  239) 

Currency  Laws,  Commission  on.  Question,  Mr. 
White ;  Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  Mar  5, 
[190]  1112 

Fort  WilUAm,  Cholera  at,  Question,  Mr.  Neate ; 
Answer,  Sir  Staflbrd  Northoote  May  22,  [i9>] 
714 

Oirls,  Sale  of.  Question,  Mr.  Bazley  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  July  28,  [193]  1668 

[eoni^ 
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Irbu — eotU, 

Hyderabad — Political  Sectum-^AdmimstraUv^ 
Report,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Stacpoole;  Answer, 
Sir  SUfFord  Nortboote  April  23,  [191]  1148 

India,  Survey  of.  Question,  Mr.  Akroyd ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Nortboote  July  IB,  [193] 
1103 

Indian  Budget,  Question,  Mr.  Wftldegraye- 
Leslie  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote 
Mar  Id,  [190]  1680  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Crawford ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote 
Mar  20.  1982 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote  July  28, 
[193]  1670 
(See  East  hvdia  Revenue  AecounU) 

Indian  Council,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote  Dee  6,  [190] 

642 
Indian  Navy,  Officer i  of  the  late.  Question,  Mr. 

Surtees ;    Answer,    Sir   Stafford   Nortboote 

Jfar  20,  [190]  1980 

Irrigation  Works  in  India 

190]  Eaet   India   Irriaation  and   Canal  Com' 
po-ny.  Question,  Mr.  Otwaj;    Answer,  Sir 

.  Stafford  Nortboote  Dec  6,  646;  Question, 
Mr.  Smollett ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote 

.    Feb  17,798;   Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird;  An- 

.  swer.  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote  Feb  18,  890 ; 
Qnestions,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Otway,  Colonel 
Sykes ;     Answers,    Sir    Stafford    Nortboote 

.  Feb  20.  989  ;  Question,  Mr.  Smollett ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote  May  18,  [19a] 
iib—iParl  P.  No.  415) 

Irrigation,  Postponement  of  Motion  (Mr, 
Kinnaird)  Mar  31,  [191]  675 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  2,  To 
leave  out  from  **  Tbat,"  and  add  *'  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  any  further  Despatohes,  Telegrams, 
and  Letters  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  and  the  GoTcrnment  of  India 
refipecting  the  proposed  purchase  of  the  works 
of  the  East  India  Irrigation  Company,  or  the 
advance  of  funds  for  the  works  thereof  since 
July  16,  1867"  {Mr,  -Bowvmtf).  [193]  529  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  dtc. : "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Irrigation  of  PMie  Lands,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  April  20,  To  leave  out  from 
"  That,"  and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  advance  of  £600,000  of  public 
money  on  loan  to  a  private  company  of  ad- 
Tentnrers  styling  themselves  the  Madras  Ir- 
rigation Company,  granted  on  the  15tb  day 
of  May  1866  for  their  sole  benefit,  and  like- 
wise the  oflRpr  of  a  large'loan  on  similar  terms 
announced  by  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the 
20th  day  of  Febmary  last  ai  contemplated 
to  be  given  to  the  East  India  Irrigation  and 
Canal  Company,  are  acts  of  impropriety,  are 
mischievons  in  policy,  and  should  be  discon- 
tinued (Mr,  Smollett),  [191]  946  ;  Question, 
**  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;'*  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Question,  Mr. 
Smollett;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote 
Feb  94,  [190I  1073 ;  Observations,  Mr. 
SUnsfeld  AprU  24,  [191]  1298 

Irrigation— Detpatcb--<Par/.  P.  No.  103) 


India — eont, 

Kt^mrthulla,  Raja  of.  Question,  Lord  William 
Hay  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote 
/w/y  13,  [193]  1104 

Lawrence* 9,  Sir  John,  Circular,  Question,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
MiUmesbury  Feb  20.  [190]  985  — .Brtft^A 
Rule  in,  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 
Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote  Feb  14,  [190]  731— 
Government  of,  Question.  Mr.  Otway  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote  July  S,  [193] 
610 — Oovemment,  Systems  of.  Observations, 
Lord  William  Hay,  Mr.  Smollett,  Mr.  Fawcett 
Mar  27,  [191]  405-(FdW.  P.  No.  108) 

Post  Office 

Penang,  Postal  Communieation  with.  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Baring ;  Answer.  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
June  4,  [192]  1109— (Par/.  P.  No.  414)— 
with  the  East—  The  Brindisi  Route,  Question, 
Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth 
June  15,  1561 

Sindh  Railway,  Question,  Viscount  Cranbome ; 
Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote  Mar  20,  [190] 
1981 
(See  title— Po«^  Office) 

Telegraphic  Communication  with  India 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  26,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  '*  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  direc- 
tions that  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copies  of  any  Correspondence  which  may 
have  passed  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  and  the  local  authorities  relative 
to  the  proposed  Deep  Sea  Telegraphic  Line 
from  Bombay  to  Kurraohee,  and  the  sane* 
tioned  lines  from  Gwadur  to  Jask,  and  from 
Jask  to  Bushire  '*  {Lard  William  Bay),  [193] 
155  ;  Question,  "  That  the  words,  &o. ; 
after  short  debate,  Ajnendt.  withdrawn 

Direct  Telegraphic  Communication,  Question, 
Captain  Vivian  ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortb- 
cote Feb  21,  [190]  1008  :  Question,  Mr.  Dyoe 
Nicol ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  April  28,  [191] 
1458 

Indo-European  Telegraph  lAnes,  Question, 
Mr.  Finlay ;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote 
Dec  2,  [190]  520 

Suet  ana  India  Submarine  Telegraph,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Beirne;  Answer,  Sir  Stafford 
Nortbcote  Dee  2,  [190]  509 

{Pari,  P.  No.  61) 

Pari.  Papers — 

Persian  Telegraph      ....  343 

Papers  respecting       ....  Nos.  209,  334 

Letter  of  Baron  Baude    .    .     .  [3971] 

(See  Tides- J&u^  India.  Civil  Service, 
Resolution — East  IndiU,  Troops  and 
Vessels) 


Indian  Railway  Companies  Bill 

{Sir  Staford  NoriheoU,  Mr,  Sdater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Mar  9  [Bill  55] 

Read2«*  Mar  23 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Jfar  24 
Read  3*>  •  Ifar  26 
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Jndian  Railway  C&mpanUs  BiU—cont. 

I.  Read  \^^  (The  Lard  CUniM) Mar  27  (No.  57) 

Read  2*  *  Mar  80 

Oommittee^  Mar  Si  (No.  68) 

Report  •  April  2 

Reads**  Aprils 

Royal  Anent  May  29  [81  Vict.  o.  26] 

IndoTiing  of  Warrants  Bill 

{Sir  James  FerguBom,  Mr.  Secretary  Oalhome 

Hardy) 
e,  OHered  ;  read  !•  •  Jvly  1  [BUI  208] 

Read2«*  JulyS 

Gommittee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  8«*/u/yO 
h  Read  1*  •  ( 7^  Ij>rd  Clint<m)  July  10  (No.  240) 

Road2**  JulyU 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  16 

Reads**  JWy  17 

Rojal  Attent  July  SI  [31  A  82  Vict.  o.  107] 

Industrial  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment BUI  [H.L.] 

(The  Marqueet  Tcwnehmd) 

U  PreMnted  :  read  1**  June  15         (No.  151) 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  6 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

( The  O'Ctmor  Don,  Mr.  MomeU,  Mr.  Leader) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Nov  25  [Bill  6] 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2»" 
Feb  18,  [190]  080  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
read2« 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  lea?e  the  Chair"  {The 
<y  Conor  Don)  Mar  25.  [191]  217 

Amendt.  to  lea?e  out  from  '*  That/'  and  add 
*'  this  Iloase  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resoWe  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  {Mr, 
Vance) ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  **  That 
the  words,  <feo. ;"  A.  82,  N.  46 ;  M.  86 ; 
main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac," 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee— b.p. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  I 

Considered  *  April  2 

Read  3°  *  April  8 
I.  Read  1**  {The Earl 0/ Kimberley)  April  23 

Read  2*  •  May  7  (No.  60) 

Gommittee  * ;   Report  May  12 

Read  8*  *  May  U 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [81  Vict.  0.  25] 


Industrial  Schools  {Ireland)  [Expenses] 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Mar  80 

Infectious  Diseases 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  wUl  be  graolously  pleascKl  to 
oause  Buoh  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  the 
spread  of  disease  by  infection  (distinguished 
from  contagion)  as  may  tend  to  oheok  legisla- 
tion and  action  in  cases  unsupported  by  the 
OTidenoe,  which  in  times  of  excitement  saTes 

[jsont^ 
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Infectious  Diseases—coot. 

a  people  from  the  oommtssion  of  nest 
crimes  or  great  follies"  {Sir  Jervoin  Clarke 
Jervoise),  [101]  2005;  Question,  "That the 
words,  dec.;  ^J^^  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

(See  title— (%m«(i^'ott#  Diseases,  18M, 
Act) 

Inoestbs,  YiscouDt,  Stamford 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Leaye,  [192]  320 

Inland  Beyenue  Bill 

(iff.  Dodscn,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  (he  EaBchequer, 
Mr,  Sclater-Boolh) 

e.  Bill  ordered  *  June  30 

Readlo*/iJyl  [BiU207] 

Read  2«  *  July  0 

Committee  * — ^b.p.  JvXy  18 

Committee*;  Report /tily 20 

Considered  *  J\dy  21 

Read8«*7ii/y22 
I.  VLssA  V  {the  Earl  of  Devon)  Jul/y^Z 

Read  2*  •  July  24  (No.  270) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Juiy  38 

Read  8*  •  July  20 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [81  A  82  Viot.  e.  124] 

Tnland  Revenue  Commissioners,  Report  of 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hoot 
/V6  14,  [190]  720 

ImrBs,  Mr.  A.  C,  Kewry 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1. 
I191]  1611 

Inyestment  of  TruBt  FaiidB  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Jtfr.  BcHry  B.  Sheridai^  Mr.  Ayrton) 

e.  Bill  oHered  •  Mar  24 
Read  !••  May  18  [BUI  116] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  May  29 

Xnyestment  of  TniBt  Funds  Supplemental 

Bill  {Mr.  Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Ayfrtc^) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^"*  June  10  [BUI  164] 

Read2«*/u/y8 
Committee  negatived  * ;  BUI  put  off  Jufy  15 

Ibblaitd 

Arbour  Bill  Oarrison  Chapel,  Questioo,  Mr. 

PoUard-Urquhart ;  Answer,  Shr  J.  Pakingtoa 

Ifoy  21.  [193]  651 
Ardfert  Tower-^Kerry  Qrand  Jury,  Qoestion, 

The  O'Donoghue;    Answer,  The  Attorney 
^  General  for  Ireland  Mar  25,  [191]  208 

Army 
Distribution  of  Troops  in  the  North,  Qoestion, 

Sir  Her?ey  Bruce ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Mayo  July  16,  [193]  1387 
Military  Stores  and  Barracks,  Erection  of, 

Qoestion,  Colonel  GreyUIe-Nngent ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  20,  [193]  812 
MuUingar,  Barracks  at,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Magnirs ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Blayo  July  16,  [193] 

1200 
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Bankruptcy  [Irelandjf  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Armstrong ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  April  3,  [191]  830 
Cardinal  Cullen,  Questions,  Mr.  Darby  QriflBth; 

Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli,  The  Earl  of  Majo 

May  11,  [192]  16 
Cattle  Plague,  Question,  Mr.   Gregory  ;   An- 
swer, The  Earl   of   Majo    May   5,  [191] 

1784 
Compulsory   Preientments,  Question,  Colonel 

French  ;    Answer,   The   Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  July  7,  [193]  827 
Cork  Barbour '-Daunt*  t  Rock,  Question,   Mr. 

Maguire  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Feb  11, 

[190]  794 
Curragh,  Banger   of  the,  Question,    Captain 

Pack-Beresford  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 

June  18,  [192]  1754 
Report  of  Commission — (Pari.  P.  No.  329) 
Cuitomi  Department,  Board  of  Trade — Legal 

Department^  Question,  Mr.  G.  Morris ;  An- 
'  swer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  18,  [192]  426 
Customs  Officers,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Stock  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  14,  [192] 

247 

Education 

Banagher,  Royal  School  of,  Question,  Mr.  G. 
Morris  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  /uiM  26, 

[i?3]  102 

National  Board,  Observations,  Sir  John  Gray  ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  16,  [193] 
1276 

Primary  Edueaiion,  Question,  Mr.  O'Beirne ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  9,  [193]  913 

Roman    Catholic    University,    Question,   Mr. 

Maguire ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Nov  22, 

190]  142  ;     Question,    Mr.    Fawoett  ;     Answer, 

.  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12,  1456  ;  Question, 
Mr.    Lowe  :    Answer,  The  Earl  of   Mayo 

.    Mar    19,    1891  ;     Question,     Sir    Colman 

O'Loghlen;    Answer,   The    Earl  of   Mayo 

192]  May    12,     112  ;     Question,    Sir     George 

Grey  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  22, 

714;  Question,  Mr.  Murphy;  Answer,  The 

.  Earl  of  Mayo  May  28,  955 ;  Question,  Sir 
John  Gray ;   Answer,  The   Earl  of   Mayo 

.    June  12,  1472  ;  June  29,  [193]  313 

Correspondence — {Pari.  P.  Nos.  288,  380) 

University  Education  in  Irelomd,  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  July  10,  To  leave  out 
from  *' That,"  and  add  '*in  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  Catholics,  Presbyterians,  and 
other  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  will  not  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  equality,  in  reference 
to  University  education  in  that  country,  with 
those  who  are  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  until  all  religious  disabilities  are 
removed  from  the  fellowships,  scholarships, 
and  other  honours  and  emoluments  of  Trinity 
College,  DnbUn"  (Mr,  FawoeU),  [1931 1054 ; 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ao.  -,  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

University  Education,  Trinity  CoUege,  Dublin^ 
Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answer,  Mr.  Diiraeli 
i/ay  29,[i92]104l 

Established  Church  (Ireland) 

Irish  Church  Commissioners*  Report,  Question, 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer,  Earl 
Stanhope  Mar  17,  1795  ;  Question,  Lord 
Dnfbrin;  Answer,  Earl  Stanhope  Jidy  10, 

[oont 


Ibbland — eont, 

[193]  972 ;  Question,  Mr.  M'CoUaghTorrens ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Clive  Mar  12,  [19^  1457  ; 
Questions,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortesoue :  Answers,  Mr.  Clive  June  29,  823 

Pari.  Papers — 
Copy  of  Commission       ....     [39561 
Report  of  Commissioners  .    .    .    [4082] 

Irish  Church  Revenues,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Dee  6, 

[190]  645 

Presbytery  of  Antrim,  Questions,  Sir  Charles 
Lanyon,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  30,  [loi]  1581 
(See  titXe— 'Established  Church,  Ireland) 

Orand  Jury  Accounts,  Auditor  of.  Question, 
Colonel  French  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
June  12,  [191]  1469 

Orand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland) — See  that 
title 

Law  and  Police 

Convicts,  Religion  of.  Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  18, 
[192]  423 

County  Gaols,  Question,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Nov  28,  [190] 
332 

Dietary  of  County  Prisons,  Question,  Mr. 
Blake ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Feb  28, 
[190]  1102 

Downy,   Mr.   J.,   Arrest   of    Question,   Mr. 

Rearden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  April  8, 

[191]  833 
Feaiherstonhaugh,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  Question, 

Mr.  Eykyn;  Answer,  The  Earl  of   Mayo 

^prt;  28,  [191]  1459 

Fenian,  Alleged  Bribe  to  a.  Question,  Sir 
Frederick  Heygate;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
MtLjoJune  8,  [192]  1229 

Fenian  Prisoners,  Warren  and  Costello,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Mayo  July  16,  [193]  1282 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Vance;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
1556 


Stuart  Mill  July  21, 


Babe€U  Corpus  Act — Release  of  Prisoners, 
Question,  Mr.  Bagwell ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  May  5,  [191]  1784 

H(ibeas  Corpus  Suspension  Acts^Retums — 
See  that  title 

Johnston,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Question,  Colonel 
Forde  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  SO, 
[191]  469 

Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  Medical  Officer  of. 
Question,  Mr.  Blake  ;   Answer,  The  Earl  of 


Mayo  Feb  28,  [190]  1102 ;   Question,  Mr. 

r,  The 
[192]  1470 


Pirn ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  June  12, 


O^Hanlon,  Michael,  Case  of.  Question,  Sir  John 
Gray  ;  Answer,  The  Efarl  of  Mayo  July  16, 
[193]  1280 

Party  Processions  Act,  Question,  Sir  Charles 
Lanyon  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  20, 
[190]  1977  ;  Question,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  25«  L^^'A. 
814;    Question,  Lord  ^\hiSsi  ^Ss\^\»i^«*N 
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PawnbrokiiM,  Law  of,  Qaeetion,  Mr.  Pim ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Kajo  June  18,  [192] 
1768 

PoUee  Barraeki,  QaMtion,  T^ord  Otbo  Fits- 
genld :  Antwer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  6, 
[190] 1118 

Friionert  ConwieUd  ofSedUicui  Libelr^TrtaJt- 
nunt  of  Meitrt,  SulHvan  and  PigotU  Qnos- 
tioD,  Mr.  Stock  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  Mar  17,  [190]  1814:  Question,  Mr. 
Rearden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  19, 
1891  ;  Qoestion,  Mr.  Stock:  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  26,  [191]  259 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Maguire;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Mar  27,  439  ;  debate  thereon 

PrUonM,  IriA,  Regulaiion  of,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
/t4/y9,[i93]912 

Proc€i9%ons  (Ireland),  Address  for  Papers 
(Lord  Duferin)  Dec  8,  [190]  528  :  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Question, 
Mr.  Lanyon ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
Dee  7,  670  ;  Questions,  Colonel  Stuart  Knox, 
Mr.  Darby  GrifBth  ;  Answers,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  Mar  18, 1591 

Quarter  Seteume  Courts,  Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Cianrioarde;  Answer,  The  Lord 
ChanoeUor  Ifor  17,  [190]  1794 

Searching  Suepicioui  Persom,  Question,  Mr. 
Blake :  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  80, 
[191]  468 

Write  of  JBrror  in  Criminal  Catft,  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  July  3,  To  leave  out 
from  "That,"  and  add  "this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Resolution  passed  by  this 
House  on  the  19th  day  of  November  1689, 
and  doth  re-afllrm  that  a  Writ  of  Error  for 
the  reversal  of  a  Judgment  in  Misdemeanor, 
Felony,  or  Treason  is  the  right  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  ought  to  be  granted  at  his  desire, 
and  is  not  an  act  of  Grace  or  Favour  which 
may  be  denied  or  granted  at  Pleasure  "  (Sir 
Colman  C^LoghUn),  [193I  655 ;  Question, 
'*  That  the  words,  die. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant 

Land  Question,  Question,  Mr.  Pim :  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Mayo  AprH2S,  [191]  1459 

Land,  Tenure  of.  Question,  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
June  22,  [igi]  1850;  Question,  Observations, 
Mr.  O'Beime :  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
/ti/yl7,[i93]1411 

Leases,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12,  [loo]  1452 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  O'Beime  :  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Mayo  Feb  17,  [190]  799 

Local  Government  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  Pim ; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  26,  [191] 

256  :  April  28,  1457 :  June  29,  [193]  309 
Monaghan,  Coroner's  Inquest  at.  Question,  Mr. 

Vance  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  20, 

[193]  U82 
Ordnance  Map,  Irish,  Revision  of  the.  Question, 

Hr.  Stacpoole ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Gave 

Mar  12,  [190]  1451 

Iconi, 
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Poor  Law 

Workhouse  Dietaries  in,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  July  10,  To  leave  out  from 
*'That,"  and  add  "in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Poor  Law  Oommissiopers  of  Ire- 
land should  establish  a  minimum  scale  of 
dietary  for  the  Paupers  in  the  Union  Work- 
houses not  less  than  that  now  in  existence 
in  the  Irish  County  Gaols,  and  which  wu 
recommended  by  the  Commission  appointed 
to  report  on  the  County  Prison  Dietaries, 
'as  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
health  of  the  prisoners  *  "  (Mr,  Blake),  [193I 
1020 ;  Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ao.  f 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Cogan  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Mayo  July  20,  [193J  1482 

Post  Ofice^OffioeTS^  Salaries,  Qnestioo,  Ge- 
neral Dunne;  Answer,  Mr.  Sckter-Booth 
June  15,  [19a]  1562 

Queen's  Plates,  Qaestion,  General  Doftoe; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  July  20,  [193] 
1485 

Queenstoum,  Bible  Dep6t  at.  Question,  Mr. 
Long :  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  21, 
[193]  655 

Railways 
Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;    Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  22,  [192]  712  ;  Question,  Sir  Colmsn 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  8,  [193 J  847 
Report  of  the   Commissioners  on.  Question, 
Mr.   Nfonsell ;    Answer,   The  Earl  of  Utjo 
April    28,    [191]    1463  ;     Question,   Mr. 
Gregory  ;    Answer,  Tho   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer /un«  18,  [192]  1752 
Pari.  Papers — 
Report  of  Commissioners    .    .  Ko.  [4018] 
Return  of  Expenses       ....  No.  405 
Instructions  to  the  Commissioners — ^See  title 
Railways 

Records,  PuUio,  Question,  Mr.  0*Beime;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater- Booth  June  29,  [193]  904; 
Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;  Answer,  The  Cban- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  6,  717 

Registry  of  Deeds  Cffiee-See  that  title 

Regium  Dotium,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Hadfield; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Jfay  15,  [192] 
345 

Roosky,  Eel  Weir  at.  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Ormsby-Gore :  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
July  28,  [103]  1669 

Royal  Irish  Academy,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory: 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  12,  [190] 
1452 ;  Observations,  Mr.  Gregory ;  lUipiy, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JiHy  14, 
[193]  1200 ;  Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  July  15,  1314 

Royal  Residence  in,  Amendt.  on  Committse 
of  Supply  May  15,  To  leave  out  from 
'*  That,*^  and  add  "an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  repre- 
senting to  Her  Majesty  that  it  would  condaos 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Crown  and  the  good 
Government  of  Ireland,  and  tend  to  allsy 
jealousy  and  discontent  in  that  country,  if 
Her  Mi^ty  had  a  permanent  residence  in 
Ireland,  and  that  this  House,  feeling  deeply 

[eoni. 
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its  importance,  wtU  bordiallr  oo-opon^U  irith 
Her  Majesty  in  any  steps  She  may  be  gra- 
oiouslj  pleased  to  take  to  carry  out  so  de- 
sirable an  object "  {Sir  Cohnan  0*LogKUn)» 
[19a]  856  ;  Question,  ''That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt,  withdrawn 

Sediiicui  Speaking yAUeged— Rev.  Mr.  Ferrari, 
Questions,  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Bentinok ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  16,  [190]  1681 

Shannon  River,  Moved,  That  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  drainage  and  navigation 
of  the  River  Shannon  has  been  carried  out 
under  the  direction  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  what  steps  should  be  taken  to  com- 
plete the  work  for  which  a  compulsory  levy 
of  £300,000  has  been  made  on  tne  adjoining 
counties"  {Colonel  French)  Feb  20,  [190] 
994  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
And,  on  Mar  17,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :— Colonel  French  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Acland,  Mr.  Agar-Ellis,  Mr.  Bonham-Carter, 
Sir.  Edward  Dering,  General  Dunne,  Sir 
William  Ormsby-Gore,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr. 
Laird,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery,  Mr.  PoUard- 
Urquhart,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  and  Colonel 
Vandeleur 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  18 

{Pari.  P.  No..  377) 
Fish  Pasaei  on.  Question,  Colonel  FVenoh: 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  27,  [191] 
357— Stake  Nets,  Question,  Colonel  French  ; 
Answer,  1'he  Earl  of  Mayo  Mar  30,  467 

Small  Debts  Recovery,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  16,  [190]  1679 

Small-pox,  Deaths  from — The  Vaccinatum  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Mayo  May  6,  [191]  1784 

Spirit  Licence  Duty,  Observations,  Sir  John 
Gray  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  29,  [190]  481 ; 
short  debate  thereon ;  Question,  General 
Dunne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Mar  23, 
[191]  38 

Taxation,  Inequality  of ,  Question,  Mr.  (VBeime; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  16,  [193] 
1283 

TVatn,  Mr,  G.  F.,  Case  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Rearden  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Mayo 
July  31,  [193!  1948 

University  of  thiblin.  Returns,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Winston-Barron;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
3fay  29,[i9a]1044 

Valuation,  Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Jtme  25,  [192]  2136 

Ireland — State  of 

190]  Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee,  with  the  view 
of  taking  into  consideration  the  condition 
and  circumstances  of  Ireland  "  {Mr.  Magwire) 
Mar  10,  1288 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  constant  recurrence  of  impracticable 
resolutions  and  the  proposal  or  suggestion  of 
extravagant  and  impossible  remedies  are  the 

5reat  obstacles  to  the  restoration  of  peace  in 
reland,  and  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
.    people"  {Mir.  Neate),l3\i;  Question, " That 
the  words,  dto. ;"  Amendl,  ivithdniWn 

[CPfll. 


Irelcmd^StaU  of,  Motion  for  iOommiUee—eoni, 

190]  Anoiher  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That," 
and  add  "before  the  Qonsideration  by  this 
House  of  constitutional  changes  in  the  laws 
and  institutions  of  Ireland,  it  is  both  just  and 
expedient  to  inquire  intp  the  causes  of  alleged 
discontent,  and  the  best  mode  of  remedying 
the  same  {Sir  Frederick  Eeyjaie),  1323  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  dtc.  ;"  debate 
adjourned 

.     Debate  resumed  Mar  12,  1458 ;   after  long 
debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

.Debate  resumed  Mar   13,    1593;  after  long 
debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

.  Debate  resumed  ifar   16,    1688;    after   long 
debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 
The  Debate  onr—JfVson,  The  Rev.  Mr.,  Per- 
sonal  Explanation,   Mr.   Gregory  Mar    26, 
[191]  264 

Italy 
Naples,  Consular  Chaplain  at.  Question,  Mr. 
Hardcastle ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Juiy  31, 

[193]  1»*7 
Papal    Oovemment   and   Mr.    Odo   Russett 

Question,  Sir  Thomas  Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Lord 

Sunley  Nov  25,  [190]  162 
Roman  QuasUon,  The— 7%e  Proposed  Confer" 

enee.  Question,  Sir  Henry  Winston-Barron ; 

Answer,  Lord   Stanley  Vee  2,  [190]  512 ; 

Question,  Earl  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Derby  Dee  5,  599 


Jackson,  Mr.  W.,  D&rhff»hire,  IT. 
Colliery  Accidents,  Motion  for  a  Commission^ 
[1923941,944 

Jamaicn 

Clergy  Act  of  Question,  Mr.  Candllsh ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Adderl^y  July  27,  [193]  1820 
Ecclesiastical  Establishment  of,  Question,  Mr. 
W.    E.    Forster  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 
June  23,  [19a]  1922 

(See  title  Eyre^Ea^Oavemor) 


Japan,  Outrage  on  our  Ambassador 

Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
ifay26,[i9a]922 


JxiiTis,  GdloDel  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 

Army—Control  Department,  [193]  810,  811 ; 

Res.  023  ;  M6tion  for  Papers,  1265,  1270, 

1273 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of  the  Army, 

[193]  0«7 
Full  and  Half-Pay,  [193]  1280 

Miscellaneous  Serfices,  [193]  966 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1961,  1965 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  Prosecution  of,  [192]  717, 

718,  836,  838 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1306,  1341,  1342 
Supply — Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Com- 
pensation, [193]  1211 
Registration  Exv«Ti»«^Vl(jCkS3»^^S9it  K^Y^^oxtk!- 
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JxBYonR,  Sir  J.  Clarke,  Hlampihire^  8. 

Artiians'  and   Laboarera*  DwelUogi^    Comm. 

d,  6,  [191]  678 
Cattle  Plagtte,  [19a]  1155, 1852 
Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  [191]  708 
Contagione  Diieafea  AotSp  [190]  1889 
Egypt — Quarantine,  [193]  1895 
Inftotioas  Diaeaeea,  Motion  for  an  Addren, 

[191]  3005  ;  [192]  495 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

(193]  1294, 1295  ;  Preamble,  1529 
Pnyy  Counoil,  Medioal  Offloer  of  the,  [190] 

1812 
Pnblio   Health,  dto.,   Departments   of.    Ret. 

[103] 1104 
Small-pox  Hospital,  [192]  1561 
Suppljr— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1208 

Miseellaneoos    Expenses,    Amendt.   [19a] 
1174 
Turkey— Sanitary  Regalations,  [100]  1811 
Vaooination — Small-pox   at  Wooiwleh,  [191] 

701 


Judgment  Debtors  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Lord  Chaneellar) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1>  •  ifir  0  (No.  82) 

Read2**  ifor  28 
Committee*;     Report;     Bill    re-oommitted 

AprU  24  (No.  76) 

Bill  withdrawn  May  11  *  [192]  5 

Jndgmente  Extenakm  Bill  [bx.] 

(Mr,  Craujurd,  Mr.  HuddUtUm,  Mr.  Mancrtif, 

Mr.Dmlop) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Fa  18  [Bill  84] 

Read2«*ifar5 

Referred  to  Select  Conmiittee  Mojf  8 
MoTod,  "  That  Mr.  Cranfurd  be  one  Member 

of  the  said  Committee"  ifoy  11, [19a]  92 
Motion,  <*Tbat  this  House  do  now  adjoam" 

(Colonel Frenoh), put, and  negatired ;  original 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Huddleston  be  one  other 

Member  of  the  said  Committee  " 
Motion,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Sir  Otorge  Bowytr),  put,  and  negatiTod ; 

original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Mr.  Oraufurd  (Chairman),  The  Lord  AdTOoate, 

Mr.    Attorney    Genexal   for   Ireland,    Mr. 

Dunlop,  Colonel  French,   Mr.  Graves,  Mr. 

Huddleston,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Mr.  Lawson, 

Mr.  Moncreiff,  and  Mr.  Murphy 
Report  *  Jvme  10  [Bill  168] 

Committee  *  {on  rt^eomm,) ;  Report  June  15 
Considered  *  June  16         ^ 
Read  d«*/une  17 
I.  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  CheUm ford)  June  18 
Moved,    <'That  the  Bill    be  now    read  2'" 

June  30,  [193]  867  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill 

read  2»  (No.  160) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  2 
Read  S«*/u2y  3 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [31  d;  82  Vict.  c.  54] 


Judicial   Patronage  —  Court  of  Comnwn 
Fleae 
Question,  Mr.  Hayter ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  15,  [19a]  343 


/uHm  <'  Be  JMieiaU  Lingum  " 

Qaeation,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  3£gr  12,  [190]  1449 

Jurietf  Speeial  and  Oommon 

Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  and  take  evidenoe  as  to  the  Law 
and  praotloe  relating  to  the  summoning, 
attendance,  and  remuneration  of  Special  and 
Common  Juries,  and  to  report  to  the  House 
as  to  any  alterations  which  ought  to  be 
made  therein"  {Vtteount  EnfiM)  Feb  18, 
[190]  924;  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  11,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— ^Viscount  Enfield  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Denman,  Mr.  Freshfleld,  Mr.  Hcadlam, 
Mr.  Huddleston,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk,  Mr. 
Hastings  Russell,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Colonel  William 
Stuart,  Mr.  Turner,  Mr.  Whatman,  and 
Mr.  Charles  Wynn 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  6 

(PflrtP.No.  401) 

Jurors'  AffirmatioiiB  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Craufwrd,  Mr.  Dunlop) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  ifay  8  [Bill  110] 

Bead2<'*lfayl8 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mty  15 

Read  8«  •  ifay  18 
I,  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Cranworth)May  19 

Read  2^  •  June  18  (No.  104) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  19 

Read  8*  *  June  28 

Royal  Assent  June  25    [81  d;  82  Via.  0.  80] 

lCAB«T.Aira,  Sir  J.  B.,  tee  Attorney  General, 
The 

Kassllke,  Mr.  £.  K,,  Colchester 
Election   Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  10,  [193]  750 ;  odd.  cL 

1887 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm. [i 93]  1581 ;  ei.lS, 

1602 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  1874 
Established  Church  (IreUnd),  2R.  [193]  768 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1355 
Nova  Scotia — British  North  American  Con- 
federation, Motion  for  an  Address,  [193]  1604 
Pnblic  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  8,  [193]  1654, 

1657  ;  el.5, 1024  ;  d.  6, 1080 ;  d.  14,  Amendt. 

1933,  1039 ;  d.  16,  1040 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  10, 1193]  000 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  985 

Kendall,  Mr.  N.,  Cornwall^  E. 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

d.  5,  [190]  1424 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1546 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Conun.  Res.  [191] 

1028 
Grand  Jury  Cess,  2R.  [191]  218 
Ireland  —  State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1739 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1520,  1781 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1868;  Comm. 

cf.^,[i93]W|852 
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KxHBALL,  Mr.  N.^^nt. 

Ministerial  SUtement,  [191]  17il  ;  [102I  6i0 
ParliamenUrj  Borougha^Fayment  of  Ratef, 

[190]  443 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1614 
Regulation  of  Railwajs,  Comm.  add.  el,  [193] 


1786 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
a,  3,  [19a]  477 

Kennedy,  Mr.  T.,  Jjmth  Co. 

Crete,  Insurrection  in,  [191]  705 
Ejectments  Suspension  (Ireland),  [193]  519 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
add,  el  [192]  1804 


Kesteyen,  Lord 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  5,  [192]  047 

Eillaloe,  Bishop  of 
Bstablished  Chnroh  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  07 


KofBEBLET,  Earl  of 
Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [192]  510 
Burials    (Ireland),    2R.    [193]    1093,    1098  ; 

Gomm,add,  el,  1362;  Report, c/.  4,  Amendt. 

1473,  1475 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1162 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Report, 

el,  7.  [193]  897 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  1,  [192]  898 
Crete,  Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 


[191]  814 
!aDcati< 


Education,  2R.  [191]  1310 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2114, 

2116,2117 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hoase,  Res.  [191] 

695 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  468 ;  el,  5,  [192] 

947 :  el.  22,  948  ;  el,  9,  1625 ;  SR.  add,  el. 

1912 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  3R.  [192]  1748 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  5,  [192]  240  ; 

Re-comm.  917 
Tenure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1048 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  1549 
University    Elections    (Voting    Papers),    2R. 

[193]  982 
University  Tests,  [192]  1012 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [192]  102 
West  Indies,  2R.  [193]  799 

Kino,  Hon.  P.  J.  Looke,  Surrey^  E, 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, Amendt.  [192]  428,  430 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  el,  [193]  1684 
Richmond  Park,  [190]  1680 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1871 


EiNGLAKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  BrOgwat&r 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  [191]  297  ;  add.  el.  [103] 
1441  "^ 

Mexico—Relations  with,  [193]  1825 
VOL.    CXOni.    [XHIBD  BKBm.] 


KIN       EKA 


EiiraflooTEy  Colonel  B.  N.  F.,  OhmceiUr* 

Army— Militia  Qoartermasterf,  [192]  1756 


KiNGSTOKi  Earl  of 

Victoriar-- Appropriation  Act,  [191]  2001 


EnrvAiED,  Hon.  A.  E.,  Perth 

Army — Preaching  in  the,  [193]  1923 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Consid. 

[191]  1567 
Austin,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1673 
Diplomatic  Senrice,  Res.  [192]  939 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm* 

[192]  1885 
Income  Tax,  SR.  [190]  545 
India — Questions,  Ac. 

Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  480,  2060 

British  Rule  in,  [190]  731 

Church  Services,  [102]  1474 

Contract  Law,  [191J  147 

East  India  Revenue  Accounts,  Comm.  [193] 

1865 
Indian  Service  Medals,  [193]  1822 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [191I  1302 
India — Irrigation  Works,  [190]  890  ;  [191]  575; 

Res.  967 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  Ac,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1341 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1504 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Lords  Amendts.  [190]  660 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  3,  [193]  1423 ;  cl,  4, 

1605  ;  cl.  K,  1883 
Postal— West  India  Mail  Packet  Station,  [190] 

665,  731 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  382 
Probate  Duty,  [190]  648,  729 
Public  Schools,  Ke-comm.  [192]  1648 
Registration  of  Writs  (Scotland),  2R.  [191I 100 
Representation  ot  the  People  (Scotland),  ['9^] 
1103;   2R.  1263;  Comm.  [191]  99;  el,  3, 
[192]  484  ;  add,  el,  1244  ;  Schedule  A,  1252 
Scotland — Bridge  at  Dunkeld,  [193]  1671 
Supply — Law  Charges,  Motion    for  Adjoum« 
ment,  [192]  494,  495 


Ekatohbitll-Hugesssn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Sand^ 
mch 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1134 
County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[192]  161 ;  el  4,  Amendt.  171 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,   Leave,  [190]  702,  728;    Oonmi. 

el,  5,  [192]  688 ;  Amendt.  691,  692 ;  [193] 

732 ;  el  10, 749  ;  el.  14, 1002 ;  Consid.  1615, 

1620 
Libel,  Comm.  cl.  3,  [192]  612 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  el,  1,  [lo^l  850: 

Consid.  1222 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Tards, 
[193] 552,  555 
Salaries  of  OflSoers,  [193]  538 
Navy— Sheerness  Dockyard,  [193]  1667 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [100]  1871 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Acldreas.  U<9^^ 

2013 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [.i9i\^Ti^\  W^^^SW^^V^^ 
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KinoHT,  Mr.  F.  W.,  W&resttenkiret  W, 
Army  Eftimatet— SurT^yi,  [193I 96S 
Poor  ReUof,  Comm.  el  S,  [193]  1431,  1439, 

1434 
Turnpike  Aoti  Conttnuanoe,  Comm.  [193]  970 
Tnrapike  Tnuti,  3R.  Amondt.  [192]  1717 

Khtghtlet,  Sir  R.,  Northamptonshire,  8, 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

EleotionSp  Comm.  el.  6,  [192]  3193 ;  Consid. 

[103]  1687 
Parliament,  Difiolution  of,  [192]  1063 
Repreientation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

Amendt.  [192]  443,  636,  639  ;  add,  ci,  1347 

KkoXi  Hon.  Colonel  W.  Stuart,  Dungannon 
Armj  Eitimatet— Land  Foroes,  [191]  97 
Army — Militia  Qnartermatten,  [192]  1894 
EstablLihed  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.   [191] 

469,  637.  763,  1948 
Eitablished  Church  (Ireland),  Leare,  [192]  347, 
348  ;    Motion  for  Adjournment,  814,  810, 
816,817.831,822  ;  Explanation,  841 ;  Comm. 
1196,1208,1304;  dR.  1697 
Eyre,  Ex-GoTomor,  Proaecation  of,  [192]  717, 

718, 889 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  Amendt.  [191]  101 
Ireland— Party  Prooeesions,  [190]  1591 
Military  at   Elections,  3R.   Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, [192]  1981 
Mmisterial  Statement,  [191]  1807 
Repretentation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
[191]  100 

Ehox,  Colonel  B.  W.,  Marlow  {Great) 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioea  at 
Elections,  Consid.  add.  el.  [193]  1691 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  [192]  833 

Eyre,  Ex-GoTemor,  Case  of,  [192]  1880, 1470, 
1471 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Comm.  el.  1,  [190]  418 

Labouchxrb,  Mr.  H.,  Middleeex 
Artisans'  and   Labourers'  Dwellings,    Comm. 

d.  6,  [191]  674  ;  Consid.  1068 ;  8R.  3061 
Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  386 
Bristol  Writ,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193] 

431 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 

1048 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [192]  927,  983, 989 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  17,  [193]  1018  ;  el.  46, 

1871  ;  add.  el.  1440  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  1681, 

1687,  1644,  1688, 1688 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  el.  10,  [193]  1601 
Foreign  OfBce  Agencies,'  [192]   1062;    [193] 

1713 
Judicial  Business  in  the  House  of  Lords,  [192] 

908 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

Amendt.  [192]  1970 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  103 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Leave,  [190]  1080  ;  Comm.  [191]  197  ,*  el.  3, 

Amendt.  201,  203,300 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [193]  1711 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1341  >  1343 

[eent* 
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LABovomn,  Mr.  H.— ecnl. 

Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  908 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  3R.  [193]  300 
Metropolitan  Streets  Aot  (1867)  Amendment, 

3R.  [190]  170  ;  Comm.  0^.  1, 418 
Patents  of  Qo^en's  Counsel  and  of  Prsoedenee, 

[193]  307 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  4,  [193]  1606 
Public  Schools,  Re-oomm.  [192]  1640 ;  d.  8, 
1604, 1606 ;  el  14,  1988 ;  el  16,  1989, 1940: 
add.  el  [193]  830,  836 
Registration,  3R.  [192]  1610 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1847, 

1800 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  o(  [191]  703 ; 

[192]  1478, 1488 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  338 
British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  984,  988, 

990 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [193]  674 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,   Amendt.  [192] 

813,  818 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 


[193]  678 
Mbsi      ~ 


lion  House,  Teheran,  [191]  996,  999 
Police  Courts,  [192]  003 
Public  Buildings,  [192]  294 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1000, 1007;  Amendt. 

1008 
Royal  Parks,  4o.  [192]  396,  398 


Laing,  Mr.  8.,  Wiek,  ^e. 

India— East  India  Rerenne  Aocoanta,  [193] 
1803 

India^East  India,  Troope  and  Veaaels  (Abys- 
sinian Expedition),  Res.  [too]  896 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
041 ;  Res.  1901 

Parliament  — Private  Bill  Legislation,  Res. 
[190]  1804 

Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  el  [193] 
1736 ;  Consid.  1784, 1788, 1791, 1793 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[190]  830;  3R.  1261;  Comm.  [192]  471: 
el.  8,  888 ;  el  10,  984,  989 ;  el  11,  Amendt. 
992 

Ways  and  Means — Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res. 
[190]  300 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1766 


Laibd,  Mr.  J.y  Birkenhead 
Navy  Estimates — Steam  Machinery,  [193]  1100, 

1103 
Navy--Iron^lad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1180 

Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacifie,  Ac. 

Moved,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Iler  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
oapabillty  for  settlement  and  the  best  means 
of  settling  Her  Majesty's  Territory  lying 
between  Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  es- 
pecially as  to  the  provision  for  Telegraphic 
and  other  Communication  through  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  lh)m  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  Ocean  "  (5tr  Barry  Femey)  /mm  9, 
[192]  1386;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 


i 


LAM 


LAN 


Zamheth  lAbrObry 
Qaestion,    Mr.    WaldegraTd-LetUe ;    AnBwer, 
Mr.  Mowbraj  Dec  5,  [190]  602 


Lamont,  Mr.  J.,  Buteshire 

EstablUhod    Church   (Ireland),   Comm.    Res. 

[191]  1905  ;  Amendt.  1025 
Eyre,  Ex-Groyemor,  Case  of,  [19a]  1334, 1335, 

1851 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  10,  [192]  990 
Scotland— Trawling  for  Herrings,  [191]  1882 

Ztmcashire,  RioU  in '^  The  Staffordshire 
Colliers 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Lichfield ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury  April  24,  [191]  1221 

Lancaster ,  Duchy  of  ^Office  of  Proihono- 

tary 
Question,     Mr.    Gosohen ;    Answer,    Colonel 
Wilson-Patten  Dec  6,  [190]  649 

Land  Drainage  Proyisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill  (Sir  James  Ferguseon, 
Mr,  Secretary  Oathome  Eardy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  July  8  [Bill  223] 

Read  2«  •  July  9 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jvly  10 

Read  3«  •  July  10 
I  Read  1»*  {The  Lord  CUnUm)  July  10 

Read  2«  •  July  17  (No.  241) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read3»*/M/y28 

Rojal  Assent  July  31    [31  &  32  Vict.  c.  156] 

Landed  Property  Lnproyement  (Ireland) 

Bill     {Mr,  Pirn,  Mr,  (TBeime) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Fim)  Feb  18,  [190]  928 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  l^  •  [BiU  32] 

Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  G,  Hardy, 

Mr.  Walpole) 
e.  Motion  for  Leaye  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  9, 
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Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (18i6} 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Sclater-Bootli,  Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral,  Lord 

John  Manners) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  June  17  [Bill  176] 

Read  2'' *Jun«  22 
Bill  withdrawn  *  July 


[190]  1282 
mi 


[BiU  56] 


Bill  ordered  ;  read  1*  • 

Read  2"  •  Mar  23 

Question,  Mr.  Childers :  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 

Booth  April  3,  [191]  830 
Conmiittee*  ;  Report  May  11        [Bill  111] 
Committee  (on  r0-(k>mm.)—B.p.  June  12,  [19a] 

1525 
Committee  *  {on  re-<omm,) ;  Report  June  29 
Considered  *  July  2 
Readd**/u/i/3 


I,  Read  \^^  {The  Lord  Chancellor)  July  6 
Read  2*  •  July  9 
Committee  * ;  Rei 
Rcad3**/ti/y  16 


(No.  213) 
Rojal  AssentVu/y  31     [31  d;  32  Vict.  c.  64] 


Land  Writs  Hegistration  {Scotland)  [Sa- 
laries, Sfcl 
€.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  Mar  27 
Report  Ifor  30 


I 


Langtok,  Mr.  W.  H.  P.  Gobe-^  Somerset' 

shire,  W. 
Supplj — Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  306 

Lanton,  Sir  C,  Belfast 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [19a]  370 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  883 

Hudson's  Bay  Company,  [19a]  17 

Ireland — Illegal  Processions,  [too]  675,  1977 

Presbytery  of  Antrim,  [191]  1581 
Newspaper  Offices,  Hours  of  Labour  in,  [190] 
651 

Larceny  and  Embezzlement  BiU 

{Mr,  Russell  Oumey,  Mr,  Coleridge) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°,»  June  8  [BiU  157] 

Read  20* /tine  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Considered  *  JtUy  10 

Read  3»  •  July  10 
I.  Read  1»  •  ( T^  Lord  Chelmsford)  July  10 

Moved, '"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*  ^'  July  17, 
[193^  1364  ;  BUI  read  2''  (No.  245) 

Committee  *  July  21 

Report  •  July  23  (No,  277) 

Read  8'  •  July  24 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  «k  32  Vict.  0. 116] 

Latymer*s  Charity,  Edmonton 

Question,   Viscount  Enfield ;    Answer,   Lord 
Robert  Montagu  May  28,  [192]  952 

Lawbence^  Mr.  Alderman  W,,  London 

Artisans*  and  Labourers'   DweUings,  Consid. 

Schedule,  [191]  1877 
Assessed  Taxes,  [193]  1475 
Capital  Punishment   within    Prisons,  Comm. 

el,  4,  Amendt.  [191]  1061 ;  cl,  6,  1062 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  287 ;  [193]  1281, 

1665 
Eleotrio  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1807 
Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  953 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Conmiission,  [19a] 

1494 
Metropolis— Parks,  The,  [193]  1941 
Poor  Law  Assessment,  [193]  1941 
Thames  Embankment,  [192]  341 
Metropolitan  ImproTcments,  [193]  1941 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2  R.  [193]  351 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [190]  110  ;  2R.  172  ;  Comm.  add.  d. 

414,  416 ;  Lords  Amendts.  663 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Duties,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  187,  195 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [192]  1483 
Supply — Board  of  Works,  [193]  1208 
Post  OfQce,  [193]  834 
Public  Buildings,  [192]  295 
Royal  Parks,  [192]  297 
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Law80N,  Bight  Hon.  J.  A.,  Pertarlingtm 

Burials  (IreUnd),  Comtn.  tl,  1,  [192]  1809 
Elootion  Petitions  and  Gormpl  Praotioet  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  1,  [192]  600 
Established  Chnroh  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  551 
Established  Church   (Ireland),  8R.  [192]  738, 

747  748  749 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1281 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  602 
Registration   (Ireland),   Comm.  [193]  1492; 

cl.  82,  1497 :  cL  ^^,  Amendt.  1500 ;  el  48, 

Amendt.  1518, 1514 
Kepresentation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  LeaTe, 

[190]   1950  ;    Comm.  [192]   1579  ;    d,  8, 

Amendt.  1581,  1584 ;   cL  18,  1588 ;  cL  20, 

Amendt.  1596 ;  add.  d,  1803 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1861 


Latabd,  Mr,  A.  H.,  Southwark 

AbTSsinian  Expedition,  [191]  1887 ;  [192]  716 
Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Lajard,  [190]  649,  650 ; 

Motion  for  Papers,  668,  672 
Despatches,  The,  [192]  1564,  1565 

African  Slare  Trade— The  Aberdeen  Act,  [193] 
718 

Anstria — ^Treaty  of  Commerce  with,  [193]  515 

Consular  Courts  in  Tvrkey  and  £g7pt»  [193] 
1024,  1053 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  2181 

Crete— Condition  of,  [191]  1149 

Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
[191]  1258 

Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Triors' 
Hall,  [192]  2155 

Egypt— Law  Courts,  [192]  1559 

Foreign  0£Boe,  The,  [190]  607,  617,  622 

India —  Architectural    Remains,    [190]   681 ; 
[192]  114 

Metropolis — British  Museum,  [190]  166 
Burlington  House,  [190]  1454 

Paris  Exhibition,  Purchases,  [190]  167 

Parliament — Privilege — Production  of  Public 
Documents,  [190]  667 

Patent  Office,  Librai^  and  Museum  of  the,  [192] 
244 

Peel  Statue,  The,  [192]  2144 

Royal  Academy,  The,  [191]  1580 

Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  245 
Burlington  House,  [192]  898 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  892 
Palmerston  Monument,  [192]  404 
Parliament)  Houses  of,  [192]  808,811 
University  of  London  Buildings,  [19a]  895 
Wellington  Monument,  [192]  408 


Lsathami  l£r«  £.  A.,  HuddenfiM 

Established  Church  (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

507 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities,  2R.  [193] 

460 


LeathaKi  Mr.  W.  H.,  Wakefieid 
Mines,  Accidents  in,  [192]  1508 
Mines  Assessmtnt,  2K,  [191]  1871 

Leeturei  on  Religion 

Question,  Mr.  Rearden ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  May  15,  [192]  846 


Lesman,  Mr.  G.,  York  Oity 
Artixans'  and  Labourers'  Dwrilingi,  Comm. 

cL  6,  [191]  672 ;  ef.  8,  675 
Capital  Punishment   within    Prisons,  Comm. 

[191]  1041 
Compulsory  Cboroh  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el  4,  [190]  1420 
Ecclesiastical  Commisuonen  Orders  in  Conncily 

[191]  1200 
Election  Petitions  and  Comipt  Praotiees  at 

Elections,    Comm.   add,   et,   [193]    1459; 

Consid.  1628  ;  add.  eU  Amendt.  1684, 1685  ; 

8R.  1721 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  Amendt.  [192]  1306, 

1319, 1681, 1806  ;  Comm.  [193]  1578 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  Comm. 

el  8,  [193]  1771 
Pariiameot— Private  Bill  Legislation— Stand- 
ing Order  181  Repeal,  [191]  141 
Registration,  2R.  [19a]  1614 ;  Comm.  cZ.  29, 

[193]  566 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  «£.  [193] 

1785, 1786 ;   Consid.  Amendt.  1781,  1787, 

1791, 1792 

Iiee  BiTor  OcmB«iTAii0j  BiU 

(ilr.  Stephen  Covi,  Mr.  AyrUm^  Mr,  BmU) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Si^ahen  Com)  A6  20» 
[190]  997 

Bill  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1»  •  [Bin  88] 

Read  2«*  Mar  11,  and  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee 

And,  on  ifor  17,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Mr.  Benyon, 
Sir  George  Bowyer,  Lord  John  Hay,  Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence,  Mr.  Maxwell,  Mr. 
Powell,  Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Henry  Sortees, 
and  Mr.  Wise 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  28 

{Pari. P.  Nos.  806,  807) 

Report  *  May  28  [BiU  144] 

Re-comm.  *  ;  Report  June  4 

Considered*  JnneB 

Read  8«  *  June  9 
I  Read  !»•  {The  Duke o/Riehmond)  June  10 

Read  2^^  June  10  (No.  140} 

Committee  *  July  9 

Report  •  July  18 

Read  8'  •  Jtdy  14  (No.  217) 

Boyal  Assent  Juiy  81  [81  *  82  Viet.  e.  154] 

LsFKYBSi  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  EeaUng 
Army — Employment  of  Soldiers,  [193]  1488 
Foreign  Cattle  Market,  [192]  1895 
Life  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  962;  957 
Married  Women's  Property,  Le«Te,[i9i3 1015 ; 

2R.  [192]  1855, 1374 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

cl  8,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1541, 

1762 
Nary  Estimates— Dockyards  aad  Naval  Taldi^ 

[193]  556,  560 
Neutrality  Commission,  [192]  1854 
Postal— Serried  wkh  the  United  States,  [190] 

686 
Sen  Fisheries,  Comm.  [190]  1274;    d.  27, 

1277 ;  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1860, 1867 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2fL  [192]  2021 
Supply— Education,  Public,  [19a]  1158 
Tanered's  Charity,  2R.  AmendLrioi]  239,  28^ 
United  States— The  "Alabama'^  t^iaa^  Mo- 
tion for  aa  Addrawi  [190]  1150,  iW 
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Lefbot,  Mr.  A.,  Dublin  UhtverstUf 
Burials   (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1071 ;  Oomm. 

el,  1,  Amendt.  [192]  1381 ;  add.  cL  1383 
Established  Church   (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 

754  ;  Res.  3,  1899 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [19a] 

1208 
Ireland  —  University  Education,  Res.   [193] 

1065 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  H,  3if  [193] 

1511 

Legitimacy  Declaratioii   (Ireland)   Bill 

[h.l]    ( The  Marquess  of  Ctanriearde) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  6  (No.  27) 

Read  2**  Mar  2^ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Read3»*  Mar  SO 
e.  Reed  P  •  April  8  [BiU  87] 

Read  2°  •  Apnl  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  22 

Considered  *  April  23 

Read  3»  •  April  24 

Rojal  Assent  May  29  [31  ViH.  0.  SO] 

LxiTBiH,  Earl  of 
Burials  (Ireland),  Report,  el.  4,  [193]  1474 
Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1709 
Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1448 

Lewkox,  Lord  H.  G.  C.  0.   (Secretary 

to  the  Admiralty),  Chichester 
French  Navj,  Monitors  in  the,  [193]  1481 
Marine  Mutiny,  Comm.  [191]  559  ;  Consid.  574 
Navy— Admiralty  Circnlar  on  Medals,  [193] 
1553 
Chaplains,  Naval,  [193]  424,  1557 
Coal  for  the,  [191]  1575 
Dockyard  Commission,  [190]  1595 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Ao.  [190]  1114    - 
Naval  Medals,  [193]  668 
Ropemakers  in  Chatham  Dockyard,  [193] 

1478 
School  and  Training  Ships,  [191]  1786 
Sheemess  Dockyard,  [193]  1667, 1713 
Turret  Ships,  &o.,  Report  on,  [193]  1666, 
1714 
Navy — Admiralty  Konies  and  Aoooonts,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [i9C^  923 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1127, 1185 
Navy  Estimates,  [loi]  148 

Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards,  [193]  544 
Naval  Stores,  [193]  1144, 1146,  1147 
Salaries  of  Officers,  [193]  585,  536,  538, 

539 
Steam  Machinery,  [193]  1152, 1153 
Wages,  [192]  79,  81 
Pim,  Captain— Electoral  Address,  [193]  1480 

Leslie,  Colonel  C.  P.,  Monaghan  Co. 
Army— Windsor  Cavalry  Barracks,  [193]  718 

Lewis,  Mr.  Harvey,  Marylehane 
Axmj — 86th  Regiment,  [193]  802 

Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  [193]  10^1 
Artisans*  and  Lahonrers'  DweUings, 


1431 :  Comm.  el,  6,  [191]  672,  673 


28.  [1901 
;  add,  el. 
1064;  Schedule,  1067 ;   Oonsid.  1565, 1566, 
1569 ;  SolMdnle,  1877 ;  dR.  2062 
Boandarji  Comm.  [192]  278 

[COftft 


Liwis,  Mr.  Uj^coni. 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add.  el  [193]  1678 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  el.  15,  [193]  1601 
Fenianism  —  Attack  on  Clerkenweli  Prison, 

[190]  1215 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1037 
Metropolis — Ornamental  Water  in  the  Regent's 

Park,  [190]  1221 ;  [193]  1476 
Metropolitan  PoUoe,  [192]  953. 1222 
Metropolitan  PoUce  Funds,  2R.  [193]  347 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  Amradft.  [190] 

1109 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.[i92] 

1787 
New  Zealand  Defence  Corps,  [190]  1890 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  c2.  4,  Motion  for  Ad^oiim* 

ment,  [193]  1605,  1606 ;  el.  6,  1613  ;  el.  lO, 

1873 ;  el.  K,  1884  ;  add.  el.  1885 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1868, 

1869 
Thames  Embankment,  Ao,  Amendment,  2R. 

[192]  1214 


Libel  Bill  (Sir  Colman  (ytoghUn,  Mr.Baines) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  V  Nov  22  [BiU  3] 

Question,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answer,  Sir  Cobnan 
O'Loghlen  Nov  26,  [190]  176 

Moved, «  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2« '' JVbv  27, 
306 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  fortnight "  {Mr.  Newdegate) ;  Ques- 
tion, "  That  *  now '  dto. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn ;  2  R.  de- 
ferred 

Moved,  «That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«" 
April  1,  [191]  664  ;  after  debate,  BiU  read  2^ 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  JKzy20, 
[192]  592 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ''  That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  wiU,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee" 
(Mr.  Newdegate) ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, <'  That  the  words,  km.  ,*"  A.  108,  N.  38; 
M.  70 ;  main  Qvestion,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
dto.,"  agreed  to ;  Committee— bjp.,  604 

BUI  withdrawn  July  1,  [193]  471 


label  drelaad)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  O'ljoghlen,  Mr.  Pim) 

«.  Ordered ;  read  l<'^Jum  29  [BUI  199] 

Read2o*.;imea0 

Committee ;  Report  My  1,  [193]  471 

Reads**  July2 
I.  R9aidl^*(TheMarquessofClanriearde)July9 

Read  2*  *  July  10  (No.  209} 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 

Read  3'*  Jtdylf 

Royal  Assent  July  81     [81  *  8t  Vict.  e.  69] 

Licmces 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  that  aU  Licences  injuriously  af- 
fecting the  Industry  and  Commerce  of  the 
Country  should  be  aboUshed"  {Mt.  KneralC^ 
Mar  24,  ^i^i^  ^^^'»  *^^«*  ^siwii»%  ^fc«>^^^ 
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Zieencei  Duiiei,  Fosi  Sans  and  Carrions, 

and  Haekney  Carriage  Dutisi 
MoTfid,  '*  That  this  Houia  will  immediately  re- 
floWe  itaelf  into  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
Aots  relating  thereto  "  {Mr,  Aldennan  LaW' 
renee)  Mar  24,  [191]  167 ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Lieenter  of  Plavi^Play  of  "  Oliver  5Wrt" 
Queetion,  Mr.  Brady  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  AprU  9,  [191]  834 

Xdoensiiig  Bill  [h^O 

{The  JBari  0/ lAckfiOd) 
l.  Presented ;  read  1>  •  Mar  19  (No.  40) 

LiOHFiSLD,  Barl  of 

Boundary,  Comm.  cL  i,  [103]  614 

Friendly  Societies,   3R.   [191]    1685,    1775; 

Oomm.  [19a]  507 
Riots  in  Lancashire,  [191]  1321 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  H.  0.,  Northumberland^  8. 
Knaj  ReserTC,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1969 
Cattle  Plagne,  Outbreak  of,  [193]  1715 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl,  5,  [19J]  691 ;  add,  el, 

[193]  1452 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [19a]  1S29 
EsUblished  Ohoroh  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  755, 

761 
Infectious  Diseases,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  2008 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [192] 

147 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [192] 

1497 
Metropolitan   Foreign  Cattie  Market,  [193] 

1749 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  el,  1,  [193]  851, 

852 ;  Consid.  1222 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [191]  1816 
Nayy  Estimates — Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
542 
Naral  Stores,  [193]  1146 
Kayy— Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1403 
Navy— Iron-dad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1124,  1125 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [19a]  1654 ;  d,  5, 

1925;  e/.  6,  1932 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  3,  [192]  487 ;  el  9, 971,  972 
Sewage,  Disintegration  of,  [193]  307 
Ways  and  Mean»«Finanoiai  Statement,  [191] 

1186 


Ufe  Policies  Nominatioii  Bill 

{Mr.  ShauhLefevre,  Mr,  Hibbert,  Mr.  T,  Hughes) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  iVov  29  [BUI  19] 

MoTcd,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  Feb  19, 
[190]  952  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read  2® 

LiFFOsD,  Yiscount 
Contagions  Diseases  Act,  [192]  324,  326,  330 
Sea  F&heries,  Comm.  el,  5,  [19a]  238 
Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1439 


Ldtooln,  Biflhop  of 
Edneatioo,  9R.  [191]  1320 

Ldtdsat,  Hon.   Colonel  C.  H.,  Abingdon 
Supply— Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  270 

LiKBaAT,  Colonel  B.  J.  Loyd,  Berkshire 
Army — Sale  and   Purchase  of  Commissioni, 

Res.  [102]  558 
Ministerial  Statement,  [19a]  643 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el,  9,  [192]  970 

laqnidAtion  BiQ  [h.l.]  ^The  Lord  WesOmy) 
I,  Presented ;  read  I**  June  26         (No.  181) 

MoTcd,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«"  Jwm  30. 
[193]  366  :  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2* 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 

Read  3**  7mV6 
e.  Read  1«  •  July  8  [BiU  220] 

Read2«*  July  10 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 

Read  3®  *  July  15 

Royal  Assent /u^y  31    [31  ds  32  Ficl.  c  68] 

LiOTD,  Sir  T.  D.,  Cardiganshire 
Army— Commissions,  [191]  358 
EstabUshed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  885 
Papal  Government  and  Mr.  Odo  RosseU,  [190] 
162 

Loeetl  Charges  on  Becd  Property 
Moved,  <*  That,  inasmuch  as  the  Local  Chaiges 
on  Real  Property  hare  of  Ute  years  mocAi 
increased  and  are  annually  increasing,  it  is 
neither  just  nor  poUtio  that  all  these  bardeni 
should  be  IcTied  esclusi?ely  from  this  de- 
scription of  property  "  {Sir  Massey  Lopes) 
May  12,  [192]  136 ;  after  debate,  Motioa 
withdrawn 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (1868) 

Bill         i^r.  Secretary  Gxdhome  Bardy, 
Sir  James  Fergusson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  i£ir  26  [BUI  77] 

Read  2«  •  Ifor  30 

Committee* ;  Report  April  2 

Read  3«  *  April  3 
I  HuAl^^  {The  Lord  Clinton)  AprUiS 

Read  2*  •  April  28  (No.  70) 

Committee*;  Report ^i/nnii 30 

Read  3**ifay8 

Royal  Assent  ifay  29  [81  Viet.  0. 10] 


Local  Govemment  Supplemental  (No.  8) 

Bill    {Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Seerelarf 
Oaihome  Hardy) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  18  [BUi  120j 

Bead2«*  May  21 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  22 

Read  3*  •  May  25 
I,  Read  1  ^  {Tha  Lord  CUnUm)  MayW 

Read2** /«fi0l9  (No.  110) 

Committee*;  Report /tme 23 

Read  3**  June  26 

Royal  Afient  July  13    [31  4f  38  Fic(.  0. 84 
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Local  Oovemment  Supplemental  (No.  8) 

Bill    {Sir  James  Ferffutson,  Mr,  Seeretary 
Oatheme  Bardy) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  18  [BiU  191] 

Read  2**,  and  referred  to  *  Select  Oommittee 
June  11 

Oommittee  nominated  by  tbe  Oommittee  of 
Seleetion  M  Ibllowi :— Mr.  A.  W.  Kinglake 
(Ohairman),  Hr.  Bagwell,  Mr.  Foljambe, 
and  Baron  M.  de  Rothichild      [Bill  191] 

Report  *  June  95 

Committee*  (on  r0-e<wim);  Report /tuM  99 

Readd»*/tttM29 
I.  Read  !>•  (ne  Lord  ClinUm)  July  2 

Read2>*  >ii<yl3  (No.  194) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  14 

Read8>*Jti;y  16 

Rojal  Auent  July  91     [81  d;  82  Viet.  o.  159] 


Local  Goyemment  Supplemental  dTo.  4) 

Bill    (Sir  Jamee  Feryueam,  Mr,  Secretary 
Gathofne  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1**  June  8  [Bill  159] 

Read9«*  JWm  11 

Oommittee  * ;  Report  June  15 

Read  3*  *  June  18 
2.  Read  l^^  {The  Lord  Clinton)  June  19 

Read  9>  •  June  29  (No.  165) 

Committee*;  Report /tme 80 

Read8**JNfy2 

Ro]ral  Assent  July  18    [81  A  89  Viet.  o.  85] 

Local  Oovemment  Supplemental  (No.  6) 

Bill    iSir  Jamee  Fergueeon^  Mr,  Secretary 
OatKome  Hardy) 

e.  Ordeted ;  read  1**  June  8  [BiU  160] 

Read2«*  /im«  11 

Oommittee* ;  Report  June  15 

Oommittee  *  (on  re-comm.) ;  Report  June  18 

Considered  *  June  18 

Read  8<'*  June  IS 
I.  Read  1»*  (The  Lord  Clinton)  June  19 

Read  2^  *  June  29  (No.  166) 

Oommittee* ;  Report  June  80 

Read3»*  July  2 

Rojal  Assent  July  18    [81  A  82  Vict.  o.  86] 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  6) 

Bill    {Sir  Jamee  Feryueeont  Mr,  Secretary 
Oathome  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  June  15  [BiU  175] 

Read  2**  June  18 

Committee*;  Report /uNtf  99 

Read8«*  June  2S 
I.  Read  1**  {The  Lord  ainton)June  25 

Read2** /ii/yl8  (No.  175) 

Committee*;  Report /Wy  14 

Read8**  JtUy  17 

Rojal  Assent  July  81  [31  *  82  Vict,  c.  158] 

Local  Officers'  Superannuation  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Sir  Colman  O'Loyhlen,  Mr.  Fim,  Sir 
John  Cfray) 

e.  Ordeied ;  read  l^' •  Abv  29  [BiU  17] 

BUI  withdrawn  *  Mar  80 


Local  Officers'  Superannuation  (Xrdaad) 
(No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  (TLoghlen,  Sir  John  Gray,  Mr.  Pirn) 

c.  Ordered;  read  1«*  May  25  [BiU  187] 

BiU  withdrawn  *  July  22 


Local  BaHng 
Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Snpplj  Jutie  12,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "aSeleet 
Oommittee  be  appointed  to  oonslder  the  pre- 
sent inoldenoe  and  principle  of  Local  Rating, 
and  report  thereon"  {Mr,  Corrance),  li^i] 
1488 ;  after  short  debate,  Question,  '•  That 
the  words,  dMS.,"  pat,  and  agreed  to 


Local   Taxation^MeiropoMan    Board  of 

Worh 
Obserrations,  Mr.  Goeohen;  long  debate  thereon 
Feb  21,  [190]  1011 


Looks,  Hr.  J.,  Southwark 
Arm/  Estimates— Surreys,  [1931 964 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  DwelJiogs»   Oomm. 
el.  27,  [19x1  677;   d.  28,  678;    Consid. 
Schedule,  1877 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  422 
OolUery  Prosecution,  [19a]  1558 
Customs  OtBoers,  [193]  518 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leare,  [190]  725 ;  Oomm.  cl.  5, 
[X93]  eS9;  add.el,  [193]  1376, 1458 
Aand— Imprisonment  of  Messrs.  SulUran  and 


Pigott,  [191]  449 
London  Coid  and  Wine  Duties  ContinaanoOi 

Oomm.  d,  2,  [191]  202,  208 
MetropoIis^Park  Lane,  [191]  1882 
HetropoUtan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Oomm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1518  ;  cl,  8,  Amendt.  1588, 

1540,  1760 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  850 
Metropolitan  Streets  Aot  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leare,  [190]  111 ;  2R.  178  ;  Oomm.  d.  1, 

411  ;  add,  d,  415 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.  [19a] 

1789 
Post  Oflie*— Southern  Distriot,  [191!  858 
Publie  Schools,  Re-oomm.  d,  6,Tx9aj  1980 
Registration,  2R.  [19a]  1612 ;  Oomm.  add.  eL 

[193]  »68 
Repreeentation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm* 

cL  12,  [19a]  1007 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sundaj,  2R.  Amendt.  [190] 

1840, 1870 
Sopply—Edueatloo,  PubUc,  [193]  1155 
GoTomment  Prisons,  [193]  1106 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [19a]  810 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  1170 
Turnpike  Aots  Continuance,  Oomm.  [193]  970 


Lodgers  Property  Protectioii  BiU  [■•i*-! 

{The  Marqueee  Towmheni) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  June  29         (No.  186) 
Mored,    "That    the    BiU   be   now  xeaA  ^ 
July  10,  [193]  070 ;  aSUr  •hori  debate,  uui 
withdrawn 


LON        LON 


Idxnm^  Bithopof 


(fBHIRA 


im    LOW 


ArmjChapUlni,  9R.  [192]  laOO ;  Oomm.  1890 
ArtUani'  and  lAboortn'  Uirelliqgi,  2R.  [191] 

910 
ChATfe  of  the  Biihop  of  SAllfbQiy,  [190]  140 
Compoliory  Ohuroh  lUtof  AbolitioB,  9R.[i9i] 

1118  ;  8R.  Amendt.  [193]  1098 
EdaoaUon,  IR.  [191]  187 
Ertabluhed  Chnroh  (InUnd),  9R.  [19a]  9199 
Bikud,  Roporto  of  tbo  ConmiaiioB  on»  [19a] 


UniTtnlkiM  and  tho  EftoUishod  Okmk,  [190] 

1879 
UniTonlir  Toito,  [19a]  1095 

London,  Brithian,  and  South  Coa$t  BaH- 

way  B%U 
I  MoTed,  «Tbat   tho  BUI   bo  qow  rood   9*" 
Jum  12,  [loa]  1448 
Amondt.  to  feoTO  out  ("now,")  ood  iniori 
(•<  thif  Drj  Thioo  MoDtbi ")  (  Th§  Marqtieti 
of  Clanriearde) ;  aftor  ihoii  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn ;  original  Motion  agreed  to ;   Bill 
read  3*,  and  oommitted ;  the  Committee  to 
be  propoied  bj  the  Committee  of  Selection 
193]  Bill  read  3*  with  the  Amendment^  June  80, 
858 
Mofed,  *•  To  leaTo  oot  Olaase  2t"  (The  Mar- 
queu  of  Clanriearde) ;  after  ehort  debate, 
on  Qaestion,  resolTod  in  the  negatiTO 
On  Queetion,  "That  the  Bill  do  pan,"  Bill 
paaaed,  and  sent  to  the  Commona 
e,  Lorda  Amendts.  oontidered ;  tereral  amed  to ; 
and,  after  short  debate,  one  disagreed  to  (Mr. 
.     Watkin)  July  16, 1348 
Committee  appointed,  **  to  draw  no  Reatoni  to 
be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Amendment  to  which  this  floasehath 
disagreed; "  Committee  nominated  as  follows : 
— Mr.   Milner    Qibson,     Mr.    Laing,    Mr. 
Leeman,  Mr.  Watkin,  and  Mr.  Kuatchbnll- 
Ilogessen 
I.  .  Obserrations,  Lord  Redoidale  July  17, 1844 
Commons  Resisons  for  disagreeing  to  one  of 
the  Amendments  made  hj  the  Lords  oon- 
.    sidered  July  21, 1048 
Moved,  "  To  insist  upon  the  Amendment  made 
bj  the  Lords  to  whioh  the  Commons  haTo 
disagreed  "  ( The  Chairman  of  CommiUeee)  ; 
after  short  debate, on  Question?  Cent,  11, 
Not-Cont.  80 ;  M.    19 ;    resolyed   in   the 
negative 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continu- 
ance Bill 

{Mr,  Dodeont  Lord  John  Mannan,  Mr,  Bunt) 

0.  Committee  Feb  94,  [190]  1079 ;  Reeolntion 
agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  I*  * 

MoTed,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  Mar  5, 
1144  ;  aaer  debate,  BUI  read  2^  [Bill  48] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  ^  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  Mar  24, 
[191]  196 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr, 
CandUih) ;  after  short  debate,  Question, 
"That  the  words,  &e.;"  A.  147,  N.  83; 
M.  114 ;  main  Question,  ••  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ac,"  put,  and  agreed  to 


h   INBBZ) 

Londm  CmH  and  Win€  Ihai0i  Coatimmoe  BiXk 
— oont. 

Committee;  Report 3far 94    • 
Considered  Mar  96,  826 
Read  8°  *  Ifor  27 
/.  Read  l*^(Th€  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  80 
Read2**JUar81  (Ko.89) 

Committee  * ;  Report  AprU  9 
Read8**4P^8 
Rojal Aiiettt  Ma^ 99  [81  Vid.9. 17] 

Loira»  Mr.  B.  P.,  WiUMro,  if. 

Ireland— Bible  DopOt  at  QaeoBitowB,  [192] 
655 

LoiroFOBBi  Earl  of  (Under  Seoretary  of 
State  for  War) 

Abyssinian  Ezpedition— Vote  of  Thanks,  [193] 

486 
Army  Ohaplaini,  2R.  [193]  1998, 1800 
Armj — Questions,  Ac. 

Convejanee  of  Troope— The  War  OlBee 

and  India  OiBoe,  [190]  178 
Organisaiion  of  the  Rooerrod  Foroi%[i9a] 

1856 
Shrapnel  Shell,  [190]  1148 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windier,  [193]  092, 

998 
War  Offioe— DepartmoDt  of  Control*  [i93] 
1238,  1245 
Established  Churah  (Ireland),  [191]  1918 
Harbour  and  Coast  Defimooe»  [190]  792 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  683,  688 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[193]  801 

LoFES,  Sir  M.»  WeMwry 
Eleotion  Petitiona  and  Ck>rmpt  Fraotieei  at 

Eleotions,  Consld.  add,  ei,  [193]  1679 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Proper!/,  Res.  [19a] 

186, 161 
Local  Rating,  Motion  for  a  Oommittee,  [192] 

1495 

Lonss,  Mr.  H.  C,  Zauneoeton 

Election  Petitions  and  Oorrupt  Praotiees  at 
Eleotioof,  Comm.  el,  0,  [193J  T80 

Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  Amendt.  [191] 
1859 

ItoUery  Act 

Question,  Lord  Edward  Howard ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General;  short  debate  thtreoo 
May  15,  [193]  887 


Lows,  Bight  Hon.  R,  Ccdne 

Motion  for  a  Corn- 


Boundary,  Comm.  [102]  283 

),  New, 
mittee,  [193]  830 


Courts  of  Justice, 


Eleotion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetioes  at 

Elections,  Leave,  [190]  709  :  Comm.  cl  5, 

[19a]  2182  ;  el  10,  [193]  755 ;  el,  87, 1174 ; 

cL  41,   1175;    el  43,1 1177;  d,  45,  II8O. 

1182, 1183 :  el.  46,  AmendU  1869 ;  add.  cl 

Amendt.  1382, 1441 
Established  Chnreh   (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

728,  920 
Ireland-^Roman  Catholio  Unlforsity  ChaHff« 

[190] 1891 


LOW 


LUN 


(  SESSION    1867-8) 
190—191— 19s— 193. 


LUS 
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Lowl,  Right  hon.  R.-~eOff<. 

Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Ck>mmittee,[x9o] 

1483 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [19a]  1364 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  628  ;  el  3,  1766,  1772 
Ministerial  SUtement,[i9i]  1719,  1812 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [193]  1120 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [19a]  1642;  el.  2, 

1650  ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  1652,  1653 ;   el.   16, 

1939;  add.  el.  [193]  817.  824 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
•  c/.O,  [193]  1242,  1243 
Sale  of  Poisons,  Ac.  Comm.  el,  16,  Amendt. 

[193]   1215;    cL    17,    Amendt.  f6..   1217; 

add.  el.  1218  ;  Amendt.  1219 
Sappljr — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  193,  194 

British  Museum,  [193]  828 
West  Indies,  Lordf  Amendtf.  [193]  1888 


lowTHBB,  Mr,  J.,  York  City 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,    Comm. 

c2.  4,  Amendt.  [191]  1059,  1060 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Praoticei  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  8,  [193]  746 ;  el.  17, 

1017,   1019;  cl.  30,  Amendt.   1172;  cZ.  46, 

Amendt.  13G9,    1371,  1456;    Consid.  1029, 

1648  ;  add.  el.  Amendt.  1677.  1680,  1681 
Metropolitan   Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

<r/.  3.  [193]  1771. 1772, 1777 
Public  Schools,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[190]  2052 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  [19a] 

1651,1653;   Amendt.  1656 ;  el.^,  Amendt. 

1926,  1929 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  18,  [193]  1595  :  add.  el  1788 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  6,  [193]  857 ;  el  8,  Amendt.  858,  859, 

860,  875,  870  ;  el  9,  962 


LowTHEB,  Mr.  W.,  Westmoreland 

Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [193]  931 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  a.  21,  [193]  815, 
816 


Zueifer  Matches,  Careless  use  of 

Observations,    Mr.  Henniker-Major  Jvly    3, 
[193]  654 


Lunatic   Asylnnui   (Ireland)    Acconnts 

Audit  Bill        ( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr. 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland) 

C,  Ordered  ;  read  !••  June  22  [Bill  184] 

Read  2«  *  June  30 

Committee  •  ;  Report  July  7— {P.  P.  No.  290) 

Considered  •  July  8 

Bead  3«**  July  d 
L  Read  1*  •  (  n*  Earl  of  Devon)  July  10 

Read  2*  •  July  14  (No.  237) 

Committee  *yu/j/  16 

Report*^  July  17 

Read  3'  *  July  20 

Royal  Assent  Jxdy  31    [31  A  32  Viel  0.  97] 

yOL.   CXCIII.  [teibd  flERIES.] 


Lttss,  Mr.  Alderman  A.,  Finslury 

Alkali  Act  (1863)  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  1297 
Army — Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment   of, 

Res.  [193]  321 
Army— ^fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2031 
Army — Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1834 
Army  Estimates  —  Land   Forces,  [191]    70  ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  98 
Surreys,  [193]  962 
Bell,  James,  Case  of,  [193]  1713 
Capital  Punishment   within  Prisons,   Comm. 
el  3,  [191]  1056  ;    cl  4,  1060,  1061  ;    el  6, 
1062 
Ceylon — Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  975,  978 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el.  6,  [190]  1425 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  290 
Deal  Boatmen,  Charges  by,  [190]  1115 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [193]  939 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1595  ;  el.  15, 

1601 
Garter  King  at  Arms,  [191]  39 
India — East  India  Revenue  Aooountf,  Comm. 
[193]  1867 
Indian  Council,  The,  [190]  642 
Metropolitan  Police  Funds,  2R.  [193]  349 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [190]  113;  Lords  Amendts.  661 
Nayy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,  [193] 
543 
Greenwich  Hospital,  4c.  [193]  1156,  1157 
Naval  Stores,  [193]  1144.  1146 
New  Works,  4c.  [193]  1155 
Salaries  of  OflScers,  Amendt.  [193]  539 
Wages,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [19a]  92 
Navy— Dockyards,  Royal,  Res.  [190]  2048 

Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1407 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  376 
Postal — Halifax,   Bermuda,    and   St.  Thomaf 

Mails,  Res.  [190]  633 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2019 
Post  Horse  and  Carriage  Licences  Dntlef ,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Committee,  [191]  195 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add.  H.  [103] 

1736;  Consid.  1789 
Revenue  OfBcers  Disabilitief  Removal,  Comm. 


ri93]_404 
Sale  of 


Poisons,  4c.  Comm.  add,  d,  [193]  1218 
Spain— The  **  Tornado"  Question,  [190]  1455 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1203 

British  Embassy  Houses,  [T91]  987,  991 ; 

Amendt.  995 
British  Museum,  [193]  830  - 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [19a]  396 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [193]  1108 
Compensation— Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  1218 
County  Courts,  [19a]  502 
Customs  Department,  [193]  831 
Education,  Public,  [19a]  1155 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 

[193]  674 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[193]  673 
Flax,    Cultivation   of,  (Ireland),   Amendt. 

[193]  1175 
Foreign  OflBce,  [193]  1203 
Foreign  OfBoe,  New,  [19a]  313 
Furniture,  Public  Departments,  [193]  295 
Government  Prisons,  [193]  1104 
Harbours  of  B*?ug!B,\\^\\\^^^  \^V^. 
Home  OnM«,\\^^'\Vl^'% 
4  "p  \s««*. 


LUS        LYV 
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LYV        UkO 


Lvf  s«  Mr.  Aldermui  A.— «oiU. 

Snpplj — HouMhold  of  the  Lord  Lioutesant, 
Amendt.  [193]  1207,  1308 
Land  Regiitrj  Ofioe,[i93j  1104 
Learned  Societies,  Granto  to,  [192]  1189 
LifhthouBea  Abroad,  [191]  1003 
Metropolitan  Police,  [192]  503 
MitoelUneout  Expenses,  [19a]  1174  ;  Re- 
port, Amendt.  1606 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  097 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [t9a]  3170 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [19a]  306 
Petrie's,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  Collection,  [19a] 

1133 
Portpatrick  Railway,  [193]  1313 
Post  OfBce,  [193]  831 
Post  Office  Packet  Serrice,  [193]  840 
Prosecutions,  [19a]  501 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  303,  394 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [19a]  404 
Public  Offices  Site,  [193]  393 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1004 
Royal  Parks,  Ae/Ugi]  397,  399 
Science  and  Art.  [19a]  1167 
SlaTcs,  Bonnties  on,  [19a]  3170 
Superannuation,  [19a]  1173 
Treasury,  Amendt.  [193]  1301,  1303 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  373 
Works,   Buildings,  d»c.    [191]   300,  391  ; 
Amendt.  395 

Ltttblton,  Lord 

Army— Organisation  of  the  Reserved  Foroes, 

[193]  13M 
Burials  (IreUnd),  3R.  [193]  1097 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  3R.  [195] 

1100 
Established  Chnroh  (Ireland),  [19a]  1917, 1919, 

1931  ;  3R.  [193]  90,  93 
Nova  Scotia — Motion  for  an  Address,  [193] 

704 
Poor  Relief  Comm.  d,  9,  [x9a]  1637 ;  Report, 

1744  ;  3R.  add,  cl.  1913 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [19a]  1551 
Public  Schools,  3R.[i93]  1471  :  Comm.  cl,  13, 

Amendt.  1653;   add,  d,  1654,  1655,  1657; 

cl.   16,   Amendt.   1658  ;    Report,  Amendt. 

1701,  1703,  1703,  1708 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [19a] 

335 
South  Africa— Motion  for  a  Paper,  [193]  593 
West  Indies,  Comm.  Amendt.  [193J  H^l 


Ltveden,  Lord 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res.  [190]  593 

Return  of  the  Army,  [193]  1814 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  33 
Compulsory   Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

[191]  1671  :  [193]  603 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [iQi]  347,348 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [193]  1889 
Income  Tax,  3R.  [190]  635 
Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 

Report,  add,  cl,  [190]  578 
Nora  Scotia,  [193]  1749  ;   Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  703 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  [191]  566 
Notice  of  Questions,  [191]  689|  699 


Lttsdih,  Lord— «Ofi<. 

Parliament— Pnblic    Petitions,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Plate,  Rirer,  nostiliues  in  the,  [191]  453 
Promissory  Oaths,  3R.  [190]  855 
Public  Schools,  Report.  [193]  1708 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

c2.  43,  [193]  365  ;  3R.  809 
Victoria — Appropriation   Act,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [190]  1108;  [191]  1683,  1963 

HacEtot.  Hr.  E.,  Meath  Co, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leare,  [190]  993.  1687 ; 

[19a]  1181;   3R.  1696,  1856;   Withdrawal 

of  Bill,  1983 
Ireland—Irish  Church,  The,  [19a]  657 

MoKenva,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughd 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  3R.  [19a]  1697 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Praotieaa  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  cL  [193]  1678 
Ireland— State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1608 
Ireland — Uniyersity  Education,  Res.  [193]  1058 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl,  K,  [193]  1888 

Macxinvok,  Captain  L.  B.,  JRy$ 

Nary—"  Achilles  "  and  Minotaur,"  [193]  1477 
Admiralty  Circular  on  Medals,  [193]  1553 
F.  O.  Captains'  Reserved  List,  [193]  1333 
"  Giatton  "  and  "  Hotspur,"  [19a]  651 
IrouHslad  Fleet,  [19a]  19  ;  [193]  1107 
Naval  Medals,  [193]  667,  668 
Old  Unarmoured  Ships,  [193]  1818 
Retired  Officers,  [191]  1693 

Nary  —  Wooden  Ships,  Motion  for   Retans, 
[190]  1953 

Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  [100]  1376 

Turkey — Appointment  ofSir  W.  Wiseman,  [190] 
1071 

McLaqan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowshire 

Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [19a]  587 
Cattle   Plague  —  Outbreak    in    Berwickshire, 

[190]  419 
Fire  Protection,  [190]  1687 
Petroleum,  Comm.  Amendt.  [19a]  1619 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotlaad),  9R. 

[190]  1353 

McLahek,  Mr.  D.,  Edinhurgh 

Army — Military  Store  Department,  [193]  961 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,   Consid. 

[191]  1569 
Bank  Holidays,  3R.  [190]  951 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  3R.  [191]  1087,  1096, 

1104,  1106 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  3R.  [190] 

1 140 :  Comm.  cl,  3,  [191]  1056 ;  c^  4, 1059, 

1061 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1751 
Ceylon — Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  981 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leare,  [190]  1091, 
.    1093;  3R.  [19a]  1531 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praoticea  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl,  1,  [19a]  676  ;    Consid. 

[193]  1619  ;  add,  d.  Amendt.  1634,  1635 
India — East  India  Civil  Service,  Roe.  [191] 

1843 
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MAG        MAL 


McLabxn,  Mr.  D. — eofU, 

Land  Writs   Registration  (Scotland),   Comm. 

el.  1,  [192]  1626  ;  cl.  23,  Amendt.  1528 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [193] 

U5 
Lottery  Act,  [192]  300 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

c/.  3.  [1 93]  1767 
Navy— Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1124,  1126 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl.  10,  [193]  1877,  1879 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  468 
Post  OflBce  and  Circular  Delivery  Company, 

[193]  1922 
Post  OfBce,  Sunday  Labour  in,  [192]  2166 
Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [192]  385 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  18,  [192]  1591 
190]  Representation   of   the    People   (Scotland), 

.  Leave,  832  ;  2R.  1244 
192]  Comm.  459  ;  Amendt.  464,  472  ;  el.  3,  848  ; 
.  el.  4,  853  ;  Amendt.  855  ;  el,  8,  892 ;  el.  9, 
.  978  ;  el.  10,  985,  990  ;  el.  11,  1004,  1005  ; 
.  el.  25,  Amendt.  1009;  add.  el.  1235,  1236, 
.     1237, 1238, 1247  ;  Consid.  add.  el  1445, 1446; 

Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [193]  918,  1067 
Scotland  —  Ministers*    Stipends,    Edinburgh, 
[100]  1889 
Pubnc  Roads,  [190]  181 
Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts,  [192]  1863 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  990 
Education,  Public,  [192]  1148 
Flax,  Cultivation  of  (Ireland),  [192]  1175 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [192]  2169 
Post  Office,  [193]  832 
Public  Buildings,  [192]  203 
Supply — Register  Office  (Edinburgh),  Res.  [192] 

1176 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1725 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1188 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1888, 1919 

Maguike,  Mr.  J,  F.,  Cork  City 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  97 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,    Comm.  el.    28,   Proviso,    [193] 
1172  ;  add.  cl.  Amendt.  1381  ;  dR.  1729 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1808 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  113, 125 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  216 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance,  2R.  [190]  809  ;   Conmi.  932,  934  ; 
3R.  982 
Ireland — Questions,  &o. 

Catholic  University,  [190]  142 
Daunt's  Rock,  Cork  Harbour,  [190]  794 
MuUingar,  Barracks  at,  [193]  1290 
Roman  Catholic  University,  [192]  715 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  432 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 
of,  [191]  439,  442,443 
Ireland — State   of,   Motion  for  a   Committee, 

[190]  1288, 1792 
Ministerial  Statement — Resignation  of  the  Earl 

of  Derby,  [190]  1098 
New  South  Wales — Treason  Felony  Act,  [192] 

1764 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  6,  [193]  1612 
Postal— Cunard  Contract,  The,  [190]  418 

Service  with  the  United  Sutes,  [190]  686 
Prison  Minbten  Act,  Res.  [193]  372, 383 


Maouibb,  Mr.  J.  F. — cent. 

Registration  (Ireland),   Comm.  el.  32,  [193] 

1500 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  &o,  [192]  817, 

819,821.  828 
River  Plate,  War  in,  [190]  652 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  547,  548 

Malmesbitrt,  Earl  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Abyssinia — Questions,  &c. 

Despatches,  The,  [192]  693,  897,  1231 
Envoys,  The,  [193]  1816 
Return  of  the  Army,  [192]  1811 
Vote  of  Thanks.  [193]  473 
Boundary,  Comm.c/.  4,  [193]  500, 614  ;  Report, 

712 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  1795 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  1097 
Canning  Statue,  The.  [193]  1460,  1664 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1145;  Comm.  1571,1574 
Cotton  Statistics,  Comm.  [192]  918,  919 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  805,  816 
East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  861 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  254 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

[19T]  1304 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  [192]  331 
Flection  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1793  ;  Comm.  1892 
Established  Church  (Ireland) — The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1449 
Established  Church  (IreUnd),  [192]  1909  ;  3R. 

2068,  2070,  2072 
Explosive  Materials  in  War,  [193]  1662 
France — Coasting  Trade  of,  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  890 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  [191]  1781 ;    Comm. 

[192]  506 
Habeas    Corpus     Suspension    (Ireland)    Act 

Continuance,  [190]  1053 
India — Grovemment  of,  [190]  985 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [193]  1090 
Masatlan— Blockade  of,  [193]  1361 
Metropolis— National  Gallery,  New,  [192]  94 

Statues  in  Westminster  Hall,  [193]  979 
Ministerial     Explanation  —  Public    Business, 

[193]  571,  573,  576 
Ministerial  Statement — Re-construction  of  the 
Ministry,  [190]  1104  ;  [191]  1686 
Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  [190] 
1095 
Monetary    Conference    (Paris),    Address    for 

Papers,  [192]  110 
Navy — Royal  Dockyards,  Motion  for  a  Return, 

[190]  1214 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,  Report, 
[191]  560  :  Res.  690,  693,  694,  696 
Proxies.  [190]  1954  ;  [191]  570 
Parliament — Public   Petitions,   Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Patent  Office,  Library  and  Museum  of  the,  [192] 

244 
Plate,  River,  Hostilities  in  the,  [191]  455 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  9,  [192]  1625 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  Queen,  [193] 

865 
Public  Offices,  The  New,  [191]  103, 104,  1684 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Pa\ier%,^^nLV^lkV\. 
Public  School*,  *i¥L.\\^|i\\V\\ 
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Mauuibitbt,  Earl  of— «on<. 

Rerorm  Act,  1867 — Rfttepayiog  Clansef,  [190] 

1569 
Registration  (Inland),  3R.  [193]  1709;   3R. 

1899 
Representation  of  the   People  (Ireland),  2R. 

[193] 368 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  3R. 

[192]  1913;  Gomni.[i93]363,903;  Oommont 

Amendts.  Amendt.  974 
Riots  in  Lancashire,  [191]  1321 
Ritual,  Report!  of  the  Commiaiion  on,  [19a]  339, 

839, 340 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmaoj  Act  Amendment, 

Report,  add.  el.  [193]  1630 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  cl  5,  [19a]  340,  343 
Tenure  (Ireland),  IR.  [190]  1063,  1108;  3R. 

1446.  1448 
Victoria — Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1689 
Whitsuntide  Reoest— Stote  of  Public  Aflkin, 

[193]  1025,  1034 
Windsor,  Volunteer  ReTiew  at,  [192]  1557 

Malt  Tax 

Select  Committee  appointed  "  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Malt  Taz'^  {Colonel 
BartUlot)  Mar  10,  [190]  1397 

And,  on  Mar  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Colonel  Barttelot  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Ajrton,  Mr.  Benyon,  Sir  Edward  Man- 
ningham  Buller,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil,  Mr.  Dent,  Colonel  Duncombo, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  FTardoastle,  Mr.  Laing, 
Mr.  Sbaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  More,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Major  Parker,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel,  Mr. 
Read,  and  Mr.  Henrj  Surtees 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  13 

{Pari  P,  No.  430) 

Maknbbs,    Right    Hon.   Lord  J.  J.   B. 

(Chief  Commissioner  of  Works,  ^.)» 

Leicestershire^  N, 

Army — Employment  of  old  Soldiers,  [193]  530 

Artiians'  and   Labourers'   Dwellings,    Comm. 

add.  cl.  [191]  1065  ;  Consid.  1566 
Compulsory  Church   Rates   Abolition,  Comm. 

d.  4,  [190]  1421,  1423 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  371.  1051,  3131  ; 

Motion  for  a  Committee,  [193]  340,  1283 
East  Worcestershire  Election,  [192]  1115 
Established   Church  (Ireland),    Comm.   [191] 

1408,  1943 
Ireland  —  State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190] 1466 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 
Leare,  [190]  1079  ;  3R.  1144  ;  Comm.  [191] 
198 :   cl,   3,  203,  303 ;   add.  cl,  304,  305 ; 
Consid.o^.  cZ.  337 
Metropolis — Questions,  kn. 

Burlingtoit  House,  [190]  1455  ;  [191]  467 ; 

[192]  1183  ;— The  Colonnade,  1335 
Hyde   Park— Ride  in  Rotten   Row,  [193] 

371,  373,  716 
New  Palace  Yard,  [190]  1160 
Park  Une,  [191]  1883;  [192]  3137,  3138 
Public  Parks,  Flowers  in  the,  [193]  1484  ; 

— Names  of,  1941 
Regent's  Park— -Ornamental  Water,  [190] 

145,1321;  [193]  307. 1476 
St.  Mary  Somerset  Church,  [192]  3150 
Thoroughfares,  Obstruction  of,  [192]  1043 
Westminster  ImproyementSi  [190]  1977 


Mavhsbi,  Right  hon.  Lord  J.  J.  R. — 0On<. 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193] 1303,  1343;  d,  3,  1541.  1543 

Parliament— Questions,  Ac. 

Boainess  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 
Cartoon  in  Westminster  Hall,  [190]  1685 
Conference  Room,  [191]  1148 
Houses  of— -Fresooet,  [193]  813 
Induration  of  Decaying  Stone,  [193]  1105 
OlWer  Cromwell,  Sutue  of,  [190]  1450, 1451 

Parliament  —  House  of  Commone'  Arrange- 
ments, [190]  509  ;  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
984 ;  [193]  ipOO 

Parliamentary  Borooghs — Payment  of  Rates, 
[190]  447 

Peel  Statue,  The,  Res.  [192]  3146 

Public  Departments,  [193]  716 
Conoentration  of,  [193]  1105 

Richmond  Green  and  Hyde  Park,  [190]  1394 

Richmond  Park,  [190]  1681 

Royal  Academy,  The,  [loi]  1580 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  3R.  [190]  1870 

Scientific  Instruction.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 
[191]  181 

Supply — Burlington  House,  [192]  399,  400 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [192]  396 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  [192]  313 
Foreign  Office,  New,  [192J  313,  314 
Furniture,  Public  Departments,  [19a]  395 
National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [192]  393, 

395 
New  Palace,  Westminster,  [192]  397 
Palmerston  Monument,  [193]  403 
Parliament,  Houses  of,  [192]  306.  309 
Public  Buildings,  [102]  393,  393,  394. 395 
Public  Offices  Site,  [102]  391 
Royal  Palaces,  [191]  1005,  1008.  1010 
Royal  Parks,  dw.  [192]  396,  898,  300 
University  of  London  Buildings,  [192]  395 
Wellington  Monument,  [192]  403 

Wellington,  Duke  ot  Monument  to  the.  rioi] 
513 


Marine  Kntiny  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodton,  Mr,  Cony,  Lord  Henry  LtfuMOv) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I®*  Mar  30 
Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*  "  MariS, 

[191]  99  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  3* 
Committee  Mar  30,  559  ;   after  abort  debate^ 

Report 
Considered  ;  read  3^  Mar  81,  573 
^Read  \^*  {The  Earl  of  Longftfrdjmw  31 
Moved,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*  *'  April  3, 

683  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  9* ;  Oom- 

mittee  negatived 
Read  3**  April  3 
Royal  Anent  April  8  [31  Fiet.  o.  15] 


lyfARLBOBoraff,  Duke  of  (Lord  President  of 
the  Coancil) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1465 
Artisans*  and  Labourers'  Dwellinga^  8R.  [19a] 

913 
Baby  Farming,  [193]  1896 
Boundary.  Comm.  d.  4.  [193]  505,  508,  509 ; 

Report,  714 
Contagious  Diseaaes  Act,  [191]  336 
East  London  Museum  Site,  3R.  [190]  574; 

Explanation,  689,  640  ;  Report,  859,  861 
Ecolesiastical  Commlisioners,  3R.  [193]  1091  ^ 
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Mablbobouoh,  Duke  ot—eont, 

Eoclesiastical  Gommissioners  Ordon  in  Ck>anolI» 

3R.  [190]  1678 
Education,  Res.  [190]  482  ;  Previoua  Queation 

moTed,  493 
Education,  lR.[i9i]  105,188  ;  9R.  1305,1820; 

Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [193]  405,  411 
Education,  Technical — Whitworth  Schblarsbips, 

[191]  822 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [191]  1783 
Established  Church  (IreUnd),  2R.  [193]  91, 23, 

24,  183 
Ministerial  Statement — Re-oonstructlon  of  the 

Ministry,  [190]  1106 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House,  Res.  [191] 

695 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1473  ;  Comm.  el.  6, 

Amendt.   1652;    cl,  13,  1654,  1657,   1658  ; 

cL  30,  Amendt.  1661  ;  Report,  1701, 1702 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  3R. 

[193]  807 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  [193] 

1555  ;  3R.  1747 
Schools,  Public,  Address  for  Papers,  [192]  1540 


Marriage  Law  Commission  Report 

Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathomo  Hardy  Dee  2,  [190]  510  ; 
Question,  Colonel  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Walpole  Feb  18,  886 ;  Question,  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
June  18,  [192]  1757 ;  Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde  ;  Answer,  Lord  Chelms- 
ford July  13,  [193]  1090 

Report  of  Commissioners — P,  P.  No.  [4050] 


Karriage  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Ckumearde) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1*  *  May  5  (No  89) 


Marrli^eB  (Frampton  Hansel)  Bill 

{Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  G.  Bardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I'  •  Mar  30  [Bill  70] 

Road  2'*  •  April  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  AprU  24 

Considered  •  April  27 

Read3'>*  April  28 
I.  Read  1*  •  (  m  Lard  ClitUon)  April  80 

Read  2»  *  May  1  (No.  85) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3*  •  May  6 

Royal  Assent  May  20  [81  Viet,  0.  28] 


Marriages  Validity  (Blakedown)  Bi]l[Hx.] 

(^The  Lord  LytteUon) 

h  Presented  ;  read  l^*  July  17         (No.  271) 

Read  2»  *  ;  Committee  negati? ed  July  20 

Read  3»  •  July  21 
e.  Read  l»  •  July  22  [Bfll  250] 

Read  2<>  •  July  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  25 

Read3*»»  July  27 

Royal  Aswnt  July  31   [81  dt  32  VM.  c.  IIB] 
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Women's  Property  Bill 

{Mr,  ShauhLefevre^  Mr,  RusseU  Oumeyy  Mr. 

StuaH  Mill) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  April2lf 

[191]  1015 
BUI  ordered  ;  read  l^  •  [Bill  89] 

Moved,   <*That  the    Bill  be  now    read    2«" 

June  10,  [192]  1352 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ''  now/'  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  three  months  "  (Mr.  Lopes')  ;  after 

debate,    Question,    '*  That    '  now/     d&c. ;" 

A.  123,  N.   123 ;    and  the  numbers  being 

equal,  Mr.  Speaker  gave  his  Vote  with  the 

Ayes,  and  stated  his  reasons  ;  Division  Lift, 

Ayes  and  Noes,  1376 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read 

2<>,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  June  23,  Committee   nominated  as 

follows  : — Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  (Chairman),  Mr. 

Ayrton,  Mr.    Baggally,    Mr.    Baines,    Mr. 

Beach,  Mr.  Bentinck,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr. 

Goldney,  Mr.  Russell  Gumey,  Mr.  Ueadlam, 

Mr.   Lowe,    Sir    Colman    O'Loghlen,    Mr. 

Powell,  Sir  John  Simeon,  and  Mr.  Solioitor 

General 
Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  July  17 

{Pari  P,  No.  441) 
Report»/«Zyl7 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  24 


Mabsh,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Saliehury 

Commissions,   Permanent  Expenses  of.  Ret. 

[191]  1286 
Devizes  Gaol,  [191]  1455 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  148 
Public  Schools,  Ke-comm.  [19a]  1648  ;   el.  8, 

1656  ;  el.  6, 1929  ;  d.  21,  Amendt.  [193]  816, 

817 
Registration,  Comm.  [193]  365 


Mabtin,  Mr.  C.  Wykebam,  Newport  {Isle 
of  Wight) 
Boundanr,  Comm.  cl.  4,  Amendt.  [192]  1441 ; 

add,  el.  1442 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [19a]  1724 


Maktik,  Mr.  P.  Wykeham,  Eoeheeter 

Army — Clerks  in  the  Engineer  Department, 

[192]  1125 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  [191]  307 ;  el.  6,  [19a] 

2174  ;  el  7,  [193]  744  ;  add.  cl.  1457 
Parliament— Divisions  of  the  House,  Res.  [193] 

384,  385 
Post  OfiBoe— Case  of  A.  J.  Dnttf,  Motion  for 

a  Committee,  ^91]  1297 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  add.  el.  [193]  826 
Registration,  2R.  ri9a]  1616 
Revenue  OfBceri  Disabilities  Remoral,  Comm. 

[193]  400 

Mauritius—Fever  and  Hurricane  in  the 

Question,   Mr.  J.  A.    SmiOa.\    ^^^«;»  ^^^ 
Adderley  May  22,  [i9al1V^\  ^vwa^'^A^^ 
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Mato,  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  (Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Coekermouth 
Burials  (Ireland),  Conim.  [192]  1378 
Garragh  of  Kildare,  2R.  [192]  1620 
East  Woro6tter»hire  Election,  [192]  1121, 1199 
Education,  Primary,  [193]  913 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrnpt  Practioei  at 

Elections,  Gonsid.  add,  el,  [193]  1677 
Established  Ghoroh  (Ireland),  Comm.    [191] 

563,  866 
EsUblished  Chnrch  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  806 
Fairs  (Ireland),  Leare,  [190]  1146 
Grand  Jury  Ge8s(Iraljind),  9R.  Amendt.  [191] 

909 
Habeas  Gorpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Gon- 
tinuance.  Leave,  [190]  776,  786,  786  ;  9R. 
808,  809  ;  Gomm.  933  ;  add,  cl  938 
Habeas  Gorpus  Suspension  Acts  (Ireland),  Mo- 
tion for  a  Return,  [190]  1939 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  931 ; 
Gomm.  [191]  220  ;cl,  11,  Amendt.  221,  222, 
223 
Ireland—  Questions,  Ac. 
Arrests  in,  [loi]  833 
Bribe,  Alleged,  to  a  Fenian,  [192]  1229 
Gattle  Plague,  [191]  1784 
Gonyicts,  Religion  of,  [192]  423 
Goroner's  Inquest  in  Monaghan,  [193]  1482 
Gounty  Gaols,  [190]  332 
GuUen,  Gardinal,  [192]  17 
Gurragh,  Ranger  of  the,  [192]  1764 
Dietary  of  Gounty  Prisons,  [190]  1102 
Featherstonhaugh,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  [191] 

1469 
Fenian  Prisoners,  [193]  1282 
Grand  Jury  Accounts,  Auditor  of,  [192] 

1469 
Hsbeas  Gorpus  Act,  [191I  1786 
Illegal  ProcessiQns,  [190]  676,  677, 1692, 

1978 
Irish  Ghuroh  ReTcnues,  [190]  646 
Johnston,  Mr.,  Gase  of,  [191]  469 
Land  Question,  [191]  1469 
Land,  Tenure  of,  [192]  1860 ;  [193]  1416, 

1418 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  [190]  799 
Leasehold  Property,  [190]  1462 
Local  Government,  [191]  1467 ;  [193]  309 
Medical  Officer,  Mountjoy  Gonrict  Prison, 


[190]  1103;  [19231470 

lilit 


Military  nt  Elections  (Ireland),  2^.  [193] 

411,416,418 
MuUingar,  Barracks  at,  [193]  1290 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1277 
O'Hanlon,  Michael,  Gase  of,  [193]  1280 
Party  Processions  Act,  [192]  814 
Pawnbroking,  Law  of,  [192]  1768 
Police  Barracks,  [190]  1113 
Prisons,  Regulation  of,  [193]  912 
Queen's  Plate,  The,  [193]  1486 
Queenstown,  Bible  DepOt  at,  [192]  666 
Railway  Commission  Report,  [191]  1463 
Roman   Catholic    University,    [190]    142, 

1466,  1891  ;  [192]  112,  716,966,  1473, 

1474 ;  [193]  314 
Royal  Irish  Academy,  [190]  1462 
Royal  School  of  Banagher,  [193]  102 
Searching  Suspicious  Persons,  [191]  468 
Shannon,  Rirer,  [191]  368 ; — Stake  Nets  on 

the,  467 
Small-pox,  Deaths  from,  [191]  1784 
SulliTan  and  PigoU,  Messrs.,  Treatment  0^ 

[190]  1814, 1891 ;  [191]  4il,  446,446 

[coni. 


Mato,  Earl  of—^orU. 

Treatment  of  Prisoners,  [191]  259 


Troops^in  the  North  of  Ireland,  [193]  1287 

.      "  1,  Res.  [193] 

1022, 1482 


Ireland — Dietary  of  Workhouses, 


Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1863,  1396 
Local  Grovemment  Acts,  [191]  267 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 

[192] 174, 176,  1981 
Registration,  Leave,  [192]  1404 
Registration    (Ireland),    Leave,    [193]  782 ; 
Gomm.  1486, 1488, 1489,  1490,  1404 ;  U,  32, 
1497,  1499,  1600;  cL  33,  t6.,  1601;  e{.  34, 
1603,  1604, 1607,  1611, 1612  ;  el  48, 1613 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
730.  1206:  Leave,  1940,   1947;  2R.  [191] 
1968, 1960 
192]  922  :  Comm,el.  3,  1682  ;  d.  13, 1586,  1588; 
.    el.  18,  1693,   1695;    el  20,  1596;  el,  20. 
•    1697;  el.  2,1764;   el.  10,  Amendt.  1765; 
.    add.  el,  1768,  1769,  1770,  1774,  1784, 1790, 
.    1793  :  Contid.  add.  d.  1899 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[190]  927  :  2R.  1146 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  [192]  287:  2R.2010 
Supply— Common  Law  Goorts  (Ireland),  [19s] 
1103,  1104 
FUz,  Cultivation  of  (Ireland),  [192]  1175 
Household  of  the   Lord  Lieutenant,  [193] 

1208 
Legal  Charges  (Ireland),  [192]  1104 
Petrie's,  Dr.,  Antiquarian  Collection,  [192] 
1133 
Train,  G.  F.,  Gase  of,  [193]  1948 

Mea9or,  Charles  Fennel,  Case  of 

Question,   Sir  John  Gray;    Answer,  Mr.   6. 
Hardy /tt/y  24,  [193]  1714 

Kedical  PractitionerB  (Colonies)  BiU  [bl] 

( The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandot) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1>  *  Mar  26  (No.  5^) 

Read  2*  •A/inZ  2 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  3 

Committee  •  April  27  (No.  78) 

Report  *  May  6 

Read  3**  May  7 
e.  Read  r*  May  19  [Bill  125] 

Read2«*  May  n 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Read  3«  *  May  26 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Vict,  e.  29] 

Medico-Legal  Inquiries —  Commission  en 

Sanitary  Laws 
Question,  Mr.  Clive :  Answer,  Mr.  GatbonM 
Hardy  July  3,  [193]  609 

Kedway  Beg^nlation  Act  Continiuuice  Bill 

(Jfr.  Stephen  Cave,  Mr.  ScUOer-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  June  26  [Bill  196] 

Read2«* /uii«29 

Committee*:  Report /wik 30 

Read3<'*  July  1 
I,  Read  l^*  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  2 

Read  2>  •  July  6  (No.  199) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7 

Read  3*  •  July  9 

Royal  AjMDt  Ju^  IS       [31  A  32  ViO,  0. 63] 
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MEL       MET 


{SESSION    1867-8) 

190^191 — 19« — 193. 


me¥       m^ 


Mkller,  Mr.  W.,  Stafford  I 

MetropoUUn  Tramways,  2R.  [190]  1111  ' 

Registration,  Comm.  [193]  665 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  548 

Mbixt,  Mr.  G.,  Stoke-upon-Trent 

Army — Sale  and    Purchase    of   Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  533 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  3R.  [191] 

2061 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [193]  667;  Consid. 

[193]  1618,  1638 ;  add.  el  1691 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [193]  1860 
Metropolitan  Foreign   Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1522 
Registration,  2R.  [193]  1613 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  3R.  [190]  1860, 

1867 

Mbltille,  Viscount 
Army — Volunteer  Revieir  at  Windsor,  [193] 

998 
Napier,  Sir  R. — The  Queen's  Message,  [193]  973 

MercantiU  Marine — LegtBlation 

Question,  Mr.  O'Beime  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  Dee  3,  [190]  536 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts 
Question,  Mr.  O'Beime ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  May  19,  [193]  513;    Question,   Mr. 
Candlish  ;     Answer,    Mr.    Stephen    Care 
June  22,  1852 

Merchant  Shipping  Consolidation  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Graces ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  April  2,  [191]  699 

Merchant  Shipe,  Overloading  of 
Question,  Mr.  Weguelin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  June  30,  [193]  372 

Merchant  Taylors    Hall —Mr,  Disraeli* s 
Speech  at 
Question,    Mr.    Grant    Duff;    Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli ;  debate  thereon  June  25,  [193]  2150 


Metcalfe,  Sir  T,  J.,  Case  of 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
case  of  Sir  Theophilus  John  Metcalfe,  C.B.,  as 
set  forth  in  his  Petition  of  the  24th  day  of 
February,  and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to 
the  Fifth  Report  on  Public  Petitions  on  the 
7th  day  of  March  1868  "  {Major  ^njon),  [191] 
1268;  Question,  "That  the  words,  &o.', 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Metropolis 
Baby  Farming  in  the,  Question,  Mr.  Van  derby  1 ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  12,  [190] 
1449 
Beihnai  Oreen  Workhoute,  Question,  Mr. 
Sherrlff ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy,  Mr. 
Solater-Booth  Mar  12,  [190]  1453 


Metropolis — eont. 

Burlington  House  —  The  Royal  Academy, 
Question,  Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  12,  [190]  1454  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Cowper ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
Mar  30,  [191]  407  ;  Question,  Mr.  Layard  ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  April  30,  1580  ; 
Observations,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope;  Reply, 
Lord  John  Manners  June  5,  [193]  1183; 
Question,  Mr.  Bentinck ;  Answer,  lx>rd  John 
Manners  June  9,  1335 

Papers  relating  to    .    ,     .     .     No.  339 

Memorial No,  380 

(See  Courts  of  Justice ,  The  New) 

Cab  Fares,  Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Chambers  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  11,  [190] 
1398 

Clerkenwell  Explosion  Compensatione,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  Neat«  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  23,  [193]  1923 

Devonshire  Place  and  Wimpole  Street,  Iron 
Gates  in.  Question,  Mr.  Goldney ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Tite  May  14,  [193]  243 

JHstreiS  in  East  London,  Question,  Viscount 
Enfield  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Dec  6, 
[190]  644 

Finsbury  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tite  July  6,  [193]  717 

Hackney  Carriflga  Lamps  Regulation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Dec  2,  [190]  510 

Hyde  Park  Improvements,  Question,  Mr.  W 
B.  Beaumont ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

J^y  e.  [193]  716 

Lambeth  Workhouse — Removal  of  O,  Catch, 
Motion  for  Papers  {Mr.  Percy  Wyndham) 
Mar  20,  [190]  2046  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Papers  relating  to      .    .     No.  249 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Financial  Returns^  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  20,  [190J 
1980 

Pari  Papers- 
Report  for  1866-7 No.  45 

Financial    Transactions    to    Dec. 

1867 No.  123 

Amounts  borrowed  and  paid    .    .  No.  360 

Local  Taxation,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Goschen ; 
long  debate  thereon  Feb  21,  [190]  1011 

Main  Drainage — Deptford  Creek  Outfalls* 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ;  Answer* 
Mr.  G.  Hardy  Mar  27,  figi]  357 --Petition 
of  Inhabitants  of  Barking,  Question,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 
May  28,  [193]  954  ;  June  22,  1853 

Navigation  of  the  Thames —  The  Main  Drain* 
age  OutfalU  Question,  Mr.  Crawford  ;  An- 
swer, M,r.  Stephen  Cave  Nov  21,  [190]  105  ; 
Question,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  9,  1220 

Thames  Embankment,  Question,  Mr.  Thomson 
Hankey ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  CaveJtfor  16, 
[190]  1686  —  Life  Chains,  Question,  Mr. 
Alderman  I>awrence  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite 
May  15,  [193]  841  —  Steamboat  P\«t*,^^«^ 
tion,  Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  T'\\»  h^yr^^i^. 
[191]  1332  ^    _-^  «.^^,. 

Report  Of  Mr.  Ponnethom^-CP-  -^*        ^^i^ 


HIT       HBV 


(•BVIRAL    INDBZ) 


HIT        KIT 


Thames,  06tintai9n$  In  tk$,  (^omUhum,  Mr. 
Hardoaatle,  Lord  Otho  Fits^rald ;  Amwert, 
Mr.  SUphta  CaTt  April  80.  [191]  1577 

<Par;.P.  No.  34) 

TFtfjfmtfut^r  Improvementi  —  Chnai  Oiorge 
Street,  Qnestion.  Mr.  Bazton ;  Aniwar,  Lord 
John  Masnert  Mar  20,  [190]  1077 

Mttropolitan  PuiUe 

Qnettion,    Viaoonot    Eofleld  ;     Anfwer,    Mr. 

Gathome  U^rdj  Feb  91,  [190]  1004;  Qnet- 

tion,   Mr.    Ayrton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 

19a]  Hardj  May  36. 035 ;  Qoattiont,  Mr.  Harroj 

Lewis,  Mr.  Labouehere ;  Answers,  Mr.  Ga- 

.  thome  Hardy  May  88,  05a  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome  Hardj 

.    June  6,  1333 ;  Qoeition,  Mr.  Grove ;  An- 

•    ewer,  Mr.  Gathorne  ilardy  June  33, 1854 
Pari^Paperi— 

Eetorns JSo,  80 

Aoooants,  1867-8   •    .    •    .         347 
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Special  dmttablee.  Motion  for  "  Return  of  the 
Nnmber  of  Special  Constables  who  have  re- 
spectirelj  enrolled  themselves  in  the  different 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  after  the  explosion 
in  Clerkenwell"  ( The  Lord  Campbell)  Mar  10, 
[190]  1880  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Caee  of,  Amendi.  on 
Oommittee  of  Suppij  June  13,  To  leave 
out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inouire  into  the 
oauses  of  the  dismissal  of  Police  Sei^geant 
Stone  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force" 
(Mr.  Labouehere),  [19a]  1478  ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  dtc. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

yew  Houtee  of  Parliament,  The — Cartoon  in 
Wettmineter  Hall,  Question,  Mr.  Monk; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Mar  16,  [190] 
1685  —  New  Palace  Yard,  Entrance  by. 
Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankej ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  Mar  6,  1150 

Obstruction  of  Thar ouah fares.  Question,  Mr. 
Otway  ;  Answer,  I/ord  John  Manners  May  39, 
[192]  1043 

Porjt;  Lane  Improvements,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  May  7, 
[191]  1882  ;  Question,  Viscount  Hamilton  ; 
Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  May  14,  [193]  344 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  GoddaH,  Sir  William  Qallwej; 
Answers,  Lord  John  Manners  June  25, 3187 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite 
July  16,  [193]  1388;  Question,  Mr.  La- 
bouehere ;  Answer,  Colonel  Hogg  July  24, 
1711 

Parks,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  July  81,  [193] 
1041 ;  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  ; 
Answer,  Mr.GaUiome  Hardy  July  81,  [193] 
1041 

Public  Parks,  Flowers  in  the.  Question,  Colonel 
North  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners /ti/y  80, 
[193]  1484 

Regent* s  Par k-^  The  Ornamental  Water,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Thomas  Chambers ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  Nov  22,  [190]  145  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Ifar  0,  1321  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Thomson    Hankey  ;     Answer^   Lord   John 

[«ml. 


MetropeUS'-^^onU 

Manners  June  St,  [193]  807 — IneUsmre  in, 
Question,  Mr.  Harvey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Lord 
John  Manners  July  80,  [193]  1476 

Richmond  Qreen  and  Hyde  Park,  Question, 
Lord  Ernest  Bruee ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners,  Mar  0,  [100]  1228 

Biehmond  Park,  Roehamptan  Oate,  Question, 
Mr.  Locke  King  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Man- 
ners Mar  16,  [190]  1680 

Rotten  Row,  Ride  in.  Question,  Mr.  Cowper ; 
Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  June  BO,  [193] 
871 

SL  Mary  Somerset,  Church  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Bentinck ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
June  35,  [193]  2140 


KetroBolii  Oas  Bill*-  «#« 
City  m  London  Oas 


} 


MetropoliM  On$  BUU 
Moved,  «<Thai  all  Bills  relating  to  Oai  Com* 
panics  in  the  Metropolis  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Five  Members"  {Mr, 
Ayrton)  F^  24,  [190]  1080  ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Committee  nominated  as  follows : — ^Mr.  Card- 
well  (Chairman),  Mr.  Greene,  Mr.  J.  Hardy, 
.     Mr.  Holland,  and  Mr.  John  Peel 


Local    Management    Aete 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Marquess  Townshend) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  June  33         (No.  160) 
BiU  withdrawn  *  July  6 

lUtropoliB  SnbwajB  BOl 

{Mr,  Ayrton,  Mr.  TOe,  Colonel  Hogg) 
c.  Ordeied  ;  read  1<»  •  /V6  30  [BUI  41] 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3^  "  Mta-  9, 
[190]  1378  :  after  short  debate,  Bill  rtsA  3" 
C!ommittee*;  Report  ./ipriZ  33 
Read  8»  *  Apnl  28 
I,  B«ad  l^^{The  Lord  JSbury)  April  34,  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  78) 

Report  *  May  38 
Committee*;  Report  ifoy  30 
Read  8**  June  6 
Royal  Assent  June  35    [81  4  83  Via.  0.  80] 


Foreign  Cattle  ICarket  Bill 

{Lord  Robert  Moniagu,  Mr.  Bunt) 

190]  e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Lard  Reheri  Mssdagu) 
1)06  5,685 

BUI  ordered,  after  debate  ;  read  1»*  [Bill  85] 

Bill  read  2^,  after  short  debate,  and  oommittcd 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Ten  Members,  Five 
to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and  Five  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  Feb  13,  600 

And,  on  Feb  17,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Lord  Robert  Montagu  (Chairman), 
Sir  Andrew  Agnew,  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Cor- 
rance,  Mr.  Freshfield,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  Lowther,  Mr. 
Moffatt,  Mr.  Morrison,  Mr.  Read,  Sir  Matthew 
'Ridley,  and  Mr.  Selwin-Ibbetson 

Report  of  Select  Conunittee  May  28 

{Pari  P.  No.  808) 

{cam. 


MBT        MET 


(SBSSION    1867-8) 
19^—191—199—193. 


JMropoHtan  Foreign  CaUle  Markei  J^tll—oont. 

MoTed,  '*  Tbat  it  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Prirate  Bills  to  Inautre 
whether  the  Amendments  which  hare  been 
introdaoed  in  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill  in- 
Tolre  any  infraction  of  the  Standinf(  Orders" 
193]  (iff*.  AiUner  Oibton)  June  6,  U77;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Mored,  "That  Memorials  complaining  of  non- 
compliance with  the  Sunding  Orders  be 
deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  Office  not  later 
than  Toesdaj  the  9th  day  of  this  instant 
Jane,  and  that  the  Examiner  do  give  three 
clear  days'  notice  of  the  sitting  "  {Mr.  MUner 
•     G'i&fon),  1180  :  Motion  withdrawn 


Standing  Orders  Committee ;  Resolation 
ported,  **  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolitan 
Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill,  the  SUnding 
Orders  onght  to  be  dispensed  with  :— >That 
the  Bill  be  permitted  to  proceed  "  Jutu  12, 
.     1468 ;  Resolution  read  2® 

MoTed,  "  That  this  House  doth  agiM  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolation  ** 

Amendt.  to  leare  oat  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"  the  farther  consideration  of  the  said  Reso- 
lation be  postponed  till  Monday  next "  {Mr, 
Miner  Oibson) ;  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
dtc. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  pu^  and  agreed  to 

193]  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair  "  {Lord 
Robert  Montagu)  June  26, 108 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  the  proposal  to  pass  a  permanent  law,  re- 
quiring that  in  order  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Cattle  Plague  into  this  Coun- 
try from  abroad,  all  foreign  oatUe  and  other 
animals  imported  into  the  Port  of  London 
shall  be  landed  at  one  prescribed  spot,  and 
shall  not  be  removed  thence  alive,  ought  not 
to  be  considered  apart  from  the  general 
policy  of  imposing  legal  restrictions  on  the 
foreign  cattle  trade  in  other  ports  of  the 
United  Kingdom  "  {Mr,  MUner  Oibeon), 
.  188;  Question,  **That  the  words,  dtc. ;" 
after  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

•  Debate  resumed  /w/y  8,  610  ;  after  debate.  De- 
bate further  adjourned 

.  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Juiy  16, 1290 

.Debate  resumed  July  16,  1291  ;  after  long  de- 
bate, main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ao.,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee — ajp. 

.  Committee— A.P.  July  20, 10U       [Bill  180] 

.  Question,  Mr.  MUner  Gibson ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer  July  23,  1672  ; 

.  Questions,  Mr.  Ayr  ton,  Mr.  Gotchen,  Mr. 
Liddell ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  July  24, 
1746 

.  Committee— BJ».  July  24, 1756 

.  Question,  Mr.  Hennike^  Major ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July$i,  1778 

.  BUI  withdrawn  July  25, 1775 
(See  CattU  Plagiu) 

yOL.  OXOIU.  [nou  mns.] 


UET        MEX 


Police  Funds  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee 

Fergutton) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  May  21  [Bill  183] 

Moved,  "That  the    BiU   be  now  read   2« " 
June  29,  [193]  348 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *<  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  {Mr.  Ayrton) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  ''That '  now,'  d»c.  ;" 
A.  192,  N.  22 ;  M.  170  ;  main  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2« 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  8 

Considered  *  July  6 

Read  8<»  *  July  7 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  9 

Read  9* •  July  13  (No.  280) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 

Read  8>  *  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Vict.  e.  67] 

Ketropolitaii  BegulationB  Bill  [b.l.] 

{The  Marpieti  Toumsltcnd) 

U  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  June  15         (No.  149) 
BUI  withdrawn  •/ti/y  6 

Ketropolitaii  Beads  Bill  [b.l.] 

( The  Marqueit  Tounuhsnd) 
L  Presented ;  read  I**  June  15        (No.  150) 
BUI  withdrawn  •  June  28 

XetropolitaiL  Streets  Act  (1807)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  0.  Hardy,  Sir  Jamee  Ferguiion) 

1 90]  e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Jfi*.  Oathome  Hardy) 
Nov  21,  107 
BiU  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  1*  *    [BUI  2] 
.  Moved,    « That   the  Bill   be    now  read    S*  " 
Nov  25, 168  ;  after  shoH  debate,  BiU  read  2« 
.  (Committee ;  Report  Nov  28,  407 
Considered  *  Nov  29 
Read8«*  JVbv30 
I.  Read  l*^{The  Lord  CUnton) Dec 2     (No. 4) 
.Moved,    *<That    the  BiU  be  now   read    9*" 
Dec  8,  528 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI  read  2* 
.  (Committee  ;  Report  Dee  5,  575  (No.  8) 

Read  3*^  Dee  6 

.  e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  Dee  6, 652 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  Out  '*in 
respect  of  the  carriage  of  lamps  by  hackney 
carriages"  {Mr.  Ayrton);   Question,  "That 
the  words,  ie.,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Lords  Amendts  agreed  to 
I.  Royal  Assent  Dec  7  [81  Viet,  o.  5] 

Metropolitan  TVamwaya  Sill  {by  Order) 
0.  Moved,  "That   the    BiU   be  now   read  2« " 

ifor  5,  [190]  1109 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Harvey  Lewie) ; 

after  short  debate,  Question,  "That 'now,* 

Ae,**  put,  and  negatived  ;  BiU  put  off  for  six 

months 

Mexico 
Diplomatic    Relatione    with.   Question,    Mr. 
Thomas    Baring ;    Answer,    Lord    Stanley 
Feb  21,  [190]  1007 ;  Question.  Mr.   King- 
lake  ;  Answer,  Lord  SUnley  July  27.  Ii93l 
1825 


4Q 


[tfOMi, 
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ifo— 191— 19*— 19s. 


MIL       UIL 


JkMBJCO -^  OOllta 


Magatkm,  BUdtmds  •/  QuttioB,  Vtm  Bari  of 
Denbigh  ;  Answer,  Tha  Earl  of  Malmesbair 
jMi^  17,  [193]  1859 


JiiddlsMB  Rtgittry  Ofic€ 
Qaeition,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatborae 
ilardj  Apf<l2S,  [191]  1U6 


limtary  at  Electiona  (Irelaiid)  BiU 

{Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Oavin,  Mr,  Etmmie) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Aprii  9t  [BiU  95] 

MoTed,  "That   the    Bill   be  now  read  2«" 

May  12,  [193]  172 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ''now  "  and  add  "upon 

this  daj  six  months  "  (The  Earl  of  Mayo) ; 

Question,  **  That  *  now/  Ao. " 
Moved,  "  That  the  debate  be  now  a^jonmed  " 

{Mr,  Ba^eU) ;  A.  87,  N.  51 ;  M.  20 ;  Ques- 

tion  again  proposed,  **  That  '  now/  dw. " 
Moved,  '*That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 

{Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) ;  Motion  withdrawn  ; 

Question  again  proposed,  "That '  now,'  Ao. ;" 

Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  88,  1980 ;  after  short 

debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  80,  [193]  410  ;    alter 

short  debate,  Question  put ;   A.  55,  N.  96 ; 

M.  41 ;   words  added  ;  main  Qnestton  put, 

and  agreed  to ;  Bill  put  off  for  six  months 


IfUUary  KhighUof  Windsor 

Mored,  •*  That  an  humble  Address  be  preaented 
to  Her  Majesty,  humbly  representing  tltat, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  should  not  be 
obligatory  on  any  Naval  or  Military  Knight 
of  Windsor,  not  being  a  Member  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  to 
attend  Divine  Servioe  in  Saint  George's 
Chapel,  Windsor,  daily  or  at  all,  and  praying 
that  Her  Migesty  may  be  graoiously  pleased 
to  direct  such  alterations  to  be  made  in  the 
Statutes  regulating  the  Naval  and  Military 
Knights  of  Windsor  as  shall  exempt  from 
attending  Divine  Service  in  Saint  Geoige's 
Chapel,  Windsor,  aU  Naval  and  MiUUry 
Knights  of  Windsor  who  shall  not  be  mem- 
bers of  the  United  Churoh  of  England  and 
IreUnd  "  {Sir  Cdnum  O'Loaklen)  June  28, 
[19a]  1978 

Amencft.  to  leave  out  "  not  being  a  member  of 
the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland" 
{Mr,  Labouehere) ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words,  6m,,"  negatived 

Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  who  shall  not 
be  members  of  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland"  {Mr,  Labouehere);  Question, 
'*  That  the  words,  ^.,"  negatived 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put :  A.  89,  N.  88: 
M.  44 

Question,  Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy /frfy  2,  [193]  516 


MUiUury  Beserve   Funds -^  tee   Army^ 
MiUiai-y  Buerve  Fundi 


I  UttUiamenn^Famaki  0/ 

Question,  Mr.  DiUwy^  ;  Avww,  Sir  Mkhael 
Hioks-Beaoh  Jume  It,  [19a]  UU 

IQlitUPayBiU       {Mir.  Dodean,  Sir  Jokn 
Paking$<m,  Mr,  SehUtr-BoM) 

e.  Ordered  \  read  1*  *  My  10 

Read  2«  •  July  18 

Committee*;  Report /ii/y  14 

Read8«*7ti^l5 
I.  Read  !'•  {TU  JBartof  Loiuford)  July  16 

Read  2«  •  Juty  17 

Committee  * ;  Report  /uly  21 

Read  8**  /tt^28 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  4  82  Vict,  o.  76] 

Mill,  Mr.  J.  Slnarty  Weitmineter 
Capital  Punishment  within   Prisons,    Oomm, 

[loi]  1047 
Castle,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [103]  1886 
Eleotion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetiees  at 

Elections,  Oomm.  [191]  808,  702  ;  d,  5, 

Amendt.  [191]  688,  691,  9160 
193]  784 ;  ei,  6,  749 ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  744,  746  ; 
.  el.  14, 1015 ;  el.  17,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
.  1020 ;  Amendt.  1166,  1169  ;  el.  43.  Amendt. 
,  1176,  1177;  oL  45,  Amendt.  1178  ;  eL  46, 
.  1870  ;  el.  47,  Amendt.  1373  ;  add.  d.  1881, 
.  1449, 1451, 1456;  Consid.  1628 ;  add.cL  1689, 
.  1640,  1648,  1646,  1647,  1650,  1676,1078, 
.  1685,  1691 ;  8R.  1729 
Established   Chureh  (Ireland),  €omn.   Res. 

[191]  1928 
Government  of  India  Aei  Amendment,  2R. 

[192]  1599 ;  Oomm.  1876 ;  el.  9,  [193]  859, 

660,  861 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  Acta  (Irebusd)^  Mo- 
tion for  a  Retnm,  [190]  1989 
Imprisonment  for  Costa  on  a  Diminad  Charge, 

[193]  1558 
Ireland — Oonvieta  Warren  aadOostello,  [193] 
1556 
Fenian  Prisoners,  [193]  1889 
Ireland  ->  State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1516 
L(Mal  Chaigea  en  Real  Property,  Ree.  [192] 

152 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [193]  1870 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Cooun. 

[193]  1780 
Uunieipal   Corporations  (Metropolis),  Leave, 

[191]  1859  ;  2R.  [191]  1780 ;  [193]  419 
Poor  Relief,  Oomm.  ei.  8,  [193]  1424 ;  add,  d, 

1885 
Publieationa,  Registration  of,  [192I  1514 
Pnblio  Schools^  Re-oomra.  eL  2,  []9a]  1650; 

el.  8, 1655 ;  cL  6, 1928, 1981 ;  add.  el,  [193] 

628 
Registration,  2R.  [194  1611 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Oomm.  add.  el.' [193] 

1786, 1789 
Representation  of  the  People  (IrelandK  Oomm. 

el.  18,  [191]  1592 
Representation  of  the  People  (SootlandX  Oomm. 

d,  9,  [19a]  966,  979 ;   el.  O,  Amendt.  1241, 

1242,  1248  ;  Schedule  A,  1252 
Sea  Fisheries  (IraiaadX  aR.[i9t]  9091 
Sopply^Post  Office,  [193]  688 
Supply — Proceedings  in,  itesolutioD,[i9i]  1080 
United  SUtes— The  "Alabama"  oUima,  Mo- 
tion for  aa  Addreai^  [r^o]  1196 


Mill 
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MiLLEfi,  Mr.  W.t  L0itk,Jf4, 

CanoDgate  Aimalt/  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1008, 1105, 

1106 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  —  Basuto  Territorr,  [190] 

1975 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Um^ersities,  2R.  [193] 

451 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

el.  10,  [193]  938 
"Wreck  Returns,  [190]  1687 

MnjiS,  Mr.  J.  RemingioD,  Wf/e&mhe {Chep' 
ping) 
Metropolis  Sabways,  2R.  [190]  1280 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1085 
West  Indies— Ecclesiastical  Establishments  in 
the,  [190]  1003 

Milton,  Viscount,  Yorkshirey  W.B. — 8, 
Circuits  of  the  County  of  Tork,  [193]  1823, 

1942 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.   el,  Amendt.  [193] 

1452,   145S;  Coasid.  add.  el.   1627*  1630, 

1687 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  d»c.,  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [192]  1348 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  York,  [193] '609 
Supply— Post  OflBoe,  [193]  831 
Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia,  [193] 

1140,  1142  ;^Post  Office,  1289 

Mines,    Accident$  in — Report  of  Select 

Committee  (1867) 
Obsenrations,  Mr.  Bruce  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy ;  short  debate  theireon  fune  12,  [193] 
1498 
(See  C0Uiery  AoeideTUi) 

IBnes  Assessment  Bill 

{Mr.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr,  Cavendish  Benlinek, 

Mr.  Benderton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  JVw  27  [BUI  11] 

MoTed,  «*Tbat   the   Bill   be  now   read    2«" 

May  6,  [191]  1864  ;    after  short  debate,  Bill 

read  2" 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  20        [Bill  127] 
Committee  (on  re'Ccmm.) ;  Report  July  8,  [193] 

848  [Bill  221] 

MoTcd,  *'  That  the  Bill,  at  amended,  be  now 

taken  into  Consideration  "  My  15,  1220 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  '*  upon 

this  day  fortnight"  {Sir   Robert  CoUier); 

after  debate,  Question,  "That  <now,'  d»c.," 

negatived  ;    words  added  ;   main    Question 

agreed  to  ;  Consideration  deierred 
Bfll  withdrawn  •  Jtdy  29 

MiiTTO,  Earl  of 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Comm.  Amendt. 

[192]  1916 
Scotland — Oounty  and  Burgh  Police^  Motion 
Ibr  a  Committee,  [19a]  1 

Mitchell,  Mr.  A.,  Berwiek-on*  Tweed 
Election  Petitiooi  and  Corrupt  Prafltiota  al 
Eleotlobi»  Comm.  Amendt.  [i^]^96 


MiTFOBD,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Midhurit 
Capital  Pnniahment  within    Prisoni,   LeaT», 
[190]  996 


MoFFATT,  Mr.  G.,  Southampton 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  1908 
Bankruptcy  Law,  [190]  988  ;  [191]  265 
Cattle  Plague  —  Rinderpest  m  Austria,  [193] 

609 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1755 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  639,  1291 ; 

el.  3,  1761 
Post  OflSce  Returns,  [191]  2001 
Post  Office  Service,  [193]  1476 


MoircBEiFF,  Right  Hon.  J.,  IJdinhurgh 
Canongate  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1100 
Court  of  Session  (Scotland),  Leave,  [190]  1088 ; 

2R.  [193]  1519 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  525 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),   Comm. 

d.  1,  [193]  1527 
Ministerial  Statement,  [193]  650 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 
[190]  827 ;    2R.   1256,   1265,   1890 ;  [191] 
1885 
19s]  18  :  Comm.  470  ;  el.  3,  482,  491,  841,  843, 
.    853  ;  cl.  4,  854,  855  ;   cl.  5,  857  ;  d.  8,  866, 
.    884,  889  ;  el  9,  979,981  ;  el.  10,  983  ;  cl.  12, 
.    1006;    el.  51,    1009;   add.  el.  1235,  1236, 
.    1237,  1238,  1239  ;  el.  E,  1240 ;  d.  0, 1243  ; 
.    Schedule  A,  1251  ;  Consid.  add.  H.  1446 


Monetary  Conference,  International 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave  Dee  5,  [190]  601 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Iler  Majesty  for.  Proceedings  of  the  In- 
ternational Monetary  Conference  held  in 
Paris,  June  1867"  {The  Earl  Fortetcue) 
May  12,  [193]  107  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

International    Coinage    Commission- 
Report    No.  [4073] 


Move,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Oloueeeter 

Army  —  Shoeburynesa,  Experiments  at,  [193] 

1439 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  Amendt.  [193] 

432 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  270 
Boundary  Commisbioncrs'  Report,  [190]  1397 
Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees,  [19 1I 1332 
Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  fpr  an  Address, 

[191]  1225  ;  [193]  1747 
District  Church  Tithes  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl'  1,  [193]  1917 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, 2R.  [191]  327  ;  Comm.  1198;  el.  1, 1201 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [193]  689 ;  cLli, 
[193]  1006,  1010;  cl.  45,  1184;  add.  el. 
Amendt.  1376, 1387,  1451 ;  Consid.  add.  el. 
Amendt.  1686 

Metropolis  —  Cartoon  in  Weit«tos8«t  -^^afifi^* 

[190]  1685 


MOK        {GENERAL    INDE 
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Mom,  Mr.  C.  l.—mmt. 

Metropolitan   Foraign  C&ttla  Mark«t,  Comin- 

[■93]  1311 
Ordination.  Feet  on.  [193]  1333 
Revenus    Officers    Dis^iblNtieB   RsmoTal,    9R. 
[191]  1353  ;  Comm.  1633,  1S88,  ISM ;  [193] 
360,  391,306,  IDS 
R[tuBl  Commiuion,   ReoommeiidBtloiM  of  th«, 

[190]  18* 
Stone,  Police  Sergeant,  Cu«  of,  [191]  1179 
Snpplj — British   Embau;   ilouw*,  Araeodt. 
[191]  9B3,  088,  OSe 
BurlinxtDQ  UauM,  [191]  397 
Proiecutions.  [191]  801 
Torke)'— New  Emba«j  Houw,  TlwnpU.riat] 
1753  ;  [193]  1280 

MoKSBLL,  Eight  Hon.  'W.,  Zimeriek  Co. 

Afmy  —  Militnrj  Store  Dopartment,  [193]  961 

MiKoUftneous  Servioea,  [193]  965 
Array — Military  EduoBtion,  Re*.  [191]  1830 
Burula(IrelDnd),  2R.  [i9i]lMT;£>plaii>tion, 
UH;    Camm.   cl.    1,  Amendt.    [19*]  1381, 
1383,131^3  ;  add.et.  1SS« 
Election    Petitions   and  Corrupt  Praotioei 
Elections,  Comm.  cl.  14.  [193]   1001,  1003; 
el.Bi.  1374;  Coneid.  1617 
Eleotrio  Telegrsplu,  Comm.  cl.  16,  [193]  1003 
IreUnd — Question!,  &o. 

Rulvay  Comminion  Report,  [iQl]  1168 
Railway.,  [191)  713 
Records,  [193]  717 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a   Committee, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [190]  1675,  1683 
Military  at  Eleotions  (Ireland),  2R.  [19)]  17S 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  3TB 
RegistratioD  (Inland),   Comm.  cl,  84,  [loil 
1C08  ■■ 

Representation  of  tbo  People  (Ireland),  Oomm. 
cl.  30,  [191]  1£97  ;  add.  a.  1760,  1T63 
Consid.  add.  tl.  1001 

MoirnotT,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  for  Education),  SimUngdon- 

Art  Catalogne,  Publieation  of  the,  [190]  laiS, 

1319 
Cattle  —  Importation  of  Foreign,  [190]  330  ; 

[191]   11*0;    li9»]   18,    lie.    *3«,    1758; 

—From  Africa,[i93]  909 
Cattle  Plagao,  [190J   82,   105  ;   [191]   IB78 
[r9i]  1755 
Compensation  for,  [193]  1ZS8 

Outbreak  in  Berwioksfaire,  [190]  *I0  ; Id 

Norfolk,  1238  ;— Abroad,  [191]  1715 
Returns,  [190]  1287 
Cattle  Trade.  Foreign,  [193]  1753 
Contagioui' Diseases,  [190]  1386,  1880 
Eduoation— Report  of  Council,  [193]  808 
RoTiied  Code,  [191]  053 
Technical,  [190]  1813;— Mr.  ffMtworth'i 
Endowment,  [191]  700 
Elementary  Eduoation,  JR.  [jqil  1OO8 
English  Porcelain  at  Bow,  [190]  1888 
Etwall  and  Kepton  Corporation,  [190]  1333 
Praneo- Paris  EihibitioaPurghaiBs,[r9o]  167; 

iDlectious  Diseaui,  Motion  lor  an  Addraw, 
[191]  3010  ^ 


UoiTTiao,  Ri| 

Metropolit 

[190]  6; 

1*69  ;  • 

1308, 13 

Amendt. 

1T63,  17 

Parish  Mo 

Privy  Con 

1813 

Sale  of  Pi 

[193]  1: 

Amendt 

Schooli  In< 

Soientifle  I 

Scienlino 


MOB       MUN 


{  SESSION    1867-8} 

190^191 19a— 193  < 


MIJR 


NAV 


Mortgages^  Taxation  of 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomon! ;    Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jtdy  dl> 
[193]  1944 

MowBEAY,    Eight   Hon.    J.    R.    (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Durham  City 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  Amendt.  [191] 
1568 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster,  Estates  of 
the,  [190]  641 

Ecclesiastical     Commissioners  —  Benefice     of 
Kilpec,  [191]  701 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. Coram.  [191]  1196  ;  d,  1, 1201 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 
[ipi]  1512 

Lambeth  Library,  [190]  60S 

Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1796 

Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [192]  1637 ;  cl.  2\, 
[193]  814 

Municipal  Corporationfl  (Ketropolis)  BiU 

{Mr,  Mill,  Mr.  Thomas  Hughes,  Mr,  Tmline, 
Mr.  Buxtofit  Mr,  Layaard) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  J.  Stuart  Mill)  May  5, 

[191]  1859  ;   after  short  debate,  Bill  ordered 
Read  1<»  •  May  7  [BiU  105] 

Moved,  "That  the   Bill    be    now  read   2°" 

June  17,  [192]  1730 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now  "  and  add  "  upon 

this  day  three    months "  {Mr,  BetUinek) ; 

Question,  "  That  '  now,'  ^. ; "   after  short 

debate,  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed   June  30,  [193]  419 ;  after 

short  debate,  Question  put,  and  neffatiyed ; 

words  added  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed 

to  ;  Bill  put  off  for  three  months 

Municipal  ElectionB  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  QaXhoTM 

Hardy) 

e.  Ordered*  June  16 

Read  V  •  June  24  [BiU  189] 

Read2«>»  June  2^ 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jul^  6  [BiU  211] 

Committee*  (on r«-c(m»m.)  ;  Report  July  13 

Considered  *  July  14 

Read  30  •/!!/«  15 
{.  Read  \*^  {The  Lord  Clinton)  July  16 

Read  2»  •  July  20  (No.  263) 

Committee  *  July  21 

Report  •  July  23  (No.  276) 

Read  3"  *yuiy  24 

Royal  Assent  July  31      [31  S  32  Vict,  0. 108] 

Municipal  Bate  (Edinburgh)  BUI 

{Mr.  McLaren,  Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Baxter) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  April  29  [BUI  99] 

Read  2"*^  Jime  10 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  17 

Read  3**  •  June  18 
I,  Read  1*  •  ( The  Duke  of  Argyll)  June  19 

Read  2*  •  June  23  (No.  167) 

Committee*  ;   Report  June  25 

Reads**  June  26 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  S2  Viet.  e.  12] 


Murder  Law  Amendment  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Ewart ;   Answer,  Mr.  Oathome 
Hardy  Feb  20,  [190]  989 


MuKPHT,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland).  2R.  [xoa]  777 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  211 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.e2. 11,  [191] 

222 
Ireland — Catholic  UniTersity,  [192]  955 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  [192]  1584 ;  cl,  18,  1589,  1592 ;  el,  20, 

1596  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  1906 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  2R.  [190] 

1145 


Muiio,  Royal  Academy  of.  Grant  to  the 
Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  DitneU 
June  18,  [19a]  1753 


Mutiny  Bill  {Mr,  Dodson,  Sir  John  Fakington, 
The  Judge  Advocate  Oen^al) 

e.  Questions,    Mr.   Darby  GrifBth,    Mr.  Otway, 
Captain   Viyian,  Mr.  Sandford  ;    Answers, 
Sir  John  Pakington  Mar  17,  [190]  1815 
Ordered  ;  read  1<*  *  Mar  24 
191]  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Mar  25,  238 
.  Cfomroittee  ;  Report  Mar  26,  321 
.  Considered  Mar  30,  556 
.  Read  S"",  after  short  debate  Mar  31,  573 
I,  Read  U*  {The  Earl  of  Longford)  Mar  31 
Read  2**  ;  Committee  negatived  April  2 
Read3»*  Aprils 
Royal  Assent  April  3  [31  Viet.  0. 14] 


National  Oallerr^ — Appointment  of  Arehi- 
teeti — See   Courts  of  Juitice,    The 

New 


Ndiuralitation  and  Hxpatriaiion 
Question,  Mr.  Yf,  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  July  16,  [193]  1280 

Navy 

** Achilles"  and  ** Minotaur,**  The,  Question, 

Captain  Maekinnon  ;  Answer,  Sir  John  Hay 

7tity20.  [193]  1477 
Admiralty  Circulars  on  Medals  of  1847, 1848, 

and  1858,  Question,  Captain  Maekinnon  ; 

Answer,  Ix>rd  Henry  Lennox  July  21,  [193] 

1553 
ChcUham  Dockyard,  Ropemakers  in.  Question , 

Mr.  Otway;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 

/uZy20,  [193]  1478 
"Chichester,"  Training  Ship,  Question,  Mr. 

Hayter ;   Answer,  Mr.  Corry  Dee  S,  [190] 

542 
Coaling   S,    M,   Ships,   Question,   Mr.    H. 

Edwards,  Answer,  Mr.  Dn  Cane  July  20^ 

[193]  1481  ^ 

Dockyard  Commission  Report,  Qu©»^^'^*  ^*^  ^ 

ChUders;    Answer,  Lord   Henr^     ^5.,«kbssi^% 

Hot  13,  [190I  159« 


NAV       NAV 
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Natt— ^ofU. 


J^.  O.  CapUtine  Betervsd  LUt,  Qnettion,  CAp- 
Uin  MMkinnon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corrj/imd  8, 


[193]  1222 


favourite,**  Floggina  on  Board  the,  Qaettion, 
Mr.  Serjeant  uueiee;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Corry 
Jfar  23,  [191]  85 

French  Navy,  Motdton  tn  thi,  Qneetion,  Mr. 
Seelj  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  J'iiisf  20, 
[193] 1481 

Future  Coneiruetion  of  Skipi,  Amendi.  on 
Oommittee  of  Snpplj  Juk^  18,  To  leave  out 
from  "  That,"  and  add  "  a  soienttte  in^lry 
be  institated,  to  take  into  oonsideration  the 
leading  oharaeteristics  that  riionld  be  adopted 
in  the  fotnre  oonstrwetion  of  the  vessels  of 
the  Navj"  {Mr.  Seely),  [193]  1111  ;  Ques- 
tion, <*  That  the  words,  io. ;  '  after  debate, 
on  Question,  A.  47,  N.  37 ;  M.  10 

**  OlaUon'*  and  "Eotijmr**  Question,  Captain 
Mackinnon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  May  21, 
[19a]  651 

Oreenwieh  ffoipital,  ffc,,  Question,  Mr.  Seely  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  ifor  5,  [190] 
1114  ;  ObserTations,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane 
May  22,  [193]  719  ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Baillie  Ooohrane ;  Reply,  Mr.  Oorry  June  5, 
1184;  Question,  Mr.  Seely;  Answer,  Mr. 
Corry,  1185  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Baillie 
Coehn»e ;  Reply,  Mr.  Da  Cane  ;  debate 
thereon  July  17,  [193]  1887 

Iron  -  dad  Fleet,  The^  Observations,  Captain 
Mackinnon  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Oorry  ifoy  11,  [19a] 
19 ;  Observations,  Captain  Maokiunon  July  13 
[19311107 

Iron  Veiseli^  Captain  Bomci't  Sheathing  for^ 
Question,  Sir  Geortfe  Stuoley ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Oorry  Nov  28,  [190]  330 

Naval  Chaplaine,  Question,  Mr.  Eykyn;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Corry  Dee  3,  [190]  536  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Eykyn ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
July  I,  [193]  424  ;  Question,  Mr.  Carnegie  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Jviy  21, 1557 

Naval  Commistioni^Liet  of  Beeerved  Cap- 
tains, Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Corry  Mar  16,  [190]  1680 

Naval  CouriM  Martial — Commietion,  Question, 
Mr.  Stone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry  Mar  0, 
[190]  1225 

Naval  Medali,  Observations,  Captain  Mac- 
kinnon ;  Reply,  Ix>rd  Henry  Lennox  July  8, 


[1931667 
^avu  Et 


Navy  Ettimatet,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Childers  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Mar  24,  [191] 
14T 

••Beeearch"  and  the  *f  Enterprise,"  Explana- 
tion, Mr.  Seely  July  28.  [193]  1673 

Reserved  List^  Captains  on  the^  Qaestitm,  Mr. 
O'Behfne  ;   Answer,  Sir  John  Hay  July  2, 

[193I  «21 
Retired  Officers,  Question,  Captain  Mackinnon  ; 

Answer,  lifr.  Corry  May  4,  [191]  1603 

Royal  Dockyards — Iron  Ballast,  Observations, 
The  Duke  of  Somerset  Feb  24,  [190]  1038 
Motion  for  "  Return  of  the  Number  of  Tons  of 
Iron  Ballast  sold  from  the  Royal  Dockyards 
since  January  1867  ;  Amount  of  Money  re- 
ceived for  this  Iron,  and  paid  into  Treasury" 
{The  Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  0,  1212 

{Pari  P.  No.  115) 
Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Corry 
Mar  0, 121D 

leont. 


Roytd  Dockyards,  Ameodi.  on  Comaiitae  of 
Svftply  Jtfor  20,  To  leave  oat  from  "  That," 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoase,  the 
number  of  Dockyards  ought  to  be  diminished  " 
{Mr.  Graves),  [190]  2034  ;  Question,  "  That 
the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt 
withdrawn 

School  and  Training  Ships,  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
May  5, 091]  1785 

Sheemess  Dockyard,  Q,nesi[on,  Mr.  Enatohbull- 
Hugessen  ;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox 
July  23,  [193]  1667 

Sheerness  Dockyard  and  Old  Sh^,  Question, 
Mr.  Pemberlon ;  Answer,  Lord  Uenry  Lennox 
July  24,  [193]  1713 

Turret-ships,  Sports  on.  Question,  Mr.  Seely; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  July  28,  [193] 
1666 

Turret  and  Broadside-ships,  Qoestion,  Mr. 
Seely;  Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  Jtdyii, 

[193I  1714 

Unarmoured  Ships,  Old,  Question,  Captain 
Mackinnon  ;  Answer,  Admiral  Seymoor 
July  27,  [193]  1818 

Tenders  for  Coal,  Question,  Mr.  Beadlam; 
Answer,  Lord  Henry  Lennox  April  30,  [191] 
1575 

Wooden  Ships,  Motion  for  "  A  List  of  alt  the 
wooden  Line-of-battle  Shipa  and  Frigates, 
t<^gether  with  aroonnt  of  their  tonnage  and 
horse-power ;  their  original  value  per  ton, 
and  price  of  engines "  [and  other  Retnmsl 
{Capkiin  Mackinnon)  Mar  10,  [190]  1952; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Neate,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 
Army — Household  Brigade,  [193]  1944, 1945 
March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sand- 
hurst, [193I  1903 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [193I  432 
Bristol  Eleotioo,  [193]  1275, 1744 
Capital   Punishment   within   Prisons,  Comffl. 

[191I 1046  ;  ch  4,  Amendt.  1058 ;  add,  cL 

1063 
Coal  Mines,  Regulation  of,  [190]  041 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Aboliiion,  Otmnu 

add,  cl.hgo]  1429 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Pnetiees  at 

Elections,  Oomm.  d,  6,  [193]  743;  el.  17, 

1170;  cl,  26,  Amendt.  1171 :  ef.  47,  1379: 

add,  et,  1456;  Consid.  1681,  1642;  add.  d, 

1675,1684, 1687;  Motimi  for  AdjournsMit, 

1691 
India— East  India  ClvU  Service,  Res.  [191] 
1851 
Fort  William,  Cholera  at,  ri9s]  714 
Irdaad  —  State  of.  Motion  tor  a  Oonuailts^ 

Amendt.  [190!  1314 
Libel,  Comm.  [192]  596 ;  cl,  1,  605, 606,  608 
lafe  Policies  Nomination,  2R.  [190]  955 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  {19s] 

149 
Metropolis— Clerkenwell  Explosion,  [191]  1923 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  MariLei,  Oomm. 

d,  2,  [193I  1537  ;  ci.  3, 1758 
Metropolitan  StreeU  Act  (1869)  AmendiMHilt 

Lords  Amendts.  [190I  662 
Mines,  Accidents  la,  [19^]  1504 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Umveniiieiy  2ik{r93J 

460 
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NiATB,  Mr.  C. — corU, 

Pirn's,  CftpUiD,  Electoral  A<|dr«tt,  [193]  1480 
Poor  Relief,  Gomm.  eL  IZ,  [193]  1880 ;  Consid. 

add  d,  1008 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Rm.  [193]  882 
Public  Schools,  2B.  [190]  705;  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  2063  ;  Re*oomm.  Amendt. 
[193]  1631, 1649  ;  d,  2,  Amendt.  1650  ;  cl.  3, 
1653 ;    d.  5,  1025  ;  el,  6,   Amendt.   1930, 
1931 ;  ei.  12,  1933 ;  d.  20,  [193]  813 ;  eL  21, 
815 ;  add,  d.  824,  826 ;   Lords  Amendts. 
1907 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Oonsid.  [193]  1785, 

1788 
Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  564,  569 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Oonsid. 

add.  cl.  [192]  1444 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  007 
Compensation — Explosion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  1212 
Foreign  Office,  [193]  1203 
Home  Office,  [193]  1202 
Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Compensa- 
tion, Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1210 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [193]  070 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2021 
West  Indies,  Lords  Amendts.  [193]  1887 

If  SL80K,  Earl 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [193]  1303 
New  Forest— Deer,  Ac.  Itemofal  Act,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [192]  695 

Neutrality  CommUHon 
Question,   Mr.   Shaw-LefcTre ;    Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  22,  [192]  1854 

Nxyn.LE.GRBimLLE,   Mr.    B.,    Somerset- 

shire,  E. 
Bristol,  Representation  of,  [191]  350 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  675.  670 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.[i9i]  1555 
Established    Church   (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

1423 
India — Banda  and  Kirwec  Prize  Money,  [190] 

1008 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [192]  157 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1036 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  liarket,  Comm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1523 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  8,  [192]  874,  875  ;  add,  el,  1244 
Supply — Prosecutions,  [192]  500 

Newdbgate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  If, 

Abyssinia— Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Layard,  [190] 
649,   650  ;     Motion    for   Papers,    668 ; 
Amendt.  671,674 
Expedition  to,  [190]  421,  422, 423,  435,  687 
Foreign  Office,  The,  [190]  616 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  {190]  84 
Agriculture,  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [192]  588 
Army— -Breech-Loading  Rifles,  [190]  144 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  427,  434 
Boundary,  Clomm.  [1923268 ;  Preamble,  1270  ; 

el,  4, 1427 
BristolWrit,[i93]67» 


NiwDsoATK,  Mr.  0.  N.-- «CN|. 
Bunals    (IreUnd),    2R.   [191]    1074,    1080  ; 

Conun.  [192]  1380 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [190] 

1137  ;  Comm.  d,  3,  [191]  1056,  1058 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [J91]  1535 
Church    Rates  Regulation,   2R.   [190]  1405, 

1406,  1412 
Coal  Mines,  [192]  1084 
Compubiory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

970 ;    Comm.  d,  3,  1416  ;   [191]  39  ;    3R. 

101  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  207 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  993 
Election    Petitions    and    Corrupt    Practioei 

at    Elections,    Comm.   el,  10,    [193]  752  ; 

Consid.  add,  el,  1682,  1685, 1600 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1808 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  041, 

1421  ;  Res.  1,  1521  ;    Res.  2,  1896,  1905, 

1913,  1922, 1028,  1040,1047 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Leave,  [192]  232, 

315,  320,  321,  322  ;  IR.  323  ;  Comm.  1102  ; 

Amendt.  1197,  1210, 1211  ;  Consid.  1539 
*  Ireland,  State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [190] 

1620 
Libel,  [100]  178 ;  2R.  Amendt.  310 ;  Comm. 

Amendt.  [192]  592,  503,  504;   el.  1,  606, 

608;  el,  3,617 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1304,  1778 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1722  ;  [192]  632 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Lfniversities,  2R.  [193] 

466 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  3,  [193]  1422,  1424; 

el,  6,  1611,  1613  ;  el,  8,  1614  ;  d.  10,  1873, 

1877  ;  0i.  K,  1883 ;  Amendt.  1884  ;  •  CoDMd. 

Amendt.  1012 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  870 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  [193]  858;   d,  2, 

Amendt.  855,  856 
Public  Schools,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

[190]  2052 
Public  Schools,  Re^omm.  [192]  1638 ;  el,  3, 

1653  ;    el,  5,  Amendt.   1024,  1925  ;   el.  6, 

Amendt.  1026,  1027  ;  el,  14,  1037 :  d,  20, 

Amendt.  [193]  812,  813;   Lords  Amendts. 

1906 
Registration,  3R.  [193]  721 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  32,  [193]  1400 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el,  13,  [193] 

1733 
Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  551,  571 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Oonsid. 

add,  el.  [192]  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [192]  870  ;  d,  0,  063 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  Ac.  {192]  819, 

830;  Explanation,  027 
Roman  Catholic  Prisoners,  [190]  540 
Supply — Nonconforming,  &o.  Ministers,  [192] 

2160 
Transubstantiation,  Declaration  against,  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  [192]  1101 
Trent  Valley  Railway,  Accidents  on  the,  [190] 

731 


New  Forest  Deer  Bemawil,  ^e.  Act,  1851 

Moved,  '*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Operation  of  ^^^  'V^J^ 
and  15th  Vict.   Cap.   76.,  intit^Vc^^  ^  ^^ 
Act  to  oxtiDgoiih  the  right  of    t3a^  r'^^ 
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N€w  Forett  Dnr  BemowU  jre,  Ati,  1851— «oiit. 

to  Deer  in  the  New  Foreet,  and  to  giTO 
Compensation  in  lien  thereof;  and  for  other 
Porpoaet  relating  to  the  odd  Forest "  (  Fu- 
eoinU  Ev4r$Uy\  May  39,  [19a]  604 ;  after 
short  dehate.  Motion  agreed  to 
And,  on  May  36,  Committee  nominated  as 
fbllows:  —  D.  Somerset,  £.  Devon,  £. 
Donoaster,  E.  Romney,  E.  Nelson,  V. 
ETorsley,  L.  Portman,  L.  Stanlej  of  Alderley, 
L.  Belper,  L.  Northhrook,  and  L.  Fitiwalter 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  Jvhf  0 

(PaH.  P.  L.  No.  131) 

NewfaundUmd-^Onrnti  of  Land  on*' The 

French  Coaet " 
Petition  presented  {Lcrd  Hwtghlton) ;  short  do> 
hate  thereon  Mcif  33,  [192]  696 

New  Peeri 

N0W  P€€r$  Introduced 

Ifiiyfr— The  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  TroUope, 
Baronet,  Baron  KestoTon  of  Case- 
wiok  in  the  County  of  Linooln 
Sir  Brook  WiUiam  Bridges,  Baronet, 
Baron  Fitiwalter  <»  Woodham 
Walter  in  the  County  of  Essex 

May  15 — Sir  John  Bonn  Walsh,  Baronet,  Baron 
Ormathwaite  of  Ormathwaite  in  the 
County  of  Cumherland 

Jwu  16— WUliam  O'Neill,  Clerk,  Baron  O'Neill 
of  Shanes  Castle  in  the  County  of 
Antrim 

June  36— William  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux 
(speeial  Limitation)  sat  first  in 
Parliament  after  the  Death  of  his 
Brother 

Juiy  14 — Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport, 
Visoount  Bridport 

/«ly  37— Sir  Robert  Cornells  Napier,  Baron 
Napier  of  Magdala  In  Abyssinia 
and  of  Caryngton  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Chester 

JVbv  10,  1867  —  Thomas  Legh  Lord  Bishop 

of  Rochester 
J%ine  8,  1868 — George  Augustus  Lord  Bishop 

of  Liohfleld 

SaJL  Firtt 

Nov  10, 1867— The  Lord  Oolohester,  after  the 

Death  of  bis  Father 
iVov33— The    Lord    Fitihardinge,   after   the 

Death  of  his  Father 
iV6  18,  1868— The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 

after  the  Death  of  his  Father 
The  Lord  Wrottesley,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
Mar  5 — The  Lord  Aveland,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
April  3 — The  Lord  Carington,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
April  37— The  Duke  of  Northumberland,  after 

the  Death  of  his  Cousin 
May  7 — The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  after  the 

Death  of  his  Father 
May  8 — The  Earl  of  Ellesmere,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
June  8— The  Lord  Calthorpe,  after  the  Death 

of  hit  Father 


New  P(Mr«— oont. 
Jtme  33— The  Earl  of  OraTen,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Father 
/im^  95 — The  Earl  of  Shrewsbury,  after  the 

Death  of  hU  Father 


Dee  8 — ^The  Lord  Elphinstone,  a  Representative 

Peer  for  Scotland,  in  the  room  of 

the  late  Lord  Polwarth 
Feb  14 — The  Lord  Dunhoyne,  a  RepresentatiTe 

Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the  room  of 

the  late  Earl  of  Rosae 
May  7— The  Earl  Annesley,  a  RepresentatiTe 

Peer  for  Ireland,  in  the  room  of 

the  late  Earl  of  Mayo 

]^eh  14 — Hamilton  Lord  Bishop  of  Kilmore 

Elphin  and  Ardagh 
Mar  31— Samuel  Lord  Bishop  of  Heath 

New  South  Walee — Treaeon  Felony  Act 

Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
June  18,  [19a]  1754 

New  Wriu 

Tented  during  the  Receee 
Nov  10,  1867 — For  Galway  County,  v.  Lord 
Dunkellin,  deceased 
Far    Bradford,   v.    Henry  Wiokham 

Martin,  esq.,  deoeased 
jPor  Rutland,  v.  Hon.  Gilbert  Henry 
Heathoote,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers 
For  Leicester  County  (Southern  Diri- 
sion),  V.   Charles  William   Packe, 
esq.,  deceased 
For  Manchester,  v,  Edward  Jamety 
esq.,  deceased 
Ordered 

Nov  35,  1867— iV  Thetford,  v.   The    Bon. 

Alexander  Hugh  Baring,  Chiltem 

Hundreds 

Feb  13,  1868  —  For  Westmorland,  v,  Hon; 

Henry  Cecil  Lowther,  deceased 

For  Kirkcudbright,  v,  James  Maekie, 

esq.,  deceased 
For  Stoke-upon -Trent,  v.  Alexander 
James  Bei^sford  Beresfbrd  Hope, 
esq.,  Manor  of  Northstead 
For   Cambridge    UniTcrsity,  v.  Sir 
Charles  Jasper  Selwyn,  knight,  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  Chancery 
J^or  Helston,  v.  William  Baliol  Brett, 
esq..  Solicitor  General 
Feb  31 — For  Argyllaliire,  v.  Alexander  Stru- 
thers  Finlay,  esq.,  Chiltem   Hun- 
dreds 
F^  38 — For  Northampton  County  (Northern 
Dirision),  v,  George  Ward   Hunt, 
esq.,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  12'- For  Hoddersfield,  v.  Lieutenant-Co- 
lonel Thomas   Pearson    CrosUnd, 
deceased 
Mar  10 — For  Corentiy,  v.  Henry  Mather  Jack- 
son, esq.,  void  Election ' 
April  3— For  Lannceston,  v,  Alexander  Henry 
Campbell,  Esq.,  Manor  of  North- 
stead 
For    Chipping   Wycombe,   v.    Hon. 
Charles    Robert    Carington^   now 
Lord  Cariogton 

leetm 
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N0»  TTrftf— (Wwei— oont. 

April  %0 — Far  Ckwkermouth,  v,   John  Steel, 

eiq.,  deoeaied 
Fcr   The    Parts    of  Kesteven   and 

Holland,  in  the  County  of  Linooln, 

V.  Sir  John  TroUope.  haronet,  oalled 

up  to  the  Houie  of  Peers 
For  Kent  (Eastern  DiTision),  v.  Sir 

Brook    William  Bridges,   baronet, 

oalled  up  to  the  flouse  of  Peers 
Fw  Radnorshire,  v.  Sir  John  Bonn 

Walsh,  baronet,  oalled  up  to  the 

House  of  Peers 
For    Leominster,    v.    Hon.    Arthur 

Walsh,  Manor  of  Northstead 
April  21— ^or  Grantham,  t;.   William  Earle 

Welby,  esq.,  Chiltem  Hundreds 
AprU  22— F<»r  Bristol,  v.  Sir  Samuel  Morton 

Peto,  baronet,  Manor   of  North- 
stead 
For  Stirling  District  of  Burghs,  v. 

Lawrence  Oliphant,  esq.,  Chiltem 

Hundreds 
April  go — For  Stamford,  v.  Viscount  Cran- 

bome,  now  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
May  18 — For  Worcester  County  (Eastern  Dirl- 

sion),  V,  Hon.    Frederick    Henry 

William    Gough    Calthorpe,    now 

Baron  Calthorpe 
May  26— JPor  Dublin  City,  v.  Sir  Benjamin 

Lee  Guinness,  baronet,  deceased 
JwM  18 — For  Stamford,  v.  Viscount  Ingestre, 

now  Earl  of  Shrewsbury 
My   8 — For  Clitheroe,  v.  Richard  Fort,  esq., 

deceased 


iftfio  MmiAeri  Sworn 

Nov  10,  1867  —  Viscount    Burke,     Oalway 

County 
Nov  20— Mathew    William    Thompson,    esq., 

Bradford 
Nov  20— Jacob     Bright,     esq.,     Mimdtett^ 

[A£Brmation] 
J>ec  2 — Thomas  Tertius  Paget,  esq.,  Leicester 

County  {Southern  IHvieion) 
I>«r  3— Right  Hon.  Edward  Stratheam  Gordon, 

Thetford 
Feb  18, 1868— Henry  Finch,  esq.,  Rutiandihire 
William  Lowther,  esq.,  WeHmoreland 
Feb  18 — Wellwood    Herries    Maxwell,     esq., 

Kirkeudbriyhishire 
Feb  21— Right  Hon.  Robert  Richard  Warren, 

The  CoUege  of  the  Eoly  Trinity, 

Dublin 
William  Baliol  Brett,  esq.,  ffeleton 
Feb  24 — George  Melly,  esq.,  Stoke-upon- Trent 
Fd>  20 — Alexander  James  Heresford  Beresford 

Hope,  esq.,  Cambridge  Univereity 
Mar  5 — The  Marquess  of  Lome,  AryyUehire 
3far  0— Right    Hon.    George    Ward     Hunt, 

Northampton     County     {Northern 

Division) 
Mar  28 — Edward  Aldam  Leatham,  esq.,  Hud- 

dersfield 
Mar  27 — Samuel  Carter,  esq.,  Coventry 
April  20 — Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Ca^ 

rington,  Chipping  Jfycoaie 
Henry    Charles  Lopes,   esq.,    Zauii- 

ceston 
AprU  28 — Andrew    Green     Thompson,    esq., 

Cockertnouth 
Viscount  Mahon,  Leominster 

.  VOL.  CXCIII.  [iHUU)  asuEB.]  Iwu. 


New  Members  Sworti    eont. 

April  30— William  Earle  Welby,  esq.,  ParU  of 
Kesteven  and  ffoUand,  in  the  Counly 
0/  lAnccln 
Edmund  Tumor,  esq.,  Qrafdham 
Hon.  Arthur  Walsh,  Radnorshire 
John  William  MUes,  esq.,  Bristol 
May  i — John  Ramsay,  esq.,  Stirling  District 
of  Burghs 
Viscount  Ingestre,  Stamford 
Edward      Leigh      Pemberton      the 
Younger,  esq.,  Kent  {Eastern  Di- 
vision) 
June  4 — Hon.  Charles  George  Lyttelton,  Wor* 

tester  County  {pastern  Division') 
June  8— Sir  Arthur  Edward  Guinness, baronet, 

City  of  Dublin 
June  25— William  Unwin  Heygate,  esq.,  Stam* 

ford 
July  16— Ralph  Assheton,  esq.,  Clitheroe 

New  Zealand 
Alleged  Cruelties  tn,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Adderley  July  13,  [193]  1103 
British  Regiments  in.  Question,  Mr.   Gorst ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Mar  20,  [190]  1070; 

Obsenrations,  Viscount  Enfield ;  Reply,  Mr. 

Disraeli  July  3,  [193]  640;    short  debate 

thereon 
Defence  Corps  —  Grants  of  Land,  Question, 

Mr.  Harrey  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 

Mar  10,  [190]  1800 
New  Zealand  Medal,  Obserrations,  Sir  John 

Paklngton  July  6,  [193]  760 

Hew  Zealand  AssemUy'a  Fowera  Bill 

(Mr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Sdater-Booth) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  July  7  [BUI  2161 
ItMd2«*  July  9 

Committee* ;  Report  July  10 
Bead3«*  /«ly  13 
/.  Read  I**    (7%e  Duke  of  Buekitwham   and 
Chtmdos)  July  13  (No.  247) 

Read  2»  •  July  17 
CoDunittee*  ;  Report  July  21 
Read  3*  •  July  23 
Royal  Assent  ^July  31    [31  <fe  82  Vict.  0. 02] 

New  Zealand  Company  BUI 

(Mr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l«  •  June  8  [BUI  136] 

Bead  2*  •  June  10 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  12 
Read  3«  *  June  15 

1.  Read  I**    (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 

Chandos)  June  16  (No.  134)  « 

Read  2*  *  July  20 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  21 
Read  3*  *  July  23 
Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  d;  32  Vict.  c.  03] 

New  Zealand  (Le^iBlative  Council)  Bill 

(Mr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  June  23  [BUI  183] 

Read  2«  *  June  25 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3''  •  June  30 
I.  Read   !••  (The   Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos)  July  2  (No.  107) 

Read2«»  July  7 

Committee  *  ;    Report  July  0 

Read  d>*/NJy  10 

Royal  Assent  July  13  [31  A  32  Vkt,  0.  57] 

4H 
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NiooL,  Mr.  J.  Dyce,  S%neardin$BUre 

India-^Bttik  of  Bombay,   U^]   087,  It^l : 
[i9i]4«l.  ?d57;  [192]  mi 
Telemphio  Comma nicAtfon,  [191]  1^58 
Soot}ftira--Law  Procedore,  [190]  7^7 

K0XI9  Hon.  0.  J.  (Lord  of  the  Treasarf), 

Rutland$hire 
Metropolitan  Poreigii  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  18*3 

Kon-Tradera  Baobaptejr  (Ireland)  Bill 

[H.L.]     ( The  Marqueti  0/  Ctanriearde) 

I.  Preiented ;  read  1**  Mar  10  (No.  88) 

Read  2*  •  Mar  28 

Committee*  :  Report  Mar  28 

Read  3**  Mar  80 
e.  Read  1«  •  April  28  [BU)  98] 

BiU  withdrawn  *  July  14 

NoBHAiTBT,  MarqueBS  of 
NoTa  Seotia— Motion  for  an  AddreM,[i95]  701 

BToHTH,  Colonel  J.  B.,  Oxfordshire 
Army  Estimate*— Land  F€iroee,[i9i]78 
Army— Fortification!,  [190]  1037 
Mauritina,  Fever  at,  [191]  1888 

Snperannnation  Ailowanees,  [193]  2188 
Army— ControUcr-in-Chief,  Hei.Xi93]  928, 043 
Army— Military  Eduoation,  Ree.  [191]  1888 
Army — Sale  and  Purehate  of  Commltiiona,  Rei. 

[192]  644,  643,  347 
Army — Soldiers'  Orphans,  Motion  fbr  an  Ad- 

dress,tf93]  1281, 1284 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  772 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 

1088 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  atl  Addrtss, 

[199]  1078 
Metropolis— Pnblio  Parks,  Flowera  in  the,  [193] 

1484 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Ooinm. 

Preamble,  [193]  1324,  1323,  1778 
Mntiny,  Consid.  [191]  338 
New  Zealand— Forces  in,  [193]  842 
Norfolk,  Cattle  Plague  io,  [190]  1228 
Sheep,  Small    Pox    in  —  Sohfi 


mn    i»(m 


ig-Holstein, 

[193]  1828 
Supply— British  Museum,  [193]  880 
Proseoutions«  [192]  400 
Works,  Buildings,  Ao,,  [191]  200 

jToBiHB&oox,  Lord 

Army  —  War  Office — Department  of  Control, 
[X93]  W« 

NoBTHCOTE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  (Secre- 
tary  of   State    for   India),    Divon- 

ahire,  H, 
Abyssinia— Questions,  d^. 

Army,  Batto  to  the.  [192]  1738 
Correspondence,  [190]  1003 
Uespatches,  The,  [19a]  718,  717. 1383 
Estimates,  [191]  703,  1148,  1388 
European  Subaltern  OflBcers,  [190]  178 
Foreign  Office.  [190]  629 
Krapf,  Rev.  Mr.,  [190]  180 
Mule  Drivers,   Alleged  Flogging  of,  [191] 
884 


NoBTHOoTB,  Rt.  hon.  Si*  S.  fl. — t&ni. 

Route  for  the  £]rpedit!ott.  [t^l  3S0 
Telegraphic  CommUnioatimi,   [190]    108  ; 

[1923718 
Volunteers,  Bounty  to,  [190]  877 
Water  Supply,  [190]  541,  887,  880 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  88 
Army— Malt    Liquors   for   Troops   in   India, 

[192]  13. 18 
Army- Military  education.  Res.  [191]  1884 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  Instmotton, 

[192]  1011 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  422 
Church  Rates  Regulation,  2R.  [190]  1400 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
d.  2,  [190]  1418;  d.  4,  1418,  1419,  1420; 
d.  3,  1424 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practicec  at 
Elections,  Comm.  [191]  804;  d.  I,  [192] 
663,  667.  670  ;  d,  3. 2187  ;  d,  10.  [193]  749 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [192]  1324 
Established    Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

786 ;  Res.  1033 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Leave. 
[191]  1201 ;  [192]  1567;  2R.  1600  ;  Comm. 
1879  ;  el.  1,  1888, 1800.  1801,  1892  ;  [193] 
610 ;  d.  2,  838,  860,  862 ;  Withdrawal  of 
Bill,  1870 
Governor  General  of  India,  [192]  1367  ;  2R. 

1602 
India— Questions,  Ac. 

Architectural  Remains,  [190]  681 ;  [192] 

Banda  and  Kirwee  Prise  Money,  [190]  1008 
Bombay,  Bank  of,  [190]  987.  1681 ;  [191] 

147,  482,  1228,  1224,  2037 ;  —  Bengal 

Agency,  [192]  1471 
Bombay,  Educational  Service  in,  [193]  426 
Bombay,  Governor  of,  [196]  632 
Bombay,  Municipal  Cemmlssionera,  [192] 

1733 
Bonus  Committee,  The,  [191]  261 
British  Rule  in,  [190]  731 
Budget,  The,  [190]  1680 ;  [193]  1870 
Church  Services,  [192]  1474, 1473 
Civilian  Indges  (Bombay),  [191]  1460 
Contract  Law,  [191]  147 
Currency  Laws,  Commission  on  the,  [190] 

1112,  1118 
East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 

[190]  989,  990  ;  [192]  423 
East  India  Revenue  Aceonnta,  Comm.  [193] 

1887, 1867 
Finance,  [190]  1982 
Fort  William,  Cholera  at,  [192]  714 
Furlough  Regulations,  [191]  1378 ;  [193] 

1334 
Girls,  Sale  o(  [193}  1868 
Hyderabad,  [191]  1148 
Indian  Army,  Retirement  of  PieM  Offleen 

of  the,  [190  830 
Indian  Council,  [190}  642 
Indian  Navy,  Offloert  of  the  late,  [190] 

1981 
Indian  Service  Medals,  [193]  1822,  1823 
Itido-European  Telegraph,  [190]  320,  321 
Irrigation  Works,  [190]   648,  799,    890 ; 

[191]  938  ;  Motion  for  Papers.  [193]  333 
Kupurthulla,  Raja  of,  [193]  1104 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [190]  1078 
Mutiny  Medal,  [193]  303 
Religious  Provision  for  Soldiers  in  India, 

[191]  999  i  [192]  1737 ;  [193]  808 


N0»        N0¥ 
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NoBTHOOTB,  Right  hoiL  Sir  8.  ^,^€cnt. 

Sindh  Railway,  The,  (190]  1981 
Surrey  of,  [103]  UOS 
India— East  India  Civil  Serrioe,  Ret.  [191] 

1852 
India— East  India — Troops  and  Vessels  (Abys- 
sinian Expedition),  Res.  [190]  869,  866, 880, 

891 
India — Irrigation  of  Publio  Lands,  Res.  [191] 

958 
India — Metcalfe,  Sir  T.  J.,  Oase  of,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [191]  1974 
India — Telegraphic  Communication,  [190]  1009; 

Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  1^,  166 
Ireland — State  of,  Motion  tor  a  ComxBittee,ri9o] 

1663 
Ministerial  Statement,  [iQi]  1801 
Municipal  Corporations  (Metropolis),  2R.[i93] 

1740;  [193]  419 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Public  Business,  [193]  1420 
Public  Schools,    3R.  [^90]  770 ;    Re-oovim. 

[192]  1644;  cl.  3,  1653,  1655,  1656;  el  5, 

1657  ;  cl  6,  1929  ;  cl  7, 1938  ;  cl  14,  1988  ; 

cl.  16,  1939  ;  cl.  20.  [193]  813  ;  d,  21,  814, 

817  ;  add.  d,  827  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt. 

1904 
'<St.  Abbe/'  Survivors  of  the,  [191]  260 
Suez  and  India  Submarine  Telegntph,  [190]  510 
Supply  —  Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]   108, 

225,  226,  279, 282,  208,  805 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1185 

J^OBwooD,  Hr.  C.  M.,  Kinaston-upon-HuU 
Admiralty  Jurisdiction,  [190]  175 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation   of,  [193]  1284, 

1285,  1286 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign,  [193]  1750 
County  Courts  ( Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  Comm. 

[192]  168,  169  ;  cl  4,  171 
Electric  Telegraphs,  2R.  [193]  1808;  Comm. 

[193]  1588  ;  el.  15,  1601 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  149.  1338,  1777 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan   Mails,  Res. 

[190]  458 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1785 
Wreck  Registers,  [190]  507 

Ifooa    Scotia — Britiih   Horth   Amfirican 

Con/ederaiion 
Moved,  ^That  this  House  is  informed,  by  a 
Petition  presented  on  the  15th  day  of  May 
last,  signed  by  36  out  of  88  (Members  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Nova  Sootia,  and  by 
16  out  of  10  Members  elected  by  ihat 
Colony  to  the  House  of  Commons  at^tawa, 
that  great  dissatisfaction  prevails  in  Nova 
Scotia  with  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  intituled  '  An  Act  for 
the  Union  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New 
Brunswick : '  And  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She 
will  be  graeiously  ploMed  to  appoiDt  a  Com- 
mission or  Commissioners  to  proceed  to 
Nova  Scotia  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
into  the  causes  of  the  alleged  discontent, 
with  a  view  to  their  consideration  and  re- 
moval "  (Mr.  Bri^)  Jume  16,  [1933  1658  ; 
after  Mwte,  i^uettioa  pot ;  A.  87,  n .  188 ; 
M.  96 

C«0ltf- 


Nova  Scotia — oont. 


Petition,  Postponement  of  Motion  (Lord 
CampbeU) ;  short  debate  thereon  JuM  18, 
[193]  1749 

Moved,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  proceed  to  Nova 
Scotia  for  the  Purpose  of  examining  the 
Causes  of  the  alleged  Dissatisfhction,  with 
a  View  to  their  Removal "  ( The  Lard  Camp" 
bell)  July  6,  [193]  679  ;  after  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Pari.  P.— 
Despatches  forwarding  Representation 
against  the  Union     .    .    No.  [4086] 


OM  of  Roman  Oatholie  Memher» 

Moved,  **  That  the  Oath  taken  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  previous  to  the'  alteration  of 
the  Oath  on  the  80th  of  April,  1866,  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  "  (Mr.  FrevilU- 
Surtees)  April  80,  [191]  1582;  after  short 
Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Oaths  Commission — Legislation 
Question^  Mr.  Gilpin  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Gatbpme 
llAvdy  Feb  17.  [190]  800— Report  of  Com' 
mistioners.  Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Nov  28,  i^Z 


0'B£iBK£,  Mr.  J.  L.y  Ot^shel 

Army — Questions,  Ac. 

Malta  and  GibralUr  Shields,  [190]  729 
Medical  Department,  [193]  1821 
Plymouth  Breakwater  Fort,  [190]  990 
Shoeburyness,  Experiments  at,  [193]  1426, 
1427,  1484 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1273, 1274 
Army— Fortifications,  [191]  1456;  Res.  2021, 
2027,  8042,  2043,  2049,  2058  ;   [193]  112, 
113 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1077 
Cattle,  Importation  of  Foreign,  [193]  424 
Customs  Department,  Clerks  in  the,  [193]  303 
Finee  and  Fees  (Irehmd),  2R.  [190]  1288 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  218 
Ireland — Questions,  Ac. 

Education,  Primary,  [193]  918 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  [190]  708 
Records,  [iy3]  80^ 
Tenure  of  Laodt  [193]  1411 
Taxation,  Inequality  of,  [193]  1288 
Ireland— Dietary  of  Workhouse^,  Res.  [193] 

1022 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1842 
Ireland — Writs  of  Error   in  Criminal  Cases, 

Hes.  [193]  662,  664 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  [193]  518 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  415, 
416 

Navy—Captains  on  the  Reserved  List,  [103] 

521 
Navy— Ironclad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1128 
Navy    Estimates  —Steam    Maofaia^t^^  \>^i^ 

1154 
hostel  Serviee  with  the  United   ^t**«^*\>^*^ 

68J 
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O'Binuri,  Mr.  J.  L. — cani, 

lUgistratioD  (Ireland),  Gomm.  cl.  Si,  rioa] 
1513 

RepresentatioQ  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 
1206  ;  Leare,  1948  ;  2R.  [191]  1958  ;  Comm. 
cl  3,  [192]  1586  ;  el.  18,  1691  ;  Contid. 
1893 

Riots  at  Ashton,  ibo.  [192]  1096 

Supply— Post  OflBoe  Packet  Service,  [193]  8i6 


O'Bbien,  Sir  P.,  King'a  Co. 

Abyssinia— Krapf,  Rev,  Mr.,  [190]  180 
Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  678 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  86 

Army — Questions,  ^. 

Expenditure,  [190]  1687 

Promotions  in  the  Coldstream  Guards,  [loi] 

1679,  1883, 1884  ;  [193]  921 

Shields  for  Malta  and  Gibraltar,  riool  637. 
640  ' L  y  J        . 

Staff  Appointments,  [190]  106, 1223 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  108O 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.    rioi! 
1870  ^^  -^ 

Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  116 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1231 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  216 
Ireland — Questions,  Sio. 

Illegal  Processions,  [190]  677 
Irish  Church  Revenues,  [190]  646 
Royal  Irish  Institute,  [193]  1214 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  433 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 
of,  [191]  447 
Mercantile  Marine,  [190]  686 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  [192]  176  ;  [193]  416 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1741 
Post  Office— Case  of  A.  J.  Duffy,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [191]  1296, 1297 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  383 
Registration    (Ireland),    Comm.    el    1,  [103] 

1496  ;  el  32, 1498  ;  el  34.  1609 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 

add,  d.  [192]  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Conoim. 
el,  3,  [192]  491 

Suez  and  India   Submarine  Telefiraph.  fiool 
609  o    r  .  L  y-J 

Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1002 
Lighthouses  Abroad,  [191]  1004 
Report,  [193]  1367 
Royal  Parks,  ^.  [1921297 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1166 

O'CowoR  Don,  The,  Boseommon  Co. 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1230 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  210 
Grand  Jury  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  [191]  101 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  102,  238 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  930, 

931 ;  Comm.  [191]  218  ;  el  11,  221,  223 
Ireland— Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  432 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  el  [19a]  1780 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[190]  927 
Supply— Household  of  the  Lord  lieatenant. 
[193]  1207 
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O'DoxoeHiTE,  The,  T^ake 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  [19a]  1607 
Established   Church  (Ireland),  Gomm.  [191] 

1383 
Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1612,  1620 
Ireland — Tower  of  Ardfert  —  Keiry  Gruid 

Jury,  [191]  208 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Gomm. 

add.  el.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [19a]  1804, 

1806 
Valuation  (Ireland),  [192]  2186 

Ogiltt,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland],  Comm. 

el.  23,  [192]  1620 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leare, 
[joo]  826 ;  Comm.  cl.  8,  [19a]  484 ;  Coniid. 
add.  el  1446 


"  OUver  Twist,''  Play  of^The  Lord  Ohm- 
herlain 
Question,  Mr.  Brady ;  Anwer,  Mr.  Gathone 
Hardy  April  3,  [191]  834 

O'LooHLXK,  Sir  C.  M.,  Clare  Co. 
Bank  Holidays,  dR.  [190]  941,  962 
Bristol  Writ,  [193]  421 
Election  Petitions   and  Corrupt  Praotioes  «t 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  6,  [193]  737 ;  el  54, 

1374  ;  add.  el  1466  ;  Consid.  1617 ;  <»ld.  d, 

Amendt.  1677 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  el.  16,  [193]  1602 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  It 

[191]  1690 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  120 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  808 :   Comm.  add.  d. 

938 
Ireland — Questions,  dec. 

Catholic  UniTorsity,  [19a]  112 
Land,  Tenure  of,  [19a]  1860 
Railways,  [193]  847 
Spirit  Licence  Duty,  [190]  432 
Ireland — Royal  Residence  in.  Motion  for  an 

Address,  [193]  346,  368 
Ireland— Writs  of  Error  in   Criminal  Cases, 

Res.  [193]  666,  669,  666 
Knights  of  Windsor,  Motion  for  an  AddreHi 

[192]  1973, 1077 
Libel,  [190]  178  ;  2R.  306,  313  ;  [191]  664, 

671 ;    Comm.  [192]  692,  604 ;  cL  1,    06, 

606  ;  el.  3,  610,  617  ;  [193]  471 
Libel  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  471,  ^73 
Marriage  Law  Commission,  [19a]  1767 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market^  Comm. 

<^-.  3,  [193]  1770 
Parliament — Adjournment,  Motion  ibr,  [195] 

1743 
Parliament  —  Divisionfl  of  the   Honse^  Rm* 

[193]  383, 386 
Peerage  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1668,  1664 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.    [193]  1487, 

1490  ;  el  22, 1497  ;  d.  26,  t&. ;  el.  32,  ib. ; 

el  33,  Amendt.  1601 ;  d.  84,  ib.,  1603, 1612  *, 

add.  el.  1614 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Oomm.  add.  el.  [193] 

1737  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  1786,  1787, 1791 
Representation  of  the  People  (IrdUind),  [193] 

922;  add.  el  1779,  1780;  Gk»iiMd.  1896; 

add.  d,  1908 
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O'LoGBLBV,  Sir  0.  U.^eont 

Supply — Chapter  House,  Weftininster,  [193] 
896 
Gountj  Coarta,  [t92]502  ;  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 603,  504 
New  Palace,  Westminster,  [193]  397 
Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [19a]  2167 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  845 
Public  Buildings,  [193]  293 
Rojal  Parks,  Ac.  (iqi]  296;  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  311 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [19a]  400 
Ulster  Canal,  [loa]  404 
Unirersity  of  Glasgow,    Motion  for   Ad- 
journment, [192]  401 
Uniyersitj  of  London  Buildings,  [19a]  896 
TransubstAutiation,  Declaration  against.  Mo- 
tion for  a  Paper,  [19a]  1098, 1100,  1103 

O'Neill,  Mr.  E.,  Antrim  Co, 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
513 

Onslow,  Mr.  O.  J.  H.,  €h$ild/ord 
Surrey  Constabulary,  Dismissal  of  an  Inipeo- 
tor  of  the,  [191]  571 

G'Ueillt,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  Co. 

Army — Military  Uniform,  [193]  712 

Queen's  Regulations,  1868,  [193]  306 
Army—Military  Education,  Res.  [191]  1832 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase    of  Commiasionji, 

Res.  [193]  540 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [191]  73 
Established  Church   (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

629 
Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2003 
India—  Religious  Provision  for    Soldiers  in, 

[191]  262  ;  [193]  1757  J  [193]  306 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),   Comm.  cl.  11, 

[191]  222 
Navy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [190]  1938 
Poor  Law  —  Grayesend  Board  of  Guardians, 


ri^i]  704 
iiblic 


Public  Accounts,  Res.  [193]  131 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cL  18,  [1(^3]  1595 ;  add,  d.  1796 
Sale  of   Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  2E. 

[190]  1144 

OsBOERs,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Nottingham 
Abyssinia— Foreign  Office,  The,  [190]  607, 609, 

610,  622,  625 
Army— March  of  Troops  from  Aldersbot  to 

Sandhurst,  [193]  1828 
Army — Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2082,  2041 
Boundary,  Comm.  [193]  276  ;  Preamble,  1290  ; 

a,  4,  1430,  1435,  1436 
Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1831 
China— Embassy,  The,  [190]  1224 

Treaty  of  Tien-Uio,  [190]  1149 
East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels  (Abyssinian 

Expedition),  Res.  [100]  401,  408 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cL  14,  [193]  1008  ;  Consid. 

1634,  1643 
Established    Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 

634,  771 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1805, 1807 ;  [19s] 

648 
Peel  StelM,  Thi»  Bm.  [19a]  2148 


OsBOBRi,  Mr.  R.  B.— «Offl. 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  cl.  [193]  1795,  1796 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Cromm. 


d,  9,  [193]  964  ;  add,  cl.  1803 
Si^e  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190] 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  239, 282 


Houses  of  Parliament,  [193]  301,  304,  305, 
309;  Aroendt.  311,812 
Ways  and  Means  [Income  Tax],  Res.  [190]  448 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Chatham 
Abyssinian  Expedition— Queetions,  Ac. 
Egypt,  [190]  1003 
Stores,  [190]  513 

Telegraphic  Communication  with,  [193]  718 
Abyssinian   Expedition — Foreign  Office,  The, 

[190]  614 ;  Motion  for  Papers,  678, 880 
Aimy — Questions,  ^. 

ConTcyanoe  of  Troope-*War  Department 

and  India  Office,  [190]  337 
Hale's  Rocketo,  [190]  514  ;  [193]  1106 
Household  Bri^e,  [193]  1944 
Mortality  in  the  86th  Regiment,  Mauritius, 

[191]  37,  860 
Pziuisian  and  Austrian  Armies,  Reports  of 

Officers  with  the,  [193]  912, 1000 
Storks,  Sir  H.,  Appointment  of,  [190]  985 
36th  Regiment,  Maroh  of  the,  [193]  1555 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [103]  562 
Army— Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  777,  779 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  1988 

Land  Foroes,  Amendt.  [191]  82,98  ;  [193] 
968 
Disfranchised  Boroughs — Totnes,  Ao,  [190]  484 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practice!  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [193]  2192 
France,  Belgium,  and  Holland,  [193]  1940 
GoTemment  of  India,  [193]  610 ;  Comm.  el,  2, 

860  ;  Amendt.  861 
India — Questions,  Ae. 

Bombay,  Governor  of,  [190]  652 
East  India  Canal  Company,  [190]  990 
Irrigation,  [190]  646 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [i9i]99 ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

559 :  Consid.  574 
Metropolis  —  Obstruction    of  Thoroughiares» 

[193]  1042 
Music,  Royal  Academy  of,  [193]  1753 
Mutiny,  [190]  1815 ;  Comm.  eL  22,  Amendt. 

[191]  321 ;  JPreamble,  Amendt.  326 
Navy  —  Ropemakers  in  Chatham  Doekyard, 

[193]  1478 
Ra?y  Estimates  — Coast  Guard  Serrioe,  [193] 
543 
Dockyards  and  Naral  Yards,  [193]  560 
Men  and  Boys,  [190I 1939 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Houee,  [193]  1570 

Dissolution  o^  [193]  1064 
ReTcnue   Oflkers  Disabilities    Remoral,    2R. 

[193]  1852;  Comm.  1537:  [193]  404 
Supply— British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  990, 
998,  996 
Eatablishmenta  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[»93l«70 
Royal  Falaeei,  [101]  1007 
Volunteer  Corpe,  [191]  272 
Worke,  Bnildingt,  Ao.  [1913  288 
Totnei,  *e.  Writs.  3R.  [1903  640 
Turkey— Embawy  Houe,  OonalUaUno{&e*lt9«l 
1753 
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OatlawrieB  Bill 

0.  B^l**  Nov  19 


(GBNERAL    INDBX)        FAQ       P4K 

Paget,  Mr.  T.  T.«  LftceiUrehirB,  B. 
Gonntj  FinmnoUl  Boards,  2B.  [191]  155^ 


Otxbstone,  Lord 
Xrrajr— Orgaoiiation  of  tha  Reaerrad  Foroei, 

[193]  ISfiS 
Bankniptoy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  867 
Courts  of  Jostioe,  New,  [193]  1843 
Electric  Telcgnphi,  2R.  [193]  1700 
Metropolie  >  National  Gallery,  [192]  95 
MoneUry    Conferenoe    (Parii),    Addren    for 

Papers,  [193]  109 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  23,  [193]  040 
Public  Schools,   Comm.  et,  13,  [193]   1657; 

Report,  1701, 1706 
Ritual,  Reports  of  tlie  CoiiHniasion  on,  [193] 

387,  340 
Vagrancy— Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Oor- 

reqiondenoe,  [193]  08 


ftcford  and  Cambridge  VnivarsltleB  Bill 

{Mr.  CoUridffe,  Mr,  Bouverie,  Mr,  &r<uU  Ih^) 

c.  Resolution  in  Committse ;  Bill  ordered ;  read 

1«  Feb  18,  [190]  026 
Jdoved,  "  That   the   Bill   be   now  read  2« 

May  13.  [193]  200 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now"  and  add  "upon 

(his  day  six  months  "(Afr.  Waljfole);  Q,nes- 

tion,  "  That  *  now,'  4c. ;"  aOer  short  debate, 

Debate  adjourned 
Debate    resumed    July    1,    [193]    426;    after 

loqg  debate.  Question  put,  A.  198,  N.  140  ; 

M.  58  ;  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 

Bill  read  2^  [Bill  30] 

Bill  withdrawn*  Jtdy  22 


OxFOBD,  Bishop  of 
Army  Chaplains,   Comm.  [19s]   1388,  1393, 

1467 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  AboUtion,  2R.  [191] 

1134;  Comm.    [193]   604;    Report,  et.  7, 

Amendt.  806 ;  <i,  8,  808,  901,  002 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [193]  507,  500  ;  Comm.  el.  1,  808 
District    Church     Tithes   Act    Amendment, 

Comm.  [193]  1163 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  [193]  1021 ;  2R. 

[193]  102,  103 
South  Africa — Motion  for  a  Pi^ier,  [193]  503 


(^Bter  and  Muflsel  Fidieriea  Bill 

{Mr,  Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  SeUOer-Booth) 

€.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Stephm  Cave)  Mof  0, 
[190]  1280 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  l«  •  [Bill  64] 

Read  2«  •ifar  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  23 

Read3<>*  ifar  26 
I,  Read  l^*  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  Mar  27 

Read  2»  •  April  24  (No.  58) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  30 

Read  3**  Maif  I 

Btpyal  Assent  May  20  [31  Vid.  0.  0] 


Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[»93]  12M 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  184 
Turnpike  TrusU,  2R.  [193]  1722 

Pakington,  Right    Hon.   Sir  J.   8.   (Se- 
cretary of  8Ut9  for   War),  Droit' 

Abyssinian  Expedition— Questions,  Ae. 
Cameron,  Consul,  [190]  104 
Contract  with  Messrs.  Wetherell,  [190]  336 
Mules,  Purchase  of,  in  Abyssinia»  L'9^] 

1223 
Stores,  [190]  513 
Army — Questions,  dsc. 

Ammunition,  Storing  of,  [193]  1106 
Artillery,  Colonels  in  the,  [193]  1022 
Artillery  OiBoers,  Retirement  of,  [190]  1915; 

[193] 1821 
Artillery  Practice  at  Portsmouth,  dw.  [193] 

518,  720,  010, 1668 
Ball  Cartridges,  [191]  2002 ;— Mann&etnrs 

of,  [193]  1««8 
Breech  -  Loading  Rifles,  [190]    143,  144, 

1225 
Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [193]  1855,  1S56» 

2134 
Oaralry  Enlistment,  [190]  1458 
Caralry  Uniforms,  ri93j  llll 
Clothiag,  Tenders  for,  [190]  990 
Commissions,  [391]  358 
Conversion  of  Guns,  [190]  430 
Conveyance  of  Troops — War  Department 

and  India  Office,  [190]  337,  339,  421, 

511 
Cooking  Apparatus,  [191]  257,  468 
Curragh  Camp,  [190]  163 
Daily  Payment  of  Men,  [191]  268 
Defective  Ammunition,  [193]  654 
Depots,  Officers  in  Command  of,  [193]  1 180  ; 

[193]  318 
Distinguished  Service  Majors,  [190]  733, 

798 
Employment  of  Soldiers,  [193]  1488 
Engineer  Department,  Clerks  in  the,  [193] 

1125 
Floating  Obstruction  Committee,  [19s]  1222 
Fortifications,  [190]  1933,  1937  ;— at  Chat- 
ham, 1222  ;  [191]  1456, 1457;  [19a]  113; 

[193]  1817 
Gibraltar  and  MalU  Shields,  [190]  l^  538, 

540,  720,  1457 
Gunnery  Experiments,  [193]  1477 
Hale's  Rockets,  [190]  514  ;  [193]  1107 
Household  Brigade,  [19$]  1944 
India,  Transport  of  Troops  to,  [193]  111 
Invalid  Officers  from  India,  [193]  1165 
Knapsacks  for  the  Troops,  [193]  1827 
Minors  in  Cavalry  Regiments,  [190]  648 
March  of  Troops  from  Aldershot  to  Sand* 

hurst,  [193]  1828,  1002, 1903 
Mauritius,  Fever  at,  [190]   708,  1006;— 

Mortality  in  the  86th  Regiment,  [191 

37,  360,  1461,  1883  ;  [193]  302 
Medical  Department,  [193]  1822 
Military  Expenditure,  [193]  900,  010  ;— 

Inorease  of,  054 
MiliUry  Prisons,  [191]  39 
MiliUi7  yn%^  C^}  713 
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Pakihotok,  Right  hon.  Sir  3,  S. — dtmf. 

Militia  QutrtermMten,  [191}  1390,  1756, 

1767 
Masketry  In«traeton,  FaymMt  of,  [192] 

817 
NoD-oombatant  Offleers,  [193]  ^^8 
Non-purohaM  Oorps,  Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [190]  835 ;  [192]  1855 
Offleers  holding  Civil  Appointments,  [191] 

1333 
Ordnance    Committee,    Report   of,   [190] 

1458 
Ordnance  Survey  Maps,  [193]  1021 
Perth  Barracks,  [190]  329,  330 
Plymonth  Breakwater  Fort,  [190]  991 
Preaching  in  the  Armj,  [193]  1923 
Promotion,  [190]  1887  ;— in  the  Coldstream 

Guards,  [191]  1579,  1883 
Prussian  and  Austrian  Armies,  Reports  of 

Officers  with  the,  [193]  912,  1000 
Queen's  Regulations,  1868,  [193]  306 
Reserve  Forces,  [191]  1787 
Rifled  Ordnance— Studded  Shot,  [193]  951 
Rockets,  Manufacture  oi^  [190]  514  ;  [193] 

1107,  H76 
Royal  Military  College,  [190]  1594 
7th  Surrey  Volunteers,  [193]  1824 
Shoeburyness    Experiments,  [190]    1814; 

[193]  1435,  1439 
Shoeing   Horses  —  M.  Charlier's  method, 

[193]  1817 
Shorocliffe  Camp,  [193]  301 
Staff  Appointments,  [190]  107,  1223 
Staff  Officers  of  Pensioners,  Senior,  [193] 

1923 
Storehouses  for  the  War  Office,  [193]  1826 
Storks,  Sir  H.,  Appointment  of,  [190]  986 
Subordinate  Officers  in  the,  [192]  950,  951 
36th  Regiment,  March  of  the,  [193]  1555 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  [193]  810, 

911,  1945 
War  Department,  [192]  1182 
Wimbledon  Meeting,  [193]  1902 
Windsor  Cavalry  Barracks,  [193]  719 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  [191]  1455 
Army — Administration  of  the.  Res.  [191]  2004 
Army — Control  Department,  [193]  811 ;  Motion 

for  Papers,  1270.  1271 
Army— Controller-in .Chief,    Res.    [193]  930, 

937,  943 
Army — Diitcharged  Soldiers,  Employment  for, 

Res.  [193]  821,  322^  520 
Army— Fortifications,  Res.  [191]  2027,  2030, 

2039,  2051 
Army —  Military  Edaoation,  Res.  [191]  1825, 

1831 
Army — Royal  Gun  Factory,  Motion  fbr  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  1065,  1256,  1260 
Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  570 
Army — Soldiers  Orphans,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, [193]  1264 
Army — Warlike  Stores,  Res.  [193]  772 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  992,  1937, 1938, 1982, 
2051 
Administration  of  the  Army,  [193]  967, 

968 
Full  and  Half  Pay,  [193]  1279.  1280 
Land  Forces,  [191]  40,  79,  80,  82,  95,  98  ; 

[193]  521 
HiliUry  Store  Department,  [193]  959,  960 
Miscellaneous  Services,  [193]  965,  966 
Surveys,  [193]  962,  963,  965 


Paxikotok,  Right  hon.  Sir  J.  S^-^wnt, 

Army  Reserve,  Ae.  [192]  512;  Motion  lor  a 

Commission,  1962,  1969 
Contagious  Diseases  Act.  [190]  798,  1813 
Goddard,  S.  A.— Petition  of,  [193]  1254 
Ireland  —  Arbour  Hill  Garrison  Chapel,  [192] 

651 
Marine  Mutiny,  Consid.  [191]  574 
Mutiny,  [190]  1815,  1816,  1827)  Comm.  01.22, 
[191]   323;  el,   32,  325;  Preamble,  326; 
Consid.  556  ;  Amendt.  558 
National  Board  of  Education,  [193]  1277 
New  Zealand  Medal,  [193]  760 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse,  [191]  1681 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Comm. 

add.  cl.  [192]  1249 
Scotland— MUitia,  [192]  17 
Supply — Enrolled  Pensioners,  &o.  [191]  284, 
285 
Portpatrick  Railway  Company  Compensa* 

tion,  [193]  1211 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  278,  280, 281 
Works,  Buildings,  dec.  [191]  285,  291,  292, 
294,  295 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1»  [191}  1749, 
1750,  1752,  1753,  1759, 1760,  1769,  1770 


Palk,  Sir  L.,  Devonshire,  S, 

Army— Conveyance  of  Troops — War  Depart- 
ment and  India  Office,  [190]  338 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [192]  434 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  46,  [193]  1370 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1341 

Railways,  Res.  [190]  1886 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  [102]  490 ;  el,  8,  860,  873 ;  Amendt. 
894 :  cutd,  el,  1245 

Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  dro.  [192]  821 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1870 


Palheb,  Sir  E.,  Richmond 

Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [192]  1282 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
el,  4,  [190]  1417,  1418,  1419,  1421 ;  el,  5, 
1423,  1424  ;  el,  6,  1425  ;  el,  7, 1426  ;  cl.  8, 
1427;  add,  d,  1428;  Consid.  1880  ;  Re-comm. 
add.  d,  2058|  2054  ;  3R.  [191]  206 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction),  2R. 
[190]  1828 

Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  333 

Eleotion  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Leave,  [190]  712  ;  Comm.  el.  5, 
[192]  2185  ;  el,  6,  [193]  739 ;  el,  10,  747 ; 
el.  45, 1180 :  add,  el.  1381,  1385 

Expatriation,  Law  of,  [190]  2006 

Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
el.  3,  [193]  1770, 1771 

Metropolitan  Streets  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Comm.  cl.  1,  [190]  411 

Victoria — Despatches  from,  [192]  925 


Pamphlets,  Exemption  of  Small,  fxw^  ^^- 

curity 
Question,  Mr.  Oraufurd ;  Answer,    '^'^^  ^"^^^^^ 
ney  General  Mar  20,  t.i^\^^*"^f^ 
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Pariih  Mfartuarisi 
Qn«tti<m,  Mr.  Goddard ;  Aniweri  Lord  Robert 
Montagu  July  9,  [193]  516 

Parit  Unwerial  EmhibUion,  1867— Pter- 
chasei  for  Schools  and  Seienee  and 
Art 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Lajard;   Answer,  Lord  Robert 
Montana  Nov  30,  [190]  167 

Paskeb,  Major  Windsor,  Suffolk^  W. 
County  Finaneial  Boards,  3R.  [191]  165ff 
Eleotion   Petitions  and  Corrupt  rraotioea  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1631 
Elementarj  Edaoation,  3R.  [192]  1904 
Parliament  —  Adjournment,  Motion  for,  [193] 

1743 


iPatUament,  ^eetin0  of  tfie 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  b/  Commis- 
sion Nov  19,  [190]  1 ;  The  Loan  Cham- 
OBLLOR  delivered 

l^et  iBBajt0tg'0  JSosst  (Staciotts  iSpeecfy 

LORDS— 

ASDBBSS  TO  HbB  MaJBSTT  ON  THB  LOBDS   CoM- 

MissioNBBs'  Spbboh  moTod  by  The  Earl 
Bbownlow  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Lord  Htlton),  and,  after  long  debate, 
agreed  to,  Nemine  Dii9enHetUe,  Nov  10, 
[190]  6 

Hbb  Majbstt'b  Answbb  to  thb  Adsbbss 
reported  Nov  31,  [190]  103 

Chavnman  of  Committees — The  Lord  Redes- 
dale  appointed,  Nemine  DissenUente,  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House 
for  this  Session  Nov  10 
Appeal  Committee — appointed  Nov  10 
Committee  for  Pnvt^^M— appointed  Nov  10 
SuthCommittee  for  Sie  /0wr?ia2«  —  appointed 
Nov  10 

Adjournment  for  the  Christmas  Recess,  State- 
ment, The  Earl  of  Derby  Dec  3,  [190]  637 

Easter  Recess — House  adjourned  to  Thursday, 
3drd  April,  April  3 

Whitsuntide  Recess — House  adjourned  to  Mon- 
day, 8th  June,  May  30,  [192]  1036 

Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Derby,  Ministerial 
Statement,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Feb  36, 
[190]  1006  ;  Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Al- 
derley;  Answer,  The  IJord  Chancellor  Feb  37, 
1000 

Re-construction  of  the  Jftm^^iy— Ministerial 
Statement,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury ;  debate 
thereon  Mar  6,  [190]  1104 


Business  of  the  House 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  appointed  June  31, 
1867,  [188]  362  ;— Report  July  36  (Pari,  P. 
No.  360) ;  MoTed,  •*  To  agree  to  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Business  of  the 
House "  ( The  J^rd  Privy  Seal)  Mar  31, 
[191]  660  ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Proxies,  Use  of,  Question,  Earl  Stanhope; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Mar  20, 
[190]  1064 

IcOHt. 


Pablumbiit— LoBDS— e0ii<, 

Promss^ResoUaion,  That  the  following  Order 
be  added  to  the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders : 

«  Standing  Order  XXXIIa.  Ordered,  That 
^e  Practice  of  calling  for  Proxies  on  a 
Diyision  shall  be  discontinued,  and  that  Two 
Days'  Notice  be  giren  of  any  Motion  for  the 
Suspension  of  this  Standing  Order  "  Mar  SI 
191]  PubUc  PetUionS'-Printina  Petitions,  After 
debate,  Resolred,  That  a  select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  whom  all  Petitions  presented 
to  this  House,  other  than  Petitions  relating 
to  Private  Bills,  shall  be  referred,  with  In- 
structions to  the  said  Committee  to  direct  the 
frinting  for  the  Use  of  the  House  of  such 
'etitions  as  they  shall  thinlL  fit  (The Earl 
.    RusseU)Apra2,  688 

And,  on  April  34,  The  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee: — ^M.  BaUi,  E. 
Devon,  £.  Stanhope,  £.  Camarron,  £. 
Morley,  E.  Russell,  E.  Kimberley,  V. 
Erersley,  V.  Hali&x,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Redesdale, 
L.  Colchester,  L.  Silcbester,  L.  Lyreden, 
and  L.  Taunton 

Ordered,  That  the  Name  of  the  Lord  present- 
ing  a   Petition  shall   be    written    thereon 
.    mnf  1, 1686 

Questions,  Notice  of.  Moved,  **  That  it  is  expedi- 
ent that  Notice  of  an  Intention  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tion should  l>e  given  in  the  Minutes,  except  in 
Cases  which  admit  of  no  Delay  "  ( 7%tf  Lord 
.  Privy  Seal)  April  3,  600 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  desirable  where  it  is  in- 
tenddS  to  make  a  Statement  or  raise  a  Dis- 
cussion on  asking  a  Question  that  Notice  of 
the  Question  should  be  given  in  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  and  Notices^  (The  Lord  Chan- 
.  ceUor),  603  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to 

Committees^  Moved,  "That  the  Committee  of 
Selection  are  desired  to  exercise  their  Dis- 
cretion in  calling  for  the  Service  of  IxHnda 
absent  from  the  House  "  ( The  Lord  Privy 
Seal) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  (*<  Selection  "> 
and  insert  ("should  in  the  Exercise  of 
their  Discretion  call  more  frequently  than 
at  present  for  the  Service  of  Lords  absent 
from  the  House  " )  (Lord  Chelmsford)  ; 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Moved,  "  That  the  Absence  of  any  Lord  from 
this  House,  except  for  suflSoient  Reason, 
ought  not  to  prevent  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection from  codling  for  his  Services"  {The 
Viscount  Halifax)  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Reports  of  BiuSy  Resolved,  That  in  entering 
in  the  Journals  the  Reports  of  Bills  amended 
in  Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  the  only 
Name  entered  therewith  shall  be  that  of  the 
Lord  who  moves  the  Reception  of  the  Report 
and  takes  Charge  of  the  Bill  in  that  Stage 
( The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Public  ^tiftfiesf— Ministerial  Explanation,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury  ;  debate  thereon  Julyd, 

[«93l  m 

Ordered,  That  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bill  or  Bills  which  are  entered  for 
Consideration  on  the  Minutes  of  the  Day 
shall  have  the  same  Precedence  which  Bills 
have  on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays  July  30. 

[193]  iw 

[eont. 
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PABLUMBIfT— LOBPl     Will. 

CoMtructUm  nf  iks  Jffoiue,  Mofed,  "  That  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  on  28th  Jone 
1867,  to  eonsider  whether  any  and  what 
Arrangements  can  he  made  to  remedy  the 
present  defeotife  Construction  of  the  Hoose 
m  reference  to  Hearing,  he  re-appointed"  ( The 
Earl  of  Camarwm)  May  19,  [19a]  510 ; 
Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  May  10,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : — M.  SaUsbory, 
£.  Camarron,  E.  Romney,  E.  De  Grey, 
E.  Kimberiey,  Y.  ETcrsley,  L.  Redesdale, 
and  L.  Somerhill 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  10 

(Pari.  P.  No.  188) 

Ofiee  of  the  ClerJe  of  the  ParliamenU  and 
OffUe  of  the  Gentleman  U$her  of  the  Black 
Sod — Select  Committee  on,  appointed  and 
nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Mar  17, 
[190]  1796 


PrivaU  BiOe 

Ordered,  That  this  House  will  not  receire  any 
Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Monday  the 
28rd  of  March  [and  other  Orders]  Feb  18, 
[190]  689 

Oppoeed  PrivaU  BiUi,  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  34, 
[190]  1070 

Standing  Order  Committee  on,  appointed  and 
nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  24, 
[190]  1070 

All  Petitions  relatbg  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Session  reftrred  to  the  Standing  Order  Com- 
mittee unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  24, 
1070 

On  Motion  of  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, Ordered,  That  no  Prirate  Bill  brought 
fh>m  the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read 
a  Second  Time  after  Friday  the  12th  Day 
of  June  next  [and  other  Orders]  April  27, 
[191]  180S 

The  Easter  Becees,  SUnding  Order  No.  179. 
Sect.  1.  suspended  ;  Time  for  Petitions 
extended  to  the  First  Dkj  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit  after  the  Recess  at  Easter 
April  2,  [191]  682 

Baihoay  BUle^Inereaee  of  Batee,  Moved 
to  resolre.  That  no  Railway  Bill  that  pro- 
poses to  increase  the  Rates  now  payable 
on  the  Conyeyanoe  of  Goods  or  Passengers 
shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until  a  special 
Report  firom  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
Subject  shall  have  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  "  ( The  Lord  Taunton)  July  18, 
[193]  1067  :  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  amended 
Section  4.  That  no  Bill  which  proposes  to 
increase  the  Rates  now  payable  on  the  Con- 
Teyaoce  of  Goods  or  Passenffors  on  any 
Railway  shall  be  read  a  Second  Time  until 
a  Report  from  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
Subject,  made  after  the  Bill  has  been  f«ad 
a  First  Time  in  this  House,  shall  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Jnty  18, 
[193]  1226 

YOL.  GZCIIL    [XHIBD  BXUX8.]    [eONf. 


PABUAMIirT — LoBPt     CtfWi. 

The  Stataee  in  Weetmimter  Bail,  Qoestion, 
Yiscount  Hardinge ;  Answer,  llie  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  10, 

The  Canning  Statue,  Question,  Lord  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  July  20, 
[193]  1460 ;  Jtdy  28, 1664 

The  Parliament  Prorogued,  by  Commission,  to 
Thursday  the  8th  November  next,  July  81 

COMMONS— 
MxiTiNo  ov  THU  pAiLUMnrT  Nov  19 

Thx  Lords  Comuissioksbs'  Spxiob  reported; 
Resolution  for  an  humble  ADDnsas  thereon 
moved  by  Mr.  Habt  Dms  (the  Motion  being 
seconded  by  Colonel  Hooo)  Nov  19,  [x9CH 
91 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  and 
a  Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  the  said 
Address 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read ;  after 
short  debate,  agreed  to  ;  to  be  presented  by 
Privy  Councillors  Nov  20,  [190]  98 

Hbb  MAJBsrz's  Avswsa  to  thb  Ai^dbui 
reported  Nov  21,  129 

BSiehen  and  Befreehment   Booms  {Bouse   of 
Commoiw)— Standing  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Nov  20,  [190]  108 
Report  of  Select  Committee  July  8 

{ParL  P.  No.  409) 

CoHtroveried  EleOions,  General  Committee 
of  Elections  appointeid  Nov  20,  [190]  178 — 
Trial  of  Eleoim  PetitionS'-'Letter  of  the 
Judges,  Question,  Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  14,  728 

JMfifmtf— Select  Committee  appointed  JVbv  21, 
[too]  129 

Publte  Aeeounts-^ComtuLitd^  of  Public  Ac- 
counts nominated;  List  of  the  Committee 
/V6l4,[ipo]787 

PubHc  Pefi7um]h— Select  Committee  appointed 
and  nominated  Nov  22,  [190]  188 

Business  of  the  Bouse 

Order  of  Business,  Statement,  Lord  Stanley 
Z>ftf  8,jri9o^645 

Baiter  Vacation,  Question,  Mr.  Whitbread ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19,  [190]  1892 

Arrangement  of  Business,  Question,  Mr.  Glad' 
stone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  26,  [loil 
268 

Easter  Becesi,  Moved,  '*  That  the  House  upon 
its  rising  do  adjo«m  until  Monday,  20th 
AprU  ;"  Ministerial  Statement  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
April  S,  [J91]  826  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  arreed  to ;  House,  at  rising,  to  ad- 
journ till  Monday,  20th  April 

Progress  of  Business,  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  18,  [192]  494 

Verbv  Day— Houne  adjourned  till  Thursday 
(Mr,  Disraeli)  May  26,  [19a]  925 

Whitsuntide  Becets—Q,WBtion,  Mr.  Bouverls  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  26,  [19a]  927 
House  adjourned  till  Thursday  May  29,  1046 

Public  Husinees,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Disraeli  June  4.  [19a]  1180;  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Disraeli ; 
short  debate  threon  July  17,  [193]  1419 
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PlBf.TAMmT — CoiOCOn— 0Olrf. 

Buiinesi  of  the  Bcuie,  QiMiUon,  Mr,  Moiriioii ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Dianieli ;  short  debate  thereon 
June  15,  [1^2]  1067 

Morning  Stttingi — Resolved,  That  this  House 
do  meet  To-morrow  at  Two  of  the  olook, 
sobjeot  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  27th  daj  of 
May  1867  (Ifr.  Diemeli)  June  15,  [193]  1071 
Resolutions  (Mr,  DieraeU)  June  18,  [103] 
1768 

Dieedutum  of  ParUament-^Oeneral  ElecHon, 
Question,  Mr.  Sandford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli Ifoy  26,  [193]  924;  Qaestioo,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  ;  debate 
thereon  May  29,  1008 

Order  $  €md  Formt  of  the  Eouee 

Proeeedinge  in  Committee  of  Supply,  Resolu- 
tion [9th  February  1808]  relative  to  Pro- 
ceedings in  Committee  of  Supply  read,  as 
foUoweth : — 

<*  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original 
Vote  or  npon  the  rednoed  Vote,  as  the  case 
may  be,  without  amendment"  April  21,  [191] 
1025 

Moved,  <*  That  the  said  Resolution  be  re- 
scinded "  {Mr.  Ayrton) ;  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  28, 1464  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

1.  Resolved,  That  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  reduce  Items  in  a  Vote,  the  Ques- 
tion shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  ori- 
ginal Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the 
case  maybe 

2.  Resolved,  That  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for 
omitting  or  reducing  any  item  (Mr,  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer) 

Judicial  Buiinei$  in  the  Home  of  Lorde, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  May  28,  [193]  908 

Membere*  Seate  in  this  Houte,  Observations, 
Colonel  Greville-Nugent ;  Reply,  Colonel 
Sykes  April  2,  [191]  697 

Orders  of  the  Day  on  Tueedayt — Resolved, 
That  upon  Tuesday  the  7th  day  of  July  next, 
and  every  succeeding  Tuesday  during  the 
present  Session,  Orders  of  the  Day  have 
precedence  of  Notices  of  Motions,  the  right 
being  reserved  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  of 
placing  Government  Orders  at  the  head  of 
the  List  {Mr,  JOieraeli)  June  10,  [193]  1570 

Standing  Orders,  SHeot  Committee  on,  nomi- 
nated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  \*l,  [190] 
800 

PriviUae— Public  Petth'tMU— Special  Report 
of  the  Committee  [28th  May]  read  {Mr, 
Charles  Forster)  June  18,  [193]  1700 
Order,  That  in  the  case  of  the  Petitions  to 
which  the  Report  refers,  they  do  lie  upon  the 
Table,  read,  and  discharged 

Privilege  and  Order 

Committee  for  iVttnl^^— appointed  Nov  19 
Production   of  Public  Documents — Observa- 
tions,   Mr.    Darby    Griffith  ;     Reply,    Mr. 
Layard  Dec  6,  [190]  666 


PARunaxT — CoiQcon— tfenl. 

Interference  of  Peers  at  Etecdons-^Cambridge 
University  Election,  Question,  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  ;  Answer,  Sir  W.  Stirling-Maxwell 
Feb  17,  [100]  801 ;  Question,  Mr.  Craulurd  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  20,  1970 

Forms  of  the  House,  Observations,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  May  22,  [193]  719 

Point  of  Order — Committees,  Question,  Colonel 
French  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  May  11, 
[193]  10 

Rules  of  the  House — Allusion  to  Debates  in 
the  other  House,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of 
Supply  May  29,  To  leave  out  from  **Thal," 
and  add  **  the  rule  of  this  House,  '  that  no 
Member  may  allude  to  any  Debate  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,'  be  rescinded" 
{Mr,  Darby  Orifith),  [193]  1077;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  &o, ; "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;   Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  May  5,  [191]  1786 

Private  Bills 

Board  of  Trade  Reports,  Question,  Mr. 
Waldemve-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  Jpr»(  3,  [191]  831 

Committee  of  SelecHon,  nominated;  List  of 
the  Committee  Feb  21,  [xoo]  1011 

Private  Bill  Legislation — Standing  Orders — 
Moved,  "That  the  Committee  of  Selection 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  refer  any  Private  Bills 
to  the  Referees,  instead  of  to  a  Committee 
of  the  House,  with  power  to  the  Referees  to 
inquire  into  the  whole  subject  matter  of  suoh 
Bills,  and  to  report  them,  with  or  withoot 
Amendments,  to  the  House "  {Mr,  Dodson) 
Feb  18,  [190]  862  ;  after  debate.  Debate  ad- 
journed till  Tuesday,  drd  March 
Debate  resumed  Mar  17,  1797;  Qnestixm 
again  proposed ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  may  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question, 
in  order  to  add  the  words  "  refer  any  opposed 
Private  Bill,  or  any  Group  of  such  Bills,  to  a 
Committee  consisting  of  Four  Members,  and 
a  Referee  "  {Lord  Hotham) ;  Question,  *«That 
the  words,  ^.  ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  and 
Motion  withdrawn ;  Moved,  **  That  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  may  refer  any  opposed 
Private  Bill,  or  any  Group  of  such  BiUs,  to 
a  Conmiittee  consisting  of  Four  Members 
and  a  Referee  "  {Lord  Hotham) ;  Amendt. 
to  leave  out  "Four,"  and  insert  •< Three" 
{Mr,  MUmer  Oibson);  Question,  " That  the 
word  <  Four,'  ^. "  ;  A.  162,  N.  109 ;  M.  8 ; 
nudn  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Standing  Orders  93, 90,  96,  and  97  repealed 
ifarl7, 1811 

Standing  Order  131 ;  Consideratiott  deferred 
till  Tuesday  next 
Moved, "  That  Standing  Order  131  (Compe- 
tition to  be  a  ground  of  locus  standi)  be  re- 
pealed "  {Mr.  Dodson)  Mar  24,  [190]  139  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Per- 
sonal Explanation,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave,  Sir 
John  Hanmer  ifor  27,  301 

ReHgnaJtion  of  the  £M  0/ JD^r^y— Ministwial 

Sutement,  Lord  Stanley  Feb  ^6,  [190]  1097% 
Re-construction  of  the  Ministry — Ministerial 

Statement,  Lord  Stanley  Feb  28,[iqo]  1100 ; 

Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Disraeli  JMir  5. 
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PAR        PAR 


PiRUAintirT— CoMMOHB— confc 
Palace  of  WeHminster 


t  SB  SSI  ON    186  7-8  ) 
190— 191 — 19a — 193. 


PAR        PAT 


Cartoons  in  Wettmintter  Hall,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Jfoi*  16, 
[190]  1685 

Conference  Room,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
French  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
April  2S,[igi]lliS 

Frescoes  in  the  Bouses  of  Parliament,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cowper  ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  July  7,  [193]  812 

New  Palace  Yard^  Entrance  (y,  Question,  Mr. 
Thomson  Hankey ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  Mar  6,  [190]  1160 

New  Palace  Yard^The  Peel  Statue,  Amendt 
on  Committee  of  Supply  June  25,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,''  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  Peel  Statue 
ought  to  be  removed  from  its  present 
site  in  New  Palace  Yard  "  {Lord  Eleho),  [  1 92] 
2138;  after  short  debate,  Question,  "That 
the  words  Ac.  ;"  A.  71,  N.  182;  M.  Ill ; 
words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Preservation  of  the  Stone-work^  Question,  Mr. 
Cowper  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
July  18,  [193]  1105 

Statue  to  Oliver  Cromwell,  Question,  Mr. 
Candlish  ;     Answer,    Lord    John    Manners 

Mar  12,  [190]  1450 

The  Statues  in  Westminster  HaUj  Question,  Vis- 
count Hardinge ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Malmesbury  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  10, 
[193]  978 

The  Cannina  Statue,  Question  Lord  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Earl  of  Malmesburj  July  20, 
[193]  1460;  /w/y23,  1664 


The  Parliament  Prorogued,  bj  Commission,  to 
Thursday,  the  8th  November  next,  July  31 


Parliament — Divisions  of  the  House 

Moved,  "  That  if  any  Member  shall,  by  mistake, 
go  out  with  the  Ayes  or  the  Noes  (as  the 
case  may  be)  having  intended  to  vote  on  the 
other  side,  he  sh^l  wait  until  the  other 
Members  in  the  same  Lobby  shall  have  passed 
out,  and,  on  presenting  himself  to  the  Tellers, 
he  shall  desire  that  he  may  not  be  counted 
with  them,  he  having  entered  the  Lobby  by 
mistake ;  and  the  Tellers  shall  thereupon 
oome  with  such  Member  to  the  Table,  and 
inform  the  House  of  the  oiroumstanoe,  and 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  (as  the  case  may  be), 
shall  thereupon  ask  such  Member  whether 
he  was  in  the  House  when  the  Question 
was  put,  and,  if  he  shall  answer  in  the 
affirmative,  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  (as  the 
case  may  be),  shall  then  ask  such  Mem- 
ber whether  he  desires  to  vote  Aye  or  No 
on  such  Question,  and  the  vote  of  such  Mem- 
ber as  then  declared  by  him  shall  be  taken 
by  the  Tellers  in  the  House,  and  rq>orted  by 
them  accordingly  "  (Sir  CoUnan  (/Loghlen) 
June  80,  [193]  888  ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 


Parliament — House  of  Commons^  Arrang0' 
ments  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  Bazley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Headlam 
Dee  2,  [190]  509 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed, 
"  To  consider  whether  any  alteration  can  be 
made  in  the  arrangements  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  so  as  to  enable  a  greater  number 
of  Members  to  hear  and  take  part  in  the 
proceedings ;  and  to  consider  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  several  rooms  and  offices  at- 
tached to  the  House,  and  the  means  of  access 
to  the  same,  with  a  view  to  the  greater  con-  « 
venience  of  Members  in  the  disoluirge  of  their 
duties,  and  how  better  accommodation  can  be 
provided  within  the  precincts  of  the  House 
for  the  transaction  of  Departmental  Business, 
during  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  by  Mem- 
bers holding  Offices  in  the  Government" 
{Mr.  Eeadlam)  Feb  19,  [190]  988  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Headlam  (Chairman).  Mr.  Bacley, 
Mr.  John  Bright,  Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane,  Mr.  William  Cowper,  Viscount 
Cranbome,  Lord  Elcho,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith, 
Mr.  Hankey,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate,  Mr. 
Beresford  Hope,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Lord 
John  Manners,  Mr.  Tite ;  Mar  10,  Mr. 
John  Bright  disch.,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie 
added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  12 

{Pari  P,  No.  265) 

Question,  Mr.  Headlam ;  Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  July  10,  [193]  1000 


Pakbt,  Mr.  T.,  Boston 
Public  Departments,  [193]  716 


Partition  Bill [H.L.]    (The  L<>rd  ChaneeUar) 

I,  Presented ;  read  !•*  April  8  (No.  67) 

Read  2»  •  April  27 

Committee* ;  Report  April  28       (No.  116) 

Readd**^/nn7  80 
e.  Read  P  •  May  7  [BiU  1 07] 

Read  2"*  •  May  14 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  20 

Considered  *  May  22 

Read  d«  *  May  25 

Royal  Assent  June  25      [81  d(  82  Viet,  c.  40] 


Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of 
Question,  Mr.  Sinclair  Aytoun  ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  27,  [191]  450 


Patent  Office  Inquiry 

Patent  Office,  Library  and  Museum,  Question, 
Mr.  Layard ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 
irayl4.[i93]244 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
a  Copy  of  all  the  Proceedings  and  Evidence 
in  the  Information  in  Chancery,  Attorney 
General  v.  Edmunds ;  together  witVv  ^^^ 
Papers  relating  to  the  Patent  Office  Ia<%>3^'^Y 
(ifr.  BenHnck)  July  29,  [193]  1920  *.  ^ 
short  debate.  Motion  with<bawa 
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Pattsh,    Bight    Hon.    Cdonel    J.    W. 
(Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 

caster),  Laneoihtre,  N. 
Army  Reierre,  Motion  for  a  Commiinon,[i9a] 

1060 
Duohy  of  Laneftster,  [lOo]  C49 
Election   Petition  ana  Cormpt  Pnotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add.  el.  [193]  1441 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  32,  [191]  334 
Parliament  —  Private  Bill  Legislation,  Rat. 

[190]  1798, 1810 
R^olation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1790 

Pattll,  Mr.  H.,  St  Ivm 

Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [19a]  1888, 1393 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  el,  5,   [19a]  688,  8183, 

3195;  el,  45.  [193]  1183 
Metropolis  Subways,  3R.  [190]  1378 
Mines  Assessment,  Consid.  [193]  1334 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [193]  1073 
Parliament  —  PriraU   BUI   Legislatioa,  Ras. 

[190]  1808 
Riots  at  Aahton,  Stalaybridge,  dw.  [19a]  839 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8, 

Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  377,  384 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

add,  el  [190]  1438 
Courts  of  Justice,  Designs  for  the  New,  [19a] 

653 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  R01.  1, 

[iQi]  1483 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  197 
MetropoliUn  Tramways,  3R.  [190]  1113 
Mines  Assessment,  3R.  [191]  1867 
Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  379 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

cl.  8,  [19a]  891 
Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  Licences,  [190]  331 
Supply — Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  391 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.  [19a]  398 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
Army  Reserre,  Motion  for  a  Commisaion,  [x9a] 

1954 
Army — Sale   and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  ri9a]  548 
Scotland— Established  Church,  [191]  1884 


Peel,  Right  Hon.   Gen.  J.,  Huntingdon 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  65 
Military  Store  Department,  [193]  961 
Army — Military  Expenditure,  Increase  of,  [193] 

953 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  731, 

1388 
Supply—Ciril  Service  Estimates,  [193]  1187 


L    INDBX}        PBB         PET 
-19a— 193. 

Feel,  Mr.  J.,  Damwwih 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  aad  Egjpti  [193] 

1053 
Indl»— Baak  of  Bomtey,  [191]  1884 

Peerage  (Ireland)  BOK'^tr  Cobmm  (yLogkkn, 

Mr,  Momell,  Mr.  SkauhLefnnre) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  AprU  3  [BQl  83] 

Moved,  *«That    the    BiU  be  now   read  i*" 

Apra  39,  ri9i]  1559 
Amendt.  to  leave  out "  now,"  and  add  "upon 

this   day  six   months*'   (Cdana  Fremeh); 

Question,  «  That  '  now,'  Ac  : "  after  short 

debate,  Amendt.  and  MoUon  withdrawn ;  Bill 

withdrawn 


PsKBERTOK,  Mr.  £.  L.,  JSTmt,  S, 
Navy  Estimates— Dockys^  and  Naval  Tarda, 

[193] 551, 555 
Navy — Old  Ships  and  Sheemess  Dockyard,  [z  3] 

1713 


Penbhtit,  Lord 
Established  Choroh  (Ireland).  [199]  1909 


'}' 


Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191 J  1764 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [192]  430 

Boundary,  Comm.  el,  4,  [192]  1486;  Amendt. 
1440 

Indiap— Case  of  Sir  T.  J.  Metcalfe,  Motion  lor 
aGommitt6e,[i9i]  1371 


Perth  and  Brechin  Provisional  Ordara 
Confirmation  Bill    (iheLord  Aduoeau, 

Mr,  Secretary  OaUuma  J^tr^,  Sir  JmmM 

FtrguBicn) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>•  M€ar  33  [BiU  74] 

Read  30*  ifor  36 

Committee*;  Report  Har  30 

Read  3<'*  Mar  31 
lReaAi^*{TheLordCU9tkm)AprU9  (No.  64) 

Read3**ili>n7  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  8 

Read  3**  ifoy  11 

Royal  Assent  May  89 

Petit  Jnriea  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Attorney  General  fer  irekmd,  The  JEari  of 

Mayo) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Mar  19  [Bill  70] 

Question,  Mr.  Esmonde  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
tomey  General  for  Ireland  Mar  86,  [191] 
363 

Read  8**  *,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
Jlfay38 

And,  on  June  83,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Attorney  General  fbr  Ireland 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Cogan,  Mr.  Cooper,  Genoral 
Dunne,  Mr.  Garth,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton, 
Mr.  Headlam,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate,  Mr. 
Huddleston,  Mr.  Kavanafb,  Mr.  Monsell, 
The  O* Conor  Don,  Sir  Colinan  0'Lo£falen» 
Mr.  O'Reilly,  and  Mr.  Pirn 

Special  Report  of  Select  Committee  July  3 

(Pari,  P.  No.  890) 

Report  *  July  3  [Bill  309] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  July  6 

Read3*»/u/y7 
/.  Read  1**  (7%^  EaH  of  Longford)  July  0 

Read  8>  •  July  14  (No.  831) 

Committee* ;  Report  July  16 

Read3**/ti^l7 

Royal  Anent /fi^  81   [31 4  «l  Fkl.  0. 7tf] 


PET        PIL 


(SESSION    1867-8) 
190—191—192^193. 
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Petroleum  Act  Amendment  Bill 

Sir  James  Ferputtan,  Mr,  Secretary  Oathome 

Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  April  23  [BiU  98] 

Read  2»  •  April  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  28        [Bill  Ul] 

Order  for  Committee  {^on  re'eamm,)  read ; 
Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  June  15,  [192]  1618 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'Tbat/'  and  add 
"  the  BiU  be  committed  to  a  Seleet  Com- 
mittee **  {Mr.  M* Lagan) ;  after  short  debate, 
QuestioD,  **  That  the  words,  dco.,"  agreed  to ; 
main  Question  agreed  to  ;  Report  [Bill  171] 

Considered  *  June  22 

Read  3°  •  June  25 
/.  Read  !•*  ( The  Lord  CHnton)  June  20 

Read  2*  •  July  3  (No.  178) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  9 

Read  8*  ^  July  10 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  A  32  Vict.  0.  56] 

Petty  Seseions  and  Lock-np  HonBes,  Ac* 

Bill    {Sir  Jame*  Ferguuon,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Mofr  28  [Bill  75] 

Read  2"  •  April  2 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  20 

Read  3«  •  ApHl  21 
I.  Read  \^*  {The  Lord  CUntan)  April 23 

Read  2*  •  April  30  (No.  71) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  1 

Read  3»  •  May  4 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Via.  c.  22] 

Philips,  Mr.  R.  N.,  Bury 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Gomm.  [193]  1595 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Orders  Confirmation, 

{Mir.  Stephen  Cave,  Mir.  ScUOer^Booth) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee;  Bill  ordered  *  Jlfej^  15 

Read  1°  •  May  18  [Bill  118] 

Read  2^  •  May  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Ma^  22 

Read  d*'*!^  25 
I  Read  1*  •  ( jJU  Duke  of  Richmond)  May  26 

Read  2**  June  8  (No.  120) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3^*  June  23 

Royal  Assent  June  25      [31  A  82  Viet,  0.  46] 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  2)  Bill     {Mr.  Dodton,  Mr.  Stephen 

Cave,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

c.  Resolution    in    Committee ;    Bill    ordered  ; 
read  1°  •  May  29  [BiU  148] 

Read2««  June  4^ 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  8 
Read  3^  *  Jttne  9 

I.  ReaA  l^*  {The  Duke  of  Richmond)  June  II 
Read  2*  *  June  12  (No.  139) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  19 
Read  3*  *  June  23 
Royal  Assent  June  25        [31  A  32  Vict*  0.  47] 

Filctage,     CompuUory — see    Board    of 
Trade,   OompuUorp  PUdage 


PiM,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1078 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  ttei. 
[191]  1924 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add.  cl.  [190]  939 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  domm.  [191]  220 

Ireland-- Questions,  &o. 

Land  Question,  [191]  1459 
Local  GoTemment,  [191]  1457  ;  [193]  309 
Mountjoy  Convict  Prison,  [192]  1470 
Pawnbroking,  Law  of,  [19a]  1758 

Ireland — Rojal  Residence  in,  Motion  ibr  an 
Address,  [192]  351 

Landed  Property  ImproTement  (Ireland),  Leaye, 
[190] 928 

Local  Goremment  Acts,  [191]  256 

Record  Publications,  Res.  [193]  165 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  2R 
[191]   1954;    Comm.    [192]    1537;  d.  18, 
1590,   1595 ;   d.   10,  1765 ;  add.  d.  1784 
Consid.  add.  cl  1901, 1907 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm  ; 
[191]  469  ;  el,  10,  990 

Side  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland),  Leave 
[190]  927 

Plats  Bher,  War  m  the 

Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Dee  6,  [190]  652  ,*  Obserrations,  Lord  Lyve- 
den  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  Mar  30, 
[191]  452 

• 

Police 

Special  Constablet,  Motion  for  *^  Return  of  the 
Number  of  Special  ConstaUes  who  have  re- 
spectively enrolled  themselves  in  the  diflforent 
Parishes  of  the  Metropolis  after  the  explosion 
in  ClerkenweU"  ( The  Lord  CcmkpbeU)  Mar  19, 
[19011880  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Sume,  Foliee  Sergeant,  Vase  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere;  Answer,  Mr.  Qathome  Hardy 
4pi7  2,[i9i]702 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  12,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  the  dismissal  of  Police  Sergeant 
Stone  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  *' 
{Mr.  Labouchere),  [192]  1478 ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  &o. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

SwrpeonAn-Chief  of  the  PoUce  Force,  Ques- 
tion, Viscount  Enfield  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  June  20,  [193]  311 

Surrey  Comtaiutary^Ditmiesdl  of  Inspector 
MUler,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  JMar  31,  [191]  571 


PoLLABB-UBauHABT,  Mr.  W.,   Wettmeoth 
Co. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  516 
Grand  Jury  Cess  ^reland),  2R.  [191]  210 
Ireland— Arbour  Hill  Garrison  ChapeL  [199] 

651 
Licences,  Res.  [191]  155 
Married  Women's  Property,  2R.  [192]  1%^ 


Public  Accounts,  Res.  [loa]  123 
Weights  and  Meaiares  (Metrio 


Public  Schools,  Re-comm. 


[19a]  196 
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Poor  Law 

AuiHn,  James,  Cats  0/  Qaestion,  Mr.  Kinnurd  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardj  /tc/y  23,  [193] 
1678 

Bethnal  Oreen  Workhouss,  Question,  Mr. 
Sherriff;  Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardj, 
Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  12,  [190]  U5d 

Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  Question,  Lord 
Elcho;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Dse  6, 
[190]  661  ;  Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  12,  1460 

CH/ton  and  Bedminster  Workhouse  Ir^rmartes, 
Question,  Mr.  Gosohen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-. 
Booth  Nw  25,  [190]  166 

East  London,  Distress  in,  Question,  Visoonnt 
Enfield  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Dee  6, 
[190]  644 

Oravesend  Board  of  Ouarduins,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Reill/ :  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioka-Beaoh 
4»n7  2,[ioi]704 

Ouxidford  Dnion  —  Vagrants,  Moved,  "  That 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy 
of  Correspondenoe  which  has  recently  passed 
between  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  the  Guild- 
ford Board  of  Guardians  in  reference  to  the 
relief  of  Vagrants  "  ( The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 
May  12,  [192]  96  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
amended,  and  agreed  to 
Ordered, "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copy  of  Correspondence  which  has  recently 
taken  place  with  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  re- 
ference to  the  Relief  of  Vagrants  in  the 
Guildford  Union"  {The  Earl  of  Carnarvon) 

Lambeth  Workhouse — Mr,  O.  Catch,  Amendt. 
on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  20,  To  leave 
out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copies  of  the  Eyidence 
taken  by  Mr.  Farnell  at  the  inquiry  held  at 
St.  Mary's,  Newington,  in  the  spring  of  1866, 
and  of  the  Correspondence  between  the 
Newington  Board  and  the  Poor  Law  Board 
which  led  to  the  removal  of  G.  Catch  from 
the  office  he  then  held  "  (Mr,  Percy  Wynd- 
ham),  [190]  2046;  Question,  "That  the 
words,  Ao,  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Pauper  Idiots  and  Lunatiet,  Question,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicka- 
Beach  Mar  19,  [190]  1687 

Poor  LaWf  Consolidation  of  the.  Question,  Mr. 
Candlish;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  iVov  26, 
[lool  164 

St.  Luie's  Parish,  Omardiansof,  Question,  Mr. 
Childers  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  Dee  6, 
[190]  660 

Schools  and  Charities,  Exemption  of.  Question, 
Mr.  Baines :  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  28, 
[190]  831 ;  Question,  Mr.  Baines;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  29, 
[193]  313 

Scotland,  Question,  Sir  Andrew  Agnew;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Adrocate  June  16,  [192] 
1631 

Strand  Union,  Medical  Ofieer  of-^Dr.  Rogers, 
Question,  Sir  John  Simeon  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  3far  26,  [191]  261 

Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 
Papers  ( 7%«  JEaW  of  Devon)  Nov  28,  [190] 
816  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Vagrancy,  Question,  Mr.  Floyer ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  13,  [193]  1102 

WalsaU  Workhouse,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Forster ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater>Booth  Dee  6,  [190]  631 


Poor  Law  and  Xedioal  Ingpeoton  (Ire- 

laud)   BiU       (The  EaH  of  Mayo,  ifi-. 
Attorney  Oeneralfor  Ireland) 

€,  Ordered  *  June  10 

Read  1«*  June  22  [BUI  188] 

Read  2^  *  July  2 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jidy  3 

Read8«*  /ti^  6 
/.  Read  U*  (The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  7 

Read  2*  •  July  14  (No.  222) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

Road8«*/it/y  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Fid.  c.  74] 

Boor  Law  Board  BrovisioxiBl  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill  ('S^tV  Michael  BUks-Beach, 
Sir  James  Fergusson) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  July  13  [Bill  231] 

Read  20  */uZy  16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

Read8«*/u/y  16 
h  Read  l^  •  (The  Lord  President)  July  17 

Read  2«  •  July  24  (No.  266) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  27 

Read  3*  *  July  28 

Royal  Assent  July  81     [81  A  82  Vu!t,e,  160] 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Serjeant  Barry,  Major  Oavin) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l<>  •  May  4  [BiU  103] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  July  14 

Poor  Law — Law  for  Belief  of  the  Poor 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Miyesty,  to  request  that  Her  Majesty 
wiU  be  graciously  pleased  to  issue  a  Royid 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  Operatioa 
and  Administration  of  the  Laws  for  the 
Relief  of  the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales  " 
(I%e  Marquess  Townshena)  June  12,  [19a] 
1462  ;  ailer  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Poor  Mates  Assessmmt,  Sfo. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  assessment  and  coUection  of  Poor  Rates 
and  other  local  Rates  and  Taxes  in  England 
and  Wales "  (Mr,  Ayrton)  Mar  10,  [190] 
1896 

And,  on  Mar  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
foUows  : — Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Sir  Mi- 
chael Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Floyer, 
Mr.  Goldney,  Mr.  Gosohen,  Mr.  Edward 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Secretary  Gathome  Hardy, 
Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Colonel  Hogg, 
Mr.  Kekewich,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  PauU, 
Hr.  Powell,  Mr.  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  TreTolyan, 
Mr.  VilUers,  and  Mr.  Woodd 

Report  of  Select  Committee  June  22 

(P«^.  P.  No.  842) 

Poor  Rates  Assessment,  Question,  Mr.  White ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Har^  July  10,  [193] 
999  ;  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  31, 
1941 

Poor  Belief  Assessment  Returns,  Question,  Mr. 
Candlish ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh 
June  12,  [193]  1470 
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Poor  Belief  Bill  [h.l.]     ( The  Earl  of  D&wm) 
I.  Presented :  read  1«  *  Mar  13  (No.  89) 

191]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  noir  read  2«" 

Mar  24,  138  ;  Bill  read  2» 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  Hoase  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  "  Mar  SO,  457  ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  April  2,   the   Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : — L.  Abp.  York, 
D.  Richmond,  M.  Salisbury,  £.  Devon,  £. 
Denbigh,  E.  Hardwioke,  E.  Carnarvon,  E. 
Grey,  E.  Daoie,  E.  Ellenboroagh,  E.  Kim- 
berley,  V.  Eversley,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Egerton, 
and  L.  Northbrook 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22  (No.  110) 
192]  Committee — r.p.  May  28,  946    (No.  Ill) 
.  Committee  June  16,  1621  (No.  132) 

.  Report  JuM  18,  1743  (No.  155) 

.  Read  3*  Juw  23,  1910  (No.  162) 

e.  Read  1«*  June  23  [Bill  166] 

Read  2o  *  June  29 
Committee  • — b.p.  July  14 
193]  Committee— R.P.  July  17, 1421 
.  Committee — r.p.  July  21, 1605 
.  Committee  ;  Report  July  27, 1871 
.  Considered  July  28,  1908  ;  after  short  debate, 

Bill  read  3° 
Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  122] 


Portland  Convict  PrUon 
Question,    Captain  Vivian;   Answer,  Mr.  G. 
Hardy  Nov  26,  [190]  179 


PoBTMAN,  Lord 

Artisans'  and  Labonren*  Dwellings,  2R.  [192] 

907,  911;    Motion  for  a  Committee,  916; 

Explanation,  946  ;  Report,  [193]  987 
Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  [190]  130, 

132,  137,  140 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  9,  Amendt.  [192]  1621, 

1627 


Portpatrick  and  BeUkst  and  County  Down 
Bailway  Companies  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodson,  Mr,  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exehequer^ 
Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  June  26 

Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;    read  1^  * 
June  29  [Bill  201] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o  "  July  6, 
[193]  781 :  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2« 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  8 

Considered  *  July  9 

Read  3^  •/u^  9 
I  Read  1*  *  (The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  10 

Read  2**  July  16  (No.  238) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  17 

Read  3** /u/y  21 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  A  32  Viet,  0. 61] 


Portugal,  Commercial  Dreaty  with 

Question,  Colonel   Barttelot ;   Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  Nov  28,  [190]  331 


[.'. 


PoBi  Office 

Abyainia,  Pottage  from,  Question,  Mr.  Butler ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  5,  [190] 
1115 

American  Mail  Subsidies,  Question,  Hr.  Bax- 
ter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  5, 
[192I  342 

Annual  Reports,  1866  and  1867,  Question,  Mr. 
Moffiitt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  8, 
191]  2001 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Mofliatt,  Mr. 
'iJrawiford  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Sclater  -  Booth 
/tm«  12,  [192]  1476 

Australia— Postal  Communication  with^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Vomer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  Mar  20,  [100]  1979 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Childers;  Answer,  Mr.  I^later-Booth  June  12, 
[192]  1472 

Cctpe  Mail  Contract,  Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  May  26,  [192] 
923  ;  Question,  Mr.  Morrison  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Solater-Booth  June  5, 1180 

Circular  Delivery  Companies,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  29,  [193]  1922 

Ecut  India  Mail  Services 

East  Indies,  Postal  CommunicaHon  with  the-— 
The  Brxndisi  Route,  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  June  15,  [192] 
1561 

India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails — Contract  with 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion  Company,  Question,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Montrose 
Nov  25,  [190]  157 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Contract  for  the  Conveyance 
of  Mails  between  this  Country,  India,  China, 
and  Japan,  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Steam  Navigation  Company  be  approved  " 
{Mr,  Hunt)  Nov  29,  [190]  450  ;  afler  long 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  55,  N.  13;  M.  42 

Mail  Services  Estimates,  Question,  Mr.  Craw- 
ford ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  26, 
[191]  258 

Penang,  Postal  Communication  with.  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Baring ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth 
/Miitf  4,  [192]  1109 

Postage  Rates  to  India,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Rawlinson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  JVot;  25,  [190] 
167 


Electric  Telegraphs,  Question,   Mr.  Ayrton ;     - 
Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  June  15,  [192] 
1564 

French  Mails,  Contract  for — Mr,  Churchward, 

'  Question,  Mr.  Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Feb  24,  [190I 1072 

London  Letter  dxmdr«,  Question,  Mr.  Bathurst; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  June  22,  [192] 
1853 

Malta,  CommuniccUion  with.  Question,  Sir 
George  Bowyer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
Feb  17,  [190]  801 ;  Feb  28, 1102  ;  Question, 
Sir  George  Bowyer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  Mar  9,  1226 

Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  Question, 
Mr.  Carnegie;  Answer,  Mr.  ScUiter-B<K\t\2i. 
June  25,  [192]  2134 

Postal  Communication  with  Ireland^ Q,*^^^^^ 
town.  Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;  Answ^*^* 
Hunt  A<w  29,  [190141% 


FOB        FOB 


Port  Q^Im— «ont. 
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Foiiai  Sirvieds^PropoitUmate  CoMribvti4)ni, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Crawford;  Answor,  Hr.  ScUter- 
Booth  Mdtf  25.  [192]  817 

Po$tal  Subndiei,  Amendt.  on  Commlttea  of 
Suppl/  Mar  20,  To  Imto  out  from  "  That,'' 
ana  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no 
Postal  Subsidies  in  the  form  of  a  fixed  pay- 
ment, and  not  dependent  on  the  number  of 
letters  and  newspapers  earned,  should  be 
granted  where  ordmaiy  traffic  supports  several 
lines  of  passenger  steamen  as  is  the  case 
between  this  oountry  and  the  United  States 
of  America  "  (Afr.  B<uter),  [zoo]  2010  ; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;'^after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Post  Ofice,  General,  Ca$€  of  A,  /•  Dufy, 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from"  That,"  and  add  ^  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
oiroamstanoes  connected  with  the  removal  of 
Anthony  J.  Puffy  from  his  appointment  of 
permanent  clerk  in  the  Circulation  depart- 
ment of  the  General  Post  Office"  (Sir 
Patrick  (/Brien),  [191]  1296  ;  Question, 
*<That  the  words,  dsc.  ;  *^  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Pott  Ofico  (Irelandy'Ofieeri^  Salarisi,  Ques- 
tion, General  Dunne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  JuM  15,  [102]  1062 

Souihtim  District  Post  Ofice,  Question,  Mr. 
Locke  :  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  Mar  27, 
[191]  S6S 

Sunday  Labour  in  the,  Obserrations,  Mr. 
M'Laren ;  Reply,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25, 
[192]  2161 

United  States,  Postal  Commumeaiian  with  the 

Canard  Contract,  The  Question,  Mr.  Gra- 
ham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Nov  28,  [190]  883 

National  Steam  Ship  Company,  The  MaUs  to 
New  York,  Question,  Mr.  Seely;  Answer, 
Hr.  Hunt  Dee  6,  [190]  604 

Postal  Convention,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Sclater-Booth  June  25,  [19s]  2182 

Postal  Convention  with,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Feb  20,  [190]  987 

Postal  Service  with,  Observations  Mr.  Ayrton  ; 
short  debate  thereon  Dec  7,  [190]  678 

United  States  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter; 
Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Mar  16,  [190] 
1685 

Vaneouim's  Island,  Postal  Cammumoation  with* 
Question,  Viscount  Milton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  July  16,  [193]  1289 

West  India  Mail  Service 

Ealifax,  Bermuda,  and  St,  Thomas  MaHs, 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Contract  entered  into  with 
Mr.  W.  Cunard  for  the  conveyance  of  Malls 
between  Halifax,  Bermuda,  and  St.  Thomas, 
be  approved  "  (Mr.  Bunt)  Dec  5,  [190]  682 ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 
Question,  Mr.  Bouverie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  July  23,  [103]  1669 

St,  Thomas — Island cf.  Question,  Mr.  Gilpin; 
Answer,  Mr.  Hunt  Dec  2,  [190]  508  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gilpin,  Mr.  Kmnaird ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Hunt  Dec  6,  665 ;  Question,  Mr.  Kin- 
naird  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Feb  14,  781 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Gilpin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  May  25,  [19a]  815 

■    [eont. 


Peat  Cj/io6~-'«mU 

West  India  and  PaHfe  Company,  Queetlon, 
M^.  Graves  ;  Answer,  BIr.  SciateNBootii 
July  2,  [193]  519 

West  India  Mail  Contraeis,  Question,  Mr. 
Graves;  Answer,  Mr.  Selater-Booth  41^^24, 
[191]  1222 

P0TTEB9  Ur.  E.,  Carlisle 
Electrio  Telegraphs,  Gomm.  [193]  1591 ;  d,  15, 

1608 
Elementary  Edueation,  2R.  [19a]  2007 
Scientific  Instruction,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  169 
Supply — Eduoation,  Public,  Report,  [19a]  1607 

PoTTEB,  Mr.  T.  Bayley,  Eochdale 
Army^Perth  Barracks,  [190]  829 
Diplomatic  Service,  Res.  [^193]  981 
Foreign  OfBoe— Diplomatic  Agents,  [190]  542, 

986 
France— Paris  Exhibition,  [191]  856 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d.  9,  [19a]  974 

Powell,  Mr.  FI  S.,  Cambridge 

Army  Estimates — Surveys,  [193]  964 

Army — Shoeburyness  Experunents,  [190]  1813 

Artisans'  and  Labouren'  Dwellings,  2R.  [190] 

1481;  Comm.  cl,  24,  Amendt.  [191]  676; 

a,  27,  Amendt.  i5.,  677 ;  d.  28, .  Amendt. 

ib, ;  add,  el  1064,  1065, 1066 ;  Consld.  1566 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  284;  ol,  4,  Amendt. 

1440 
Bristoli  Representation  of,  [191]  859 
Colliery  Accidents,  Motion  for  a  Commission, 

[19a]  944 
Compulsory  Church  Kates  Abolition,  Comm. 

el,  4,  [190]  1417 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee. [193]  886 
Crete — Disturbances  in,  [190]  165 
Ecclesiastical  Commissionera  Orden  in  Conn- 
oil,  [191]  1198 ;  el,  1,  Amendt.  1201 
Education — Report  of  Council,  [193]  608 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  FraoticM  At 

Elections,  Comm.  d,  69  Amendt.  [193]  742, 

748 ;  d,  8,  Amendt.  746  ;  d,  45,  Amendt. 

1178  ;  d,  46,  Amendt.  1184  ;  d.  47,  1872  ; 

Consid.  1687 :  add,  d,  1647, 1649 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  [191} 

1987 
Lee  River  Conservancy,  Leave,  [190]  990 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Univenities,  2R.  [19a] 

282;  [1931*36 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  9,  Amendt.  [193]  1614 ; 

d,   10,    Amendt.  1871,  1872,  1875,  1879  ; 

d.  12,  Amendt.  1880  ;  Lords  Amendts.  1906 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  [19a]  1641 ;  d.  5, 

1924  ;  cl.   16,  1946 ;  d,  21,  Amendt.  [193] 

817 
Registration,  Comm.  add,  d,  [193]  ^70 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d,  8,  [19a]  484 ;  cl,  7,  858  ;  cL  8,  884 
Sale  of  Liquora  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1860 
Supply— British  Embassy  iiouses,  [191]  987 
Education,  Public,   [19a]  1148  ;    Report, 

Amendt.  1607 
Public  Buildings,  [19a]  292 
Science  and  Arty[i9a]  1166 


PomLL,  Hr.  F.  8.— MHl. 
Weit    IndiM,    Lordi    Ameodt*.     H 

Adjourpmaiit,  [193]  1688 
TBncrcd'i  Charilj,  SE.  [191]  2S3 
WorkihDp  RegulfttioD  Act,  [193]  SIT 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Cotton  Sutiatioi,  SE.   [191]  T09 

Peict,  Mr.  W.  T.,,OhiuMlfr 
~       '     r,  Comm.  (191]  an 


Prineu»  of  Wain,  S.S.S.~Birth  of  a 
Prineeu 

Moved,  That  in  bambis  Addreti  be  prei«Dt«d 

to  Her  Msjealf,  to  congratulate  tier  Ma- 
jctty  on  Ths  PrinceiiorWaleihanngbappilr 
giT«a  birth  to  a  Princ«»,  and  to  aiiure 
Uer  Majeat;  of  the  deep  Inltreit  felt  bf  the 
Houae  of  Lorda  In  all  that  oonoarna  the  do- 
meatio  Happlneia  of  Her  Majetty  and  Uer 
Family"  (Thi  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  t, 
[103]  866  ;  Kflar  abort  dobale,  agreed  to, 
AnnifK  DutentienU 
The  Queen'i  Aaawer  to  the  Addreaa  reported 
July  13,  1090 


Addreaa  to  the  Qaeen  (Mr,  DiiratU)  July  9, 
['93] 913 

MoTcii,  "That  BD  bumble  Addreta  be  pre- 
•ented  to  liar  Majeetj,  to  conftratnlale  Her 
Majesty  on  tbe  Prinoeaa  of  Walea  haTlng 
happily  given  birth  to  a  Princeia,  and  to 
aaaure  Her  Majeaty  of  our  fceliiiga  of  devoted 
loyalty  and  attach  ment  to  Her  Majeaty'a  Per- 
■on  and  Family  "  {Mr.  IXiraeli) ;  Kaiolntion 
agreed  to,  Nemine  Confradicenle 

Her  Hajeaty'a  Antwer  to  tbe  Addreaa  reported 
July  18,  1140 

Priton  Minuttrt  Act 

Moved,  "  That,  in  ooneeqncnce  of  the  penlatent 
refnaal  or  negteot  of  tbe  aulhoritiet  having 
control  orer  certain  of  the  connty  aod  bo- 
roogh  Priiona  of  Great  Britain  to  nut  in 
operation  the  powera  given  to  them  by  the 
PriaoD  Miniaten  Act,  it  is  neceaaary  tbey 
should  be  compelled  by  Law  (o  make  ade- 
quate proviaion  for  the  religious  inalructiou 
and  Divine  Worahip  of  Cutbolio  Priaonera  " 
(ifr.  Xaguire)  June  SO,  [193]  372;  after 
abort  debate.  Motion  irithdrawn 
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Priatnu  (^land) 


Friaona  (CompeiuiatioiL  to  Offloen)  Bill 

(Sir  Jamti  Fergutioa,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Bardy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Jfiir  30  [Bill  801 

Read  2°  •  April  2 

Committee*;  Report  JpriK  20 

Eead3  '  April  21 
I.  Read  1'  *  ( The  Lord  CUnlon)  April  23 

Bead  2-  "  April  27  (No.  72) 

Committee  ■ ;  Report  April  38 

Read  3'*  April  30 

Royal  Aaaent  Hay  29  [31  Viet.^.  21] 

VOL.  CZCIII.  [Taifin«iuH.j  . 


(The  Earl  «/  Jfiiyp, 
ifr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
t.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  JiOy  27  [BUI  300] 

PrlBotu  (Scotland)  Adminlstratioii  Acta 
Amendineitt  Bill 

(5>r  Edward  CoUbreote,  Mr.  Dalgliik) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1'  •  June  8  [Bill  Its] 

Read  2",  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

Committee  nominated  aafollova  : — Sir  Edward 
ColebroolcB  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bouverie,  Mr. 
Capper,  Mr.  Baillie  Coobraae,  Mr.  Graham, 
Sir  Edmund  Lecbmere,  Sir  Tbomaa  Lloyd, 
Mr.  Merry,  Mr.  Ramaay,  Mr.  Vanoe,  and 
Mr.  Welby  Jime  22 

Bsport '  June  26 

Committee*  (on  re-eomm. )—B.r.  June  29 

Committee';  Report  Jun«  30        [Bill  1 97] 

Conaideretl'  July  1 

Read  3°  ■  July  1 
(.  Read  \-* (The  Earl 0/ Borne)  JtUy  2 

Reai2—J«iy1  (No.  203) 

Committee*  1  Report /tify  8 

Read3**/uEy  10 

Koyal  AiaentJuIylS    [SI  di  33  Fi«i.  o.  00] 

Private  SHU — see  Parliament 

Privy  Council — Mtiioal  Offie*r  of  M*— 
Report 
Queation,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jervoiae ;  Antwer,  Lord 
Robert  Montagu  Mar  17,  [190]  1813 

Probate  Duty  on  Leatehold  Property 

QueatioD,  Mr.  Kiunalrd :  Anawer,  Mr.  Hunt 
Dee6.[,<)o\UB;  Feft  U,  729 

Probate  of  Willfl,  ftc.  (Ireland)  Bill 
'   (Jfr.  Henry  B.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Serjeant  Barry) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  20  [BiU  139] 


Piotniaaory  Oatlis  Bill 

(^The  Lord  Chaneellor) 

Preaented  ;  rend  1*  Fth  IS.  [190]  688  (No.  10) 

Moved,  •■  That  the  Bill  be  *ow  read  2' " 
Feb  18,  891  i  after  abort  debate,  Bill  read  3% 
and  relerred  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  Fib  30,  the  Lorda  following  were 
named  of  the  Commiiteo :— D.  Richmond, 
E.  Devon,  L.  Bp.  Oiford,  L.  Lyveden,  L. 
Weitbury  ;  Feb  21,  Karl  Ruaaell  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  ifor  33  (No.  SI) 

Cdmm  ittee  'April  34 

Report '.Jprtf  17  (No.  S3) 

Read  8**  April  23 

Readl°*  Jfay  12  [BiU  113] 

R«ad  2°  ■  May  38 


Conaic 


'aly^ 


Read3'*/u;y  IL  _ 

I.  Commona  Amendti.  oontidered  July  15.  '^'^*?^  ' 

after  debate,  agreed  to  {Ho.  *'V^ 


B,  agreed  b 
Jidyil 
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Puhlio  Aeeimnts 

Committee  nominated  Feb  14,  aa  follow! : 
—Mr.  Cliilders  (Chairman),  Hr.  Algernon 
Egerton,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  Hovei,  Mr. 
Laing,  Hr.  Liddell,  Mr.  Pollard-Urqahart, 
Mr.  ScUier^Booth,  and  Mr.  Seel/ 

Moved,  *'  That  those  who  condnot  the  audit  of 
Fubiio  Aocoants  on  behalf  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ought  to  be  independent  of  the 
Ezeoutive  Government  and  directly  respon- 
sible to  this  House  ;  and  that,  inasmuch  aa 
the  appointment,  aalaries,  and  pensions  of 
the  officers  entrusted  with  the  conduct  of 
such  audit  are  more  or  less  under  the  control 
of  the  Treasury,  the  present  system  is  one 
which  imperatively  calls  for  revision"  {Mr, 
Dillwyn)  May  12,  [192]  116;  after  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  21 

(Port  P.  No.  4W) 


PuhlicQticni^  RegUiration  of 

Observations,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Reply,  The  Attor- 
ney General ;  short  debate  thereon  June  12, 
[19a]  1609 

EttempUon  of  SmaU  Pamphlets  from  Security , 
Question,  Mr.  Craufurd ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  Mar  20,  [190]  1974 


PuhUcationi — Sale  of  Illegal 

Question,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndham  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Gathorne  Hardy  May  19,  [193]  512 
Immoral  Puhlieationi   and   Playe,  Question, 

Mr.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy 

June  15, [19a]  1558 


Public  DipartmenUf  Concentration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory;   Answer,  Lord  John 
Manners  July  13,  [193]  1105 


Public  Bepartments  (Extra  Receipts)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hrnii,  Mr.  Chaneelior  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Dee  7  [Bill  26] 

Moved,    *•  That   the  Bill  be    now  i«ad  2» 
Feb  13,  [190]  692  ;  Bill  read  2» 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Feb  17 

Read  d«  •  Feb  24 
I.  Read  1» •  {TU  Lord  Clinton)  Fa  24 

Read  2«  *  Mar  5  (  No.  25) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  9 

Read3»*  Mar  10 

Royal  Aiaent  ifor  SO  [31  Vict.  c.  9] 


M 


Public  Bepartments  Payments  Bill 

(Mr.  SelaUr-Booth,  Mr.  Secretary  O.  Hardy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l"**  July  6  [BUI  212] 

Read2<'*  July  Id 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  14 

Considered  *  July  15 

Read  30*  July  \6 
I,  Read  1»*  {The Lord  Clinton)  July  16 

Read  2»*  July  20  (No.  264) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read  3*  •  July  23 

Royal  Anient  July  31    [81  4  32  Vict. «.  90] 


Public  Bepartments — Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners 
Question,  Mr.  Parry  ;  Answer,  liord  John  Man- 
ners/ii/y  6,  [193]  716 

Public  Health,  Departments  of 

Moved,  «That  It  is  expedient  that  the  Depart- 
ments of  Public  Health,  Cattle  Plague,  and 
Quarantine  should  oease  to  exist  as  Establish- 
ments, due  regard  being  had  to  all  personal 
interests  and  to  all  individual  claims"  {Sir 
J,  Clarke  Jervoiee)  July  14,  [193]  1194  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  negatived 

Public  Offices,  The  New-^The  India  and 

Foreign  Offices 
Question,  Lord  Redesdale ;   Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Malmesbury  Jfor  24,  [191]  102  ;  May  I, 
1683 ;  short  debate  thereon 

Puhlio  Schools 
Moved,  '*  That  an  bumble  Address  be  preeented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copies  of  any  JPetltions 
or  Memorials  on  the  Subject  of  Public  Schools 
which  have  been  received  by  Her  Majesty'* 
Government  since  the  1st  of  July,  1866  " 
{The  Earl  Stanhope)  June  15,  [193]  1588  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Pablic  Schools  Bill 

(Mr.  Walpole,  Sir  Stafford  NoriheoU,  Mr. 

Secretary  Oathome  Hardy) 

190]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mir.  Walpcie)  Dee  5, 684 
Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  !»  * 

.  Moved,  *'  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«  "  Feb  14, 
742  ;  after  long  debate.  BUI  read  2"  HBiU  24] 

.  Question,  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walpole 
Feb  24,  1073  ;  Question,  Mr.  Newdegate ; 

•     Answer,  Mr.  Walpole  fV6  28,  1101 ;  Quea- 
tioo,  Mr.  Gosohen;   Answer,  Mr.   Walpole 

.     ifar20,  1982 

.  Committee  Mar  20, 2032  [BUI  47] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee "  {Mr,  Walpole) ;  after  short 
debate,  BUI  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee 

And,  on  Mar  26,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Mr.  Walpole  (Chairman),  Bfr. 
Ayrton,  Mr.  Benyon,  Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck,  Mr.  Cardwell,  Mr.  Clement,  Mr. 
Grant  DuflT,  Viscount  Enfield,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith, 
Sir  WUliam  Heathcoto,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  NeviUe-GrenvUle, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Powell,  and  Mr. 
Stone 
Report  *  May  22  [BUI  185] 

Order  for  Conomittee  (on  re-eomm.^  read; 
Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chair"  June  16,  [19a]  1631 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  BiU  be  referred  back  to  the  Select 
Committee,  in  order  that  Clauses  may  be  in- 
serted in  it  giving  power  to  the  new  govern- 
ing  bodies  and  the  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  by  the  BUI  to  deal  with  the  consti- 
tution and  revenues  of  Eton  and  Winchester 
Colleges"  {Mr.  NeaU)i  Question,  ••  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn ;  main  Question,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker,  Ao.»"  put,  and  agreed  to;  Com- 

imt(96— mr« 
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PubUe  Sehooli  Bia^-cont, 

Committee— B.P.  June  23, 1924 
193]  Committee  {an  re»coinm,) ;  Report  Jtdy  7, 
812 
Considered  *  July  14 
Read  30  •  July  15 
L  Read  1*  •  ( 2%€  Earl  of  Derby)  July  16 
•  Moved,   "That  the    Bill   be  now    read  2»" 
July  20,   1461  ;    after    short    debate.    Bill 
read  2*  (No.  262) 

.  Committee /u/y  23,  1651 
.  Report  July  21,  1701  (No.  285) 

Read  3*»  July  27  (No.  288) 

.  c.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  Jidy  28, 1903 
Page  9,  line  10,  Amendment  read  2^ 

[Bill  254] 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 

the  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment"  {Sir 

Stafford    Northcote)  ;   after    short    debate, 

A.  28,  N.  18  ;  M.  10 ;   other  Amendments 

disagreed    to  ;      subsequent    Amendments 

agreed  to 

Committee  appointed, "  to  draw  up  Reasons,  &o. 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  &  32  Viet,  c.  1 18] 

PuoH,  Mr,  D.,  Carmarthenshire 
Army  Estimates — Land  Foroes,  [191]  72 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1871 
Registration,  2R.  [192]  1611 


Queen  Annexe  Bounty  Board 

Select  Committee  appointed  "to  inquire  into 
the  management  and  constitution  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  Board''  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
May  19,  [192]  591 

And,  on  May  28,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :  —  Mr.  Bouverie  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Akroyd,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinok,  Lord 
Charles  Bruce,  Mr.  Feilden,  Mr.  Greville- 
Nugent,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Mr.  Howard, 
Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr. 
Pease,  Mr.  John  Peel,  Mr.  Powell,  and  Mr. 
Schreiber 

Report  of  Select  Committee  July  17 

{Pari.  P,  No.  439) 

Accounts  1866-7-8      .    .  Nos.  110,  326 

Queen^e  Counsel  and  of  Precedence,  Patents 
of 

Question,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ga- 
thome  Hardy  June  29,  [193]  307 

Queensland —Labourers  from  the  South 
Sea  Islands 
Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  Mar  18,  [190]  1590  ;  May  7,  [191] 
1882 :  May  25,  [192]  816 ;  Question,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley 
July  17,  [193]  1365 

Railway  and  Gbui  Sliares  Bill 

{Mr,  Waldeyrave'Leslie,  Mr.  Ooldney, 

Mr,  Qraham) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave   (ifr.    Waldegrave- Leslie) 
Dee  3,  [190]  572 
Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  V*  * 
BUI  withdntwn  •  Mir  5  [BiU  28] 


Railway  Companies  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Duke  of  Richmond) 

l.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  July  7  (No.  226) 

Read  2«  •  July  9 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  13 

Reads**  July  li 
e.  Read  1«»  July  14  [Bill  237] 

Read  2«  •  July  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  17 

Reads'**  July  18 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Vict.  c.  79] 

Railway  Companies  (Ireland)  Advanoes 

Bill  {Mr.  Selater-Bobth,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»*  June  17  [BiU  177] 

Read  2°  *  June  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3°  *  July  2 
I.  Read  1»  *  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)  July  8 

Read  2»*  July  17  (No.  205) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read  3*  *  July  23 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  A  32  Vict.  0.  94] 

Bailtoays 

Brecon  and  Neaih  Railway,  Accident  upon  the. 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  ; 
Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  May  7* 
[191]  1879 

Carriage  of  Parcels  by  Railway,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave 
Ajfril  27,  ![i9i]  1333 ;  Question,  Viscount 
Halifax ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
April  2S,  1425 

Drivers  and  Guards,  Communication  between, 
Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlcy  ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  Richmond  Dee  5,  [190]  575 

Insolvent  Railway  Companies,  Moved,  '*That 
in  case  of  an  Insolvent  Railway  Company 
applying  for  an  extension  of  time  or  for  any 
other  power,  and  where  such  Railway  Com- 
pany have  applied  to  the  Court  of  Chancery 
for  a  scheme  of  arrangement  under  the  Rail- 
way Act  of  1867,  such  Kail  way  Company 
shall  on  or  before  the  30th  of  November  im- 
mediately preceding  the  application  for  the 
Bill,  deposit  in  the  Private  Bill  OflBoe  a 
Schedule  setting  forth  the  full  detailed  par- 
ticulars disclosing  all  transactions  of  suoh 
Company,  and  to  answer  all  and  every  ques- 
tion or  questions  hereunder  set  out ;"  [List  of 
Questions]  (ifr.  Treeby)Mar  19,  [190]  1884  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Railway  Engines,  Fires  from,  Question,  Mr. 
Read ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Jidy  16, 
[193]  1287 

Railways  Bill,  Revision  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Bazley  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hutt  Mar  23, 
[191]  35 

Railways  {Ireland),  Moved,  "  That  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for,  A 
Copy  of  the  Instruotions  issued  to  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  to  inquire  into  the  State 
and  Value  of  the  Railways  of  Ireland  "  ( The 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  Mar  9,  [190]  120Q  \ 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Royal  Commission  on^Report  of,  Q"^®*'^f^,^ 
Mr.  Horsfall ;   Answer,  Mr.  Stepheo- 


iVtry  12,  [192I  116 
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Bailwayi—coni, 

Transfer  of  Debenture  Stock,  Stamp  Duties 
on.  Question,  Mr.  Childen ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  8,  [192] 
1227 
Trent  Valley  Line,  Aceidentt  on  the.  Question, 
Mr.  Newdegate  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Gave 
Feb  14,  [190]  731 
(See  Ireland) 

Sec    title    Parliament—Private   BiUi— 
Private  BiU  Legislation 

Railways  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Accounts  Bill 

(Sir   Wiaiam  Butt,  Mr,  EUice) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Sir  William  BuU)  Mar  9, 
[190]  1280 
BiU  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  V  * 
Moved,    *«That   the   Bill  be  now   read    3«" 
April  29,  [191]   1635;   after  short  debate. 
Bill  read  2^  [Bill  53] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  June  24 

Railways  (Extension  of  Time)  Bill 

(Mr,  Stephen  Cave,  Mr,  Hunt) 

0.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Stephen  Cave)  Fe^  20, 
[190]  1000 

Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate  ;  read  1°  * 

Read  2'' •  Feb  2i  [Bill  39] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  6 

Considered  •  Mar  6 

Read  3°  •  Mar  9 
I  Read  1«*  ( The  Duke  of  Richmond)  Mar  10 

Moved,  '^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
Mar  16,  1675;  after  short  debate.  Bill 
read  2*  (No.  36) 

Committee*  Mar  27 

Report*  Mar  30 

Read3>*  Afar  31 

Royal  Assent  May  21  [31  Viet.  0.  18] 


(Guards'  and  Passengers'  Com- 
mtmicatioii)  Bill 

{Mr.  Benry  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 

0.  Bill  ordered  *  Nov  26 
Read  1°  •  Mar  18  [Bill  66] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Mar  24,  [191] 

206 
Read  2^  *  May  20 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  17 

Railways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  BiU 

{Mr,  Serjeant  Barry,  Mr,  Sullivan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  ]»•  May  18  [Bill  123] 

Read  2<>  •  June  23 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  24 

Read  3«  •  June  25 
I  Read  ]••  (The  Lord  Granard)June  26 

Read  2»  •  July  10  (No.  177) 

Committee*;  Report /Wy  14 

Read  3**  Ouly  16 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [81  ds  32  Vict,  e.  70] 

Rambat,  Mr.  J.,  Stirlirrg,  Sfc, 
Elementary  Education,  2il.  [192]  2011 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el  K,,  [193]  1885 
Scotland— Middle  Class  Schools,  [193]  653 
Supply— Post  Office,  [193]  833 


Ratsng  of  CharxtahU  InstittiiioM 
Question,  Mr.  Baines  :  Answer,  Mr.  Hont 
Nov  28,  [190]  331  :  Question,  Mr.  Hadfleld  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  4,  [191]  1693 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Baines ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [193]  818 

Ratenswobth,  Lord 

Boundary,  Report,  Amendt.  [193]  710 
Capital     Punishment    withm    Prlsoos,    8B. 

add.  d,  [193]  14 
Ministerial   Explanation  —  Pablio  BoainMS, 
[193]  580 

Rawlivsok,  Sir  H.  C,  IVome 
East  India,  Troops  and  Vessels  (Abyninlan 

Expedition),  Res.  [190]  383 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

[192]  1878  ;  el,  1.  1889  ;  el.  2,  [193]  860 
India— Bank  of  Bombay,  [191]  147,  427 

Postage  Rates  to  India,  [190]  167 
India— Telegraphic  CommanioatioD,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [193]  164 
Russia  and  Bokhara,  [193]  955 

Read,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Norfolk,  E, 
Agriculture,  Motion   for  a  Committee,  £192] 

584 
Cattle  Plague,  [190]  92  :  [191]  1578 ;— Com- 
pensation for,  [193]  1288 
Cattle  Trade,  Foreign.  [193]  1751 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

aad,  cl.  [190]  1429 
County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1552 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praetioea  at 

Elections,  3R.  [193]  1729 
Fires  from  Railway  Engines,  [193]  1287 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Conun. 

[193]  836  ;  cl.  2,  1536, 1775 
Mines  Assessment,  Comm.  el,  1,  [193]  851 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  add,  cl,  [193]  1885 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204, 1208 
Turnpike  Trnsts,  2R.  [192]  1726 

Reabdeit,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Atlilone 
Barrett,  The  Convict,  [191]  1570 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  1083 
Canada — Alleged  Flogging  in  a  Prison,  [loal 

1698,  1699 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  PraoiioM  aft 

Elections,  Conoid,  add.  d,  [193]  1684 
Established    Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   [191I 

1534,  1620  ;  [192I  1203,  1204 
Fenian  Convicts  at  Manchester,  [190]  122 
Fines  and  Fees  (Ireland),  2R.  [190]  1230 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Coo* 

tinuanoe,  Comm,  add.  cl,  [190]  937 
Habeas    Corpus  Suspension  Acta    (Ireland), 

Motion  for  a  Return,  [190]  1989 
Her  Migesty  The  Queen,  Notice,  [192]  711 
Industrial    Schools    (Ireland),    Comm.   [191] 

218;  <;/.ll,223 
Ireland — Questions,  dtc. 
Arrests  in,  [191]  888 
Potitioal  Prisoners,  [100]  1891 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 
of,  [191]  450 
Lectures  on  Religion,  [192]  346 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  672 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d.  8,  [193]  1424  ;  d,  10, 

1874 
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RsABDiN,  Mr.D.  J.'-eoni. 

Remission  of  Sentences,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[190]  571 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  Leave,  [193] 

1948 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Leave, 

ri90]  1949  ;  2R.[i9i]  1952  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

[192]    167J,    1672  ;   el   4,  Amendt.  1586  ; 

el.  7,  Amendt.  1686  ;  add,  el,  1778  ;  Consid. 

add.  el.  1898 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leave, 

[190]  848;  2R.  1234,  1259,  1260;  Oomm. 

[192]  472,  473 
Train,  G.  F.,  Case  of,  [193]  1943 

Bebow,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oolchsster 

County  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1551 

Beeard  Puhlieations 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  36,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  prices  of  the 
Record  Puhlieations  ought  to  be  reduced 
from  fifteen  shillings  to  ten  shillings,  and 
from  ten  shillings  to  six  shillings,  and  that 
^  the  Statutes  of  Ireland,  from  the  first  meet- 
'  ing  of  the  Irish  Parliament  to  the  Union 
with  England,  ought  to  be  published  at  the 
national  expense"  {Ifr.  Pim),  [193]  165; 
Question,  ^*  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  '^  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  and  original  Motion 
withdrawn 

Bedesdale,    Lord    (Chairman    of   Com- 
mittees) 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1393 
Boundary,  Report,  [193]  712 
Consecration  of  Churchyards  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [192]  608  ;  Comm.  el  1,  898 
*  Coronation  Oath,  Address  for  a  Paper,  [193] 

1346 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1843 
East  London  Museum  Site,  Explanation,  [190] 

636,  640  ;  Comm.  793 ;  Report,  860 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Orders  in  Conncil, 

3R.  [190]  1677, 1678 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  245 
Education,  Withdrawal  of  Bill,  [192]  411 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1813;  3R. 

Amendt.  1896 
Established  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1462;  [192]  1919 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  16,  19 
Foreshores,  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  1552 
Metropolis-— Statues  in  Westminster  Hall,  [193] 

979 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report  of 

Select    Committee,  [191]   565,   570;  Res. 

694, 695 
Parliament — Public   Petitions,  Motion    for  a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689,  690 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  465;  [19a]  946; 

Report,  1744 
Public  Offices,  The  New,  [191]  102, 104, 1683, 

1684 
Public  Schools,  Report,  [193]  1708 
Railway  BUis-^Inerease  of  Rates,  Ret.  [193] 

1071, 1072,  1077  ;  Amendt.  1226 
RaUways  (Extension  of  Time),  2R.  [190]  1676 
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RiDxsDALi,  Lord— -00y}<. 

Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  1961, 1972; 

[192]  13  :  Report,  d,  14,  416 ;  add.  cl,  419, 

421  ;  3R.  Amendt.  707,  708 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Report, 

[193]  715  :  3R.  Amendt.  803,  808 
Sale  of  Poisons  and  Pharmacy,  Oomm.  [192] 

1656 ;   Report,   add,  el   1629,   1630 ;   3R. 

add,  cl  1744.  1745, 1746,  1748 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1467 ;  3R. 

[193]  360^  362, 1344 ;  Commons  Amendts. 

1643,  1546 
Turnpike  Acts  Oontinuanoe,  Comm.  [193]  1649, 

1550 
University  Elections  (Voting  Papers),  2R.  [193] 

983 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [192]  99 

Reformatory  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Attorney  Qeneraifcr 

Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  17  [BUI  65] 

Read  2°  •  Mar  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  21 

Considered*  May  22 

Read  S""  •  ifoy  25 
/.  Read  1»  •  (  TAd  Earl  0/  Devon)  May  26 

Read  2»»  Jtdy  8  (No.  122) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jtdy  7 

Read  3**  July  13 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  A  32  Vict.  e.  59] 

Registration  Bill 

(Mr.  Secretary  O,  Hardy,  Sir  James  Ferguiicn) 

e.  Motion    for   Leave    {Mr,    OaJthome    Hardy) 
June  11,  [192]  1398 

After  debate.  Bill  ordered ;  read  1«*  [Bill  167] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2""^ 
June  15,  1609  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  read 
2°,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  June  23,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows :  —  Mr.  Secretary  Gathorne  Hardy 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Bouverie,  Sir 
George  Bowyer,  Sir  Robert  Collier,  Mr.  W. 
£.  Forster,  Mr.  Garth,  Mr.  Graves,  Sir 
George  Grey,  Mr.  Hibbert,  Sir  Rainald 
Knightley,  Hr.  Leeman,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
The  Solicitor  General,  and  Captain  Surtees 

Report  *  June  26  [Bill  190] 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
July  2,  [193]  561 ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion agreed  to ;  Committee  ;  Report 

Considered*  JuLyZ 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill    be   now  read  8<>" 
July  6,  720  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  3^ 
/.  Read  !••  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  6 

Read  2%  after  debate  JWv  7,  803    (No.  218) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  9 

Read3»*  July  13 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  A  32  Viet.  0. 58] 

Registration  (Lreland)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral  for 

Ireland) 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  {The  Earl  of  ifovo)  J^>W^^ 
[193]  782 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«  *  i;R«:kX 
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RegUfraJtion  (Ireland)  ^iO— oont. 

Committee  ;  Report  Jtdy  20, 1486     [BUI  248] 
CoDiidered  *  July  22 
Kead  d"**  My  32 
L  Read  !»•  ( The  Lord  Pnvy  Seal)  Jtdy  23 
Moved,  "That    the    Bill    be    now  read  2*" 
Juiy  24, 1 709 ;  aOer  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
Committee  * ;  Report  July  27        (No.  281} 
Read  3%  after  short  debate  July  28,  1807 
Royal  Attent  July  31  [31  A  82  Vic$,  e.  112] 


Registratioa  of  Writs  (Scottand)  BiU 

[hx.]      (The  Lord  Cohmciy) 

I.  Presented ;  read  !«•  Feb  17  (No.  Iff) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  "  Mar  6, 

[190]  1147;  BiU  read  2* 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  9 
Read  31^*  Mar  10 
e.  Read  !•  •  Mar  18  [BiU  62] 

Moved, " That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2^*' {The 
Lord  AdvoeaU)  Mar  23,  [191]  100 ;  after 
abort  debate,  BUI  read  2« 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  18 
Considered  *  May  28 
Read  30  *  ifay  29 
Royal  Assent  June  20       [31  h  32  Vid,  0.  84] 


Beffistry  of  Deeds  Office  {Ireland) 

Moved,  That  a  [Select  Committee  be  appointed 
"  to  inquire  into  the  legal  application  of  the 
surplus  fines  in  the  Office  of  the  Registry  of 
Deeds,  Ireland"  (Oenerai  Dunne)  Feb  24, 
[190]  1077  ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
pot,  and  negatived 


Regulation  of  Railways  BiQ  [b-i-] 

( The  Duke  of  Richmond) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  0  (No.  34) 

Moved,    "  That  the    Bill    be    now  read  2« " 
ifar  20,  [190]  1955  ;  after  debate,  Bill  read  2» 
Committee  May  11,  [192]  6  (No.  88) 

Report  May  18,  412  (No.  95) 

Read  8'  Iiiay  22,  707  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
passed  (No.  101) 

c.  Read  l"* •  May  28  [BiU  142 J 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2'*"  (Mr. 
Stephen  Cave)  June  8,  1294  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, BiU  read  2^ 
Committee  * — r.p.  June  29 
Committee  ;  Report  July  24,  [193]  1733 
Considered  July  25,  1781 ;   after  debate,  BUI 

read  3«> 
Royal  Assent  July  31  [31  <k  32  Vict.  0. 119] 


ReligiouB,  ftc.  Buildings  (Sites)  Bill 

(Mr,  Bad/ield,  Mr.  Basley^  Mr,  Leeman,  Mr, 

Akroyd) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Nov  29  [BiU  18] 

Moved,    ''That   the    BUI  be  now   read  2« " 
April  1,  [191]  662  ;  after    short    debate, 
BUI  read  2"* 
Committee  *  ;  Report  April  21 
Considered  *  April  22 
Itead3o^4;pn7  24 

[0OlU. 


Reliyioui,  jrc.  BwUdingi  (Sites)  BiU—wmi. 

I,  Read  l•^(TheLord  Cranwarth)  April  27 
Moved,    <<That    the    BiU    be    now  read  2«" 
May  14,  [192]  233 ;  after  short  debate,  BUI 
read  2»  (No.  77) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 
Re*comm.  Jufie  18, 1741  (No.  128) 

Report  *  Jutrn  19  (No.  161) 

Read3**/tttitf25 
Royal  Assent  July  13      [31  A  82  Vi€t,o,  44] 

Renewable  Leasehold  Conversion  (Ire* 
land)  Act  Extension  Bill 

(M".  Gregory,  Mr,  Oeorge  Morrit) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l"**  Mar  12  [BiU  61] 

RMid  2°  •  April  2 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  22 

Re-oomm.  • ;  Report  June  25  [BUI  182] 

Read  3"**  June  26 
I.  Read  1»*   {The  Marquess  of  Clawiearde) 
June  28  (No.  184) 

Read  2*  •  July  7 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  10 

Read3«*  July  14 

Royal  Assent  July  16    [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  62] 

Repeal  of  the  Union  with  Ireland  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Beard&n)  •/tify31,[i93] 
1948 
[The  Motion  foand  no    Seconder,  and    waa 
therefore  not  put  from  the  Chair] 

Representation  of  the  People  (1867)  jEng- 

land  Act 

Amended  Boundary  Plans,  Qnestton,  Mr. 
Waldegrave- Leslie ;  Answer,  Mr.  IHsraeli 
June  8,  [192]  1230 

Assistant  noundary  Commissioners,  QoesUonty 
Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  DiaraeU  Mir  24,  [191]  146  : 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorno  Hardy  June  9,  [193]  1335 
19a]  Boundaries  of  Boroughs ^Orden  of  iho  Day 
postponed  (Mr,  Disraeli)  May  18,  426 
After  short  debate.  Ordered,  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
Boundaries  of  the  following  Boroughs,  as 
laid  down  by  the  Boundary  Commissioners, 
and  to  report  what,  if  any,  alterations  ahoald 
be  made  therein    [List  of  the  Boroughs], 

.    430 
Committee  nominated  as  follows : — Mr.  Austin 
Bruce,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson,  Sir  WiUiam 
StirUng-MazweU,    Mr.    Walpole,   and    Mr. 
Whitbread 

Moved,  *'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Boundaries  of  Boroughs  that 
they  have  power  to  consider  the  reUtiont 
presented  to  this  House  on  the  subject  of 
the  places  of  nomination  for  County  Eleo- 
tions ;  that  the  Petitions  from  South  Molton, 
Barnstaple,  Torrington,  and  Ilfracombe,  re- 
lative to  the  place  of  nomination  for  the 
Northern  Division  of  the  county  of  Devon,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee"  (Sir  Staford 

.    Northeote)  May  28, 1011 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 
Report  of  the  Select  Coimmttee,  ObaerTationB, 

.    Mr.  Walpole  May  29, 1044 

(Pari.  P.  No.  811) 
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R^preienuaicn  €f  ths  People  (1867)  England  Act 
— -cont. 

Boundary    Committioneri*  Report,    Qaestion, 
Mr.   Beaumont  ;     Answer,    Mr.    Gathomo 
190]  Hardy     Feb     U,     788  ;    Question,     Mr. 
Dillwyn  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathome    Hardy 
.     Mar  9, 1218 ;  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer, 
,     Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  1/ar  11,  1397;    Ques- 
tion, Lord   Stanley  of  Alderley  ;    Answer, 
The  Earl  of   Malmesbury  Mar  17,  1795 ; 
Question,    Mr.    Stopford  ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Disraeli  Jwie  5,  [192]  1181 

Compound  Hoxnehotderi — Personal  Payment, 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  ;  short  debate  thereon 
Nov  20,  437  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Goschen, 
Sir  William  Hutt  ;  Answers,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Dee  2,  515  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Sandford ;  Answer,  The  Cbanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  14,  730  ;  Question,  Mr. 
£.  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  17,  795 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Schreiber;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Feb  18,  886  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Evans  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Mar  19,  1888 ;  Question,  Mr.  Schreiber  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  5,  [191]  1785 ; 
Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  May  14,  [193]  246 

Compounding  for  BaUi,  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  Afar  19,  To  leave  out  from  "  That," 
and  add  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
expedient  that  so  much  of  the  Reform  Act  of 
1867  as  makes  occupiers  liable  for  Poor  BAtes 
instead  of  owners,  in  respect  of  premises  to 
which  the  system  of  compounding  had  been 
applied,  ought  to  be  repealed  ;  that  the  name 
of  every  occupier  ought  to  be  put  on  the  rate 
book,  and  that  payment  of  rates  by  the  owner, 
under  the  compounding  system,  ought  to  be 
deemed  payment  by  the  occupier  and  entitle 
him  to  the  franchise"  {Mr,  James  White), 
[190]  1893 ;  Question,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Ditfranchited  Borougfa — Totnes,  Oreai  Yar' 
mouthf  Laneaster,  and  Reigate,  Observations, 
Mr.  Otway,  Mr.  Serjeant  Gaselee  Nov  29, 
[190]  434 

Ratepaying  Clauses,  Question,  Observations, 
The  Duke  of  Argyll ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  Mar  13,  [190]  1550  ;  long  debate 
thereon 

Rating — Small  Tenements  Act — Question,  Sir 
William  llutt ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral Nov  25,  [190]  W— Morning  Sittings, 
Questions,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Disraeli  June  8,  [192]  1228 

Registration  Lists,  Question,  Lord  Henley; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gathomo  Hardy  June  12,  [192] 
1477 

Registration  of  Voters^  Legislation,  Question, 
Sir  Edward  Buller ;  Answer,  Mr.  Diaraeli 
Jprt7  28,  [191]  1458 

Registration  of  Voters  Act — Dissolution  of  Par- 
liament, Observations,  Mr.  Bouverie ;  Reply, 
The  Solicitor  General  ;  debate  thereon 
May  15,  [192J  871 

Registration  of  Voters,  1868,  Question,  Mr. 
Uorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy /utM  8,  [193] 
1223 
The  Lodger  Franchise — Stamper  v.  the  Over" 
seers  of  Sunderland,  Observations,  Mr. 
Candliih ;  short  debate  thereon  July  9,  [193] 
904 


Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland) 

Bill    ( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {The  Earl  of  Mayo)  Mar  19, 
[190]  1940 
Moved,  '*That  this  Honae  do  now  adjourn" 
{Colonel  French);  after  short  debate,  Mo« 
tion  withdrawn ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1^  * 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2®  "  May  7, 
[191]  1949  :    aaer  debate.  Bill  read  2'' 
192]  Question,    Sir    Colman    O'Loghlen ;     An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Mayo  May  26,  922 
.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  June  15, 
1571 :  Motion  agreed  to  [Bill  71] 

.  Committee,  after  short  debate — b.?.  1581 
.  Committee  June  18, 1762  ;  after  long  debate, 

Bill  reported  [BUI  179] 

.  Considered  June  22,  1892 
Read  3°  *Jwfttf  25 
I.  Read  1*  *  ( The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  26 
193]  Moved,  "That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
June  30,  368  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2* 
.  Committee ;  Report,  after  short  debate  July  7, 
800  (No.  176) 

Read  8»  •  July  9 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [81  <b  39  Vict,  c.  49] 


Eepresentation  of  the  People — Scotland  and 

Ireland^  Bills 
Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir  Henry  Winston- 
Barron  ;   Answers,  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
190]  Exchequer  Feb  13,    690 ;   Question,  Mr. 
Stacpoole  ;     Answer,   The    Earl  of   Mayo 
.     Feb    14,  730;    Question,    Mr.    Chichester 
Fortescue ;    Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli ;   debate 
thereon  Mar  6,   1189  ;    Question,   Colonel 
.     Frenoh  ;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19. 1892 
Poor  Assessment  {Scotland),  Motion  for  Return 
of  Deductions   allowed  [and  other  Particu- 
Urs]  {The  Earl  of  AirUe)  Mar  27,  [191] 
828  ;  Motion  agreed  to 


Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland) 
BiU 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^ 

quer.  Sir  James  Fergusson) 

190]  6.  Motion  for  Leave  {The  Lord  Advocate) 
Feb  17,  811 
Bill  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  l*"  •  [Bill  29] 

.Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
ifV6  28,  1108 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^ " 
Mar  9,  1234 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  ''  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr,  EadfieH) ;  Ques- 
tion, "That  *now,'  Ac.;*'  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Bill  read  2° 

.  Questions,  Mr.  Moncreiff,  Mr.  Bouverie ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  Mar  19, 1890 

191]  Committee    deferred,    after    short    debate 
ifar28,  99 

.  Question,  Mr.  Craufiird ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
AprU  8,  829 ;  Question,  Mr.  Moncreiff,  Vwx. 
Bouverie  ;    Answers,  Mr.  Disraeli  ilC^MI  '^"» 


1885  ;  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  -^*^*^%^it 
Mr.  DisraeU  Jfoy  8, 2Q<iV  \  ^>aJMJ«^^^j;^  — 
Andx«ii  Kf^if,  Ux,  "■        "■      ■" 


BSP       REP 


(OBNIBAL    INDBX) 
19P— i9x--i9a— 193. 


BBP        BIP 


Bepr€$$fUaHm  of  the  P^^e  (Scatlmd)  BiU^ 
oont. 

191]  Mr.  Ditnali  May  11,  18;    Qoeition,  Mr. 
Baxter  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ditraeli  May  16,  046 

.  Order  for  Committee  read  May  18,  iS6 

Mored,  "  That  it  be  an  Inetruotioo  to  the 
Committee  that,  initead  of  adding  to  the 
numbers  of  the  Home,  thef  hare  power  to 
diBfranohiie  Borouglie  in  England  having, 
by  the  Census  returns  of  1801,  less  than 
5,000  inhabltanU'*  {Mr.BaxW) 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  Power,"  and  add 
*'  to  take  one  seat  from  Boroughs  in  England 
returning  two  Members,  and  baring,  by  the 
Census  returns  of  1861,  less  than  12,000 
inhabtUnts  "  {Sir  Rainald  KnighUey) ;  after 
short  debate,  Question,  "That  the  words, 
kQ. ; "  A.  217.  N.  106 ;  M.  21 ;  Division 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  461 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  ** 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  <<no 
arrangement  respecting  additional  Members 
can  be  just  or  satisfactory  which  does  not 
treat  Scotland,  as  respects  the  number  of 
its  representatives  in  Parliament,  as  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  en- 
titled to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
•quality  with  England  and  Ireland,  in  pro- 
portion to  its  present  population  and  the 
Revenue  which  it  yields  to  the  National 
Exchequer,  as  compared  with  the  present 
population  and  Revenue  of  England  and 
JreUnd  ;  and  that  to  establish  this  equality 
at  least  fifteen  additional  Members  should 
now  be  provided  for  Scotland  "  (Mr. 
MLaren)f  466 ;  Question,  "  That  the  words. 
Ac.  ; "  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question,  '^  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ac."  agreed  to 

.  Bill  considered  in  Committee,  473 ;  after  long 
debate— B.P. 

.  Question,  Mr.  Dalglish ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli 
May  10,  518 

.  Ministerial  Statement  {Mr,  Disraeli)  May  21, 
610 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
{Mr,  Percy  Wyndham);  after  long  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

.  Committee  r.p.,  after  long  debate  May  25,  840 

.  Questions,  Mr.  Torke,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Disraeli  May  28,  954 

.  Committee  May  26, 956 ;  after  long  debate — rjp^ 

•  Committee  June  8,  1231  ;  after  long  debate. 
Bill  reported  [Bill  154] 

.  Considered  June  11, 1444 
Considered  *  June  18 
Read  3°*  June  18  [Bill  166] 

I,  Read  I*  •  {The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  June\9 
.Moved,  <*That  the  Bill    be   now  read  2*" 
June  23,  1913;    after    short   debate.    Bill 
read  2*  (No.  164) 

193]  Committee  Jun^  30,  362 
.  Report  July  6,  715  (No.  192) 

.  RMd  3*  July  T,  808  (No.  320) 

Ifonii 


RepreeentaHon  cfihe  People  (Ireland)  BUl—covi. 

193]  Moved,  at  the  end  of  the  Bill  to  add  the  follow- 
ing clause : — "  That  the  Boundaries  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow  shall,  until  otherwise  di- 
rected by  Parliament,  be  those  specified  in 
Schedule  (K.)  hereunto  annexed  "  {The  Lord 
JRedetdaie) ;  after  short  debate,  Cont.  13, 
Not- Cent.  53 ;  M.  40 ;  resolved  in  the 
negative  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons ;  list  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  809 

e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  9,  916 
Amendts.  as  &r  as  the  Amendt.  in  page  24, 

line  32,  agreed  to  [Bill  215] 

Page  24,  line  32,  the  next  Amendt.  read  2^ 
Amendt.  to  add  to  the  said  Amendt.  the  words 

"after  the  expiration  of  the  present   year 

and "    {Mr.  McLaren)  ;    Question,    ^  That 

the  words,  Ac. ;    A.  124,  N.  104  ;  M.  20  ; 

Amendt.  as  amended,  agreed  to 
Several  other  Amendts.  agreed  to;  one  dia- 

agreed  to 
Committee  appointed,''  to  draw  up  Reasons,  4c." 
Reasons  for  disagreeing    to    Lords  Amendt. 

reported,  and  agreed  to ;  to  be  communicated 

to  The  Lords 

/.  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Malmesbory  July  9, 
.     908 

Bill  returned  from  the  Commons,  with  several 
of  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords 
agreed  to  ;  certain  Amendments  agreed  io^ 
with  Amendments ;  and  One  Amendment 
disagreed  to,  for  which  they  assign  a  Reason ; 
The  said  Reason,  and  Bill,  with  the  Amend- 
ments, to  be  printed  (No.  235) 

.  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  and 
Commons  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of 
the  Amendts.  made  by  the  Lords  considered ; 
One  disagreed  to  July  10^  074 

Moved,  "  That  this  Ilouse  do  disagree  to  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Commons  to  the 
Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  in  page  24, 
line  32  "  (The  Lord  Privy  Seat)  ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Other  of  the  Commons  Amendmrats  agreed  to ; 
and  Lords  Ameudment  to  which  the  Com* 
mens  disagree  not  insisted  on  ;  and  a  Com- 
mittee appointed,  4c. 

.  e.  Lords  Reason  for  disagreeing  to  one  of  the 
Commons  Amendments  to  Lords  Amend- 
ments considered  July  10,  1067 
After  short  debate,  Resolved,  That  this  Hooae 
doth  not  insist  upon  the  Amendment  made 
by  this  liouse  to  the  Amendment  made  bj 
their  Lordships,  to  which  The  Lords  have 
disagreed 

Royal  Assent  July  13    [31  4  32  Vict,  c.  48] 


Reptoit,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,   Warwick  Bo. 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  add,  el.  [193]  1454 


Revenne  Officers  Diaabilities  Bemoval 

Bill  (Mr.Monk,  Sir  B,  Vemey,  Mr.  QUooy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  24  [BUI  76] 

Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be    now  read    2«»* 
June  10,  [192]  1352 ;  after  short  debate. 


Bmread2« 


l<fomi. 
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Revenu4  Ofieer$  DUaJbiUHe*  JRemcvdl  SiU^ 
oon(. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read  ;  Moved,  "  Thai  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  *'  June  12, 
1538  ;  afler  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  (Mr,  Selater-' 
Booth);  A;  36,  N.  52  ;  M.  16 

Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved,  **  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Lcr4  Edwin  BtU- 
Trevor) ;  Question  negatived 

Question  again  proposed ;  Moved,  **  That  the 
Debate  be  now  a4Joumed"  (Mr,  Powell); 
A.  33  ;  N.  42  ;  M.  9 

Main  QuestioD,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  ito.," 
negatived 

Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ditraeli 
June  15,  1565 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  '*  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  '*  June  30, 
['93]  889 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee " 
(Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer)  ;  afler  de- 
bate. Question,  '*  That  the  words,  &o.  ; "  A. 
79,  N.  47  ;  M.  32  ;  main  Question,  «  That 
Mr.  Speaker,  dso.,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Oom- 
mittee ;  Report 

Read  3°  •  July  3 
/.  Read  l*^*  (The  Lord  Ahinffir)  July  8 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>" 
July  13,  1078;  after  short  debate.  Bill 
read  2»  (No.  204) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14        (No.  214) 

Read3»»/tily  17 

Royal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet,  o.  73] 


Ilihhons,  Importation  of  Foreign 

Question,   Mr.   Eaton ;  Answer,   Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  June  29,  [193]  308 


EicHMOND,    Duke   of   (President  of   the 

Board  of  Trade) 
Alkali  Act  Continuance,  2R.  [192]  509,  510 
Brecon  and  Neath  Railway,  Accident  on  the, 

[191]  1881 
Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  2R.  [191] 

1879  ;  3R.  add.  el.  [192]  14 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

[191]  1672 
Cotton  Statistics,  2R.  [192]  710 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  218 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the   Sea,   [192]  1823, 

1824, 1830  ;   Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  1551, 

1552 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  1065 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1690 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  [190]  1099 
Promissory  Oaths,  Commons  Amendts.  [193] 

1227 
Railway  Bills — Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1076 
Railway  Communication  between  Drivers  and 

Guards,  [190]  575 
Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  2R.  [190]  1675 
Railways  (Ireland),  Motion    for  an   Address, 

[190]  1211 
Railways  Regulation— The  Parcels Clauie,rioi] 

YOL,  CZCIIL  [tbibd  sxriss.]  iconU 


RiOHMoiTD,  Duke  of— «on<. 

Regulation  of    Railways,    2R.    [190]    1925  ; 

Comm.  el.  14,  [192]  8  ;  cl.  15,  9  ;  el  16, 

10,   11 ;   cl.   17,   12  ;  el.  28,  18 ;    Report, 

d.  14,  412,  414,  416  ;  cl.  15,  Amendt.  418 ; 

add.  cl.  420,  422 ;  3R.  709 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  [192]  1628  ; 

Comm.  1916 
Sea  Fisheries,  2R.  [191]  465,  466;    Ck)mm. 

cl.  5,  [192]  237,  238,  239 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Re-comm.  [192]  916, 

917 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [192]  1452;  SR. 

[193]  358  ;  Commons  Amendts.  1544 


RiDLET,  Sir  M,  "W,,  Northumberland,  If, 
Compulsory  Church   Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
add,  el.  [190]  1430 


Bitual  Commission — see  Church  of  Eng- 
land 


BiverSf  Pollution  of—LegiMlation  on 
Question,  Mr.  Candlish ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  Feb  24,  [190]  1072 


R0BEBT8OK,  Mr.  P.  F.,  Hastings 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  Oomm. 
[19a]  471 


EoEBXTCK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Oom- 
mittee, [192]  429,  489,  484 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  271,  284 

Brougham,  Lord,  The  late,  [193]  1829 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  d.  14,  [193]  1003,  1009 ; 
Amendt.  1011,  1012,  1014  ;  Consid.  1648 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  [191]  660,  710,  778,  779  ; 
Res.  1907 

Libel,  Comm.  [192]  593,  594;  d,  1,  605,  606  ; 
el.  8,  617 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2E.  [190]  1858, 
1865,  1868,  1869,  1871  :  [191]  40 

United  States— The  «  AUbanui "  chumi.  Mo- 
tion for  an  Addreu,  [190]  1178 


Roman  Catholic  Prisoners —  ToihUl  Fields 
House  of  Correction 
Observations,    Mr.    Maguire  ;    short   debato 
thereon  Dee  8,  [190]  547 

EouiLLT,  Lord 
Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  867 ; 

Comm.  1159, 1161, 1368 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  [191]  28 ;  Comm. 

1218,  1220 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1809 ;  Comm.  d,  24, 

1894 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  CiQSl  ^<- 
Foreshore  and  B«d  oi  Vb»  ^«s.,\>^A'^^'^'^ 


^I. 


^JW*'^' 


ROIC       BUS 


(OBNBBAL    INDBX) 


BUS       8AI 


RoifOLT  Lord — €<ml. 

Metropolitan  Streets  Aot  (1867)  Amendment, 

Report,  ocM.  ci.  [190]  577,  578 
RegaUtion  of  RmUwnjs,  Gomm.  cl.  5,  [192]  8 
Religious,  Ao.  Baildinn(  Sites),  SR.  [192]  234; 

Comm.  cl.  3,  Amendt.  1741 
South  OoMt    Railways,  Commons  Amendts. 

[193]  1«*8 

Boffol  Academff — Burlington  Moui$ 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Cowper;  Answer,  Lord  John 

Manners   3iar   30,  [191]   467  ;    Question, 

Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

April  30,  1560 

(See  title— Coufft  of  Juttiee^  The  Noun- 

Competiiion  of  Arehitedi) 

B0T6TON,  Right   Hon.  Yisooont   (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Cambridge- 

shire 

Established  Charoh  (Ireland),  Gomm.  Res.  1, 
[191]  1485 

EsUblished  Churoh  (Ireland)— Reply  to  Ad- 
dress, [192]  113 

Lords  Commissioners'  Speech—  Her  Majesty's 
Answer,  r  190]  129 

Prinoeu  of  Wales — Reply  to  Address,  [193] 
1140 

BuU  of  the  Eoad  at  Sea 
Qoeetion,  Mr.  Holland  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cato  April  2,  [191]  705;  June  25,  [19a] 
2186 

BuMBLL,  Earl 
Abyssinian  Eipedition,  Res.  [190]  589 

Vote  of  Thanks,  [193]  480 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speeoh,  [190]  16,  47 
Boundary,  C^mm.  el.  4,  [193]  500,  507 
Compulsory  Churoh  Rates  Abolition,  2tl.  [191] 

nil,  1142,    1217;    Comm.   1570;    [193] 

504 ;  Report,  900 
Crete — Insurrection  in.  Motion  for  an  Address, 

[191]  817 
Edinburgh,  Duke  of,  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 


[191]  1304 
:diM 


Education,  Res.  [190]  478,  482,  506 

Education,  IR.  [191]  134 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  2R.  [193]  1797, 1807, 1808 
Estoblished  Church  (Ireland)— The  Resolutions, 

[191]  1435,  1437 
Established  Churoh  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  2070, 

2105 ;  [193]  19,  235,  283 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Aot  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.[i90]  1055 
Italy— The  Roman  Question,  [190]  599,  601 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  687 
Ministerial    Explanation  —  Public  Business, 

[193]  575,  576 
Minuterial    Statement — Resignation    of   the 

Earl  of  Derby,  [190]  1096 ; — Re-construction 

of  the  Ministry.  1105,  1106 
Napier,  Sir  R.  —  The  Queen's  Message,  [193] 

973 
NoTa  Sootia,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [193]  708 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Report 

of  Select  Committee,  [191]  570 

Parliament— Notice  of  Questions,  Res.  [191] 
691  >  I  y  J 

[com. 


Rvsiiu,  Earl— «ofil. 

Parliament — Public  Petitions,   Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  [191]  688,  690 

Prinoeu  of  Wales,  Address  to  the  Queen,  [193] 
865 

Promissory  Oaths,  2R.  [190]  857 

Reform  Act,  l867^Ratepaying  Clauses,  [190] 
1574, 1587 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
[193]  802 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  [193] 
904  ;  Commons  Amendts.  975 

Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [193]  893 

United  Stotes— The  "Alabama"  claims,  Mo- 
tion for  Papers,  [191]  333,  350 

Whitsuntide  Recess— State  of  Publio  Afiurs, 
[192]  1026,  1032, 1034 

BuBSXLL,  Colonel  Sir  C,  Berkshire 
Army — Breech-Loading  Rifles,  [190]  1225 

Distinguished-Service  Majors,  [190]  733 
Army — ^Discharged  Soldiers,   Employment  of* 

Res.  [193]  214,  322 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [191]  80 
Commissionaires,  Corps  of,  [192I  246 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

[193]  1339 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  22,  [191]  324 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)^  Comm. 

cl.  3,  [192]  488 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.  1,  [191]  1766 

BussELL,  Mr.  A.  J.  E.,  Tavistoeh 
Oostoms,  Appointments  in  the,  [193]  1286 


Russia  and  Bokhara 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Rawlinson ;  Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  May  28,  [192]  955 


BuTiAKD»  Duke  of 

EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  72 
Metropolis— New  National  Gallery,  [192]  95 


"  8t.  Abbe,''  Survivors  of  the 
Question,  Mr.  Baillle  Cochrane ;    Answer,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  Mar  26,  [191]  260 

St.  Albafs,  Dnke  of 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  [192]  330 


St.  Aubtk,  Mr.  J.,  Oomwatt,  JT. 

Army — Shoeing  Horses,  M.  Charlier's  method 

of.  [193I  18^ 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1867;  Comm, 
tfZ.l,[i93]852 

St.  Dayibs,  Bishop  of 
Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  [190]  139 


St.  Leonabds,  Lord 
Court  of  Appeal  Chancery  (Despatch  of  Busi- 
ness) Amendment,  IR.  [190]  1038 
Tenure  (Inland),  IR.  [190]  1016 ;  2R.  1487 


Z&.1        SAL        (SESSIOir    1867-81  SAL       SAL 
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Saint  Maiy  Somerset't  Chnrch,  London,  I  Bale  of  Poisoni   tnl  'PbaxmMj  Aot 


Bill    {Mr.  BMtirKk,  Mr.   Crawford,  Mr. 
Al4«Tman  Lawrmee) 
e.  Ordered  ;  r«d  P  •  July  10  [BUI  338] 

Rsftd  Zo*  and  committed  to  »  S sleet  Com- 
milUe  of  Eight  Hsmbsn  :  —  Mr.  Powell 
{Chairman),  Mr.  Bentitiok,  Mr.  Chamben, 
Mr,  Cr«wford,  Mr.  Onnihj  Gora,  Mr.  Darhj  I 
Griffith,  Mr.  Alderman  Lavreaoe,  Marqueu  < 
of  Lome,  Lord  Jofaa  Mannera,  Mr.  Philip  . 
Martin,  Mr.  Rasiall,  Mr.  Tit«,  and  Hr.  1 
WaldegraTS-Leilifl  I 

Report  ■  Jtili/  30  [Bill  31T] 

Commiltae  *  (on  r«-«oniR>.)  1  Report  Julg  31        ' 
Read  3°  ■  Jidy  3^ 
(.  Read  1> ■  (Tht  Earl  NiIkw)  Jtdy  33 

Aead  3'  ■  July  21  (No.  3T8)      | 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jtdy  28  1 

R«ad  3<  ■  JfUy  99  1 

Ro^al  Aiaent  Jidy  31  [31  Js  33  Viet.  0.  12TJ 

St.  Pettrthurg,  Brituh  Factory  at 
Queation,   Mr.   Claji ;  Anawer,  Lord   Stanley 
Jtdy  33,  [193}  lS6fl;  July  37,  1931 


Sale  of  LiqnoTB  on  Bimdar  Bill 

[Mr.  J.  A.  Smith,  Mr.  BaiUy,  Mr.  Baitui)       1 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Nov  28  [Bill  13]      ' 

HoTed,   "That  the   Bill   bo   now   read  2° "  I 

J/or  18,[i9o]  1S31 
Araeodl.  to  leare  out  "Dcnr,"  and  add  "apOD  ' 
tbia   daf  Bi;c  montfai"  (Jlfr.  Locte}  ;  after  1  Sausbust,   Marqui 


Amendment  Bill  [b.l.] 

( Hit  Bart  OramiilU) 
I.  Preiented  ;  rend  1'  •  May  19         (No.  103) 

Rend  3-  ■  Hay  38 

Moied,  "  That  the  Houie  do  now  reaolre  IttoU 
into  Committee  "  June  IS,  [191]  loBl :  altor 
■hort  debate,  Houae  in  Committee 

Report  June  16,  )e3e  (No.  14S) 

Reads*  Jun«  18,  ITU 
e.  Read  1°  •  June  32  [BUI  181] 

Read  3°  ■  June  39 

Committee  * — b.p.  Jidy  10 

Committee  ;  Report  July  15,  [193]  1311 

Conaidsred  ■  July  IT  [Bill  338] 

Coniidered*  Juiy2ft 

Re»d  8'*  July  21 

Ro;sl  Aaeent  July  31    [31  A  S3  Viet.  o.  131] 

Sales  of  BeTenions  Bill 

(Sir  Boundtll  Palmer,  Sir  RebeH  CoUier) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  J<fov  20  [BUI  8] 

Read  3°  •  Nov  38 

Committee*  1  Koport  ffov  29 

Considered  •  ;  read  8"  ■  Nov  30 
I.  Read  1  •  ■  ( 7A«  Lord  Chancellor)  Dee  2  { No.  S) 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"'  Dec  8, 
[190]  637  ;  after  ahort  debate,  Bill  reitd  3* 

Committee  '  j  Report  Dee  6 

Read  3*  ■  Dee  6 

Royal  Aiient  Dee  1  [31  Vicf.  0.  1] 


.  "That  •        .    _. 

pal,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3° 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  rererred  to  a  Select 

Committee"  (Mr,  HOberl):  after  ahort  do-, 

bate,  Bill  committed  to  a  SeleoC  Committee    | 
Queation,  Mr.  Roebuck  ;   Anawer,  Mr.  J.  A.  1 

Smith  Mir  23,  [191]  10 
And,  on   Afar  26,    Committee  nominated   aa 

followa  : — Sir  Jamea  Fergnaaon  (Chairman), 

Mr.  Bainea,  Mr.  Berkeley,  Mr.  John  Bright, 

Mr.    Evani,   Colonel    Fane   (Hanta),    Mr. 

Hihhert,    Mr.    Honbll,    Mr.     KnatohbuU. 

Hugeaten,   Mr.   Looke,   Mr.   Malcolm,  Mr. 

Roebnck,  Mr.  John  Abel  Smith,  Mr.  Frede. 

rick  Stanley,  and  Mr.  Yorka 
Report  ofSelect  Committee /u^T    (No.  103) 
Report"  July  1 

Sale  of  Liqaon  on  8nnda7  (Ireland)  BUI  , 

(Jfr.  (ySeiHy,  Lord  aremernt,  Mr.  Pirn)        , 

e.  Motion  fbr  LeaTo  (Thtt/Canor  Dm)  Feb  18, 

[190]  938 

Bin  ordered,  read  1°*  [Bill  31] 

Morad, "  That  the  Bill  be  cow  read  3°  "  Mar  B, 

1  lit ;  alter  abort  debate.  Bill  read  2°,  and 

committed  to  a  Select  Committee  , 

And,    on    itfor    IB,    Committee   nominated  a« 

.     follows:  — Mr.   O'ReUly  (Chairman),   Mr. 

Cubitt,   Mr.;  Dawaon,  Mr.  Chicbeater  For- 

teseue.  Major  Gaiin,  Lord  Ctaod  Hamilton, 


of  (see  also  Cbab- 
BonsE,  ViBcount) 
Cborge  of  the  Biahop  of  Saliabnry,  [190]  133, 
I3S 

Compulsory  Chnrch  Ratea  Abolition,  Gomm. 

['93]  680 
Cotton  StatiaticB,  3R.  [193]  709,710;  Comm. 

918 
Courli  of  Jualioe,  Now,  [igj]  1831, 1817 
Bstabliahad  Church  (Ireland),  [193]  79,  93 
Minialorial  Eipl an ation— Public  Buaineai,[i93] 


Regulation  of  lUilwaya,  Oomm.  el.  S,  Aniendt. 

[iqi]e,8;e/.  19,9,10;  Report.cf.  11, 113  i 

add.  d.  130  ;  3R.  707 
Ritnal,   Report!  of  tb«  Commiaaion  on,  [191] 


Mr. 


1716 
South   Coaat   Railwaya,   Commons    Ameodts. 

['93] 1818 
Uniformity  of  FablJo  Wonbip,  3R.  [193]  881 
Victoria— Appropriation  Act,  [191]  1993, 19S1 
West  Indiea,  3R.  [193]  708 

Salmon  IHalieries  (Scotland)  BUI  [b.l.] 

( The  Duie  ef  Riehmond) 


Loader.  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr.  Mon«ll,  Sir    (.  p^wnted  ;  readl-Juw  II         {No,  148) 


Graham    Montgomery,    Mr.    Murphy,    Mr. 

O'Neill,  Mr,  Pim,  Mr.  PoUard-Urquhart,  and 

Mr.  Staopoole 
Report  of  Select  Conunittee  Jfay  S3   (No.aSO) 
Ro^mm.  •  May  36  [Bill  138] 

Bill  withdnwu  '  Juae  30 


"That   the   Bill   be  now   read   3*" 

June  16,  [191]  1038 ;  afier  short  debate.  Bill 
reads* 

Committee  JuM  33,  1318  (No.  ITS) 

Report  •  July  3  (No,  «*«>-. 

Send  3'  ■  Julji  S 


SAT        SOI 


(SBSSION    1867-8) 
190—191^191 — 193. 


SCb        soil 


Sat  First^New  Peers  Inirodtieed-^oni. 

June  16— William  O'Neill.  Clerk,  Baron  O'NeUl 
of  Shanes  Castle  in  the  Conntj  of 
Antrim 

June  26 — William  Lord  Brougham  and  Vanx 
(special  Limitation)  sat  first  in 
Parliament  after  the  Death  of  his 
Brother 

July  14 — Alexander  Nelson  Baron  Bridport, 
Viscount  Bridport 

July  27 — Sir  Robert  Comelis  Napier,  Baron 
Napier  of  Magdala  in  Abyssinia 
and  of  Caryngton  in  the  Conntj 
Palatine  of  Chester 

Nov  19,  1867  —  Thomas  Legh  Lord  Bishop 

of  Rochester 
JuM  6,  1868 — George  Augustus  Lord  Bishop 

of  Lichfield 

Baxony^  Diplomatic  Belationi  mth 
Question,    Mr.    Hardoastle  r    Answer,   Lord 
SUnley  Dec  2,  [190]  519 

Schools  and  Training  Factories  (Ireland) 

Bill    {^r.  Rearden,  Mr,  Leader) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  July  18  [Bill  S45] 

ScHBEiBEB,  Mr.  C,  Cheltenham 

Abyssinia — Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  678 
The  Queen's  Letter  to  King  Theodore,  [190] 
179 

Compound  Householder,  The,  [190]  886  ;[i9x] 
1785 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  SR.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  [iQi]  207 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  [192]  1040 

Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leare,  [190]  994,1686; 
[19a]  1181 ;  2R.  1696 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el,  1,  [191]  668,  670 ; 
cl,  5,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  691 ;  c2. 14, 
[193]  1002 ;  add,  cl,  1457 ;  Consid.  add.  el. 
1649 

English  Porcelain  at  Bow,  [190]  1887 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191] 
633;  Res.  1939 

Income  Tax,  3R.  [190]  545 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland), 
Comm.  [192]  469  ;  c^  9,  963 

Tanored's  Charity,  2R.  [191]  236 

Beimiifie  Instruction 

MoTed,  '*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  provisions  for  giving  in- 
struction in  theoretical  and  applied  Science 
to  the  Industrial  Classes  "  {Mr.  Samuelson) 
Mar  24,  [191]  160 ;  after  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

And,  on  Mar  27,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Mr.  Samuelson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Acland,  Mr.  Akroyd,  Mr.  Bagnall,  Mr. 
Bazley,  Mr.  Beecroft,  Mr.  Henry  Austin 
Bruce,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  Dixon, 
Mr.  Graves,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Thomas 
Hughes,  Sir  Charles  Lanyon,  Mr.  William 
Lowther,  Mr.  M* Lagan,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
tagu, Mr.  Edmund  Potter,  Mr.  Powell,  and 
Mr.  Read 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Jidy  15 

{Pta-l.  P.  No.  482) 
(See  me^Education) 


SoLATER-BooTH,  Mf.  G.  (f  Secretary  to  the 
Poor     Law     Commissionersi    afi^f' 
wards  Secretary  to  the    Treasury), 
Hampshire,  N. 
Abyssinia — Postage  from,  [190]  lll5 
Army — Fortifications,  Grant  for,  [191]  260 
Superannuation  Allowances,  [192]  2133 
Assessed  Taxes — Appeal  Courts,  [190]  2050  ; 
[193]  1199  ;— Collection  of,  1367.  147A 
f  Casual  and  Vagrant  Poor,  [190]  651 
f  Clifton  and  Bedminster  Workhouse  Infirmaries, 


[190]  166 
Dole,  ' 


Coble,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [191]  1457 
Commissionaires,  Corps  of,  [192]  246 
Commissions,  Permanent  Expenses   of,  Res. 

[191]  1287 
Consecration  and  Ordination  Fees,  [191]  1832 
Consolidated  Account,  Charges  on  the,  [190] 

1221 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [192]  1397, 1563,  2130, 

2131 


Customs  Ofllcers,  Grievances  of,  [191]  1455 ; 

[IQ3]  1426 ;— fc 
in  the,  [192]  713 ;  [193]  304 ;  Res.  1409 


[192]  513,2135  :  [103]  1426 ;— Extra  Clerks 


Durham  County  Courts,  [192]  816 
f  East  London — Distress  in,  [190]  6^4 
Election  Petitions  and   Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  add,  cl,  [193]  1453 
Electric  Telegraphs,  [192]  1631 
Garter  King  at  Arms,  [191]  39 
India — Customs  Department,  Board  of  Trade, 
[192]  426 
Postal  Communication  with  Penanf,  [1921 
1110  *^^-' 

Ireland — Questions,  ho. 

Customs  Ofllcers,  ^192]  247 
Duty  on  Spirit  Licences,  [191]  38 
Eel  Weir  at  Roosky,  [193J  1670 
Military  Stores  and  Barracks,  [193]  812 
Post  Ofllce,  [192]  1562 
Records,  [193]  804 
Regium  Donum,  [192]  345 
Taxation,  InequaTity  of,  [193]  1283 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  Fees,  [191] 

830 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [193]  158 
f  Metropolis — Guardians  of  St.  Luke's  Parish, 
[190]  651 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  [190]  1980 
Money  Orders  and  Stamped  Receipts,  [102]  2134 
Navy  Estimates — Greenwich  Hospital,  ao.  [193] 

1157 
Ordinations,  Fees  on,  [193II822 
fPoor  Law,  [190]  164 ;— Walsall  WorkhouM, 
631 ;— Bethnal  Green  Workhouse.  1454 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el.  4,  [193]  1606 ;  el.  18, 

1880  ;  d,  K,  1884 
Post  Oflioe— Questions,  Ao. 

American  Mails,  [190]  1685;  [192]  842 
Australia—  Postal     Commumoation  with, 

[190]  1979 ;  [192]  1472 
Bnndisi  Route,  1192]  1561 
Cape  Mail,  [192]  923,  1180 
Eastern  Msll  Service,  [  1  oi]  258 
London  Letter  Carriers,  [192]  1858 
MalU,  MaiU  to,  [190]  1226 
PosUl  Service,  [192]  817, 1476 
Returns,  [191]  2001 
Southern  District,  [191]  358 
Sunday  Labour  in  the,tiqi\^V^^ 
West  India  Maila,\\^\\Ym\\>^A^^^  * 
[193]  519, 16M 

\5we»»v 
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SCO        800 


SoLATiB-BooTB,  Mr.  G. — eont. 

Post  OfBoe— Dafliy,  A.  J.,  Cm6  of,  Motion  for 

a  Goniinittoe,[i9il  1298 
Post  OfBoo—FosUl  Sobsidios,  Res.  [190]  2012 
Record  Publieations,  Res.  [193]  167 
Rerenue  Offioers  DisabiUtiei  Remoral.  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [192]  1^36 
Slave  Bounties»[i9a]  1131 
Supply — Bounties  on  Slares,  [19a]  2170 

British  Embassj  Houses,  [191]  902,  095, 

997 
Civil     Senrioe    Estimates,    [19a]    1010 ; 

Report,  [193]  1185 
Conyict    Establishments  (Colonies),  [19a] 

504 
Conntj  Courts,  [19a]  502 
Embassj  Houses  Abroad,  [19a]  312 
Foreign  OflBce,  [193]  1203 
OoTemment  Prisons,  [19a]  1107 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  [191]  1001,  1002    . 
Land  Registry  Omise,  [19a]  1105 
Learned  Sooieties,  Grants  to,  [19a]  1132, 

1133 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  [19a]  1174;  Re- 
port, 1609 
National  Gallery,  [19a]  1172 
Portpatriok  Railway  Compensation,  [193] 

1211 
Post  OflBce,  [193]  831 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [193]  841,  845, 

846 
Prosecutions,  [igij  497,  501 
Public  Buildings  (Ireland),  [19a]  404 
Registry  House,  Edinburgh,  Report,  [19a] 

1176 
Salaries  of  Governors  of  Colonies,   [193] 

675 
Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [19a]  400 


Treasury,  [193]  1202 

(gow,  [1 
Woods.  Forests,  Ac.  [193]  1209 


Ulster  Canal,  [19a]  404 
University  of  Glasgow,  [193]  401 


Turkey — Embassy  House,  Constantinople,  [193] 
1763 
Embassy    House,    Therapia,    [19a]  1752; 
[193]  1289 
United  Sutes  ^Library  Committee,  Philadel- 
phia, [193]  1901,  1902 
Postal  Convention,  [192]  3132 
Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia,  [193] 

1141 
Witnesses,  Expenses  of,  [193]  1810 

Seotland 
A^cuUural  Labourer^  Dwellings,  Question, 
Mr.  Fordyce ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

ifar  10,  [190!  1287 

BumHtlandana  GhmUon  Ferry,  Question,  Mr. 
Aytoun  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Feb  21, 
[190]  1004 

CcmmitUdi  {Scotland),  Question,  Sir  Robert 
Anstruther;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  30,  [193]  369 

County  aftd  Burgh  Police  {Scotland),  Moved, 
"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  County  and  Burgh  Police 
Systems  of  Scotland"  {The  Earl  of  Minto) 
May  11,  [19a]  1 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 

And,  on  May  18,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : — E.  Doncaster, 
£.   Morton,   E.  Landerdaie,  £.  Airlie,  £. 


jScotiafut— oont. 

Strange,  E.  Minto,  E.  Morley,  E.  Camper- 
down,  £.  Innes,  L.  Clinton,  L.  Elphinstone, 
L.  Panmure,  L.  Oxenfoord,  L.  Lyveden,  Ij. 
Penrhyn,  and  L.  Colonsay 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22 

{Pari.  P.  No.  112) 

Dunkeld,  Bridge  at.  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  18,  [190] 
885  ;  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  July  23.  [193]  1671 

Education  Bill^  Question,  Admiral  Erskine  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  8,  [191] 
2001 

Education  —  Legielation  on.  Question,  Mr. 
Craufbrd  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Jfarl3,[i9o]  1591 

EitabHehed  Chwreh  of— The  Lord  Bigh  Com- 
miesioner.  Question,  Sir  Robert  Peel ;  An* 
swer.  The  Lord  Advocate  Mity  7,  [191]  1884 

Judicial  StoHitiee,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Cole- 
brooke  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  jP«5  20« 
[190I988 

Judicial  System — Royal  Commission,  Queetion, 
Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
June  25,  [19a]  2137 

Law  of  Bypothec,  Question,  Mr.  Fordyce ;  Aa- 
swer,  Mr.  Carnegie  Mar  6,  [190]  1149 

LoM  Procedure  —  Inelosure  Vommissioniers, 
Question,  Mr.  Nicol ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate JV6  17,  [190]  797 

LegtsUxticn for— Progress  of  Scoidi  Bills,  Qnee> 
tion,  Sir  Elobert  Anstruther;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  May  14,  [19a]  245 

Middle  Class  Schools,  Observations,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff ;  Reply,  The  Lord  Advocate  ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  July  3,  [193]  644 

Militia,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  Mayll,  [19a]  17 

Ministers'  Stipends,  Edinburgh,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Mar  19,  [190]  1889 

Parochial  Assessment,  Question,  Sir  WiUiam 
Stirling-Maxwell ;  Answer,  Tlie  Lord  Adv<H 
oate/fi/y20,[i93]1483 

Poor  Assessment,  Motion  for  Return  of  Deduc- 
tions allowed  [and  other  Particulars]  {The 
Earlvf  AirUe)  Mar  27,  [191]  328  ;  Motion 
agreed  to— (Pari,  P.  No.  90) 

Poor  Law  Returns,  Question,  Sir  Andrew 
Agnew ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Jwne  16, 
[19a]  1631 

Public  Roads,  Question,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answer. 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Nov  26,   [190]   181  ; 

Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-LesUe ;  Answer, 

The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  27,  [191]  857 
Railway  Property,  Assessment  of.  Question, 

Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

J^y  9.  [193]  911 
Representation  of  the  People  Bill,  Question, 

Mr.  Gladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli  May  S, 

[191] 2004 

'*  Running  his  Letters,"  Question.  Sir  Robert 
Anstruther;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
yu/yl4,[i93]1166 

Supreme  Civil  Courts,  The,  Question,  Mr. 
Waldegrave-Leslie ;  Answer,  The  Loiil  Ad- 
vocate Deo  3,  [190]  536 

Trawling  for  Herrings  Bill,  QuesUon,  Mr. 
Lament ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  May  7» 
[191]  1882 


SCO        SEA 


(  SESSION    1867-8) 
190—191—193—193. 


SEE 


SET 


SooTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  SelhirhBhire 
Representation    of    the    People   (Scotland), 
Comm.c/.  10,  [1923986;  ct  11,  1004 


Scott,  Sir  W.,  Roxhurgluhire 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  2R. 
[190]  1235 


ScoT7iiFrEij),  Mr.  J.  H.,  Smwfwrdweni 
Commissions,   Permanent    Expenses  of.  Res. 

[191]  1287 
Compulsorj  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

979 
Coanty  Financial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  1554 
Established  Church   (Ireland),   Comm.    Res. 

[191]  1938 
Local  Charges  on  Real  Property,  Res.  [192]  160 
Ministerial  Statement,  [19a]  650 
Navy — Royal  Dockyards,  Res.  [190]  2048 
Railway  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Aooonnts, 

2R.  [191]  1541 
Supply — Education,  Public,  [192]  1147 

Science  and  Art,  [192]  1167 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Motion  for  an  Address,  [191] 

2018 
Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1722 


Seay  Collisions  at 
Question,  Mr.  Holland  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  Dee  6,  [190]  642 


Sea  Fisheries  BiU 

{Mr,  S,  Cave,  Mr,  E,  Egerion,  Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre) 

€,  Motion  for  Leare  {Mr,  Stephen  Cave)  Feb  24, 
[190]  1074 

Bill  ordered  ;  after  short  debate,  read  l**  * 

Read  2°  •i/ar  5  [BiU  42] 

Committee  Mar  9,  1269  ;  after  short  debate  b.p. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  17 

Considered  *  Mar  18 

Read  S**  •  Mar  19 
I,  Read  ^•{The  Duke  of  Riehmond)  Mar  20 

Moved,  *<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2**' 
Mar  30,  [191]  465 ;  after  short  debate.  Bill 
read  2»  (No.  46) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  1 1 

Committee  {on  r«-«omm. )-—r.p.  May  14,  [192] 
287  (No.  96) 

Committee  {on  re-eomm,)  May  26,  916 

Report  •  May  29  (No,  125 ) 

Read3»*  JuneU 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  June  22,  1857      [Bill  1701 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [31  &  32  Viet,  0.  45] 


Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mir,  BlaJce^  Colonel  Annesley,  Lord  Claud  John 

Hamilton^  Mr,  Kavanagh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  April  30  [Bill  101] 

Question,  General  Dunne ;   Answer,  The  Earl 

of  Mayo  May  14,  [192]  287 
Moved,  "That   the  Bill   be  now  read  2* " 

June  24, 2012;  after  short  debate,  Bill  read  2» 
BiU  withdrawn  •  July  2 


Seelt,  Mr.  C,  jAneoh 

in  tbe,  [19 
Metropolitan  Tramways,  2R.  [i 90}  1110 


French  Nary — Monitors  in^the,  [193]  1481 
Metropolitan  Tramway 
Nary — Questions,  Ao, 


Greenwich  Hospital,  ^.  [190]  1114 ;  [193] 

1185 

** Research"  and  <*  Enterprise  "—Explana- 
tion, [193]  1678 
Turret  Ships,  Ao.,  Report  on,  [193]  1666, 
1714 
Nary — Admiralty  Monies  and  Aooounts,  Motion 

for  a  Committee,  [190]  890,  907 
Navy—Iron-clad  Fleet,  Res.  [193]  1111, 1185 
Postal — American  Mails,  [190]  604 


Select  Vestries 

I  Bm,proform4,  read  1*»  Nov  19 

Sblwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  JEsseXt  8, 
Boundary,  Comm.  el,  4,  Amendt.  [193]  1441 
Established  Church  (Ireland),    Comm.   [191] 

1367 
Foreign  Cattle,  Importation  of,  [190]  335 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 


[193]  150  ;  el,  3,  1756 


Selwyk,  Sir  C.  J. — see  Solicitor  General, 
The 


Sentences,  Remission  of 
Address  for  '*  Copy  of  all  Petitions  or  Memorials 
and  of  all  Communications  praying  for  or 
recommending  the  suspension,  commutation, 
or  remission  of  sentences  of  death  or  of  penal 
serritude,  reoeired  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  or  at  the  Dome 
Office,  d(c. "  {Mr,  Nevodeyate)  Dee  3,  [190] 
551  ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Servia,  National  Assembly  of 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;   Answer,  Lord 
Stanley  June  25,  [192]  2135 


Sewage^  Disintegration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Liddell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathoroe 
Hardy  June  29,  [193]  307 


Seyxotjb,  Rear- Admiral  G.  H.  (Lord  of  the 

Admiralty),  Antrim  Co.' 
Established   Church   (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1370 
Naty — Greenwich  Hospital,  [193]  1406 

Old  Unarmoured  Ships,  [193]  1818 

Sethotjb,  Mr.  A.,  Totnes 
Supply — Science  and  Art,  [192]  1167 

Setmotjr,  Mr.  H.  D.,  Pooh 
India — Telegraphio  CVsuau!»ASMd^^«'^^:i^^«ssc^  ^ 

JE^ny  [193]  l^^ 


8BA        SIB         (OIITBRA 

SniRBSBuxT,  Earl  of 
Aiiiiaoi'  and  LaboaNn'  DwvlUogi,  9R.  [19a] 

90T ;  Repcffi,  [193]  98V 
Babj  Farming,  [193]  1899 
EsUbliihed  Ohoroh  (iMland),  SR.  [193]  810 
Exploiire  Materials  m  War,  [193]  1881 
Poor  Bolief,  Oomm.  el  98,  [19a]  848 ;  eL  9, 

1625,  1686 
ProiiuMorjr  Oaihf,  Commont  Amosdls.  [193] 

1227 
Ritual,  Roporta  of  tho  Oommiiaion  on,  [192] 

832, 888 
Uniformity  of  PnbUo  Worship,  8R.  [193]  888, 

895 

Bhsridait,  l£r.  H.  B.,  DudUy 
Bounduias  of  Boroughs,  Motion  fcr  a  Com* 

mittee,  [los]  428 
Compound  nonsaholdor,  Tho,  [19a]  245 
Onstoms*  Extra  GlerlKS,  [19a]  718  ;  Res.  [193] 

1407 


L    IXDIX)        SLA        SOL 

-lf9T-li3. 

8la9BBoimH$t 

ObaerTations,  (^QMtion,  Colonel  Sjkss;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Solater-Booth  June  4,  [19a]  1180 

Slave  TVade  PaperB 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Gilpin;  Answer,  Lord  Stanlejr 
lf<ir  18,  [190]  188T 

Sla/oe  Trade,  Zamilar 
Question,  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton;    Answor,  Lord 
SUoley  A]^  80,  [191]  1578 


Goddard,  S.  A.— Petition  of,  [103]  1250,  1254 
Gofemment  of  India,  Oomm.  cl.  2,  [193]  868 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  [193]  177^,  1775 
Income  T»^  in  Dodlej,  [190]  176, 177 
Railways  (Guards'  and  Passengers'  Communi- 
cation), 2R.  [191]  206 
Rates,  Collection  and  Payment  of,  [193]  911 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  el,  17>  [193] 
1784 ;  add,  el,  Amendt.  1785, 1786 ;  Consid. 
add:  el.  1787, 1791, 1792 
Sierra  Leone— Assistant  Judge  of,  [T9a]  656, 

657 ;  [193]  1818 
Supply— Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and 
Siam,  Motion  ibr  A<youmme|it,  [193]  668, 
671 

Skkrriff,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Woreeeier  dip 
Poor  Law — Bethnal  Gnen  Workhonse,  [100] 
1458 

BUrra  Leone,  AisUtani  Judge  of 

Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Adderley  May  21,  [loa]  656 
AppcirUment  of  Mr.  tivggint,  Question,  Mr. 

H.   B-  Sheridan ;    Answer,    Mr.    Adderley 

July  27,  [1933  1818 

BiifEOv,  Sir  J.,  IbU  of  Wight 

Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  428 

Boundary,  Comm.  [192]  279 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
el.  4,  [191]  1059 

Rogers,  Dr.,  Medical  OfiBcer  of  the  Strand 
Union,  [191]  261 

Turnpike  Trusts,  2R.  [192]  1727 

Sir  Bobert  B'apier'8  Annnily  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodton,  Mr.  Diiradi,  Sir  Staford  Northcate) 

e.  Resolution  [9th  July]  reported,  and  agreed  to ; 
Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»*  July  13       [Bill  2801 

Read  2o»/t4Zyl4 

Committee ;  Report  Jtdy  15,  [103]  1285 

Read  S- • /i«Zy  16 
I  Read  U*  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  17 

Read  2*»  July  20  (No.  265) 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  21 

Readd«<»/K/y28 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  A  31)  Viet.  89  91] 


8maU-po»  EoepUal  —  Report  of 
CJjicer  of  Privy  Counetl 

Qoestion,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jerroise ;   Aosww, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  June  15,  [19a]  1561 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Hinrifordehm 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  9R.  [19P]  1881, 
1859,  1867,  1870 

SiOTH,  tfr.  J.  A.,  Chicheeter  - 
Mauritius — Condition  of,  [19a]  718 

Ferer  in,  [19a]  1856 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  [191]  40 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stockport 
Cattle  Trade,  Forei^  [193]  (751 
Gofernment  of  India  Act  Amendment*  Comm. 

el.  1,  ri9a]  1891 
India— Budget,  The,  [193]  1670 
India— Irrigation  of  Publio  Lands,  Res.  [xQil 

970 
Metropolitan    Foreign   Cattle    Market,  [193] 

1290, 1307 
Postal— India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails,  Res. 

[190]  475 
Representation    of    the    People    (Scotland)^ 

Comm.  el.  3,  [192]  843 
Weights  and  Measures  (Metric  System),  2^. 

[i9a]^199  ;  Comm.  [193]  425 

Smollett,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Dumbartonehire 

Ipdia — Questions,  d(c. 

Bank  of  Bombay — Bengal  Agency,  [193] 

1471 
East  India  Irrigation  and  Canal  Company, 

[190]  989  :  [192]  425 
Irrigation  Works,  [190]  798 
Madras  Irrigation  Uompany,  [190]  1072  ; 
[191]  1301 
Indiar--Irrigation  of  Public  Lands,  Rea.  [191] 

946,  958 
Registration,  Comm.  [193]  562 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  LeaTO, 
[190]  822 ;  2R.  1237 ;  Comm.  el.  8,  [loal 
862  •  c/.  9   960  *  -^  j 

Spain— Case' of  the  '*  Tornado,"  [192]  1563 
Systems  of  Government  in,  [191]  417 

SouciTOB  Oevebal,  The  (Sir  0.  J.  Ssl* 
wtn),  Cambridge  Vhivereity 
Companies  Amendment  Act,  [190]  605 
Totnes,  ^.  Writs,  2R.  [190J  546 
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SPE 


Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  W.  B.  Bbbtt) 
JSelston 

Boundary,  Comm.  add,  eU  [19a]  1443 

Bristol  Election,  [193]  1276 

Bristol  Writ,  [193]  422 

Capital  Punishment  within  Prisons,  Comm. 
cl.  4,  [191]  1060, 1061 

Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
cl,  6,  Amendt.  [190]  1425 

County  Courts  (Admiralty  Jurisdiction), Comm. 
[192]  167. 168 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Court,  2R. 
[191]  1874 

Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,  Comm.  el.  5,  [192]  690,  2175; 
193]  cl,  6,  739,  740,  742,  748 ;  cl,  7,  744 ; 
cl,  10,  752  ;  cl.  14,  1005,  1010.  1014,  1015  ; 
el,  15, 1016  ;  cl.  17,  1017,  1019, 1169  ;  cl,  23, 
1170  ;  cl.  28, 1 172  ;  el,  SO,  1173  ;  cl,  37,  ib., 
1174;  d,  41,  1175;  el,  43,  1177;  d,  45, 
1178,  1180  ;  d,  46,  1369  ;  el.  47,  1372, 1373; 
cl,  48,  ib, ;  cl,  54,  Amendt.  1374 ;  add,  el, 
1377,  1380,  1381,  1387,  1440,  1450,  1452, 
1455;  Consid.  1622;  add.  d,  1623,  1626, 
1627,  1631,  1632.  1638,  1639,  1641,  1643, 
1645.  1675,  1677,  1682,  1687;  Amendt. 
1688 

Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  544 

Libel,  Comm.  [192]  603  ;  el.  3,  613 

Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  411 

Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1872;  Consid. 
[193]  1222 

Pilotage,  Compulsory,  Res.  [191]  382,  383 

Registration,  2R.  [.192]  1612 ;  Comm.  d.  29, 
[193]  566  ;  add,  el.  569,  570 

Registration  of  Voters  Act,  [192]  377,  379 

Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  20,  [192]  1596 ;  add.  cl,  1769 

Sea  Fisheries,  Lords  Amendts.  [192]  1862 


Solway,  Salmon  FUheries  in  the 

Questions,  Mr.  P.  Wyndham,  Lord  Hotham ; 
^Answers,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Ncv  29,  [190] 
427 


Somerset,  Duke  of 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  2R.  [192] 
909 

Compulsory  Church   Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
[191]  1573 

Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [192]  328 

East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  860 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [191]  249 

Education,    Technical  —  Whitworth    Scholar- 
ships, [191]  825 

Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  [193]  1814 

Established   Church  (Ireland),  2a.  [193]  75, 
289 

Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1834 

(Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1689 

Navy — Iron   Ballast  in  the  Dockyards.  [100] 
1038 
Royal    Dockyards — Motion  for  a  R-  turn, 
[190]  1212 

New  Forest  Deer  Removal  &e.  Act,  Motion 
for  a  Committee,  [192]  694 

Parliament — Public   Petitions — Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  [191]  689 

VOL.     CXCIII.     [third  SERIES.] 


South  Africa — Consecration  of  Bishops 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for,  Copies  of  Circular 
Despatch  of  30th  January  1868  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  relative 
to  the  Consecration  of  a  Colonial  Bishop  in 
South  Africa,  and  of  a  Despatch  of  31st 
March  on  the  same  Subject  {The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  July  3,  [193]  587 ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to — Pari.  P,  [2347] 

Spain 

" Mermaid"  Case  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Head- 
lam  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Nov  28.  [190] 
328— Par/.  P. No.  [3997] 

**  Queen  Victoria,**  The,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Dee  6,  [190] 
641  ;  Feh2\,\0(i2 

Religious  Persecution f  Question,  Mr.  Baines  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  July  20,  [193]  1478 

Spain  and  .Chile,  Question,  Mr.  Weguelin ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mar  12,  [190]  1458 

"  Tornado,"  Case  of  the,  Question,  Mr.  Wyld ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Feb  28,  [190]  1103  : 
Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lusk ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Mar  12,  1455  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Smollett ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  June  15, 
[192]  1563 :  Question,  Mr.  Candlish  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Jtdy  27,  [193]  1820 

Pari,  P.  No.  [3993] 

Spain  and  Prussia —  Treaty  of  Commerce 
Question,  Mr.  Akroyd  ;   Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
AprU  23,  [191]  11 47 -Par/.  P.  No.  [4023] 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  J.  E.  Denison) 
Nottir^hamshirCy  N, 

Lord  Elcho  said,  that  if  hon.  Members  had  no 
consideration  for  themselves  they  should  at 
least  have  some  consideration  for  the  Speaker, 
who  had,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  hours 
between  four  and  six,  been  practically  in  the 
Chair  since  twelve  o'clock,  and  it  was  now 
twenty  minutes  to  three.  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
he  felt  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  made  the  appeal  in  his  behalf ;  but  he 
wished  that  hon.  Members,  without  any  re- 
ference to  his  convenience,  should  be  guided 
by  what  they  considered  proper  and  suitable 
and  becoming  the  dignity  of  the  House. — 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market  Bill, 
[193]  1343 

Adjournment — Moved  that  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  until  Monday  ;  objected, 
that  the  Motion  for  Adjournment  must  be 
put  before  a  Motion  for  fixing  the  adjourn- 
ment to  a  particular  day — Mr.  Speaker  said, 
that  the  Motion  was  in  Order,  though  the 
course  mentioned  was  the  one  usually  pur- 
sued, [193]  1737 

Amendments  in  Committee  —  Entry  on  the 
Votes — Those  Amendments  only,  in  Commit- 
tee, upon  which  divisions  take  place  are 
entered  on  the  Votes. — Marine  Mutiny  Bill, 
[191]  574 

Amendment —  Amendment    alteria^  V^si  "Vcw— 
cidence  of  Taxation — E.Uc\xotv  P<ix>xVix^,^<^- 
Bill,  considered  as    m«.t5^^^^\  '^^'^  '^J^'^^X, 
General  moved  to  «t.vV^^  Q>aN.^\a.N«ftV5».-«»^ 

•411  ^ 
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Spbaxxb,  The— «on<. 

nrorided  that  the  eoei  of  hwtlnge,  Acehonld 
be  borne  by  the  whole  of  the  ratepayers. 
Mr.  Uboochere  objeeted  that  the  ominion 
of  the  elauie  would  throw  the  harden  on  a 
limited  nomber  of  penons,  lind  that,  ai  the 
Amendment  altered  the  inoidenoe  of  taxation, 
it  oonld  not  now  be  propoeed— Mr.  Speaker 
■Bid,  it  was  quite  oompetent  for  the  hon.  and 
leaned  Gentleman  to  propoee  the  rejeotion 
of  the  elanae,  at  the  omission  of  the  olanae 
would  have  the  effeet  of  relieTing  the  rate- 
payers of  a  ohafge  which  it  waa  proposed  to 
plMM  upon  them,  [193]  1688 

Amendment  —Amendment  ^w^in|L»  «*>^ 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund— The  We$ilnd»e9 
BiU  proposed  to  reliere  the  Consolidated 
Fond  of  a  charge  of  £20,000  hW^rto  an- 
nually paid  to  the  clergy  in  the  West  India 
Islands  —  Amendment  proposed,  that  the 
annual  payment  of  £8,000  he  continued  to 
the  eo-adiutor  Bishop  under  certain  ciroum- 
■tanoes.  Objected,  that  the  Amendment 
should  hate  originated  in  Ck)mmlttee— Mr. 
Speller  said,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that 
theouestion  raised  was  whether  the  Con- 
soUdated  Fund  sho«ld  be  relieTodof  £20,000 
or  of  £18,000  only.  No  new  charge  was 
imposed  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
therefore  it  was  a  question  to  bo  decided 
by  the  House  upon  its  merits,  and  not  by  an 
opinion  from  the  Chair,  [193]  1888, 1920 

Amendment  affecting  the  Incidence  of  Taxa- 
tion^Mr.  Speaker  said,  the  Amendment,  it 
seemed  to  him,  had  thU  effect— that  improve- 
roento  undertaken  beyond  the  limiu  of  the 
City  of  London  would,  after  the  alteration 
proposed,  affect  the  taxation  on  the  City  of 
lx>ndon.  In  that  case,  it  would  effect  an 
alteration  of  taxation  which  should  have 
originated  in  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
HonM.—Artigani'  and  Labwrers'  Dwells 
ings  Bill,  [191]  1877 

Amendments— There  being  a  Motion  and  an 
Amendment  already  before  the  House,  it  is 
not  competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to  more 
a  second  Amendment.  It  is  impossible  to 
put  the  second  Amendment  until  the  first  is 
disposed  of,  [190]  1842 ;  [191]  2051 ;  [193] 
1256 

Amendment— Mr.  Speakersoggestethatanew 
clause  which  had  been  moved  could,  if  the 
House  thought  fit,  be  postponed,  and  brought 
up  again  as  an  Amendment  to  a  clause  about 
to  he  wopoas^.—Carrupi  PracHcet  at  £l€e- 

tioM  BiU,  [19.?]  10-?» 

Amendment— Amendment  which  would  prac- 
tically defeat  a  B\\\— Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  BiU-^Order  for  Committee 
read.  An  hon.  Member  asked  whether  it 
was  competent  to  a  right  hon.  Member  to 
more  at  that  stage  an  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  notice,  the  effeci  of  which, 
if  carried,  would  be  to  defeat  the  measure  ? 

Mr.  Speaker  said,  it  was  quite  competent 

for  the  right  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
Amendment,  [193]  103 

Amendments  on  Committee  of  Supply  on  Fri- 
days — It  is  a  rule  of  the  House  that  no 
original  Motion  shall  be  made  without  due 
notice  ;  but  of  late  years,  upon  the  Question 
of  going   into    Committee   of   Supply    on 
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Fridays,  the    Motions  all  partake  of  the 
nature  of  original  Motions,  though  made  in 
the  form   of  Amendments  to  the  Motion 
<*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
This  is  a  new  practice,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
said  he  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  that  Notioes  for  Friday 
should  be  given  in  sniBoient  time,  and  in  as 
eomplete  a  form,  as  original  Motions,  [191] 
2053 
Amendment— Qnestion  proposed,  '*That  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  ;"  an 
Amendment  moved  thereon— If  the  House 
atBrm  **  that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  stand  part  of  the  Question/'  that  will 
be  deoisive  of  the  Amendment:  then  will 
come  the  Main  Question,  which  will  stand 
disembavrassed    from    all    other    words. — 
Est(MM€d  Chwch  {IMand^  Bid,  [191]  708 

Amendment— An  Amendment  which  in  reality 
anticipates  discussmn  on  every  clause  of  a 
Bill  and  of  some  Amendments,  exceeds  the 
limits  prescribed  for  such  Motions  by  the 
Rules  of  the  House.— /Serj^resentolioii  cf  tite 
People  {Ireland)  Bill,  [192]  1571 

Amendment — Relevancy  of  Amendment  to 
(IneBtion^Repreientaiiou  of  the  People  {Scot- 
land) Bill,  Motion  for  Committee  —  Mr. 
Rearden  having  moved  an  AmendoMiat  that 
the  United  Kingdom  he  divided  into  equal 
eleetocal  distriota— Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  a 
portion  of  the  Resolution  leMed  to  Ireland, 
and  was  not  in  order,  [192]  i72 

Bills— Bills  aflbcting  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Orown— According  to  the  practice  of  Pariia- 
ment,  a  measure  to  limit  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown  cannot  pass  a  third  reading,  unless 
the  consent  of  the  Crown  has  been  first  ob- 
tained.—Ptf«ra^«  (/r<ia«0  BiUf  [»90  lfi«* 

Bills — Reading  a  BiU — Motion  made,  that  the 
EttaUisked  Ckwreh  {Ireland}  Bill  be  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table— Mr.  fipeajfLcr 
said,  that  when  a  proposal  of  a  simihur 
kind  was  made  two  Sessions  ago,  it  was 
agreed  by  the  ilonse  that  the  reading  of  a 
Bill  by  the  Clerk  at  the  TaUe  was  an  ex- 
ploded practice,  [192]  333 

Bills— Relevancy  of  title  of  BlW^Registratian 
(Ireland)  Bill— Or^r  for  Committee  read 
—Mr.  Esmondo  obiected  that  the  title  of  the 
Bill  did  not  cover  its  contents,  inasmuch  as 
a  Registration  Bill  could  not  be  presumed  to 
contain  provisions  in  referenoe  to  polling 
places— Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  most  Bills, 
after  indicating  the  contents,  contained  the 
words  «  and  for  other  purposes."  In  this 
instanee  these  words  did  not  occur  ;  but  the 
objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a 
preliminary  one,  which  ought  to  have  been 
offered  on  the  second  reading,  and  it  was 
now  too  late  to  make  it,  [193]  li86 

Bills— Appointing  day  for  the  second  reading 
—The  practice  is,  on  every  occasion  that  a 
Bill  is  brought  in,  to  fix  the  second  rowiing 
after  it  has  been  read  a  first  time,— Asfa6- 
lished  Church  {Ireland)  BiU,  [19a]  323 

Bills— The  principle  of  n  Bill  is  affirmed  by  the 
passing  the  second  reading.— Sate  o/Liquon 
on  Sunday  BUI,  [190]  1800 
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Bill— Time  for  Motion— Mr.  Hubbard  haviDg 
•poken  against  tho  second  reading  of  tho 
Burial*  (Ireland)  Bill  sat  down  without 
making  his  Motion  **  That  the  Bill  bo  read  a 
second  time  on  this  daj  six  months."  Seve- 
ral hon.  Members  having  spoken,  Mr.  Hub- 
bard rose  to  make  the  Motion — Mr.  Speaker 
ruled  that  the  hon.  Member  could  not  now 
do  so,  [191}  1083 

Committees — Chairman  of  Committees—  Order 
— A  point  of  Order  arising  in  Committee 
should  be  addressed  at  once  to  the  Chairman, 
and  cannot  be  questioned  on  a  subsequent 
occasion. — ^Tho  Chairman  of  Committees  is 
the  proper  judge  of  those  matters  which 
come  under  his  notice  in  Committee — Mr. 
Speaker  said,  he  could  not  interfere  with 
the  decision  of  the  Chairman  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  an  individual  Member :  to  authorize 
him  to  do  so,  the  question  must  be  brought 
before  him  hj  the  direction  of  the  House. — 
Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  426— .E!ila6- 
lished  Church  {Irelattd),  [191]  1948 

Debate — Adjournment  of  a  debate  on  Wednes- 
day. Mr.  Gladstone  rising  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  the  Established  Church  {Ireland) 
Bill — Mr.  Newdegate  objected,  that  it  was 
then  seven  minutes  to  six  o'clock  (it  being 
a  Rule  of  the  Ilouse  that  on  Wednesdays 
no  opposed  Business  shall  be  proceeded  with 
after  a  Quarter  before  Six  o'clock) 

Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  according  to  the  Rule 
of  the  House  if  the  hon.  Member  objected  to 
the  Motion  being  brought  on  at  that  hour  it 
could  not  be  proceeded  with,  [192]  283 

Debate — Latitude  of  speaking — Bill  considered 
as  amended.  On  (Question,  "  That  the  said 
clause  be  now  read  a  second  time  "—Mr. 
Speaker  said,  that  the  Question  lieing  whe- 
ther this  particular  clause  should  pass,  a 
general  argument  could  hardlf  be  allowed. — 
Artizans'  and  LcAourers^  Dwellings  BUI, 
[191]  1566 

Debate — Explanation — Time  for  Explanation 
— An  hon.  Member  desiring  to  explain  his 
remarks  must  reserve  his  explanation  until 
afler  the  hon.  Gentleman  then  in  possession 
of  the  House  has  concluded  his  remarks, 
[191]  1106 

It  is  at  the  option  of  the  Member  in  pos- 
session of  the  House  to  give  way  or  not  to 
an  immediate  explanation,  [191]  1106  ;  [192] 
740 

Debate— Personal  Explanation — Question  re- 
lating to  the  Foreign  OfiSce,  asked  and  an- 
swered. Mr.  Layard  (late  Under  Secretary 
of  State)  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  by 
way  of  explanation — Mr.  Speaker  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  desires  to  make 
a  personal  explanation,  and  under  those  cir- 
cumstances a  statement  is  generally  allowed, 
[190]  607 

Debate— Limitation  of  Explanation. — It  is  not 
competent  for  an  hon.  Member,  in  explana- 
tion, to  reply  to  a  speech  just  made  :  he  must 
confine  himself  to  any  point  on  which  he 
may  himself  have  been  misunderstood. — 
CamnffoU  Annuity  Tax  Bill,  [191]  1106 
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Debate — Premature  Discussion  of  a  Motion — 
An  hon.  Member  having  given  Notice  of  a 
Motion  respecting  the  Declaration  against 
Transubstantiation,  cannot,  on  a  Motion  for 
a  Copy  of  tho  Declaration,  enter  at  length 
into  the  subject,  which  stands  for  future  con- 
sideration, [192]  1099 

Debate — Premature  Discussion—It  is  not  com- 
petent to  discuss  tho  question  of  referring  a 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  on  tho  Motion 
for  the  Second  Reading  :  that  could  only  be 
considered  when  the  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time. — County  Financial  Boards  Bill, 
[191]  1556 

Select  Committees — If  a  Committee  has  not 
reported  it  is  out  of  Order  to  comment  in  this 
House  on  the  evidence  taken  before  it. — 
Navy— Ironrchd  Fleet,  [193]  1124 

Debate— Questions — Mr.  Speaker  suggests  that 
it  would  not  be  convenient  that  a  debate 
should  take  place  on  [a]  subject  merely  on 
the  putting  of  a  Question. — Abyssinia — 
Production  of  Papers,  [190]  650 

Debate — Reference  to  a  past  Debate  in  this 
House  is  not  in  Order,  [190]  422,  610  ;  [191] 
1302;  [192]  1074 

Debate — Comments  on  Debates  in  this  House — 
An  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order  in  intro- 
ducing in  this  House  any  comments  by  other 
individuals  upon  the  debates  which  hare 
taken  place  in  this  House,  [190]  422,  425  ; 
[191]  2030 

Debate — Reference  to  Debates  in  the  Houso  of 
Lords — The  rule  of  the  House  is  that  allu< 
sion  to  debates  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament should  not  be  made  in  this ;  but  it 
is  scarcely  possible  that,  under  all  circum- 
stances, the  rule  can  bo  constraed  in  an  ab- 
solutely literal  manner.  And  Mr.  Speaker 
referred  to  certain  exceptional  circumstances 
then  existing,  [191]  1780 

There  is  no  Rule  in  existence,  forbidding 
reference  to  debates  in  the  other  House,  in  a 
shape  that  it  can  be  formally  rescinded — 
Certain  Rules  are  to  be  found  in  a  book 
which  defines  what  the  observances  of  Par- 
liament are  ;  but  they  are  not  in  tho  nature 
of  Standing  Orders,  [192]  1078 

Debate— Relevancy  of  Debate,  [190]  1200 

Debate — Speaking  twice  on  the  same  Question 
— Question  proposed  ;  Amendment  moved, 
and  negatived  ;  original  Question  again  pro- 
posed— Mr.  Newdegate  rose  to  address  tho 
House — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  in  moving 
tho  Amendment  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
on  the  original  Question,  and  therefore  could 
not  speak  again. — Abyssinia — Motion  for 
Papers,  [190]  674 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  ; "  Amendment  moved,  and  nega- 
tived ;  original  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
The  Motion,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  whaxv 
made  on  a  subsequent  day,  is  a  new  Motloxs^^ 
and  the  Member  moving  is  in  order  i^J?" 
dressing  tho  Houso. — Revenue  Offieert 
biUties  IUnun;aX  BxU,\>^-^^^'^>^^^ 
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The  Prime  Minister  having,  in  the  oonne 
of  debate,  introduced  a  proposal  of  an  en- 
tirely new  oharaotor — namely,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Boundaries  of  Boroughs  he  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee — Mr.  Speaker  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  might 
feel  an  interest  in  the  matter,  should  also 
haTo  the  opportunity  of  speaking  upon  it, 
[19*]  279 
Debate  —  Unparliamentary  Language  —  Mr* 
Rearden,  haying  given  notice  to  ask  a  Ques* 
tion  relative  to  Uer  Majesty  the  Queen,  and 
being  called  to  Order — Mr.  Speaker  said, 
"  The  House  has  anticipated  my  decision  by 
the  expression — the  indignant  expression — 
of  feeling  with  regard  to  the  terms  employed 
in  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member.  No  doubt 
Questions  may  be  addressed  by  a  Member  of 
this  House  to  the  confidential  Advisers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  any  matter  relating  to  the  dia- 
oharge  of  public  duties  by  the  Sovereign  ; 
but  these  Questions  must  be  addressed  in 
respectful  and  Parliamentary  terms.  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  not  couched 
in  such  terms,  and  cannot  be  put,  [19a]  711 

Debate  —  Unparliamentary  Expressions  —  An 
hon.  Member  having  used  the  expression 
"  factious  opposition  to  the  BUI,"  in  reference 
to  the  course  pursued  by  a  right  hon. 
Member— Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  certainly 
thought  the  expression  was  too  strong  a  one. 
— Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1742 

Debate — Unparliamentary  Expressions — It  is 
scarcely  in  order  for  an  hon.  Member  to  use 
the  word  "  dodge "  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  another  Member  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary proceeding. — Metropolitan  Foreign 
Cattle  Market  Bill,  [193]  1297 

Divisions— Mr.  Speaker's  Vote— On  Division 
on  Motion  for  second  reading  of  the  Married 
Women't  Property  Bill,  the  numbers  being 
equal,  Mr.  Speaker  declared  himself  with  the 
Ayes,  and  stated  his  reasons  for  so  doing, 
[192]  1378 

Instructions — Time  for  objecting  to  an  Instruc- 
tion— The  proper  time  for  objecting  to  any 
Instruction  to  be  given  to  a  Committee  is 
when  the  Instruction  is  under  discussion. — 
Representation  of  the  People  (^Scotland)  Bill, 
[192]  460 

Members'  Seats  in  this  House — Mr.  Speaker 
repeats  the  rule,  generally  accepted  by  the 
House,  in  regard  to  the  retention  of  Mem- 
bers' seats.  Any  Member  who,  having  come 
down  to  the  House  in  the  morning  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  on  a  Committee,  shall,  be- 
fore prayers,  place  his  hat  on  a  seat  as  an 
indication  of  his  personal  attendance  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House,  will  be  permitted 
to  retain  that  seat,  as  though  he  were  present 
in  the  House,  [191]  698 

Oaths  of  Roman  Catholic  Members — Mr.  Fre- 
ville-Surtees,  having  stated  that  Mr.  Speaker 
had  ruled  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
who  took  the  Oath  before  the  80th  April, 
1866,  are  bound  by  the  Oath  taken  by  Ro- 
man Catholic  Members  previously  to  that 
time — Mr.  Speaker :   The  hon.  Member  has 
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misconceived  my  meaning.  I  gave  no  such 
decision  as  he  apprehends. — Riman  CathoUe 
OoAh,  [191]  1582  ;  [192]  1208 

Order  of  Business  on  Tuesdays — It  is  an  an- 
cient rule  of  the  House  that  on  Tuesdays 
Notices  of  Motion  have  precedence  of  Orders 
of  the  Day.  Mr.  Bouverie  complained  that 
on  the  Notice  Paper  of  Tuesday,  March  31, 
the  Mutiny  and  Marine  Mutiny  Bille  were 
set  down  in  precedence  of  the  Notices  of 
Motion — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  there. was 
nothing  irregular  or  unprecedented  in  this 
proceeding ;  the  course  taken  with  regard  to 
these  Bills  was  quite  in  conformity  with  pre- 
cedent, and  only  for  the  promotion  of  the 
despatch  of  Public  Business,  [191]  573 

Petitions — ^The  time  for  presenting  Petitions  is 
before  five  o'clock,  and  up  to  that  hour,  at 
any  moment  when  there  is  no  business  b^bre 
the  House,  a  Member  is  perfectly  in  Order 
in  presenting  Petitions,  [190]  1893 

Questions — To  whom  they  may  be  put — ^The 
rule  with  regard  to  Questions  is,  tlukt  Qnee- 
tions  may  Im  put  to  Ministers  of  the  Crowa 
relating  to  public  affiiirs,  and  to  other  Mem- 
bers relating  to  any  Bill  or  Motion  connected 
with  the  Business  of  the  House  in  which  such 
Members  are  concerned,  [192]  717 

Questions— Pertinency  to  Subieot  before  the 
House — There  being  a  Motion  before  the 
House  upon  which  it  is  competent  for  any 
Member  to  address  the  House — to  address  a 
Question  to  the  Government  on  a  subject  not 
connected  with  anything  before  the  House  is 
not  pertinent  to  the  argument,  and  ought  not 
to  be  introduced. — Ex-Oovemor  Eyre,  [193] 
839 

Questions — Relevancy  of  introductory  Remarks 
— An  hon.  Member  does  not  act  m  aooord- 
ance  with  the  Rules  of  the  House  in  not  eon- 
fining  himself  to  such  matter  as  is  necessary 
for  explaining  the  grounds  on  which  he  pots 
the  Question.  —  Msc^Oovemor  Eyre,  [192] 
1850 

Questions — Mr.  Speaker  sugfests  that  it  would 
not  be  convenient  that  adebate  should  take 
place  on  [a]  subject  merely  on  the  putting  of 
a  Question.  —  Ahytsinia  —  Production  of 
Papers,  [190]  650 

Select  Committee— It  is  not  competent  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  referring  a  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading :  that  could  only  be  con- 
sidered when  the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time. — County  Finaneial  Boards  Bill,  [191] 
1556 

See  Committees— Chairman  of  Committees. 

Select  Committee — A  Notice  of  the  names  of 
hon.  Members  to  serve  on  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee given  before  the  House  has  decided 
that  a  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Seleot  Committee, 
would  be  of  no  efiSsot,  [192]  15 

Select  Committees — An  hon.  Member  cannot 
canvass  the  composition  of  a  Committee  until 
it  has  been  agreed  that  a  Committee  shaU  be 
appointed,  and  the  names  have  been  put 
severally  from  the  Ohsdr.-^Boundariu  of 
Boroughs f  [192]  427 
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Select  Committees — Powers  of  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee — A  Bill  being  referred,  the  powers  of 
the  Select  Committee  are  confined  to  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill :  if  it  be  desired  to 
proceed  further,  and  to  take  into  considera- 
tion [a  subject  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill]  that  could  not  be  done  without  a  Special 
Instruction  to  the  Committee.  —  Scae  of 
Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill,  [190]  1869 

Select  Committees — If  a  Committee  has  not 
reported,  it  is  out  of  Order  to  comment  in 
this  House  on  the  evidence  taken  before  it. — 
Navy—Iron^IadFUet,  [193]  1124 

Supply — Latitude  of  Observation — On  Motion, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
an  hon.  Member  having  asked  a  Question  re- 
lating to  Coal  Mitift,  Mr.  Whallej  rose  to 
call  attention  to  Riott  at  Athton ;  objected, 
that  the  previous  subject  was  not  disposed 
of : — Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the  Motion  being 
that  ho  do  Jeave  the  Chair,  he  had  no  power 
to  prevent  the  hon.  Member  from  pursning 
his  obeervations,  [192]  1086 

Spjbncer,  Earl 

Army — Volimteer  Eariew  at  Windsor,  [193] 
988 

Spirit,  Wine,  and  Beer  Licences 
Question,  Mr.  Pease ;    Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  Nov  28,  [190]  381 

Stacpoole,  Mr.  W.,  Ennis 

Army — Brooke,  Captain,  Case  of,  [192]  1855 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  209 
India — Hyderabad,  [191]  1148 
Ireland—  Revision  of  the  Irish  Ordnance  Map, 

[190]  1451 
Regulation  of  iUulwi^a,  Consid.  [193]  1786, 

1787, 1789 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  [190] 

730;  2R.  [191]  1959 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  309 

Staleyhridge,  Birmingham,  Sfc. — Riotn  at 

Ashton — Lectures  of  Mr.  Murphy 
192]  Question,  Mr.  Maguire  ;   Answer,  Mr.  G. 
Hardy  May  25,  817  ;  Personal   Explanation, 

.    Mr.  Newdegate  May  26,  927  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Whalley ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gathorne    Hardy 

.    May  29,  1042  ;  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy ;  debate  thereon 

.    May  29,  1085 

Stamp  Duty  on  the  Transfer  ofJDehenture 
Stock 
Question,  Mr.  CAiilden ;   Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  8,  [192]  1327 

Stansope,  Earl 
Army  Chaplains,  Comm.  [192]  1392 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, Motion  for  a  Committee,  [19 1]  239 
Ireland— Church  Commission,  [193]  972 

Established  Church,  [190]  1796 
Metropolis— Statues  In  Westminster  Hail,  [193] 
979 


Stanhopi,  Earl->eon/. 

Parliament — Questions,  &e. 

Business  of  the  House,  Report  of  Select 

Committee,  [191]  566 
Proxies,  [190]  1954 
Parliament — Notice  of  Question,  Res.    [191] 

693,  696 
Parliament — Public    Petitions,  Motion  for    a 

Select  Committee,  [191]  689 
Public  Schools,  Address  for  Papers,  [192]  1538, 

1553 
Public  Schools,  Comm.  cL  6,  [193]  1652 
Ritual,  Reports  of  the  Commission  on,  [192] 

336 
Uniformity  of  Public  Worship,  2R.  [193]  891 

Stanhope,  Mr.  J.  Bauks,  Lincolnshire,  N, 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 
el.  4,  Amendt.  [190]  1419, 1420 

Staitlet,    Right    Hon.    Lord   (Secretary 

of  State  for  Poreign  Affairs),  Lynn 

Regis 
Abyssinia — Questions,  Ac. 

Cameron,  Consul,  [190]  180 

Egypt,  [190]  1003 

Foreign  OfiBce,  [190]  606 

Mules,  Purchase  o^  [190]  145 

Queen's,  The,  Letter  to  King  Theodore, 
[190]  179 

Rassam,  Mr.,  Mission  of,  [190]  680, 1005 
Abyssinia — Beke,  Dr.,  and  Mr.  Layard,  [190] 

649  ;  Motion  for  Papers,  670,  673 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]   80; 

Report,  101 
Adjouri,  Case  of.  Motion  for  Papers,  [193]  388 
African   Slave  Trade— "The  Aberdeen  Act,*' 

[1923718 
Andover,  Late  Member  for,  [190]  536 
Anstria— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [192]  653 
Belgium— Riots  in,  [191]  837 
Braxil— War  in,  [191]  859 
British  Factory  at  St.  Petersburg,  [193]  1667, 

1824 
«  Bubulina,"  Explosion  of  the,  [190]  519 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  [193]  1285 
Cattle  Plague,  [^192]  1852 

Rinderpest  m  Austria,  [193]  609 
China— Embassy,  The,  [190]  1224 

Treaty  of  Tien-Uin,    [190]    1150  ;    [191] 

1H7 ;  [193]  1^*7 
Cholera  in  the  Mediterranean,  [191]  704 
Church  Rates,  [190]  507 
Consular  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Egypt,  [193] 

1049 
Coolie  Emigrstion,  [192]  2133 
Crete— Condition  of,  [191]  1149 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  [190]  165  ;  [191]  705  ; 

Motion  for  an  Address,  1261  ;  [193]  1747 
Diplomatic  Serrioe,  Res.  [192]  932,  937 
Disraeli's,  Mr.,  Speech  at  Merchant  Taylora' 

HaU,  [192]  2162 
Egypt — Questions,  Ac. 

Claims  on  the  Viceroy,  [192]  924 
Law  Courts,  [192]  1560 
Quarantine  at  Sues,  [192]  1334,  1896 
Societd  d'Agricole  and  the  Viceroy,  [192^ 
1394 
Established    Church    (Ireland),    Qiqil  ^^W*     • 
Comm.  Amendt.  495^b^Vi^*iW  ^..^-». 

Expatriation,  Uw  of.  \\^"\\V^^\\>S'Si^^'^^ 
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Staitut,  Right  hon.  Lord — eont» 

Foreign  OfBoe— Diploroatlo  Agentf,  [190]  542, 

631,  086  ;  [193]  1562  ;    [193]  1712 
France — Arrests  of  Englishmen,  [190]  152 

Belgiom  and  Holland,  [193]  1940 
Honduras — ^Treaty  of  Goarantee,  [190]  148 
Italy — Conference,  Proposed,  [190]  518 

Coosular  Chaplain  at  Naples,  [193]  1947 
Japan — Outrages  in,  [192]  922 
Mezioo— Diplomatie  Relations  with,  [190]  1007; 

[193]  1826 
Ministerial    Statement  — >  Resignation  of  the 

Eari  of  Derby,  [190]  1097,  1098  ;~Re-eon- 

Btruotion  of  the  Ministry,  1 100 
Neutrality  Commission,  [192]  1854 
Papal  GoTemment  and  Mr.  Odo  Russell,  [190] 

162 
Parliament— Order  of  Business,  [190]  545 
Plate  Rtter,  War  in  the,  [190]  652 
Portugal— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [190]  831 
Representation  of  the  People  (Sootland),  [190] 

1103 
Russia  and  Bokhara,  Ugil  955 
Saxony —Diplomatio  Relations  with,  [190]  519 
Scientific  Instruction  in    Foreign    Countriei, 

[19a]  1560 
Serria— National  Assembly  of,  [193]  2136 
SlaTO  Trade  Papers,  [190]  1687 
Slare  Trade,  Zanxibar,  [191]  1578 
Spain  and  ChUe,  [190]  1458 
Spain  and    Prussia —>  Treaty  of  Commerce, 

[191]  IHT 
Spain — Questions,  Ae, 

**  Mermaid,"  Destruction  of  the,  [190]  828 
"  Queen  Victoria,"  The,  [190]  641,  1003 
Religious  Persecution  in,Ti93]  1479 
«  Tornado,"  Case  of  the,  [190]  1 103, 1455  ; 

[192]  1563 ;  [19311820 
Supply — Abyssinian   Expedition,  [190]  206, 

226 
British  Bmbassy  Houses,  [191]  986,  987, 

989,  995,  996 
Consular    Establishments    Abroad,    [192] 

2171,  2172 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  [193]  674 
Embassy  Houses  Abroad,  ri92]  312 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

[i<)3]  672,  673 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  098,  999 
Totnes,  ^.  Writs,  3R.  [190]  546 
Turkey — Questions,  dec. 

Brigandage  near  Smyrna,  [192]  1014 
Crete— Vice  Consul  at,  [190]  1116 
Ottoman  Empire,  Maintenance  of  the,  [190] 

642 
Railways,  [193]  718 
Sanitary  Regulations,  [190]  1811 
Thessaly  and  E  pirns.   Annexation   of,  to 

Greece,  [i9o]d28,  512 
Wiseman,  Sir  W.,  Appointment  of,  [190] 

1071 
United  States — Questions,  Ac. 
Lron-clads,  [192]  655 
'<  Liuie  Lina,^'  Case  of  the,  [190]  1219 
Relations  with  the,  [190]  330.  690 
"Springbok,"   Case  of  the,  [190]  1812; 


[19132002 
lited  " 


United  Sutes--'*  Alabama  "  claims.  The,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  [ipo]  1168, 1181 

United  States  —  Assassination  of  President, 
Lincoln,  Res.  [193]  1946 

Ways  and  Means — The  Abyssinian  Expedition, 
Bet.  [190]  356 


Staklbt  of  Aldeb£et,  Lord 

Alkali  Act  Oontlnuanoe,  2R.  [19s]  510 
Boundary  Commission,  [190]  1795 
Consecration  of  Ohurehyards  Aet  Amendment, 

Coram,  cl.  1,  Araendt.  [19a]  897,  898 
Cotton  Statistiee,  Oomm.  [192]  918 
East  London  Museum  Site,  Report,  [190]  859, 

860 
Ecelesiastieal  Commissioners  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, 3R.  [190]  1678 
Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  Sea,  [192]  1831 
IreUnd— Established  Church,  The,  [190]  1795, 

1796 
London,  Brighton,  Ac.  Railway,  3R.    [193] 

361 
Metropolitan  Streets  Aet  (1867)  Amendment, 

Report,  add.  cl.  [190]  577 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House,  [190] 

1099;  Report,  [191I 569 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  [191]  465  ;   d,  22,  [192] 

948 
Postal — Communication  with  the  East — New 

Contract,  [190]  157 
Railway  Communication  between  DriTon  and 

GuaKls,[i9o]  575 
RMuIation  of  Railways,  2R.  [100]  1971, 1973  .- 

Report,  cL  14,  Amendt.  [192]  412,  413,  416 
Sea  Fisheries.  2R.  [191]  466;   Comm.  ei.  5, 

[192]  238,  239 
University    Eleotions   (Voting    Papers),   2R. 

[193]  W2 

Staitsfeld,  Mr.  J.,  Sakfax 
Abyssinian  Expedition«-The  Despatches,  [192] 

716 
Established  Chureh  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  859 
India — Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [191]  1298, 

1301 
Postal  Subsidies,  Res.  [190]  2014 


Siatistieal  Abstraets,  Annual 
Question,  Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
CaTC  Mar  20,  [190]  1977 


Stiblikg-Majcwmx,  Sir  W.,  P&rthikire 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [loa]  1011 
Cambridge  University  Election — Interference 

of  Peers,  [190]  801 
Representation  of  the  People  (Seodand),  Comm. 

[199]  445  :  ci.  11, 1001 ;  eL  12, 1008 
Scotland— Parochial  Assessaoent,  [193]  1483 
Supply— Register  House  (Bdnibnigh)^  Report, 
[19211176 
Science  and  Art,  [192]  1167 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement^  [191] 
1178 

Btookbrokert  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Fim,  Sir  Benjamin  Gwinne$$) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  May  5  [BlU  104] 

Read2»*J%12 

Committee*;  Report  Hoy  15 

Read  9^*  May  IS 
/.  K9tLdl^^iTkeMwrqm4uofChmicard4)Misyl9 

Read2>*ifag^26  (No.  16ft) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  28 

Read  3*  •  ifay  29 

Royal  Assent  June  25     [31  A  32  VieL  c  81] 
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SrooKy  Mr.  Q.,  Carloto  Bo. 
IrelMid — Onstomi  OiBoen,  [192]  947 

SttUiTan  and  Piffott,  liiiun,,  TreatmMii  of, 
[190]  1814  ;  [191]  359 

Stoke,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Portsmouth 
Boundary,  Comzn.  [192]  27/^ 
Kavj— Naral  Coarts  Martial,  [190]  1285 

Sxopf ORD,  Mr.  S.  G.,  JVorthampt&nahire,  N. 
Boandarji  Comm.  PrMmble,  [19^]  1^71 
Boundary  Commission,  Report,  [192]  1181 

Storm  Warnings 
Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Cave  Nov  22,  [190]  145 

Stbadbsokb,  Earl  of 
Courts  of  JusUoe,  New,  [192]  1842 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  el,  9,  [192]  1624 
Vagrancy — Guildford  Union,  Motion  for  Cor- 
respondence, [192]  102 

Stkatfgbd  de  Redcliffb,  YisooaQt 
Cannin/ir  Statue,  The,  [193]  1461 
Crete — Insurrection  in,  [190]  314 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  2R.  £193]  1812 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [193]  1473  ;  Comm.  el  6, 

1652  ;  cL  16,  Amendt.  1660 

SlJUTHKAiBN,  Lord 
Army — ^War  0£Bce->Department  of   Control, 

[193]  1245 
Registration  (Ireland),  3R.  [193]  1897 

Stbokoe,  Sir  J.  M.,  Armagh  Co. 
Established  Church  (IreUnd),  [192]  1210 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ii^land),  2R. 
[191]  1956 

Stxtart,  Colonel  W.,  Bedford 

Army — Daily  Payment  of  Men,  [191]  263 
Army  Estimates — Surreys,  [193]  964 
Burials  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  [191]  1083 
Dunstable  Road,  [192]  1896 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, [192]  1697 
Established   Church  (Ireland),    Comm.    Res. 

[191] 1924 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

Comm.  [191]  201 
Marine  Mutiny,  2R.  [191]  99 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  c^.3,[i93]  1423;  Amendt. 

1424  ;  «/.  6, 1613  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

1614 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Comm.  add,  d.^jg^"] 

1736 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

add.  d.  [192]  1804 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [192]  311 
Turnpike  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  Amendt. 

[193]  968 

Stucley,  Sir  G.  S.,  Barnstaple 
Army — Caralry  Uniforms,  [192]  1111 

Transport  of  Troops  to  India,  [192]  1111 
Navy— Sheathing  Iron  Veisols,  [190]  880 


Sugar,  Refining  of,  at  Cologne 
4iiestion,  Mr.  Crawfbrd ;  Answir,  Mr.  Stephen 
Care  Jwne  29,  [193]  805 

SuLUYAv,  Mr.  Serjeant  E.,  Mallow 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Ret.  1, 

[191]  1518 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  215 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  [192]  1585  ;  add,  ei,  1769,  1785 

Snnday  Trading  (Metropolis)  Bill 

(36".  T.  Hughes,  Lord  C,  Hamilton,  Mr.  Lush) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*"*  Feb  20  [BUI  40] 

MoTcd,    "That  the  Bill   be    now  read  2°" 

4prt/22,[i9i]1084 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now^"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  Oraham);  (Ques- 
tion, "  That  « now,'  4«  ; "    A.  68,  N.  81 ; 
M.  87  ;  BiU  read  2^ 
BiU  withdrawn  June  23 

Supply 

Proceedings  in  Committee  of  Supply,  Resolu- 
tion [9th  February  1858]  relative  to  Pro< 
ceedings  in  Committee  of  Supply  read,  as 
followeth : — 

"  That  when  it  has  been  proposed  to  omit 
or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Question 
shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  original 
Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote,  as  the  case 
may  be,  without  amendment "  April  2 1 ,  [i  9 1  ] 
1025 

Moved,  **  That  the  said  Resolution  be  re- 
scindMi"  (Mr.  Ayrton) ;  after  short  debate. 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  28,  1464 ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

1.  Resolved,  That  when  it  has  been  proposed 
to  omit  or  reduce  items  in  a  Vote,  the  Ques- 
tion shall  be  afterwards  put  upon  the  origi- 
nal Vote  or  upon  the  reduced  Vote  as  the 
case  may  be 

2.  Resolved,  That  after  a  Question  has  been 
proposed  from  the  Chair  for  a  reduction  of 
the  whole  Vote,  no  Motion  shall  be  made  for 
omittioff  or  reducing  any  item  (Jfr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer) 

SUPPLY 

Abtssirun  EzpioiTioir — 

190]  Estimate  presented, — of  the  Sum  required 
to  be  voted  towards  defraying  the  Expenses 
of  the  Expedition  to  Abyssinia  beyond  the 
ordinary  Grants  of  Parliament  [by  Command]; 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply  [No.  8] 
JVov25, 173 

.  Supply  —  Vote  of  £2,000,000,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Expenses  of  the  Expedition  Nov  26, 
182  ;  after  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ;  Re- 

.     solution  reported  and  agreed  to  iVot;  27,  314 

.  Expenditure  —  Tfie  Estimates,  Questions,  Mr. 
Whalley,  Mr.  Darby  GrifQth ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  20,  988 ; 
Questions,  Captain  Vivian,  Mr.  Childers  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

.     Mar  16,  1683 

East  India,  Troops  and  V«%%<Xa  —  vi^  "^^"^^ 

East  India,  Troops  and  Ye«««U 
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i^oJQoMn'e  SpMoh  oonsideradiVbv  91 ;  Motion, 
«  That  a  Saopljbe  granted  to  Her  Majeety;" 
Committee  thereupon  to-morrow,  107 
.Committee  on  Motion,  <*That  a  Sopj^y  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeoty;"  Qoeen*8  Speeoh 
referred  ;  Motion  oonBidered  ;  (In  the  Com- 
mittee) ;  Queen's  Speeoh  read  ;  Reeolred, 
•*  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her  Majeaty" 
Nov  23 ;  Resolution,  <*  That  a  Supply  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty/'  reported,  and  agreed 
to  iVem.  Con,  Nov  3ff---0ommittee  appointed 
for  to-morrow  ;  Resolution  oonsidered  in 
Committee  Nov  26,  181  —  Thx  Abtsbxhun 
ExFXDXTiOH — £3,000,000,  towards  defraying 
the  Expenses  of  the  Expedition  to  Abyssinia, 
beyond  the  ordinary  Grants  for  1867-8  ;  after 
long  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Resolution 
reported,  and  agreed  to  Nov  27, 814 

.  Considered  in  Committee  liar  16, 1798 — Citxl 
Sbbtioi  Ebtixatbs  — (1.)  £79,899  8f«  7<i., 
Exoesses  on  Grants  for  Ciril  Serriees  ;  (2.) 
£8,881  If.  l<f.,  Excesses  on  Grant  for  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  Inland  Revenoe  Depart- 
ment ;  (8.)  £1,089  IBs,  Sd.,  Exoesses  on 
Grant  for  Post  OlBoe  Packet  Serriee ;  (i.) 
£134,000,  Civil  Senrioes,  Supplementary 
Estimate,  1867-8 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17, 1837 — Abmt 
EsTiKATSs — (I.)  £48,479  Bs,  ScL,  Exoesses 
of  Army  Expenditure  ;  (3.)  £90,619  18«.  9d., 
Excess  of  Naral  Expenditure ;  £6,000,000, 

.  on  account  of  Army  Services  Mar  19,  1987 ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

.  Considered  in  Committee  JIfar  19, 1938— Natt 
EsTDfATXs— (1.)  67,130  Men  and  Boys,  Sea 
and  Coast  Guard  Services,  including  14,700 
Royal  Marines,  1939 ;  after  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to  ;  (3.)  £3,000,000,  on  account 
for  Navy  Services ;  agreed  to 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  30,  3050— Army 
EsTiicATXS  —  £4,000,000  on  account,  Army 
Services  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

191]  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  23 — Abmt 
EsTiMATXs — Statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  {Sir  John  PakinffUm)  on 
moving  the  First  Resolution,  40 — Resolutions 
reported  Mar  24 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  26,  268 — Abmt 
Ebtimatss — Resolutions  reported  Mar  27 

.  Considered  in  Committee  Af>ril  2,  799— Cxtil 
Skbvioe  Estdcatks — Vote  of  £1,200,000  on 
account — Resolution  reported  April  3 

.  Considered  in  Committee  April  20— Civil  Ssb- 
viCK  Estimates  —  Class  L— Public  Works 
and  Buildings,  983  —  Resolutions  reported 
April  21 
192]  Considered  in  Committee  May  11, 34 — Navt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  May  12 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  14,  290 — New 
Courts  or  Justice — Abtssiniah  Expedition 
—£3,000,000— Class  I.— Public  Works  and 
Buildings — Resolutions  reported  May  15 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  15 — CrviL  Ser- 
vice Estdcatbs  —  Class  I.— Public  Works 
and  Buildings,  391  —  Resolutions  reported 
May  IS 

.  Considered  in  Committee  May  18 — Civil  Sbb- 
YicE  Estimates— Class  IIL— Law  and  Jus- 
tice, 494— Resolutions  reported  May  19 

[eoMl. 


Supply    oont. 

19a]  Vote  £1,412,000 /Mifttff  on  AeeomU  of  Civil 
Service  JSeHmatee,  Obeervations,  Mr.  sclater- 
Booth  May  28, 1010 
Considered    in    Committee   May   28 — Civil 
Sebtiob    Eitimatbs — Resolutions   reported 
May  99 
.  Considered  in    Committee   Mem  29  —  Civil 
Sbbviob   Ebtimatbs — Class  111.— Law  and 
Justice,  1103 
.  Resolutions  [May  29]  reported  June  4 

Resolution  7 (Register  House,  Edinburgh); 
short  debate  thereon  June  4,  1175 
Resolution    11  (Grovemment  Prisona  and 
Expenses  of  Transportation) ;  short  debate 
thereon  Jim0  4,  1176 
Resolutions  agreed  to 

.  The  Approaming  DiseoluHon,  (^estions,  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  Lowe;  Answers^  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  4, 1126 
•  Considered  in  Committee  June  4 — Civil  Sbb- 
TiOB  EsTiMATBs  —  CIbss  IV. —  Eduoatiou, 
Science,  and  Art— Class  VII. — Miscellaneous 
Estimates,  1189 

.Resolutions  [June  4]  reported;  short  debate 
thereon  June  15, 1602 
Vote  8  (£51 1 ,324,  Poblio  Education  in  Great 
Britain);    after  short  debate.  Resolution 
agreed  to  June  15,  1607 
Vote    25    (£19,377,     MisoelUneous    Ex- 
penses) ;   Resolution  read  a  second  time 
June  15, 1608 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  <*  £19,337,"  and  in- 
sert "£14,877"  (3fr.  Lusk);  after  short 
debate,  Question,  "  That  *  £19,377/  stand 
part  of  the  Resolution,"  put,  and  agreed  to 
Resolution  agreed  to 

.  The  Dietolutian,  Question,  Mr.  Childers ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  8, 1228 

Considered  in  Committee  June  25  — >  Civn. 
Sebviob  Estimates  —  Class  VI.  — Super- 
annuation and  Retired  Allowances — Class  V. 
—Colonial,  Consular,  and  Foreign  Serviooa 
— Post  Ofviob  Packbt  Sbbtice — Resolu- 
tions reported  June  26 

193]  Considered  in  Committee  June  29, 343 — ^b.p. 
.  Considered  in  Committee  July  2,  535 — Navt 
EsTiMATBS — Resolutions  reported  July  3 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  3,  668 — Cnm. 
Sbbviob  Estdcatbs— Resolutions  reported 
July% 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  7»  827 — Civil 
Sebvice  Estimates  —  Bbitish  Mubbum — 
Customs  Dxpabtmbnt  —  Iitlamd  Rbvbbitb 
Dbpartmxkt — Post  Office,  Ac. — Resolu- 
tions reported  July  9 

.  Considered  in  Comsiittee  July  9,  959 — Ajbmt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  July  1 0 

.Considered  in  Committee  July  13, 1143 — Navt 
Estimates — Resolutions  reported  July  14 

.  Civil  Service  JCstimaieSt  Obeervations;  Mr. 
Childers  ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer/Mfy  14, 1185 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  14,  1201 — Ctvil 
Sbbviob  Estimatbs  —  Resolutions  reported 
July  15 

.  Considered  in  Committee  July  16, 1278 — Abmt 
Estimates  —  Resolutions  reported  July  17. 
1867 


(< 


leotU. 


ST7P       8TTP         (SBSSION    1867-8) 

x^o— 191— 19a — 193* 
Stipjay—eoni.  Supply-^eoni, 

SUPPLBlCBinrAL  V0TI8 

SiTPPLiBfl  (DjEFioniroiM),  1866-7. 
CoMMRTxx  Mar  17— Rkpobt  Mar  18.   Total  of 


SUP 


SUP 


Navy  Serrioos 
Army  Services 


Vote. 
£     «.   d. 

...  90,619  13    9 
...48,479    A    8 


Civil  Sxbviois — ^vis. : 

CoiooTTXB  Mar  16 — Rxpobt  Mar  17. 

Clais  it. 

OfiSce  of  Works,  Ac, 
iDspectors  of  Factories,  dec. 
Quarantine  Kxpenses 
PrintlDg  and  Stationery   ... 

Class  III. 

Law  Charges,  England     ... 
Admiralty  Court  Registry... 
Exchequer,  Scotland,  Legal  Branch 
Law  Charges,  Ireland        ... 
Bankruptcy  Court,  Ireland 
Maintenance  of  Prisoners ... 

Class  V. 

Pitcairn's  Islanders 
Special  Missions    ...        ... 

Class  VI. 
Relief  of  Distressed  BriUsh  Seamen  16,942  17    7 


£       «. 

d. 

... 
... 
... 
... 

1,199  14 
562  10 
306  15 

16^31    2 

3 

7 
7 
8 

... 

loh 

... 
.*• 

... 

2,507    7 

243    1 

393  10 

9,285  10 

1,182    0 

17,774  13 

1 
7 
1 
4 
0 
0 

... 

■a. 

87    5  10 
10,224  17    5 

Class  VIL 

Eeclesiastioal  Commission 
Miscellaneous    Expenses    formerly 

Civil  Contingencies    ... 
Anglo-Chinese  Flotilla      


202    6    3 


241 

1,844 


1 
9 


0 
4 


Total 


...£79,829    2    7 


CoMMiTTU  Mar  16 — Rxpobt  Mar  17. 

...    8,381     1 
...    1,089  13 


Inland  Revenue  Department 
Post  Office  Packet  Service 


1 
8 


Supplxhxxtal  Gbahts  1867-8. 

Co>aaTTKX  Nov  26— Rxpobt  Nov  27.        £ 

Expedition  to  Abyssinia  1867-8  ...  2,000,000 

After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[190]  182,  314 


Civil  Sxbvicxs — vii. : 

CoiiifiTTXx  Mar  16— Rxpobt  Mar  17. 

Class  I. 
Landguard  Point — Works      


Class  II. 

Inspectors  of  Factories,  dio. 
Quarantine  Expenses  ... 


2,000 


5,000 
4,000 


Class  III. 

Law  Charges,  England 
Law  Charges,  Ireland  ... 
Court  of  Chancery,  Ireland 
Maintenance  of  Prisoners 


••• 


Class  VII. 

Temporary  Commissions 

Local  Dues  under  Treaties  of  Reoi* 
procity       ...         ...        ••.         ... 

Agricultural  Statistics 

Cape  Ilaytien  Bombardment  —  Com- 
pensation ...        ...         ...        ... 

Shannon  River  Survey  


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

11,000 
86,000 
14,000 
12,000 


21,000 

11,000 
8,000 

4,000 
6,000 


Total ... 


£134,000 


1868-9. 

ComfiTTXB  May  14 — Rxpobt  May  15. 
Expedition  to  Abyssinia  1868-9 


8,000,000 


NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1868-9. 
CoMMiTTxx  Mar  19 — Rxpobt  Mar  20. 

67,120  Men  and  Boys,  Sea  and  Coast 
Guard    Services,  including    14,700  Nuniben, 
Royal  Marines    ...  [190]  1939       67,120 


YOL.  CXCm.  [thisd  ssRiis.]  [caiU. 


Navt  Estimatxs,  1868-9. 


£2,000,000  on  Aocoant  for  Navy  Ser- 
vices 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 


OoMHZTTxx  May  11 — Report  May  12. 

Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Corry)  on  moving, 
« That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£3,036,634,  Ao," 

Moved,  **  That  the  item  of  £525,725 
for  Wages,  dec.  to  Biarines  be  re- 
duced by  £60,000  ''  (Mr,  Childers) ; 
after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  73, 
N.  127;  M.  54  .«     [191]  79 

Original  Question  again  proposed  ; 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,016,634,  Ac."  {Colonel  Sykes); 
after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ; 
original  Question  agreed  to  [iQi]  90 

(i.)  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines...  3,036,634 

(a.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto...  1,335,842 
Aiter  debate,  Moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress {Mr,  Lutk) ;    Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Question  agreed  to 

[191]  92 


CoioaTTxx  Jtdy  2 — Rxpobt  Jtdy  3. 

(3.)  Admiralty  Office  ••• 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£182,364,  <kc." 
Moved,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£176,064,  dso.  "  {Mr,  Lush) ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ; 
original  Motion  agreed  to  [193]  535 

(4.)  t  £163,926,  Coast  Guard  Service^ 
Royal  Naval  Coast  VQV\ffx\AAx%^  vcA 
Royal  Naval  Reser*^^     ••« 

4  N 


182,364 


sap 


Supplif^-coni, 


SUP        (OBNBBAL    INDBX)         SUP       SUP 

i9»— 19X*— 191 — 193* 

ABMY  ESTIMATES,  1868-9. 
CoMMiTTii  3iar  19. 


ToUl  of  1 

Vote. 

£ 


87,179 

64,824 
90,709 


MoTtd,  "That  a  nim,  not  exceeding 

£168,996.^0." 
If  oyed, "  That  a  mm,  not  exoeeding 

£143,986,40."  {Admiral  Ertkine); 

after  short  dehate,  Qneition  agreed 

to  [193]  639 

(5.)  Soientiflo  Branch        ...  ...       63,565 

(6.)  t  £823,569,  Dockyards  and  Naral 

Tardi  at  home  and  abroad  ...  1,923,562 

Mored,  **  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding 

£823,562,  Ac. " 
MoTcd, "  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding 

£828,062,    Ac."   (Mr,    Samuda); 

after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ; 

original  Motion  agreed  to  [193]  543 

CoMmmi  July  13 — Ripokt  Jtdy  14. 

(7.)  Victualling  Tarda  and  Transport 

Establishments  at  Home  and  Abroad 

(8.)  Medical  EsUblishmenU  at  Home 

and  Abroad    ...  •-  ... 

(9.)  Marine  Difisiont 

(10.)  Naral  Stores  for  the  Building, 

Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 

Coast  Guard,  Steam  Machinery  and 

Ships  built  bj  Contract : 

Section  I.  Storekeeper  General 
oftheNarj         ...  ...     892,908 

Section    II.    f  £742,500,   Con- 
troller of  the  Navy  ...  1,092,500 
MoTod,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£742,500.  Ac." 

Moved,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£742.000,  d(c. "  {Afr.  8€imuda) ;  after 
debate,  A.  59,  N.  92  ;  M.  33  ;  ori- 
ginal Motion  agreed  to  [193]  1148 
(II.)  t  £564,237,  New  Works,  Build- 
ings, Machinery,  and  Repairs 
AiUr  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1155 
(la.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1155 
(13.)  Martial  Law  and  Law  Charges... 
(14.)  Miscellaneous  Senrioes 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1156 


814,237 
78,164 


20,365 
175,800 


Total  for  the  Efbotire  Sernoe  ...  9,332^79 


(15.)  t  £500,166,  Half  Pay,  Reserved 

Half  Pay,  and  Retired  Pay  to  GiBcers 

of  the  Navy  and  Royal  Marines     ... 

(16.)  Military  and  Civil  Pensions  and 

Allowances : 

Section  I.  f  £400,447,  MUitary 
Pensions  and  Allowances    ... 
Section  II.  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances  ... 


700,166 

550,447 
223,498 


Total  for  the  Naval  Service       ...  10,806,690 

Fob  TBI  SsBVioa  or  othsb  Bxpart- 

mvTS  or  GovsBHinHT.  £ 

(17.)  Army  Department  (Conveyance 
of  Troops)        ...  ...  ...     350,600 


Grand  Total,  Navy  Service8...£ll, 157,290 


[wnt. 


Moved,  ^  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£6,000,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, on  account,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Army  Servioes  for  the  year 
ending  31st  March,  1869"  {Sir 
John  Ptikington) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn  [190]  1937 

CoMMiTTXi  Mcsr  20 — Rxport  Mar  23. 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£4,000,000,  Ac."  {Sir  J.  Poking- 
Urn) ;  Vote  agreed  to     [190]  2050 

Coucrmi  Mar  23 — Rbfobt  Hot  24. 

Statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  {Sir  John  Pakinattm)  on 
moving  Resolution  (▲),  **  That  the 
number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
oeeding 138,691  Men,  &c." 

[191]  40 
Moved,  "  That  the  number  of  Land 
Forces,  not  exoeeding  138,691 
Men,  wc. 
Amendt.  moved,  '*  That  the  num- 
ber of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding 
135,933  Ken,  Ac."  {Mr,  (Hway) ; 
after  long  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  original  Question  put,  iknd 
agreed  to 

NuiCBXBs.  iVumft^rt. 

(a.)  General  Staff,  Regimental  and  Mi- 

liUry  Educational  EstabUshmenU  188,691 

(b.)  Native  Indian  Troops  ...  ...  880 


I. — Rboulab  Fobcbs. 


(I.)  t £4,249,200,  General  Staff  and 
Regimentsl  Pay,  Allowances,  and 
Charges  ...  ...  •., 

(3.)  t  £892,500,  Commissariat  Estab- 
lishment,   Servioes,   Movement    of 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 


5,749.200 


Troops,  Ac.     ...  ...  ...  1,902,500 

CoioaTTBV  Mar  26 — ^Rxpobt  Maar  27. 

406,900 


(3.)  t  £822,900,  Clothing  EsUbUsh- 
ments,  Services,  and  Supplies 

(4.)  t  £506,300,  Barrack  Establish, 
ments,  Services,  and  Supplies 

(5.)  t  £26.800,  Divine  Service 

(6.)  f  £13,000,  Administration  of  Mar- 
tial Law 

(7.)  t  £280,800,  HospiUl  Establiah- 
ment.  Services,  and  Supplies 

IL — RXSXBVX  FOBOXS. 

(8.)  t  £686,800,  MiUtia  and  Inapoo- 
tion  of  Reserve  Forces 

(9.)  f  £58,000,  Teomanry  Cavmlry  ... 
(10.)  t  £285,100,  Volunteer  Corps  .,. 
,  After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[*90  284 
(11.)  t  £39,600,    Enrolled  Pensioners 
and  Army  Reserve  Force    [191]  284 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


706,300 
42,800 

38,000 

880,800 


086,800 

88,000 

385^100 


64,600 
[cowl. 


SUP 


SUP 


[ SESSIO 
11^0—191- 

Total  of 
Vote. 


III. — Storm. 

Coioarnx  July  9 — Rbport  July  10.    £ 

(12.)  t  £1,291  »400,  Military  Store  De- 
partments for  the  Supply  and  Repair 
of  Warlike  and  other  Stores,  includ- 
ing Manufiicturing  Departments    ...    1,491,400 

Moved,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,291,400,  Ac." 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding      • 
£1,247,958,  die."  (Major  Anson); 
after  short  debate,   A.  31,  N.  100  ; 
M.  69 ;  original  Question  agreed  to 

[193]  »fiO 

IV. — Works  and  Builducos. 
CoMMiTTSB  Mar  26 — Rxport  Mar  27. 

(>30  t  £768,400,  Superintending  Es- 
tablishment of,  and  Expenditure  for, 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at 
Home  and  Abroad  ..  ...     968,400 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£768,400,  Ac." 

Amendt.  moved,  "That  the  item  of 
£3,000  for  Billiard  Rooms  in  Bar- 
racks be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote "  {Mr,  Luik) ;  after  debate, 
A.  24,  N.  72  ;  M.  48  ;  original  Ques- 
tion agreed  to       ...  [191]  295 

V. — Various  Sbrtioss. 

Committee  July  9— Report  July  10. 

(14.)  t  £119,300,    Establishments   for 

MUitary  Education  ...  ...      169,300 

(15.)  t  £93,600,  Surveys  of  the  United 


N    1867-8) 
•19a— 193. 

/Supply— oont. 


SUP        SUP 


^I^i 


:ingdom  ...  [193]  062     118,600 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(16.)  t  £102,700,    Miscellaneous    Ser- 
vices     ...  ...  [193]  065     142,700 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  f  £154,600,  Administration  of  the 
^    Army     ...  ...  [193]  066     224,600 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

Total  Eflfeotive  Services  £13,331,000 


VI. — NoN-EfROTTVE  Services. 

Committee  July  9— Report  July  10. 

(18.)  t  £13,700,   Rewards  for  Distin- 
guished Services,  &o.       ...  ...       26,700 

(19.)  t  £36,000,  Pay  of  General  Officers       72,000 
(20.)  t  £389,800,  Full  pay  of  Reduced 
and  Retired  Officers  and  Half-pay  ...     470,800 
After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

[193]  967 

Committee  July  14. 

Question  again  proposed  ;  after  short 
debate.  Committee — r.p. 

Committee  July  16— Report  July  17. 

Question  again  proposed,  and,  af^er  de- 
bate, agreed  to   ...  [i93]  ^278 
Resolution  reported  July  17»  and,  after 
short  debate,  agreed  to      [193]  1367 
(31.)  t  £98.000,  Widows'  Pensions,  Ao,     157,000 
(«2.)  t  £11^00,  Pensions  for  Wounds       28,800 


Total  of 
Vote. 
(23.)  t  £15,600,  Chelsea  and  Kilmain-  £ 

ham  Hospitals,  (In-Pensions)         ...       83,600 
(24.)  t  £839,600,  Out-Pensions         ...  1,184,600 
(25.)  f  £97,200,  Superannuation  Allow- 
ances ...  ...  ...  •••      135,200 

(26.)  t  £8,700,  Militia,  Teomanry  Ca- 
valry, and  Volunteer  Corps  •••       20,700 


Total  Non-Effective  Services   ...  £2,124,400 


Reoapitulitioh. 

Effective  Services      13,331,000 

Non-Eflfective  Services  ...     2,124,400 

Amount   Written  of  cu  Irre^ 
covtrable 


••• 


ToUl  Effective  and  Non-Effeo- 
tive  Services        ...  ...  £15,455,400 


1868-9. 
OoMMiTTEB  May  8 — Report  May  11.  £ 

Exchequer  Bonds        600,000 


CIVIL   SERVICE    ESTIMATES,   1868-9, 

*ii*  The  Votes  marked  f  are  *'  to  complete 
sums  "  for  the  several  Services  named. 

Class  I. — Pubuo  Works  aitd  Bttildinos. 

Committee  AprU  20 — Report  April2l,  Total  of 

Vote. 

(i.)  t  £59,920,      British      Embassy  £ 

Houses :     Constantinople,     China, 
and  Japan  ...  [191]  083       64,920 

Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £6,000, 
Embassy  House  at  Therapia,  be 
omitted  from  the  Vote  '*  {Mr, 
Monk) ;  after  short  debate,  A.  20, 
N.  37  ;  M.  17 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Item  of  £15,000, 
Consular  Buildings  in  Japan,  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  {Mr.  Lutk) ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  nega- 
tived; Vote  agreed  to 

(2.)  t  £8,000,  MetropoliUn  Fire  Bri- 
gade ...  ...  ...       10,000 

(3.)  Embassy  House  at  Teheran     ...         8,000 

(4.)  t  £108,675,  Harbours  of  Refuge, 
Ac.  ...  [191]  1000     116,675 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(jO  t  £87,310,  Lighthouses  Abroad  42,310 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[191]  1008 

(6.)  t  £51,238,  Royal  Palaces  56,238 

Moved,.  '*  That  the  Item  of  £5,686,  for 
Palaces  partly  in  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty,  be  omitted  from  Vote  " 
(m,  Fawcett) ;  after  debate,  A.  8, 
N.  82 ;  M.  74 

Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £7,313, 
Hampton    Court    Palace    Stables, 
Ac.  be  reduced  by  £5,000  "  {Mr, 
Labouehere);   after  short    d^V^X.^^ 
Motion  negatived ;   N  <i\»  %^bc«^  ^"^ 


SUP 


Su/^tff—wnt, 


SUP 


(SESSION    1867-8] 
190—191—191—193. 


SUP        SUP 


Total  of 

Vote, 

£ 

117,005 


15,000 

137,534 
54,936 


9,185 


CoMxiTTU  May  14 — Rsfost  May  15. 

(7.)  t  £102.005,  Public  BuUdingi 
Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £1,470, 
Profesior's  Residence,  Aberdeen,  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  {Mr,  Candlish) ; 
after  abort  debate,  Motion  vitb- 
drawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to  [193]  202 
(8.)  f  £13,000,  Furniture  of  PuMio 
OflBoet  ...  [19a]  295 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £132,524,  Royal  Parks  and  Plea- 
sure  Gardens  ...  [i9'l  ^^96 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
( 10.)  f  £47,936,  Houses  of  Parliament 
Moved,  "  That  the  Item  of  £330  for 
Statues  in  Westminster  Hall,  Ac.  be 
omitted  from  Vote  "  {Mr,  Othome) ; 
after  short  debate,  A.  76,  N.  234; 
M.  158  :  Vote  agreed  to    [X93I  311 
(II.)  t  £1,185,      British       Embassy 
Houses :  Paris  and  Madrid  [193]  313 
Mored,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£135,  Ac."(irr.  XadoiMA^re);  after 
short  debate.    Motion    withdrawn; 
Vote  agreed  to 
(la.)  t  £19,512,  New  Foreign  Offloe  32/^13 

ComoTTBi  May  15  — Ripobt  May  18. 

(13.)  t  £32,760,  Public  Offices  Site  43,760 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  391 
(14.)  t  £11,764,    Probate  Court   and       18,764 

Biegistries 
(15.)  t  £23,000, Public  Record Repod- 

tory  34,000 

(16.)  t  £44,000,  National  Gallery  En- 
largement         ...  [19a]  392       50,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  t  £22,000,  University  of  London 

Buildings  ...  [19a]  395       35,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(18.)  t  £8,000,  Chapter  House,  West- 
minster ...  [19a]  396       10,000 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(ao.)  f  £25,400,  New  Palace  at  West- 
minster, Acquisition  of  Land  39,400 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  896 
(ai.)  t £51,000,  Burlington  House  55,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[103]  397 
(aa.)  t  £23,905,  Sheriff  Court  Houses, 

Scotland  ...  [19a]  400       36,905 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(33. )  t  £31,253,  Rates  for  Goremmont 
Property  ...  ...  ...       36,353 

(34.)  t  £77,470,  Post  Offlee  and  Inland 

Rerenue  Buildings  ...  ...       89,470 

(a5.)  New  Home  and  Colonial  Offices        10,000 
(36.)  Glasgow  UniTersity,  New  Build- 
ings ...  [193]  400       30,000 
MoTed,  to  report  Progress  {Sir  Cdman 
CLoghUn) ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(37.)  t  £8,200,  Wellington  Monument         4,200 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  408 
(38.)  t  £1,000,  Palmerston  Monumenl         3,000 
Alter  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[19a]  408 

[coftf. 


(39.)  f  £183,359,  Public  Buildings,  Ire* 

land  [19a]  404 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

(30.)  t  £6,000,    Queen's    Unlrersity, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ••. 

(31)  t  £4,800,  Ulster  Canal  [193]  404 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(33.)  't £7,500,  Portland  Harbour 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
149,359 


7.000 
5,800 

8,500 


Total  CifU  Serrices  Class  I  ...  £1,856,965 


Class  H.-^Salabxis  Aim  Expiirm  or  Pubuo 

DxpAsnairrs. 

CoMMiTTH  JiUy  14 — RapoRT  July  15. 

(I.)  t  £35,609,  Treasury  ..       53,609 

(3.)  t  £28,000,  Secret  Serrioe         ...       83,000 
MoTed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£18,000,  Ac."   (Mr,  Lutk) ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [193]  1201 

(3.)  t  £56,410,  Home  Office,  Ac.  89,il0 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1203 
(4.)  t  £53.453,  Foreiffn  Offloe  74,453 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1803 
(5.)  t  £19,990,  Colonial  Office  83,990 

(6.)  t  £65,735,  Board  of  Trade,  Ao.         97,735 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  1308 
(7.)  t  £3,176,  Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant    ...  [193]  1206         6,176 

Moved,      "That     the      Item      of 
£1,574  61.  2d,,  for  Queen's  Plates, 
be  omitted  from  Vote  "  {Mr.  Lusk) ; 
after  short    debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  t  £14,927,  Chief  Secretary,  Ire- 
land, Offices    ...  ...  ...       33,937 

(9.)  t  £12,646,  Paymaster  General's 
Offloe  ...  ...  ...       19,640 

(10.)  t  £4,186,    Ezoheqnar  and  other 

Offices,  Scotland  ...  ...         6,186 

(II.)  f  £22,700,  Offloe  of  Works  and 

Public  Buildings  [193]  1308       84,700 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(13.)  t  £17,546,  Offloe  of  Publio  Works, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ...       96,546 

(13.)  f  £36,354,  House  of  Commons, 

Offloes  ...  ...  ...      54,854 

( 1 4. )  t  £28,585,  PriTy  Council  Office         43,585 
(15.)  t  £1,918,  Privy  Seal  Offloe       ...         3,918 
(16.)  t  £6,407,  CivU  Serrioe  Commis- 
sion ...  ...  ...         9,407 

(17.)  t  £25,000,  Exchequer  and  Audit 

Department       ...  ...  ...       38,500 

( 18.}  t  £16,958,   Offloe  of  Woods,  Fo- 
rests, and  Land  RoTenoe  [193]  1309       36,958 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
( 19.)  t  £  1 4,926,  Public  Reoord  Offloe  31,936 

(30.)  t  £140,183,  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sion ...  ...  ...     309,183 

(31.)  t  £80,830,  Mint,  iooladiog  Coin- 
age      ...  •*•  ...  ...        ew,ow 

(33.)  t £13,394,  Copyhold,   locloeare, 
and  Tithe  Commission     ...  ...       80,994 

(33.)  f  £7,300,  Inolosure  and  Drainage 
Aote;  Improet  Ezpenseo 


••• 


11,800 

[OOMC 


SUP       SUP 


Suppltf-^ont. 


ToUlof 
Vote. 

(24.)  t  £27,961,      General      Register  £ 

Office  ...  ..  ...        40,961 

(25.)  t  £11,132,  National  Debt  Office        16,132 

(26.)  t  £3,429.    Public    Works     Loan 

Commission      ...  ...  ...         4,429 

(27.)  f  £2,820,  Lunacy  Commission  4,820 

(28.)  t  £1,449,  Registrars  of  Friendly 

Societies  ...  ...  ...  2,449 

(29.)  t  £12,438,  Charity  Commission       '  18,438 

(30.)  t  £19,071,  Patent  Office  ...        32.071 

(31.)  t  £215,909,   Printing    and    Sta- 
tionery ...  ...  ...     395,909 

(32.)  t  £11,867,  Poor  Iaw   Commis- 

sion,  Scotland  ...  ...  ...        16,867 

{33')  t  £4,608,  General  Register  Office, 

Scotland  ...  ...  ...  7,608 

(34.)  t  £3,206,    Lunacy    Commission, 
Scotland  ...  ...  ...         6,306 

(3S')  t  £9,223,   Fishery  Board,  Scot- 
land ...  ...  ...       18,223 

(36.)  t  £2,296,  Public  Record  Office, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ...         4,296 

(37*)  t  £63,267,  Poor  l^w Commission, 

Ireland  ...    '         ...  ...       95,267 

(38.)  t  £14,722,  General  Register  Office, 

Ireland  ...  ...  ...        21,722 

(39.)  Boundary  Survey,  Ireland        ...  250 

(40.)  t  £1,188,   ChariUble    Donations 
and  Bequests,  Ireland      ...  ...         2,188 


(GENERAL    INDEX) 

Suppiy—ooni. 


SUP       SVf 


Totol  Ciril  Serrices  Clan  II.  ...  £1,661,299 


Class  III. — Law  amd  Justiox. 

CoiofiTTXB  May  18 — Rxpobt  May  19. 

(i.)  t  £37,100,   Law    Charges,   Eng- 
land     ...  ...  [192]  494       48,100 

Moved     to   report    Progress     {Mr. 
Kinnaird)  ;    after  debate,   Motion 
withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(a.)  t  £163,766,    Criminal     Prosecu- 
tions     ...  ...  [19a]  495      166,776 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£162,776,  Ac."  (Mr,  Faweett) ;  after 

debate.  Motion  negatlTcd  ;     Vote 

agreed  to 

(3.)  t  £231,000,  Police,  Counties  and 

Boroughs,  Great  BriUin  ...     966,000 

(4.)  t  £49,283,  Common  I^w  Courts, 

England  ...  ...  ...       56,283 

(5.)  t  £18,346,    MisoeUaneous  Legal 

Charges,  England  ...  ...       31,846 

(6.)  t  £210,070,  County  Prisons  and 

Reformatories,  d^c.  Great  Britain...     240,070 
(7.)  f  £433,674,  County  Courts       ...      493,674 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  502 
(8.)  t  £28,950,  Police  GoorU,  London 
and  Sheemess     ...  [192]  502       31,950 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  t  £165,524,  Metropolitan  Police     190/^24 
Moved    to    report    Progress    (^Mr, 
Waikin)  ;   after    debate.    Motion 
withdrawn;  Vote  agreed  tot  19a]  508 
(10.)  f  £130,891,    Conriot    £sUblish- 
ments  in  the  Colonies         [192]  504     150,891 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

CoioffTTBK  May  29—  Rbport  June  4. 
(XI.)  t  £66,314,  LawCharges  and  Cri- 
minal  PrOMoaUona,  Ireland  ...     106,314 


(la.)  t  £11,421,  Common  Law  Conrts, 
Ireland  ...  [19a]  1104 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(13-)  t  £6,020,  Miscellaneous  Legal 
Charges,  Ireland  ... 

(14.)  t  £6,000,  County  Prisons,  Ireland 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[19a] 1104 

(15)  f  ^47,484,  Criminal  Proceedings, 
Scotland  ...  ...  ... 

(16.)  f  £33,378,  Coorts  of  I^w  and 
Justice,  Scotland  ...  ... 

(17.)  t  £11,909,  Register  House  De- 
partments, Scotland        ...  ... 

(18.)  f  £8,705,  Admiralty  Court  Re- 
gisiry   ...  ...  ...  ... 

(19.)  t  £49,979,  Probate  Court 

(ao.)  t  £3,470,  Land  Registry  Office... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[19a]  1105 

(ax.)  f  £160,332,  Government  Prisons, 
England,  and  IVansportation 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exeeediog 
£159,932,  d(c."  (Mr.  Candlith) ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Vote  agreed  to  [x9a]  1107 

(aa.)  t  £22,929,  Broadmoor  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum  ...  ... 

(a3.)  t  £16,267,  Prisons,  Scotland   ... 

(a4.)  t  £23,171,  Court  of  Chancery,  Ire- 
lauu     .■■  ...  ...  ... 

(25.)  t  £1>171,  Registry  of  Judgments, 
Ireland  ...  ...  ... 

(a6.)  t  £9,200,  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ire- 
lauu    ...  ...  ...  ... 

(a;.)  t  £5,400,  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
and  Insolvency,  Ireland  ... 

(aS.)  j  £6,272,  Court  of  Probate,  Ire- 

'•UIQ      ...  ...  ...  ... 

(ao.)  t  £3,906,  Landed  Estates  Court, 
Ireland  ...  ...  ... 

(30.)  t  £50,488,  DubUn  Metropolitan 
Police,  Ireland ...  ...  ... 

(31.)  t  £573,751,  Constabnlary,  Ireland 

(3a.)  t  £1,530,  Four  Courts  Marshal- 
sea,  Ireland      ...  •••  ••• 

{^3.)  t  £32,399,  Government  Prisons 
and  Reformatories,  Ireland 

(34.)  f  £2,376,  Dnndmm  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum,   Ireland 

(35.^  t  £1.200,  Admiralty  Court  Re- 
gistry, L^land  ... 

RxsoLunoxs  reported  June  4. 

Res.  7  (Register  House,  Edinburgh) ; 

short  debate  thereon  [192]  1175 
Res.  11  (Government  Prisons)  ;  short 

debate  thereon  [x  9a]  1 1 76 

Resolutions  agreed  to 


Vote. 
£ 

28,421 


9,020 
9,000 


67,484 

49,878 

16,909 

13,705 

89,979 

5,470 

296,832 


33,929 
24,267 

45,171 
^171 

14,200 
8,400 

11,279 

12,906 

95,488 
883,751 

2,530 

68,899 

4,876 

2,200 


Total  CivU  Services  Class  IIL ...  £8^(79,686 


Class  IV. — Eduoatxov,  Soixnos,  ▲>]>  Abt. 
OoMMinxx  June  4 — Rsport  June  15. 
( I .)  t  £7,800,  Learned  SooL«t.v&%^<^T«»x. 

Britain  ...  \^^A^^^'^ 

After  short  debats,  V  q\a  %^p%^  v* 


V\.^^' 


\^PH*^ 


SUP       SUP 


SiqsfitfiH-fioni. 


( aBNBRAL    INDEX} 

1 90^191— 1 9»— 1 93* 


SUP         SUP 


(a.)  Dr.   Petrie'i  Collation 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  1133 
(3.)  t  £3,305,  Queen's  Colleges,  Ire- 

UtOQ  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

(4.)  Royal  Irish  Academy  ... 

(5.)  t  £1,050,  Bellast  Theological  Pro- 
lessors  •••  ...  ••• 

(6.)  f  £  1 1,949,  Uoirersities,Ao.  Soot- 
land  ...  ...  [193]  1 13^ 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agmd  to 

(7.)  t  £3,300,  Board  of  ManafiMturet 

(8.)  f  £511,334,  PubUo    Education, 
Great  Britain  ...  [193]  1134 

After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(9.)  t  £141,690,  Science  and  Art  De- 
partnent         •••  ...  ••• 

MoTcd,  «  That  Item  of  £3/(00,  Uni- 
Tersal  Art  Oatalog ue,  be  roduoed  hj 
£1,000"  (Jfr.  Sregary);  A.  34, 
N.  54,  M.  30 ;  Vote  agreed  to 

ri9a]U78 
(10.)  t  £6,063|  Unirersity  of  London ... 

CoMMiTTBi  July  7 — Report  July  9. 

( 1 1 .)  t  £67,380,  British  Museum      ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  837 
Cowarm  June  4 — Riport  June  15. 

(la.)  t  £10,903,  National  Gallery     ... 

Moved  to  report  Progress  {Mr,  Ben- 

tinck) ;    Motion    negatived  ;    Vote 

agreed  to  [19a]  1173 

(13.)  t  £800,  British  UUtorioal  Por- 
trait Gallery 

(14.)  t  £335,195,  Public  Education, 
IrelanQ  ...  ...  ... 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£1,580 


4,365 
1,784 

3,050 

17.949 

4,300 

781,834 

318,690 


9,063 


99,380 


15,993 


! 


1 1 . )  Education  Commissioners,  Ireland 
16.)  t  £3,155,  Queen's  University,  Ire- 


land 


(17.)  t  £1,740,  NaUonal  GaUery,  Ire- 
lanQ  ...  «..  ...  ... 

Report  June  15 

Vote  8  (£511,334,  PnbUo  Education 
in  Great  Britain) ;  after  short  debate, 
agreed  to  ...  [19a]  1607 


1,800 

360,195 
730 

3,155 

3.740 


ToUl  OiTil  Services  Class  IV.    ...£1,536,697 


Class  V.— Coloioal,  Consular,  ard  otbbr 

FORRXON   SrRYIORS. 


CoinaTTRR  June  35— Report  June  36. 

(x.)  £3,701.  Treasury  Chest 
(a.)  t  £10,656,  Tonnage  Bounties,  dra. 
Aifter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[19a]  3170 
(3 . )  t  £300,  Coolie  Emigration 
(4.)  f  £4,360,  Commissioners  for  Sup- 
pression of  Slave  Trade 
(5.)  t  £136,178,  Consuls  Abroad      ... 
Alter  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[19a]  3171 
CoMMiTTRR  JtUy  3 — ^Rrport  July  6. 

(6.)  f  £8T,615.     China,    Japan,    and 
Siam,  Servioes  in 

Moved  to  report  Progress  {Mr,  ff, 
B.  Sheridan) ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn  [193]  668 


10,701 
38,656 


1,300 

7,360 
171,178 


117,615 


[con  I. 


Moved,  <'That  Item. of  £6,000,  for 
Envoy  and  Chief  Superintendent,  be 
reduced  by  £3.000"  {Colonel  Sykee); 
after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Moved,  "That  Item  of  £500,  Sa- 
lary of  Vioe-Consul  at  Taku,  be 
omitted  from  Vote "  (Colonel 
Sykee) ;  Motion  negatived  ;  Vote 
agreed  to 
(7.)  t  £36,314,  Ministers  at  Foreign 

Courts,  Extraordinary  Expenses 
Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£33,814,  Ac."  (Jfr.  Luek) ;  Motion 
negatived  ;  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  674 
(8.)  t  £53,950,   Colonies,    Granto  in 
Aid,  Ac.  ...  [193]  675 

Moved  to  report  Progress  (Sir  W, 
Oallwey) ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion withdrawn ;  Vote  agreed  to 
(9.)  f  3.073,  Orange  River  Territofj 
and  St.  Helena 
(10.)  f  £9,331,  Emigration 

Total  Civil  Servioes  CUm  V.     ... 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 


56,314 


74,950 


4,073 
14,331 


£486,377 


Class    VI.  —  SupxRAiriruATioir     avo    Rbtxrrd 
Allowaxoxs,    Aim    Gratuztiss    por    Cha- 
rxtablr  ard  othrr  Srrvxcrs. 
CoMMiTTRR  June  4— Rrport  June  IB, 

(i .)  t  £5,083.  Miscellaneous  Charitable 

and  other  Allowances,  Great  Britain         7,083 
(a.)  t  £34,040,     Merchant    Seamen's 

Fund,  Pensions,  Ac.        ...  ...       51,040 

(3.)  t  £30,400,    Relief    of   Distressed 

British  Seamen  ...  ...       45,400 

(4.)  f  £145^67,    Superannuation    and 

Retired  Allowances  [19a]  1173     355,867 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  t  £13,134,  HospiUls  and  Inflrm*- 

ries,  Ireland      ...  ...  ...        19,134 

(6.)  t  £4,915,  Miscellaneous  ChariUble 

and  other  Allowances,  Ireluid        ...         6,915 


CoMKiTTRR  June  35 — Rrport  June  36. 

(7.)  t  £31,386,  Nonoonforming  and 
other  Ministers  (Ireland) 
Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exoeeding 
£366,  Ac."  (Mr.  Bad^ld)  ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Vote  agreed  to    ...  [x9a]  3166 

Total  Civil  Servioes  Class  VI.    ... 


41,886 


£436,835 


Class  VII. — Miscxllaitrous,  Sproial,  ard 
Trmporart  ORnoTs. 
CoMKiTTRR  June  4— Rrport  June  15. 

(I.)  t  £14,000,     Temporary    Commis- 
sions ...  ...  ...  ...       40,000 

(a.)  Malta  and  Alexandria  Gable,  and 

Balmoral  Telemphs      ...  ...  760 

(3.)  t  £19,337,  Miscellaneous  Expenses 
Moved,  "  That  Item  of  £11,058,  for 
Veterinary  Department,  Privy  Coun- 
cil, be  omitted  from  Vote "  {Sir  /. 
Clarke  Jervoiee) ;  after  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn.  Vote  agreed  to  39,377 

[19a] 1174 

IconL 


SUP        SUP 


5m9p/y— oont. 


{  SBSSION     1867-8) 
190— 191— 1 93—193. 


SUP       SUP 


(4.)  f  £31»699,   Local  Dues  on  Ship- 
pm^    •••  •••  •••  ••• 

(5.)  t  £2,000,  FUx  CultiTation 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[192]  1176 

GoMMiTTiB  Jtdy  14 — Bbpobt  July  15. 

(6.)  Portpatriok  Railway  Company  ... 

Mored  to  report  Progresi  (Mr,  Neate); 
after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Vote  agreed  to    [193].  1210 

Vote  25  (£19,877,  Misoellaneous  Ex- 
penses) 

Mored  to  omit  £19,S77,  and  insert 
£14,877,  instead  tiienot  (Mr.  Lu§k) ; 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That 
£19,377  stand  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion," put.  and  agreed  to  [19a]  1608 

Resolution  reported  June  15 
(7.)  Olerkenwell  Explosion  [193J  1212 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(8.)  Registration  under  Reform  Acts 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 
47,599 
4,000 


20,000 


7,500 
10,000 


Total  Civil  Services  Glass  VII  ...  £169,250 


CoioflTTXB  May  14 — Rbpobt  May  15.         £ 
Advances  for  New  Courts  of  Justice  ...     106,000 


TotftloT 
Vote. 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1868-9. 

CoMMiTTBX  July  7— Rbpobt  July  9. 

Vote  I.   Customs  (Salaries  and    Ex-        £ 

penses)  [193]  831    1,024,658 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
Vote  II.  Inland  Revenue  (Salaries  and 

Expenses)     1,574,910 

Vote  III.  Post  OflBce  Services  ...  2,369,285 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[193]  831 

Total  of  Revenue  Departments. ..£4,968,008 

POST  OFFICE  PACKET  SERVICE. 

CouiciTTXB  July  7 — Rbpobt  July  9. 

t  £789,349,  Post  Otyicb  Paout  Saa-        £ 

TiOB [193]  835  1,089,349 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


CoiouTTxx  July  13 — Rbpobt  July  14. 

t  £42,079,    Oreenwioh    Hospital    and 

School  (Advances)  [x93]  1156 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

Resolution  reported  July  14,  and  re» 

eomm.  ...  ...  [193]  1185 

Resolved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£127,600,  Ac."   ...  [193]  1210 


127.608 


SUMMART. 

Wats  aih)  Mkaits. 
SoHXDULx  OP  Wats  AND  Mbans  bxpbbbbd  to  ir 

SxOTION    5     OP     THB   CONSOLIDATBD    FUHD  (AP- 

PBOPBiATioif   Act — ^viz. :  £        #.    d. 


2,000,000    0    0 


362,398  19    9 


Granted  per  Act  31  Viet,  0. 1, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Year 
ending  31st  March  1868    ... 

Granted  per  Act  31  Via.  c.  10, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Tears 
ending  3 1st  March  1867  and 
31st  March  1868 

Granted  for  the  Service  of  the 
Year  endingSlst  March  1869 
— vii. : 


Per  Act31  FtV<.c.l3  ...  6,000,000  0  0 
Per  Act  31  Fwt.  0.16  ...17,000,000  0  0 
Per  Section  1  of  this  Act  22,083,532  9  5 
Per  Section  4  of  this  Act 

(being  Surplus  Ways  and 

Means  granted  for  the 

Service    of    preceding 

Years)         537,217  10    7 


£        #.  d. 

90,619  13  9 

48,479    8  8 

79,829    2  7 

8,381     1  1 

1,089  13  8 


Total  Gbants  op  Wats  ahd 
Mbans  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

1867-8  £2,362,398  19    9 
1868-9  45,620,750    0 


H  £47,983,148  19    9 


SUMMARY. 
Sums  Voted  in  Supply,  Sbssiow  1868. 

1866-7— (l^eflcienoies.) 

Navy  Sxbvioxs       

Abut  Sbbvioxs      

CiYiL  Sbbviobs      

Inland  Rbvbnub  Dbpabtiibnt 
Post  Oppiob  Packbt  Sbbviob 

1867-8-.(Supplemental.) 
ExpxniTiON  TO  Abyssinia 
Civil  Sbbviobs      

1868-9 
ExpxniTiON  TO  Abyssinia     ... 

Navy  Sbbviobs       ... 

Abicy  Sbbviobs 
ExoHXQUBB  Bonds 
CrviL  SxBvicBs-^viz. : 

I.  Public  Works  and      £ 
Buildings 1,256,965 

II.  Salaries,  Ao.  Pub- 
lic Departments...  1,661,299 

III.  Law  and  J  ustioe  3,579,686 

IV.  Education,  Sci- 
ence, and  Art    ...  1,536,697 

V.  Colonial  and  Con- 
sular Services   ...     486,277 

VI.  Superannuation, 
Ac 426,825 

VII.  Miscellaneous      169,256 


... 


2,000,000 
134,000 

3,000,000 

11,157,290 

15,455,400 

600,000 


0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 


9,117,005  0  0 
4,968,098  0  0 
1,089,349  0  0 


ReTBNUB  DxPASnOENTS     

Post  Oppiob  Paoxbt  Sbbviob 

Advancbs  pob  Nbw  Coubts  op 

JusTiOB  AND  Oppicbs    106,000     0     0 

Advancbs  pob  Gbbbnwioh  Hos- 
pital and  School  127.608    0    O 

Total  op  Supplibs  ohabobabul 

UPON  THB  ABOTB  WjkT^   MKtk  ^   ^,v 

MxANs—  s»^»^l5^'^'^^*^^^ 


BUB 


STK 


(OBNBBAL    INDBZ) 


STK       TAI 


BumnoA,  Mr.  C.  FRirzLLs-,  DutJmm^  S* 

Bmrndirj,  Gomm.  Sebednle,  [193]  1448 
Egypt — OUimi  on  the  Tiaeroj,  [19a]  994 
Roman  Oatholio  Oath,  [191]  1682, 1683 

Bimisis,  Ur.  H.  E.,  JETertfardshtre 
Army  Eitimataa-— Land  Foroea,  [191]  97 
Eaat  WoraMtarshiro  Eiootion,  [193]  1123 
EtUbliahed  Choroh  (Ireland),  Gomm.  [191] 

470 
India — OfBoert  of  the  lalo  Indian  Navy,  [190] 

1980 
Poor  Relief,  Oomm.  add,  cl,  [193]  1886 

Btzea,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aierde^n  City 

Abjrselnia — Queetioni,  Ac. 
Cameron,  Gonial,  [190]  104 
Gorreipondenee,  [190]  1006, 1006 
Snropean  Sabaltem  OflSoen,  [190]  178 
Expedition,  The,  [191]  1338 
Foreign  Oflace,  [190]  611 
Raaeam,  Mr.,  Mieeion  of,  [190]  679 
Roate  for  the,  [190]  336 
Theodore,  King,  Preeenta  from,  [190]  643 
Army — Qaeationa,  Ac. 

Gooking  Apparatua,  [191]  267 
Fortifloationa,  [191]  260, 1467 
Fortifloationa  at  Chatham,  [i^]  1821 
Army  —  Diaoharged  Soldiera,  £lmployipent  of, 

Rea.  [193]  821 
Army— Fortifloationa,  Rea.  [191]  2029,  2030  ; 

[193]  1816 
Army— Royal  Gun  Faotoriea,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  [193]  1266 
Army — Sale  and  Pnrohaae  of  Commiaaiona, 

Rea.  [19a]  646, 647 
Artiiana*  and   Labonrera*  Dwellinga,  Oomra. 

d.  28.  [191]  677 
Canoogato  Annuity  Tax,  2R.  [191]  1104 
Ceylon — Condition  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[191]  979 
China— Ambaaaador  from,  [190]  799 

Treaty  of  Tien-tain,  [191]  1147 ;  [193]  1947 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practioea  at 

Eleotiona,  Conaid.  [193]  1620 
Electric  Telegrapba,  Comm.  dl.  16,  [193]  1603 
Elomentary  EducAtion,  2R.  [193]  2011 
Government  of  India  Act  Amendment,  2R. 
[193]  1699 ;  Comm.  1877 ;  el.  1, 1887,  1891 ; 
cL  2,  [193]  860 
Governor  General  of  India,  2R.  [193]  1602 
India — Qneations,  Ac. 

Eaat  India  Canal  Company,  [190]  990 
Finance,  [190]  1982 
Indian  Seryice  Medala,  [193]  1823 
Municipal  Commiaaionera  of  Bombay,  [193] 
1764 
India  —  Eaat  India  Civil  Service,  Rea.  [191] 

1860,  1861 
India — Eaat  India  Revenno  Aecounta,  Comm. 

ri93]  1842,  1866, 1861 
India — Troopaand  Veiaela  (Abyaainian  Expe- 
dition) Rea.  [190]  373, 407 
International  Monetary  Conforenoe,  [190]  601 
Japan— Cntragea  in,  [193]  922 
Land  Writa   Registration  (Scotland),  Comm. 

d,  1,  [193]  1628 
Local  Taxation,  [190]  1029 
Metropolis— Thames  Emlmnkment,  [190]  1686 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  [190]  1980 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 
[193]  1303;  C/.3,  1760 


Stcm,  Colonel  W.  H.— ooirf. 

MiUtary  Education,  Rea.  [191]  1837 
Kavy  Eatimatea — Ckwat  Goard  Servioe,  [193] 
643 
Wagea,  Amendi.  [193]  88, 92 
Parliament— DiaaolntioB  of,  ti9a]  1076 

Membera'  Seata  in  this  Hbase,  [191]  698 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  ch  13,  [193]  1933  ; 
el,  20,  [193]  813,  814  ;  add,  el,  823  ;  Lorda 
Amondta.  1907 
Repreaentation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Leavo, 
[190]  830 ;  2R.  1264,  1267 ;  Comm.  [193] 
470  ;  d,  8,  849  ;  el  8,  874,890, 892  ;  <d,  10, 
986,  987 ;  add,  el,  1247, 1260 
Scotland—  Middle  Claaa  Schools,  [193]  662 

Railway  Property,  Assessment  of,  [193]  911 
Slave  Bountiea,  [193]  1130 
Storm  Warnings,  [190]  146 
Supply^ Abyaainian  Expedition,  [190]  291 
Board  of  Timde,  [103]  1204 
Bountiea  on  SUve^  [193]  2170 
BriUah  Embaaay   fiovaea,  [191]  083,    84, 

991,  993,  996 
Common  Law  Courta  (Ireland),  [193]  1104 
Conaular    Establishments    Abroad,    [193] 

2171.  2172 
Education,  Public,  [193]  1164 
Establishments  of  China,  Japan,  and  Siam, 

Amendt.  [193]  671,  672,  673 
Foreign  Office,  [193]  1203 
Government  Prisons,  [193]  1106 
Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant^  [193] 

1208 
Houses  of  Parliament,  [193]  306,  310 
Learned  Societies,  Grants  to,  [193]  1133 
Mission  House,  Teheran,  [191]  998 
Science  and  Art,  [193]  1167, 1170 
Volunteer  Corps,  [191]  269 
Worka,  Buildings,  d^o.  [191]  287 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1176 
Weights  and  Measurea,  [193]  1929 

Stnak,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Ltmertck  Co. 
Buriala  (Ireland),  Comm.  [193]  1380 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  767, 

761 
Ireland*— Compulsory  Presentmenta,  [193]  828 
Ireland — State  of,  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190I  1734 
Ireland  —  Univeraity  Education,    Res.   [193] 

1060 
Military  at  ElecUons  (IreUnd),  2R.[i93]  1981; 

[193]  411 
Poor  Relief,  Gomm.  eL  3,  [193]  1422 ;  el.  4, 

1606;  el  10,  1873,  1878;   Amendt.  1879; 

el  K,  1884 
Prison  Ministers  Act,  Res.  [193]  381 
Promissory  Oaths,  Comm.  a.  2,  [193]  866 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.    [193]   1488; 

el.  32,  1498 
Repreaentation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 

[193]  1679  :  el  18,   1689,  1694  ;  add.  el, 

1769, 1779,  1794 

Tain  Frovisiolial  Order  Coxifinnatioii  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Secretary  Oatkome 

Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  VJtOy  8  [Bill  224] 

Read2«*/fi2y9 
Committee  * ;  Report  My  10 
Read3«*/Mfyl0 


TAI 


TEN 


I  SESSION    1867-8  ) 

1 90»i9i—- 19»— 193. 


TEN 


TIT 


Tain  Provitional  Order  Con/rmatUm  £01 — oont. 

/.  Read  1* •  (The  Lord  Clinton)  Juty  10 
Read  2*  •  July  17  (No.  242) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 
Read3»*/u/y23 
Kojal  Assent  July  31  [31  <fe  32  VieL  0.  IM] 

Tancred's  Charity  Bill  iMr,  Beretford  Hope, 

Mr,  WalpoU,  Viscount  Cranbome) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  18  [Bill  87] 

Moved,    *'That    the    Bill  be   now   read  2o" 

Ifar  25,  [191]  224 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now."  and  add  "upon 

this  day  six  months "  {Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre) ; 

after  debate,  Question,  *<  That  *  now/  &o ;" 

A.  60,  N.  83 ;   M.  14 ;  words  added ;  2R. 

put  off  for  six  months 

Taunton,  Lord 

Education,  Technical  —  Whltworth  Scholarships, 

[191]  824 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [191]  1782, 1783 
France— Coasting  Trade,  Address  for  a  Paper, 

[193]  981 
Gambling  in  Hong  Eong  and  Ileligoland,  [190] 

623 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  [191] 

692 
Public  OfSces,  The  New,  [191]  1684 
Railway  Bills — Increase  of  Rates,  Res.  [193] 

1069,  1078 
Ritual  Commission,  [190]  1877 

Reports  of  the,  [193]  335 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  cL  5,  [192]  240 
South  Coast  Railways,  2R.  [193!  1469;  8R. 

[193]  360 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  86 
Burial  Societies,  Frauds  upon,  [19a]  920 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [190] 

980 
Election   Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  46,  [193]  1371 ;  oM.  el, 

1442  :  Consid.  add.  cL  1690 
Eyre,  Ex-Governor,  and  his   Expenses,  [192] 

1477 
Ireland—Prisons,  Regulation  of,  [193]  912 

Religion  of  Convicts,  [192]  423 
Leominster  Magistrates,  [193]  304 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1342 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl,  3,  Amenat.  [193]  1421, 

1422;  add.cl  1886 
Postal — Mr.  Churchward,  [190]  1072 
Queensland — Polynesian  Labourers,  [190]  1590; 

[191]  1882;  [192]  816 
Sunday  Trading,  2R.  [191]  1085 
United   States— Case  of   the  "  Lizxie  Lina," 

[190]  1219 

Templetown,  Viscount 
Contagious  Diseases  Act,  [192]  396 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land,  Ac. 
(Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr,  Bearden,  Mr.  Michael  Bats) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  July  18  [BiU  244] 

VOL.  CXCIII.  [THiBn  8SBIS8.] 


Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill  [hx.] 

( The  Marquess  of  Clanncarde) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*,  after  short  debate  Feb  24, 
[190]  1039  (No.  23) 

Question,  The  Karl  of  Malmesbury ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  Mar  6,  1108 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Mar  12,  1432  ;  after  debate,  l^ill  read  2«, 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

And,  on  Mar  13,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  : — D.  Doyonshire, 
M.  Bath,  K.  Devon,  E.  Clarendon,  £.  Lucan, 
E.   Grey,  E.  Stradbroke,  E.  Kimberley,  V. 

•  Lifford,  L.  Clifton,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  Cha- 
worth,  1^.  Stratheden,  L.  Clandeboye,  L, 
Churaton,  L.  Westbury 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  28 

(^Parl  P,  No.  129) 

Report  •  May  28  (No.  1 80) 

Thames  Emhanhnent 

Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Uankey  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Cave  Mar  16,  [190]  1686 

Life  Chains,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrenoe; 
Answer,  Mr.  Tite  May  15,  [192]  341 

Steamboat  Piers ,  Question,  Mr.  Wntkin ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tite  April  27,  [191]  1332 

Thames,  Obstructions  in  tnCt  Questions,  Mr. 
Hardpastle,  Lord  Otho  Fitzgerald ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Stephen  Cave  Jprii  30,  [191]  1775 

Thames   £ml)anlanent  and   Metropolis 
Improvement  (Loans)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill       {^^'  Sclater-Booth,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer') 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  X*"* May  21  [Bill  138] 

Moved,  *'That    the   Bill    be  now  read    2« " 

June  5,  [192]  1212  ;    after   short  debate, 

[House  counted  out] 
Read  2«  •  June  9 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  11 
Considered  * /u?i«  12 
Read  3°  *  June  15 
I,  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  June  16 

Moved.    "That   the    Bill   be  now    read    2«" 

June  23, 1917  ;  BUI  read  2*        (No.  152) 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26        (No.  156) 
Read  3*  *  June  29 
Royal  Assent  July  13      [31  A  32  Viet,  c.  43] 

The  Queen,  Her  Majesty 

Notice,  Mr.  Rearden  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Speaker 
May  22,  [192]  711 

Thet/ord,  Member  for — Titles  of  Dignity 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Gri£Bth ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Disraeli  April  3,  [191]  831 

Thtnke,  Lord  H.  F.,  Wiltshire,  8. 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  IR.  [192]  322 

TiTE,  Mr.  W.,  Bath 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  335 
Metropolis — Questions,  Ac. 
Finsbury  Park,  [193]  718 
Iron  Gates  in  I3^^wi!^vt^"^\3w»>  *»''^»\>^' 
243  ^       ^ 

4  0  ^"^^ 


TIT 


TOT 


T»«,  Mr.  W.— «m<. 

Park  JjiM,  [193]  1988 

Thames   EmbankmeDt,  Steamboat    Piers, 


(QENBRAL    INDEX)        TOT        TRB 
190— 191— -ipt — 193. 

/.  KuA  !••  (7%tf  Eari  •/ Dmhy) Ike  8    (No.  7) 


[191]  1883 ;  [193]  841 
les   Ei  ~     ' 


Thames  Emhankment,  Ae.  Amendment,  9R. 
[19a]  1217 


Tifhe  Commutetioiiy  Ao.  Aeti  Amand- 
ment  Bill 

(Ur.  Sehier-Sootk,  Mr.  Sieniary  Oathome  Boardy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  My  7  [BiU  2181 

Read2<»*/ii/yl0 

Committee  *  ;  Report  My  14 

Read  9P  *  My  15 
/.  Readl**(77^e£tir{e^X>0VM)7ii/y  16 

Read  3*  •  July  20  (No.  256) 

Committee*;  Report /iily 21 

Read8**Jii/y28 

Royal  Assent  My  81     [81  A  82  Via.  c.  89] 


Titles  to  Land  Consolidation  (Scotland) 

Bill   ( The  Lard  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oaihome  Hardy,  Sir  Oraham  MmUyomeryi^ 

e.  Motion  for  LeaTO  ( 7%e  Lord  Advocate)  Mar  9, 
[190]  1288 

BiU  ordered  ;  read  1^"  •  [BiU  57] 

Read  2**  AffrU  20 

Committee*  ;  Report  /«m  4         [BiU  151] 

Committee*  (en  re-cemm.) ;  Report  My  15 

Considered  *  My  16 

Read8®*/M2y  16 
I  BMd  U* (The  Lord ChoiMUar)  July  11 

Read  2*  •  Jufy  21  (No.  268) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  28 

Reads**  /vly  24 

Rojal  Assent  July  81    [81  A  82  Viet.  0. 101] 


ToxBBirs,  Itfr.  W.  T.  McCullagh,  Fimhury 
Artisans'  and    Laboarers'  DireUings,   Comm. 

el  6,  [191]  678  ;  <^  24,  676 ;  d.  27,  677; 

add,  a.  1064  ;  Consid.  1565  ;  add.  el  1875, 

1876, 1877 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  Deaths  in.  [193]  1945 
Election   Petitions  and  Cormpt   Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Consid.  [193]  1642 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [191] 

608 


Finsbnrj  Park,  [193]  717 
Ireland— Irish   C 
1457 


haroh  Commissioners,  [190] 


Parliament — ^Public  Business,  [192]  1180 
Registration  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  22,  [193] 

1496 
United   States  —  library  Committee,  PhUa- 

delphia,  [193]  1902 


Totnes,  ftc.  Writs  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  Oetieral,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral) 

€,  Motion  for  LeaTe   {Mr.    Attorney    Oeneral) 

Dee  2,  [190]  522 
BiU  ordered,  after  debate ;  read  1*  •    [BUI  20] 
Moved,  *<  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*  "  Dec  8, 

546 ;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  2* 
Committee  ;  Report  Dee  8 
Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  8«  "  Dee  8; 

after  short  debate,  BiU  read  8* 

[eofil. 


Moved,  "  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*  "  XVe  4, 
578  ;  after  short  debate,  BUI  read  2*  ;  Com- 
mittee negatived 

Read8**IV0  5 

Royal  Assent  Dee  7  [81  Viet.  0.  6] 


ToTZKirHAK,  Colonel  C.  O.,  Ifew  Bom 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  18,  [19s]  1590 

TowirsHsm),  Marqaess  of 
Lodgers'  PropeHy  Proteotion,  2R,  [193]  976» 

978 
Poor,  Relief  of  the,  Address  for  a  Commission, 

[19a]  1462 

Teict,  Hon.  C.  R.  D.  Kaitbvbt-,  MinU^ 
gomery 
Army — Report  of  Ordnance  Select  Committee, 

[190]  1456 
Ceylon— Great  Bassos  Lighthouse,  [193]  809 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,  [193I 
542 
Salaries  of  Offioen,  [193]  586 


Trades  Societies  and  Combinations  of 
Workmen  Bill 

{Sir  T/unnae  Fowell  Buxton, Mr.  Richard  Young} 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Ju/y  7  [BiU  219] 

BUI  withdrawn  •  July  21 

Transubttantiation — DeelaratioH  againet 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  29,  To 
leave  out  from  ''That,"  and  add  "there  b^ 
laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  the  Decla- 
ration against  Transubstantiation,  Ac.  taken 
by  the  Sovereign  of  this  Realm  at  his  first 
Parliament  or  at  his  Coronation,  whichever 
shall  first  happen  after  his  Accession  "  {Sir 
Colman  (yLoyhlen),  [loa]  1098;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Tbeebt,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Ityme  B^%9 
Assessed  Taxes— Appeal  Courts,  [190]  2050  ; 

[193]  1199 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt   Practices  at 

Elections,  Comm.  d.  17,  [193]  1168 
RaUways,  Res.  [190]  1884, 1886 

TsEYELTAKy  Mr.  G.  0.,  l\fiMmouth 
Army  —  Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions, 

Res.  [192]  514,  545,  578 
Cattle,  ImporUtion  of  Foreign,  [19a]  424 
India — East  India  CivU  Sei^oe,  Kes.  Amendt. 

[loi]  1848 
Mutmy,  Comm.  d.  22,  [191]  824 

Tbetob,  Lord  A.  £.  Hnx-,  Doumehire 
Party  Processions  Act  (Ireland),  [192]  1228 
Revenue  OflScers  DisabiUties  Removal,  Comm. 
Motion  for  Adjoorament,  [192]  I088 
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Teueo,  Lord 
Army — Omnization  of  the  Reierred  ForoM, 
r  193]  1850.  1858 
Volunteer  Rerieir  at  Windaor,  [193]  1667  ; 
[193]  990 

Ikirkey 

Brigandage  near  Smyrna,  Question,  Mr.  Wjld ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley  May  29,  [193]  1040 

ConnUar  Courts  in  Turkey  and  Jti*gypty  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Layard  ;  Reply,  Lord  Stanley  ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  10,  [193]  1024 

CreUt  Insurrection  in — Correspondence ,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Powell ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Nov  25,  [>9o]  165;  Question,  Viscount 
Stratford  de  Redcliffo  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Nov  28,  Sli-^Viee  Consul  at,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
Jfar5,  1116  ;  Question,  Mr.  Kennedy;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  April  2,  [191]  705 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for.  Copy  of  the  Instructions 
to  the  British  Representatire  at  Paris  in 
reference  to  the  identic  Note  proposed  to 
be  communicated  to  the  Porte  by  Russia, 
France,  Italy,  and  Prussia  "  {Lord  CampbeU) 
April  3,  808 ;  after  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Layard  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 

April  2Z,  1149 
Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Supply  April  24, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copy  of  any  Despatches 
or  Correspondence  between  the  Russian  Qo- 
▼ernment  and  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
subjects  of  the  Insurrection  in  Crete  and 
of  the  condition  of  the  Christians  in  Turkey 
in  the  years  1866  and  1867  '*  (Mr.  Monk), 
1225  :  Question,  "That  the  words,  4c.;" 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
/«/y  24,  [193]  1747 

Pari.  Papers — 
Correspondence  ....     [3965*1,  II] 

Evnbasiy  House  at  ConttanUnople,  Question, 
Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth 
June  18,  [192]  1753  ;  Question,  Mr.  Monk; 
Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  i6. 

Embassy  House  at  Therapia,  Question,  Mr. 
Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth  July  16, 
[193]  1289 

Epirus  and  Thessaly,  Annexation  of,  to  Greece, 
Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Nov  28,  [190]  328  ;  Question, 
Lord  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Lorid  Stanley 
Dee  2,  512 

Maintenance  of  the  Ottoman  Empire — France 
and  Austria,  Question,  Mr.  uoldney ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  Dec  6,  [190]  642 

Railways  in.  Question,  Viscount  Enfield  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Stanley  July  6,  [J93]  718 

Sanitary  Regulations— The  Cholera  Congress, 
Question,  Sir  J.  Clarke  Jerroise ;  Answer, 
Lord  Stanley  Mar  17,  [100]  1811 

Servia,  National  Assembly  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Darby  Griffith  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley 
June  25,  [193]  2135 

Wiseman,  Sir  William,  Appointment  of,  Ques- 
tion, Captain  Mackinnon ;  Answer,  Lord 
SUnley  Feb  34,  [190]  1071 


Tttbi^bb,  Mr.  C,  LanoMhirit  S. 
Electrio  Telegraphs,  Oomm.  el  15,  [193]  1609 

Turnpike  Acts  ContiiLiiaiice,  ftc.  Bill 

{Sir  Jamet  Fergusson,  Mr.  Secretary  O,  Hardy) 

e.  Question,  Mr.  EnatohbuU-Hugessen  ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy  Maty  38,  [19a]  956 

Ordered ;  read  1»  •  May  29  [BiU  149] 

Read  2«  *  June  8 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  July  9| 
[»93]968 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *^That,"  and  add 
'*  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee" {Colonel  William  Stuart) ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  dra. ;"  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  main  Question,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker,  Ac,"  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Com- 
mittee— B.P. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  18 

Considered*  Julg  14 

Read  3«  *  July  14 
L  Read  l'^^  (The Lord  Clinton)  July  16 

Read  2*  •  Julv  20  (No.  353) 

Committee  July  21,  1549 

Report*  July  23 

Read  3*  *  July  28 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  d(  33  Vict.  0.  199] 

Turnpike  Tolli  Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  More ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorne 
Hardy  April  28,  [191]  1461 

Tnmpike  Trusts  Bill 

{Mr,  Knatehbull-Hugessen,  Mr,  George  Give,  Mr, 

Goldney,  Mr.  Ayrton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Nov  26  [BiU  9] 

Moved,    "That  the    Bill  be  now   read   3^" 

June  17,  [192]  1699 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months "  {Mr,  KnigM) ; 
Question,  "  That  now,  4c.  ;*'  after  long  de- 
iMite,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn;  Bill 
withdrawn 

IStmpike  Ihtsts  Aet-^DumtahU  Road 
Question,  Colonel  W.  Stuart;   Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  June  11,  [19a]  1399 

Tnmpike  Trnsts  Arrangements  Bill 

{Sir  Jamei  Fergusson,  Mr,  Secretary  G.  Hardy) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  ]•  *  June  29  [Bill  200] 

Read  2«  *  June  30 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  1 

Read  3''  •  July  2 
I  Read  1*  •  ( The  Lord  Clinton)  July  3 

Read  2*  •  July  10  (No.  206) 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  1 4 

Read3*«  July  16 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  d(  32  Via.  0.  66] 

Turnpike  Trusts  Legislation 

Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathorike 
Hardy  April  3,  [191]  833  _ 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  8^ 
leave  out  from  "  Thsit;'  wA*i^^**  «w\j5««^ 
Address  be  presenXM^  N.^  ^««t  '^*>!f^'^^^5\2 
Sho  wUl  be  graoio\x«\i  l^«Mft^  \»  '^^^^^^ 


TUE        UNI 


(  aENBRAL    INDEX) 

190— 191 — 199 — 193. 


UNI       VAD 


Turnpike  Truitt  LegUlathn—eoTii.  i 

tions  that  there  bo  laid  before  this  Iloute, , 
Copy  of  all  the  Communications  received  in  ' 
reply  to  the  Circular  sent  in  February  1866 
to  certain  Turnpike  Trustees  referred  to  in 
p.  9  of  the  Seventeenth  Report  on  Turnpike 
Trusts,  of  which  Extracts  are  therein  given,  ' 
together  with  the  names  of  the  Correspond- 
ents" (Ifr,  Clive),  I191]  2012;    Question,: 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  1 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Unclaimed  Prize  Money  (India)  Bill 

(Sir  Stafdrd  NorthcoU,  Sir  James  Fergutton) 

c.  Ordered  *  May  14 

Read  !«•  May  18  [BUI  122] 

Read2»*  May  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Read  3«*  May  25 
{.  Read  l'^*  [The  Lord  ClviUon)  May  26 

Read  2**  June  15  (No.  121) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jun4  18 

Read  S**  June  19 

Royal  Assent  Jun«  25    [31  4(  82  Ft'et.  0.  88] 

Uniformity  of  Public  Worship  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  ShaJUthury) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1**  June  23        (No.  173) 
Moved,    "That  the  Bill  he  now  read    2» " 

July  9,  [193]  808 
Debate  thereon  ;  then  a  Question  heing  stated 

thereupon,  the  Question  was  put,  Whether 

the  said  Question  shall  be  now  put ;  resolred 

in  the  negative 

• 

United  Parishes  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Waldeyrave-Leslie,  Major  Walker,  Mr, 
Wellwood  Maxwell,  Mr,  M'Lagan) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  April  1  [Bill  81] 

Read2«>*  April  23 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  24 

Considered  •  April  27 

Read  3°  •  April  28 
I,  Read  !*•  {The  Lord  Colomay)  April  80 

Read  2»»  May  12  (No.  84) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  19 

Read  3«  •  May  22 

Royal  Assent  May  29  [31  Viet,  0.  30] 

United  States 
"Alabama"  Claim t^  The,  Amendt.  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  Mar  6,  To  leave  out  from 
"  That,"  and  add  "  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  that 
there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Copy  of  any 
further  Papers  relative  to  the  Negotiations 
with  the  United  States  Government  for 
Arbitration  of  the  Alabama  Claims"  {Mr, 
Shaw-L€fevre),Ugo]  1150;  Question,  "That 
the  words,  &e.  r  after  long  dehate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Motion  for  an  Address  for  "  Copies  or  Extracts 
of  any  further  Correspondence  that  may  have 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in 
reference  to  the  Alabama  and  other  claims  " 
( The  Earl  Russell)  Mar  27,  [191]  333 ;  after 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Icont, 


United  SUOu—coni, 

Iron-Clods,  Sale  of,  to  South  American  States, 
Question.  Lord  John  Hay;  Answer,  Lord 
Stonley  ifay  21,  [192]  655 

«*  Lixzie  Lino,"  Case  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  P. 
A.  Taylor;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mar  9, 
[190]  1219 

Philadelphia,  Library  Committee,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Bentiuck,  Mr.  M'CuUagh  Torrens ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  July  28,  [193] 
1901 

Postal  Convention,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Unut  Feb  20,  [190]  987  :  Question, 
Mr.  Baxter  ;  Answer,  Mr.  SoUter  •  Booth 
June  25,  [192]  2132 

(See  title  Post  Ofiee) 

President  Lincoln,  Assasstnaiien  of.  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Speaker  July  31,  [193]  1940 
Moved,  That  this  House  accepts,  with  muoh 
gratification,  the  Volume  transmitted  to  them 
in  pursuance  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States,  and  hereby  directs 
that  the  said  Volume  be  placed  in  the  Library 
of  the  House ;  and  that  a  eopj  of  this  Re- 
solution be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Secretary 
Seward  with  a  request  that  he  will  oommu- 
nicate  the  same  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  {Lord  Stanley)  July  31 ;  Resolution 
agreed  to 

Relations  with  the.  Question,  Mr.  Watkin  ; 
Answer,  Lord  SUnley  Nov  28,  [190]  330 ; 
Feb  13,  690 

••  Springbok,"  Case  of  the.  Question.  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  Mar  17,  [190] 
1812;  if<^  8,  [191]  2002 

UniYordly  Eloctlons  (Voting  Papers)  Bill 

(Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr,  Attorney  Oeneralfor 

Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  June  2i  [Bm  187] 

Read  2^  *  June  25 

Committee*;  Report  Jun^  29 

Considered  *  June  30 

Committee  *  (on  re-comm,) ;  Report  July  I 

Considered  *  July  1 

Read  3«  •  July  1 
I,  Read  l^^  {The Lord  Clinton)  July  2 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2*" 
July  10,  [193]  981 ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read  2*  (No.  201) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  14 

Read3»*  July  19 

Royal  Assent  July  31     [31  d^  32  Via,  0.  66] 

Unifiersity  Tests 
Petitions  presented  ( The  Earl  of  Kiwberley) ; 
debate  thereon  May  29,  [192]  1012 

Yaccination  (Ireland)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Mayo,  Mr,  Alt.  Oen.  for  Ireland) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  July  7  [BiU  217] 
Read  2°  •  July  10 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  13 
Considered  *  /t«2y  14 
Read3«»  Jvlv  16 

1,  Read  1*  •  {The  Earl  of  Devon)  July  16 
Read  2*  •  July  17  (No.  254) 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 

Read3»»  July  23 

Royal  Assent  July  81  [31  M  32  Fid.  0. 87] 
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Vaeeination — Small-pox  at  Wbohvieh 
Question,  Sir  J.   Clarke  Jervoise;    Aniver, 
Lord  Robert  Montagu  April  2,  [191]  701 

Yagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(JUr,  Pease,  Mr,  Akroyd,  Mr.  LiddeU) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V*  •  April  80  fBill  102] 

Read2«»  May  1 

Committee  • — b.p.  May  19 

Committee  *  :   Report  May  21 

Considered  *  May  28 

Read  30  •  May  29 
I,  Read  !••  {The  Duke  of  Cleveland)  June  9 

Read  2^^  June  30  (No.  188) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  6 

Read  3*  •  July  7 

Royal  Assent  July  18    [31  A  32  Vict,  0. 52] 

Valuation  of  Property  Bill 
Question,  Mr.   Childers ;   Answer,  Mr.   Hunt 
/>e<;5,  [i9o]602 

Yance,  Mr.  J.,  Armagh  City 

"Bubulina,"  Explosion  of  the,  [190]  518 
Burials  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  I,  Amendt.  [193] 

1381,  1382,1383 
Ecclesiastical  Titles,  Leave,  [190]  992,  994 ; 

2R.  [192]  1696 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotioes  at 

Elections,  Comm.  cl.  5,  [192]  2180 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1494 
Established    Church    (Ireland),   Leare,   [192] 

319  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1529 
Grand  Jurjr  Presentments  (Ireland),  Nomina- 
tion of  Committee,  [191]  101,  102,  238 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 

[1911217,221  ;  el.  11,  228 
Ireland— Questions,  Ac. 

Convicts  Warren  and  Costello,  [193]  1556, 

1557 
Coroner's  Inquest  at  Monaghan,  [193]  1482 
Regium  Donum,  [191]  835  « 

Ireland — State  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[190]  1507 
Landed  Property  ImproTcment  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[190]  930 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  172, 

175 
Registration    (Ireland),    Comm.  [193]    1488; 

cl.  32,  1497;  d,  34,  1510,  1512 
■  Representation   of  the  People  (Irehind),  2R. 

[191]  1055  ;  Comm.c2. 3,  [19a]  1584 ;  el,  18, 

1591,   1594  ;    add.  el,   1779,  1781,    1789  ; 

Consid.  add,  el.  1899,  1901,  1902,  1904 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [19a]  882 
Supply — mnconforming,  Ao.  Ministers,  [193] 

2169 

Vancouver's  Island  and  British  Columbia 

— Postal  Communieation  with 

Question,    Viscount    Milton  ;     Answer,    Mr. 

Sclater- Booth  ;  short  debate  thereon  JiUy  18, 

[193]  1140  ;   Question,    Visooont    Milton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  July  16, 1289 

Yandbhbtl,  Mr.  P.,  Bridgwater 
Army — Shomdiffe  Camp,  [193]  801 
Baby  Fanning  in  the  MairopoUsi  [190]  1449 


Yaxtx  of  Habbowdev,  Lord 
'    Sale  of  Polsonf  and  Pharmacy,  Comm.  [19a] 
1555 

Yesner,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Lishum 

Edinburgh,  Duke  of.  Attempted  Assassination 

of,  [192]  1230 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  [191]  1463  ;— 

Meeting  at  St.  James's  Hall,  1886 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [19a]  764 
Industrial  Schools  (Ireland),  Comm.  [191]  220 
Postal— Australian  Mails;  [190]  1979 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Consid. 

add,  el.  [19a]  1901 

Ykhney,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Abyssinia — Consul  Cameron,  [190]  180 
Army — Employment    of  old    Soldiers,    [193] 

520 
Army  Reserve,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 

1959 
Army — Sale  and  Purchase  of  Commissions,  Res. 

[19a]  557 
Army — Wooden  Huts  for  Troops,  Motion  for 

an  Address,  [190]  983 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces, [191]  70 
Lake  Superior  and  the  Pacific,  £e.  Motion  for 

a  Commission,  [19a]  1336,  1350 
Ministerial  Statement,  [x 9a]  645 
Public  Schools,    2R.  [190]  761  ;    Re-comm. 

cl,  12,  Amendt.  fi 9a]  1933 
Revenue  Officers  Disabilities  Removal,  Comm. 

[193]  393 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  238 
British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  992 
Prosecutions,  [19a]  499 
Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [191]  290,  294 

Yernon,  Lord 
South  Coast  Railways,  8R.  [193]  358 

Victoria,  Despatches  from  the  Oocernor 

Question,  Sir  Roundell  Palmer ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Adderley  May  26,  [i9a1  925 

The  Appropriation  Act — rote  U>  Sir  C,  DarUng, 
Address  moved  for.  Copy  or  Extract  of  further 
Correspondence  respecting  and  arising  from 
the  Non-enactment  of  the  Appropriation  Act 
in  Victoria  and  the  Recall  of  the  Governor 
of  the  Colony,  since  the  Letter  ft'om  the 
Right  Honourable  C.  B.  Adderley,  M.P.,  to 
Sir  C.  Darling,  K.C.B.,  dated  7th  March 
1867,  with  the  Enclosure  ( The  Lord Lyveden) 
Mar  5,  [190]  1 108  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Postponement  of  Motion,  Observations,  The 
Earl  of  Malmesbury  May  1,  [191]  1682; 
short  debate  thereon 

Observations,  Lord  Ly  veden  ;  Reply,  The  Duke 
of  Buckingham  May  8,  [191]  1963 ;  long  de- 
bate thereon ;  Question,  Sir  Robert  Collier ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  June  11,  [19a]  1897 
Pari.  Pajpers— 
Correspondence        ....    No.  157 
Do.    .    .    .      Nos.  [4014, 4014-1] 

ViLLiEBs,   Right  Hon.    C.  P.,  Wohet" 
hampUm 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cl.  4,  ^l^^-^  \^^*\  \  ^«^* 
1612;  cMO,  1872;   Am«tAV  \»V«^\  ^-^^ 
1882,1885  ,    ,       ^-^^ 

Rfgif tniion,  Oomm.  oddU  ^-  \>^ViW^ 
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ViviAW,  Hon.  Captain  J.  C.  W.,  Ihiro 
AbyninUn  Expedition,  The,  [19s]  716 
Expenditure,  [190]  1683,  1684 
Mulee,  Purohaie  of,  [190]  145 
Abyninian  Expedition— Oontmct  with  MeMTi. 
Wetberell,  Motion  for  an   Addreu,   [190] 
336 
Army — Qnestione,  Ac. 

Brooke,  Captoin,  Caie  of.  [193]  1855 
Dittiogaished  Serrice  Majors,  [190]  708 
Fortiflcationt,  [190]  1937 
MiliUry  Expenditure,  [193]  909 
Non-Combatant  OAoert,  [193]  608 
Promotion,  [190]  1887 
Army — Control  Department,  Motion  for  Papers, 

[193]  1269 
Army — Gontroller-in-Chief,  Res.  [193]  924 
Army — ^Discharged  Soldiers,  Employment  of. 

Res.  [193I317 
Army — Royal  Gan  Factories,  Motion  for  a 

Committee,  Amendt.  [193]  1356 
Army— Sale  and  Parobase  of   Commissions, 

Res.  Amendt.  [19a]  533 
Army  Estimates,  [190]  1982  ; — Land  Foroes, 

[191]  91 
India — Telegraphic  Communication,  [190]  1008 
Motioy,  [190]  1815  :  Comm.  el.  22,  [191]  328 
Portland  Convict  Prison,  [iQO]  179 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  el,  16,  [19a]  1940 
Regulation  of  Uailways,  Consid.  [193]  1790 
Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday,  2R.  [190]  1850 
Supply — Abyssinian  Expeidition,  [190]  235 
Portpatriok  Railway  Company  Compensa- 
tion, [193]  1211 
Works,  Buildings,  Ao,  [191 J  288  ;   el,  67, 
325 


ViTUK,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Olamorganthiri 

Mines,  Accidents  in,  [19a]  1506 
Mines  Assessment,  2R.  [191]  1870 


yolunUer  Review  at  TTtndf ot* 

Question,  fjord  Truro ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 

Malmesbury  June  15,  [19a]  1557  ;  Question, 

Lord  Eloho ;  Answer,  Mr.  Disraeli,   1566  ; 

193]  Question,  Lord  Eloho  ;   Answer,  Sir  John 

.  Pakington  June  29,  310;  July  9,  911; 
Question,    Earl   Spencer  ;    Answer,   Lord 

.  Truro ;  short  debate  thereon  July  10,  988  ; 
Question,  Lord  Elcho;    Answer,  Sir  John 

.    Pakington  July  31,  1945 

1th  Surrey  Ko2un/tf^f,  Question,  Mr.  Whalley  ; 
Answer,  Sir  John  Pakington  July  27>  [193] 
1823 


Voters  in  IHafraachiBed  Boronghs  Bill 

{Mr,  Kehemck,  Mr.  Jardine,  Mr,  Aljrid  Seymour) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  May  20  [Bill  128] 

Reaa2«*ifay25 

Committee* ;  Report  JuM  10 

Considered*  June  11 

Read  8"**  June  15 
I.  Read  1*  *  ( The  Lwrd  Chancellor)  June  10 

Read  2**  June  23  (No.  153) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jwie  25 
'ead3»*/t<fM26 
ral  A)8jut  July  13    [31  dt  32  Vioi.  0.  41] 


Walcott,  Admiral  J.  £.,  Chriitehurch 
Address  In  Answer  to  the    Speech,  Report, 
[190]  93 


WALDBORA.YX-LBSLUi,  Hon.  G.,  HoiUngs 

Board  of  Trade— Prirate  Bills,  [191]  831 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  264 ; — ^Amended  Plans, 

1230 
Compulsory  Church  Rates  Abolition,  2R.[i9o] 

980;  Comm.  c^  4, 1419 
Contagious  Diseases,  [190]  1286 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  [193]  1563 
India— The  Budget,  [190]  1680 
Land  Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Conun. 

el,  1,  [19a]  1525 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuaace, 

Comm.  add,  ^^  [191]  205 
Metropolis — Lambeth  Library,  [190]  602 
Passenger  Steamers,  Overloading  of,  [191]  451 
Poor  Law—- Vagrancy,  [190]  1450 
Railway  and  Gas  Shares,  LeaTO,  [190]  572 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

add,cl.  Amendt.  [19a]  1238 
Ritual  Question,  The,  [19a]  112 
Scotland— Roads,  [191]  357 

Supreme  Civil  Courts,  [190]  536 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  [190]  1275 ;  eL  6, 1276  ; 

Lords  Amendts.  [i9a]  1861 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  [193]  1204,  1206 
Board  of  Works,  [193]  1208 
Home  Office,  [193]  1209 
Register  House  (Edinburgh),  Report,  [19a] 
1175 
Totnes,  dra.  Write,  2R.  [190]  546 


Walcbr,  Major  O.  G.,  Dumfrieuhire 
Army  Estimates — Land  Foroes,  [191]  68 
Army  Reserve  and  Militia  Reserve,  [19a]  513 


Walpoub,  Right  Hon.  S.  H.,  Cambridge 
•  Univeriity 

Boundaries  of  Boreoghs,  Report,  [19a]  1044 
Boundary,  Comm.  [19a]  284  ;    Preamble,  1263 
Capital  Punishment   within  Prisons,   Comm. 

d,  4,  [191]  1059 
Church  Rates  Regulation,  2R.[i9o]  1414 
Compulsory  Church   Rates  Abolition,  Comm. 

e/.  4,[i9o]  1417,  1983 
District    Church    Tithes    Act     Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  [193]  1917 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Praotiees  at 

Elections,  Conun.  [191]  317;  eL  5,  [192] 

691 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1632 
Marriage,  Law  of,  [190]  886 
Oxford    and    Cambridge     Universities,    2R. 

Amendt.  [19a]  220 
Public  Schools,  LeaTo,  [190]  634;   2R.  749, 

760,  774,  1074,  1101,  1982:  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  2052,  2053 ;   Re-eomm. 

[[9a]  1648  ;  el,  1, 1649  ;  el.  2,  1650 ;  d,  3, 

1654 ;  el.  5,  1657  ;   el,  6,  1926,  1927,  1930, 

1931,  1932  ;   el,    12,   1033 ;   el,   15.   1939  ; 

el,  16,  1940  ;  c/.  20,  [193]  813  ;  cl.  21,  816  : 

add,  el,  820,  826 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt. 

1903 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Gomm. 

el.  8,  [19a]  878,  884 


WAL       WAT 
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Walbond,  Mp.  J.  W.,  TwirUm 

Compulsory  Charoh  Ratet  Abolition,  2R.[  190] 

981 
Establiahed  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.   [191] 

1359 
RepresentatioD  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

ci.  8,  riS|2]879 
Stone,  rolice  Sergeant,  Case  of,  [193]  1482 

Wabiteb,  Mr.  E.,  Norwich 
Arm  J — Knapsacks  for  the  Troops,  [193]  1827 
Compounding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1919 
Parliamentary  Boroughs  —  Payment  of  Rates, 
[190]  443 

Warren,  Right   Hon.   R.   R.   (Attorney 
Qeneral  for    Ireland),   Dvhlin    Uni- 
versity 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  [191]  831 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.    [191] 

1640  ;  Res.  1905,  1927 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  2R.  [192]  775 
Grand  Jury  Cess  (Ireland),  2R.  [191]  214 
Ireland — Questions,  d(0. 

Alleged  Seditious  Speaking,  [190]  1668 
Small  Debts  Recorery,  [190]  1679 
Sullivan  and  Pigott,  Messrs.,  Imprisonment 

of,  [19T]  448 
Tower  of  Ardfert  —  Kerry   Grand  Jury, 
[191]  209 
Ireland  —  Writs  of  Error  in  Criminal  Cases, 

Res.  [193]  658,  664.  665 
Libel,  Comm.  [19a]  601 
Military  at  Elections  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  416 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  67,  [191]  325 
Petit  Juries  (Ireland),  [191]  263 
Registration    (Ireland),   Comm.  [193]    1489  ; 
el.  25,   1497;  cl.  32,  1498;  d,  34,  1509; 
add,  cl  1514 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  8,  [193]  1585  ;  add.  cl.  1776, 1779 

Water  Supply  Bill 

{Mr.  Clive,  Mr.  Goldney,  Mr.  Neale,  Mr.  Wyld) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  21  [BiU  131] 

Bill  withdrawn  •  July  8 

Water  Supply  Commisgion 
Question,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  Mar  16,  [190]  1685 

Watkin,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Stockport 

Boundary,  [191]  706;  Conmi.e/.  6,  [193]  1441; 

Schedule,  1443 
Ceylon — Questions,  Ac. 

Affairs  of,  [190]  2025,  2030 
Crops  in,  [192]  1755 

Unauthorized  Publication  of  a  Despatch, 
[192]  1015 
Ceylon —Condition  of.  Motion  for  a  Committee, 

[i9i]971,976,  977,  982 
Edmburgh,  Duke  of.  Address  to  Her  Majesty, 

[191]  1336 
Electric  Telegraphs,  Comm.  cl.  15,  [193]  1602; 

Amendt.  1603 
Established  Church   (Ireland),   Comm.  [191] 

1339 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continaanoe, 
Comia.[i9i]199;  d.2,20d 


Watuv,  Mr.  E.  Vf.^-cwt. 

Maguire,  Convict,  Case  of  the,  [190]  107 
Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  Steamboat 

Piers,  [191]  1332 
Metropolitan  Foreign  Cattle  Market,  Comm. 

cl,  3,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  [193]  1537 
Parliament  —  Prirate   Bill    Legislation,  Res. 
[190]  1809 
Standing  Order  131  Repeal,  [191]  145 
Railways  (Extension  of  Time),  LeaTe,  [190] 

1001 
South  Eastern,  4c.  Railwsy,  Lords  Amendts. 

[193]  1248 
Supply — British  Embassy  Houses,  [191]  996 
Metropolitan  Polioe,  Motion  ifor  Adjourn- 
ment,  [192]  504 
United  SUtes— Relations  with  the,  [190]  330, 
690 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

190]  Considered  in  Committee— i4&y««tnum  JSv- 

peditxon — Financial  Statement  and  Reecith 

Hon  —  Income    Tax  {Mr.   Hunt)  Nov   28, 

.    339 ;  after  long  debate,  Resolution  agreed 

to ;  Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to ;   Bill 

ordered  Nov  29 

Considered  in  Committee— £2,000,000,   Con- 

.    solidated  Fund  Nov  28,  359  ;  Resolution  re« 

ported  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered  Nov  29 

£362,398,  I9s.  9d.,  Consolidated  Fund  Mar  17, 

.    1827  ;   Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to ; 

.    BiU  ordered  ifor  18, 1872 

Resolution  [March  23]  reported,  and  agreed  to 

Consolidated    Fund    (£6,000,000) ;    Bill    or- 

dered  ;  read  I**  *  Mar  24 
Considered  in  Committee  April  23 
X91]  Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  moving  the  First  Resolution, 
That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,   the    Duty   of  Customs  now 
charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  afler  the  1st  day  of  August 
1868  until  the  1st  day  of  August  1869,  on  the 
importation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  and 
.      IreUnd:  viz.— Tea,  the  lb.— 0«.  6d.,  1149; 
after    long    debate,   Resolution  agreed  to ; 
Resolution  reported 
.  Considered  in  Committee  May  4,  1746 
.  Property  and  Income  Tax ;  Resolution,  1746 
.    .£1,000,000,  Excheouer  Bonds  May  4, 1773 
Resolutions  reported  May  6 
Considered  in  Committee — £600,000,   Exche* 
quer  Bonds  May  7,  2062 
•  Resolutions  reported  May  8 

SUMMARY. 

Ways  ai^d  Meaks. 

SoHEDULB  or  Wats  amd  Mxams  bstibred  to  in 

SXCTION    5     07     THS   CONSOUDATXD    FuND  (Ap- 

PBOPBiATiON   Act — Yiz. :  £        «.    cf. 

* 

Granted  per  Act  31  Vict.  c.  1, 
for  the  Senrice  of  the  Year 
ending  31st  March  1868    ...     2,000,000    0    0 

Granted  per  Act  31  Vict.  c.  10, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Years 
ending  31st  March  1867  and 
81st  March  1868  ...        a^*!,^*^'^  V^    'Sk 

Granted  for  the  Service  oi  V^s^fe 
Year  ending 3 1  st  Maroli-  V^^^ 


WAT       WES 


(dBNBRAL    IVDBXJ 


WBS        WHA 


Waft  and  MkOM^^Sumniary-'-conu 

£         $.  d. 

Per  Act  31  Via.  o.  IS  ^.  6.000.000  0  0 
Per  Aot  31  FtW.  0. 16  ...17,000,000  0  0 
Per  Section  1  of  thii  Act  82,088,339  9  6 
Per  Section  i  of  this  Act 

(being  Surplus  Ways  and 

Means  granted  for  the 

Serrioe    of    preceding 

Tears)         337,91T  10    7 


Total  Grants  or  Wats  and 
MxAHS  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

1867-8  £2,369.398  19    9\ ->i.*a«  ,^  ,o    ^ 
1868-9  43.620,760    0    0/  »*7,»W,1«5  19    V 


WxotTELnr,  Mr.  T.  H.,  WoherhampUn 
Merohant  Ships,  OTerloading  of.  [iQj]  372 
Postal — India,  China,  and  Japan  Mails.  Res. 

[190]  456 
Spain  and  Chile,  [i(^]  1458 

WeighU  and  Measuret 
Observations.   Mr.  Thomas  Hughes  ;    Reply. 

Mr.  Stephen  Cave  July  29.  [193]  1924 
Report  0/  CommtMiion  on  FcUte,  Question.  Lord 

Eustace    Cecil  ;     Answer.     Mr.    Gathome 

liardy  Mar  30.  [191]  467 

Weights  and  Xeasurei  (Xetric  Syitem) 

Bill    {Mr.  Ewari,  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr.  Bainei^ 

Mr.  John  Benjamin  Smith,  Mr.  Oravet) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Ewart)  Feb  24,  [190] 
1074 ;  Bill  ordered,  after  short  debate ; 
read  1«»»  [Bill  44] 

Moved.  <*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
J/ay  13,[i9a]l76 

A  mend  t.  to  leave  out  "  now."  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  (i&.  Beres/ord  Hope) ; 
after  debate.  Question,  "  That  *  now.'  Ac. ; " 
A.  217,  N.  66  ;  M.  152  ;  Bill  read  2« 

Bill  withdrawn  July  I,  [193]  425 

Weights  and  Measures  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Craufttrd,  Sir  Edward  CoUhrooke) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  May  8  [Bill  109] 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  18 


Wellington,  Monument  to  the  Duke  of 
Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid ;  Answer.  Lord  John 
Manners  May  19,  [193]  512 

Wkstbuky,  Lord 

Bankruptcy  Act  Amendment,  2R.  [193]  867  ; 

Comm.  1158. 1161 
Bankruptcy  Acts  Repeal.  2R.  [t9i]l9 
Courts  of  Justiciary   (Scotland),  2R.    [193] 

1164 
Liquidation.  2R.  [193]  366 
Promissory  Oaths.  2R.  [190]  858 ;  Commons 

Amendts.  [193]  1231,  1233 
Regulation  of  Railways,  2R.  [190]  1971 
United  States—The  "Alabama  "  claims,  Motion 

for  Papers.  [191]  346.  350 


JTeti  Indiee 

Ecdesiattieal  EttMiihmenii  in  the,  Questioop 
Mr.  R.  Hills  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adderley  Feb  21. 
[190]  1003 

Hurricane  in  the.  Question,  Mr.  Baillie  Coch- 
rane ;  Answer.  Mr.  Adderley  Nov  29.  [190] 
421 

Torlola^  AUeyed  SiAmertion  of,  Question.  Mr. 
0.  Forster ;    Answer.  Mr.  Adderley  Nov  30, 
[190]  92 
{Foital  Communioaiion  vnth — See   Foot 


West  Indies  Bill 

{Mr.  Adderley,  Mr.  Selater-Booth) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  May  19  [Bill  124] 

Read2«*  Jfay  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Considered  *  May  25 

RMid3«*  Jfay  28 
L  Read  1**  (The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandoe)  May  29  (No.  135) 

Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
July  7.  [193]  784;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
read  2* 

Committee  July  13.  1101 

Report*  July  16  (No. 249) 

Read3«*  July  17 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  considered  July  27,  .1880 

Moved.  To  leave  out  "  as  such  coadjutor,  con- 
tinue to  act  in  the  same  manner  as  at  present 
as  Archdeacon  of  Middlesex,"  and  insert "  and 
exercises  episcopal  functions  therein,  continue 
to  receive  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  the 
annual  payment  of  two  thousand  pounds  which 
has  been  hitherto  made  to  him  in  part  by  tho 
Bishop  of  Jamaica  out  of  the  stipend  ol  three 
thousand  pounds  paid  to  the  said  Bishop  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  before  re- 
cited Acts,  and  in  part  out  of  the  stipend 
appropriated  to  his  Archdeaconry  of  Middle- 
sex out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  under  the 
said  Acts :  Provided.  That  during  his  receipt 
of  such  annual  payment  no  payment  shall 
be  made  to  him  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
in  respect  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Middlesex" 
{Mr.  Ruetell  Gwmey) ;  Question,  '*  That  the 
words.  d(c.;"  after  short  debate.  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  July  28,  1918 ;  after  short 
debate,  A.  30.  N.  29 ;  M.  1  ;  Lords  Amendt. 
agreed  to 

Royal  Assent  July  31    [31  d(  32  Viet.  c.  120] 

WzsTXtATH,  Marquess  of 

Burials  (Ireland).  2R.  [193]  1097  :  Report. 
cl.  4, 1474 

Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, 2R.  [190]  1068 

Lodgers'  Property  Protection.  2R.  [193]  977 

Poor  Relief,  Report,  [19a]  1743, 1744 

Wballet,  Mr.  6.  H.,  Feterhorough 

Abyssinian  Expedition,  [190]  988 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [190]  89 ; 

Report.  96. 103 
Agriculture.  Motion  for  a  Committee,  [19a]  580 
Army — 7th    Surrey  Volunteers.  [193]    1823. 

1824 
Army— MilitM7  EdsosUoD,  Rts.  [191]  1838 

{cold. 


m 


i) 
0; 
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Whalut,  Mr.G.  H.— conl, 

Ooid  Mines,  [193]  1085 
Qountj  Finanoial  Boardi,  3R.  [191]  1554 
EitabliBhedChiiroh  (Ireland),  [191]  708 ;  Comm. 
1424:    Kee.  1,  1533;    Res.  2,  1897,1907* 
1926  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1940 
Established  Choroh  (Ireland),  2R.  [193]  766 
Habeas  Corpus  Suspension  (Ireland)  Act  Con- 
tinuance, Comm.  add,  el,  [190]  939 
Ireland— Maynooth  Grant,  [191 J  836 
Libel,  2R.  [191]  664 ;  Comm.  [19a]  599 ;  d,  1, 

605,607;  e^  8,  611,  617 
Mauritius,  Feyer  at  the,  [190]  991, 992,  1006  ; 

[191]  661, 1460,  1461 
Ministerial  Statement,  [xoi]  1818 
NaTj— School  and  Tnimng  Ships,  [191]  1785 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of,  [193I 1065 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  d,  10,  [193J  1875;  d.  12, 

Amendt.  1880 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Consid.  [193]  1789 
Riots  at  Ashton,  Staleybridge,  Ao,  [192]  827, 
829,  830,  1042, 1085, 1086,  1092, 1093,  1096 
Supply— Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  [192] 
1104 
Goyemment  Prisona,  [19a]  1107 
Legal  Charges  (Ireland),  [19a]  1104 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [191]  833;  Motion  for  an 
AddMS,  2016 

Whabnclhtb,  Lord 
South  Coast  Ridlways,  2R.[i9a]  1451 

WnrEBBXADt  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Army  Estimates — Luid  Forces,  [191]  81 
Boundary,  Comm.  Preamble,  [19a]  1291, 1292 
Cambridge   University  Election — Interference 

of  Peers,  [190]  801 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Leaye,  [190]  705  ;  Comm.  [191] 

298  ;  el.  5,  [193]  738;   cl  6,  741 ;  d,  10, 

750;    el.  17,  1170;    d,  37,   1174;    d.  46, 

1871 ;  add.  cl  1378, 1453 
Established  Church   (Ireland),    Comm.  [191] 

1421 ;  Res.  Amendt.  1923,  1931 
Ministerial  Statement,  [191]  1810 
Parliunent — Business  of  the  House,  [191]  1681 

Easter  Vacation,  [190]  1892 
Parliament  —  Private   Bill    Legislation,   Res. 

[190]  1801 
Public  Schools,  Ee-comm.  el,  6,  [19a]  1931 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

[19a]  440 

Whitb,  Hon.  Capt.  C.  W.,  Ttpperaiy  Co, 
Established   Church   (Ireland),  Oomm.  [191] 
637 


Wbitb,  Mr.  J.,  BrigKUm 
Army — £xpenditure,  [190]  1687 

OiBoera  holding  QWH  Appointments,  [191] 
1333 
Gomponnding  for  Rates,  Res.  [190]  1893, 1908, 

1023 
Election    Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 
Elections,    Comm.    add.    el,   [193]    1450; 
Consid.  1615  ;  add.  el.  1686 
Indisk — Commission  on  Currency  Laws,  [190] 

1113,  Ills 
Nayy — Nayal  Commissions,  [190]  1680 
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Wbitb,  Mr.  J.— «oft<. 

Poor  Rate  Assessment,  [193]  999 
Public  Accounts,  Res.  [19a]  124 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Consid. 

add,  d,  ri9a]  1445 
Ways  and  Means-* Abyssinian  Expedition,  Res. 

[190]  351 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  [191] 

1180 

Whitwoeth,  Mr.  B.,  Drogheda 
Representation  of  the  People  (Ireland),  Comm. 
d,  18,  [19a]  1891 

WiCKiow,  Earl  of 
Sea  Fisheries,  Comm.  el,  5,  [19a]  288 

Williams,  Colonel  T.  P.,  Marhw 
Armj  Reserye,  Motion  for  a  Commission,  [19a] 
1969 

W1LLIAM8OK,  Sir  H.,  Durham,  IT. 
Boundary,  Comm.  el,  4,  [19a]  1424 

WnrrsBBOTHAic,  Mr.  H.  S.  P.,  Stroud 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, [193]  336 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersities,  2R.  ri9a] 
225 ;  [193]  441,  457 

WiiMiiei,  Expensei  of* 
Question,  Mr.  Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  July  27,  [193]  1819 


WooDB,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Knareeborough 
Parliament  —  Prifate   Bill    Legislation,    Res, 
[190]  1809 

Woods  and  Game  Assessment  Bill 

(Mr.  Readf  Mr,  Jasper  More) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  T*  Jtdy  16  [Bill  242] 

Read  2»  • /i«2y  27 

Workshop  Regulation  Act  (1867) 
Questions,  Mr.  Powell,  Bfr.  W.  E.  Forster; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  July  2,  [193] 
517 

Wreeh  Begtstere,  Briiieh  and  Foreign 
Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Stephen 
Caye  Dee  2,  [190]  507— VFreeJ;  RegiHerfar 
1867,  Question,  Mr.  Miller;  Answer,  Mr. 
Stephen  Oaye  Mar  16, 1687 

Wtld,  Mr.  J.,  Bodmtn 
Abyssinia— Foreign  OiBoe,  The,  [190]  606, 

628 
Army  Estimatea— Land  Forces,  [191]  68 


Suryeys,  [193]  962,  965 
Officers  of 
[193]  1922 


Army — Staff 


Pensioners,  Senior, 


Ciroalar  Delifery  Company  and  the  Gomnus- 

sionaires,  [  1 93]  1 200 
County  Financial    Boards,  2R.   [191]    1542, 

1558 


4  P 
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TOR       BAN 


Wtid^  Mr*  J.    cotU* 

Eleetion  Pftitioni  and  Oomspt  PriMtloM  ftt 

Elaotioni,  Comm.  add,  el,  [103]  1458 
MeiropoUi  Gm,  9R.  [191]  T98^ 
Mines  Aaseisment,  9R.  [191]  1871 
Poor  B«lief,  Comm.  el  6,  [193]  1618 
Spain— Caie  of  the  "  Tornado,    [190!  1108 
Snpply— Abjwinian  Ezpedition«  [190]  305 
Compensation  —  Ezploiion  at  Clerkenwell, 

[193]  131« 
Post  Offlee,  [193]  888 
Post  Offloo  Packet  Serrioo,  [193]  840 
Tnriioy — Brigandafe  naar  Smjma,  [19a]  1040 


WTin)HAx,  Hon.  P.  S.,  Cumh^land,  IF. 
Armj,  Administration  of  ibe,  Res.  [191]  9008, 

2004 
Boundarj,  Comm.  Preamble,  [19a]  1281 
County  Finanoial  Boards,  2R.  [191]  154T 
Election  Petitions  and  Corrupt  Practices  at 

Elections,  Consid.  add,  el.  [193]  1685 
Established  Charch  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res. [191] 

1918 
Illegal  Publications,  [19a]  512 
Metropolis — Lambeth    Workhouse— The  New 

Master,  Motion  for  Papers,  [190]  2046 
Mines   Assessment,  2R.  [191]   1884,    1872  ; 

Comm.  el,  l,[i93] 848, 849, 851, 853 ;  Consid. 

1221, 1224 
Ministerial  SUtement,  [19s]  628 
Poor  Relief,  Comm.  cL  8,  [193]  1485 :  ^.  6, 1610 
Public  Schools,  Re-comm.  add,  eL  [193]  821 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comip. 

d,  10,  [193]  985  ;  Schedule  A,  1254 
Salmon  Fisheries  in  the  Solway,  [190]  429 

Vtfk,  Mr.  C.  W.  W.,  IfontgomerffBhire 
Pnblia  Sefaools,  Re>oomm.e{.21,  Amendi  [193] 
814 


York 

CircttiUt  in  TortMre.  The,  Qnastion,  Yiicoant 
Milton :  Answer,  Mr.  G.  Hardy  July  27, 
[193]  1828  ;  /Wy  81, 1942 

Bigh  Sheriff  for  the  Eoit  Riding,  Qaestion, 
Admiral  Dunoombe  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathonie 
Hardy  July  2,  [193]  515  ;  Question,  Viscount 
Milton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy /ti^  8, 
609 

TOBK,  ArohbiBhop  of 
Army  Chaplains,  Oomm.  [193]  1887, 1889, 1892 
Compulsory  Chiuoh  Rates  Abolition,  2R.  [191] 

1129  ;  Comm.  [193]  602 ;  Report,  el,  8,  899 
EsUbliabed  Church  (Ireland),  9R.  [193;)  48 
Union  Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Motion  for 

Papers,  [190]  322 


YoBKE,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Tewkesbury 
Boundaries  of  Boroughs,  Comm.  [19a]  481 ; 

Amendt.  488 
EsUblished  Church  (Ireland),  [191]  706 
Representation  of  the  People  (dbotland),  Comm. 
19a]  458, 954 ;  el,  10,  Amendt.  082 ;  cl,  20, 
otion  for  A<youmment,  1009 


M< 


ToTJKo,  Mr.  G.,  Wigton^  ifc. 
Abyssinian  Expedition— Return  of  Merohant 

Ships,  [190]  420 
Established  Church  (Ireland),  Comm.  Res.  1, 

[191]  1627 
Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland),  Comm. 

el.  8,  [19a]  480,  481,  493,  847,  851,  852; 

el,  10,  986 

Zanxfibat — Slaioe  Trade  m 
Question,  Sir  T.  F.  Buxton,*  Answer  Lord 
Stanley  April  80,  [191]  1578 


BRRATA: 

In  Volume  [191]  p.  658,  line  27  from  bottom, /or  lubstaDtia  amor  read  rabstantiTO  union. 

In  Volume  [191]  p.  858,  line  28  from  bottom,/or  cautionary  read  reactionary. 

In  Volume  [19a]  p.  508,  line  20  from  bottom, /or  unopposed  Vote,  read  opposed  Vote. 


END  OF  VOIUME  OXOIII.,  AKD  FOURTH  AND  LAST  VOLUMB 

OF  SESSION  1867-8. 


i.oia>OK :  ooBWBLn78  BUCK,  PBnmBR,  38,  rAznuroinn  bow. 


GENERAL  INDEX  TO  SESSION  1867-8. 


EXPLANATION   OF   THE  ABBREVIATIONS. 

It  being  a  principal  object  of  this  Index,  that  the  proceedings  on  each 
Motion  shall  be  completely  recorded,  some  abbreviations  of  forms  were 
necessary.  Those  who  are  accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
will  readily  fill  up  the  voids.  Those  who  are  not  so  familiar,  may  find  the 
following  explanation  useful,  but  will  find  the  whole  formulm  set  out  at 
length  in  the  "  Contents." 

The  names  which  immediately  follow  the  title  of  a  Bill  are  those  of  the 
Peers  or  hon.  Members  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  numbers  which  are  added  at  stages  of  Bills  are  the  official  numbers 
of  the  prints  and  reprints  ordered  at  each  stage,  and,  with  the  Statute,  will 
enable  the  reader  to  follow  all  the  changes  the  Bill  has  undergone. 

The  entries — Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*;'*  Amendt. 
"  this  day  six  months ;  "  Question  put,  "  That  *  now,'  &c.'' — ^indicate  the 
usual  form  of  raising  the  issue— namely,  "That  the  word  'now' stand 
part  of  the  Question.'' 

"2%0  Ballot,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply"  indicates  that 
the  Question  was  raised  by  means  of  an  Amendment  moved  on  the 
Motion  (after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  had  been  read),  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
In  this  case  the  issue  is  formally  raised  by  the  Motion  "  To  leave  out  from 
the  word  *  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  "  other  words. 
The  decision  is  taken  on  the  Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 


The  Nos.  added  to  the  "  Parliamentary  Papers  "  are  in  most  cases  those 
given  in  the  Commons'  "  list  of  Papers  for  Sale.^ 
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